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Abstract

The Circumcentered Reflection Method (CRM) is a recently developed projec-
tion method for solving convex feasibility problems. It offers preferable convergence
properties compared to classic methods such as the Douglas—Rachford and the al-
ternating projections method. In this study, our first main theorem establishes that
CRM can identify a feasible point in the intersection of two closed convex cones in
R? from any starting point in the Euclidean plane. We then apply this theorem to
intersections of two polyhedral sets in R? and two wedge-like sets in R™, proving
that CRM converges to a point in the intersection from any initial position finitely.
Additionally, we introduce a modified technique based on CRM, called the Sphere-
Centered Reflection Method. With the help of this technique, we demonstrate that
CRM can locate a feasible point in finitely many iterations in the intersection of
two proper polyhedral cones in R? when the initial point lies in a subset of the com-
plement of the intersection’s polar cone. Lastly, we provide an example illustrating
that finite convergence may fail for the intersection of two proper polyhedral cones
in R? if the initial guess is outside the designated set.

Keywords: Circumcentered-reflection method, Feasibility problem, Closed convex cones,
Finite convergence, Polyhedral sets

1 Introduction

Projection methods, such as the Douglas—Rachford and alternating projections methods,
are widely applied algorithms for solving (convex) feasibility problems, that is, finding a
common point in the intersection of finitely many (convex) sets. Feasibility problems are
fundamental in science and engineering; see [3] and [10] for examples. The Circumcentered
Reflection Method (CRM), a modification of the Douglas—Rachford method, was first pro-
posed by Behling, Cruz, and Santos in [6] to address feasibility problems, initially applied
to two subspaces in R”. Shortly thereafter, they extended CRM to finitely many affine
subspaces in R™ and proved its linear convergence rate [7], showing that it outperforms the
alternating projections method in terms of convergence rate [1]. Bauschke, Ouyang, and
Wang further provided sufficient conditions for the linear convergence of CRM [5]. Addi-
tionally, Behling, Cruz, and Santos demonstrated that this approach could be generalized
to convex sets in R” with the same convergence rate, see [2] and [9].
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However, fewer results address the finite convergence performance of CRM. Behling,
Cruz, and Santos demonstrated that CRM finds the projection of any given point onto
the intersection of finitely many hyperplanes in R™ in a single step [8]. In Hilbert spaces,
Ouyang proved that for cases involving two hyperplanes, two half-spaces, or a combination
of one hyperplane and one half-space, CRM reaches either the best approximation or a
feasible point of the intersection within at most three steps, depending on the linear
relation of the normal vectors of the half-space or hyperplane [12].

In this paper, we build on ideas from [11] to prove that CRM finds a feasible point
in the intersection of two closed convex cones in R? in three steps (see Theorem 6). By
applying this theorem along with [9, Theorem 3], we demonstrate finite convergence for
the intersection of two polyhedral sets in R? and two wedge-like sets in R™, as shown in
Theorem 9 and Corollary 11. In R3, we prove that CRM can locate a feasible point in
the intersection of two proper polyhedral cones in finitely many steps if the initial guess
lies in the “finite convergence zone” (see Theorem 18). Finally, we provide an example
illustrating that finite convergence does not hold in R? for two proper polyhedral cones if
the initial guess is outside this zone (see Example 19).

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notation,
auxiliary results, and the definition of the Circumcentered Reflection Method. The main
theorem for R? is presented in Section 3. In Section 4, we apply this theorem to polyhedral
sets in R? and to higher-dimensional cases where the reflections lie in the same plane. To
conclude, in Section 5 we introduce the Sphere-Centered Reflection Method (see Definition
16) and use it to analyze the finite convergence performance for two proper polyhedral
cones in R3. This section also includes an example showing that finite convergence of
CRM does not hold for two proper polyhedral cones in R? (and higher dimensions) if the
initial guess is outside the “finite convergence zone.”

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations and auxiliary results

In this paper, we use ‘H to stand for a real Hilbert spaces, (-,-) for the inner product and
| - || for the norm associated with the inner product in R". Given a point x € H and
r > 0, B.(z) is the closed ball in H centered at x with radius r. Let S be a nonempty
subset of H, then aff S is the smallest affine subspace of H containing S, the interior and
boundary of S is int S and bdry S respectively.

For two nonempty subsets A, B C H, we define A+ B = {x +y|z € A,y € B}
and A— B = {x —y|z € Ay € B}, known as the Minkowski sum and subtraction
respectively. We use A @ B to denote the direct sum of A and B, A L B to represent A
is perpendicular to B, i.e., for all a € A and b € B, we have {a,b) = 0.

Let x € H and C' C H be nonempty, the distance of x to C'is de(z) = inf ec ||z —y||.
If there exists a point p € C' such that ||z — p|| = do(x), we call p is a best approzimation
to x from C', or a projection of x onto C'. If every point in H has a unique projection onto
C, we say C is a Chebyshev set. In this case, we let Po(x) := p represent the projection.
Recall there is a famous theorem about the Chebyshev set and the property of projections,
see [4, Theorem 3.16]:

Theorem 1 (Projection theorem). If C' is a nonempty closed conver subset of H, then
C is a Chebyshev set. And for every x,p € H, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) p= Pe();



(i) pe C, forally € C, (y —p,x —p) <0.

Suppose C' C H is a nonempty closed convex set. The reflection operator associated
with C' is defined as R¢ = 2Po — Id, where 1d is the identity mapping.
Let S be a subset of H, S is a closed cone if it is closed and satisfies

S = U)\S, where AS = {\z |z € S} for a given A € R.

A>0
The conic hull of S contains all conical combinations of elements in S, that is

k

cone (5) = {Z ;T

=1

J]Z'GS,OKZ'ZO,]{TGN}.

Assume S is a nonempty subset of H, the polar cone of S is given by
S€ = {x e H|(r,y) <0 for any y € S}.
For an operator T': H — H, the kernel of T is
KerT = {z € H|T(z) =0},
and its fized-point set is
FixT ={z e H|T(z) = x}.

Given point © € H, if there exists n € N such that 7" (z) € Fix T, we say T converges
finitely from x.
Let x,y € H and x # y, the closed line segment between points x and y is

[zy] ={1l-)z+ay|0<a <1}
Assume x is nonzero, the ray generated by z is

[z] = { x|\ > 0}.

2.2 Circumcentered-reflection method (CRM)

In this subsection, we introduce the circumcentered-reflection method. The circumcenter
of three given non-collinear points z,y,z € H, which is denoted as C(z,y, z), means
C(z,y, z) is equidistant to z,y, z and C(z,y, 2) € aff {x,y, z}.

Definition 2. Let A, B C H be closed convex sets, x € H and Ry, Rp be reflection
operators associated with A, B respectively. The circumcentered-reflection operator Crp is
defined as

Cr(z) = C(z,Ra(z), Rp(Ra(x))).

Figure 1 gives a geometrical intuition when A, B are closed convex cones in R?, we
can see Cp(z) = 0.

It is necessary to check whether C7 is well-defined for given A and B. Here we briefly
specify two cases:

e if A, B are subspaces of R", Behling, Cruz, and Santos has stated Cr is well-defined
in [6, Introduction].
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Figure 1: Geometrical interpretation of CRM when A, B are closed convex cones in R2.

e if A, B are closed convex sets of R, Cr(z) may not exist for some z € R™. To fix
this issue, according to [9], if we define X := {(z,z) € R*" |z € R"} and Y := AX B,
then

e ANB & (z,2") e XNY. (1)

From [9, Theorem 3|, we have Cr is well-defined for solving (1) and finds a point
(z*,2*) € X NY, ie., Cr reaches a point z* € AN B with this transformation.

In contrast to other projection methods, for instance, the Douglas-Rachford method,
the fixed-point set of C'r coincides with A N B.

Proposition 3. Let A, B C H be closed conver sets and ANB # &, then FixCr = ANB.

Proof. See [6, Introduction]. O

3 Finite convergence of CRM on closed convex cones
in R?
We present the two technical results first, followed by the main theorem.

Lemma 4. Suppose C' is a nonempty closed convex cone in H. Let x € H and p = Po(x),
then

(p,x—p)=0.

Proof. Since C'is a nonempty closed convex cone in H and p € C, then 0 € C' and 2p € C.
By Theorem 1 we have

<0—p,$—p>§0 and <2p—p,$—p>§0,
ie, (p,x—p)=0. O

Corollary 5. Suppose C' is a nonempty closed convex cone in H and R¢ is the reflection
operator associated with C. Then for every v € H, ||z|| = ||Rc(x)]|.



Proof. Suppose p = Po(z), then by Lemma 4,
[Rc(2)]|* = [12p — | = 4]lp||* — 4(p, =) + |z]|* = 4(p,p — 2) + ||=||* = ||=]%,
Le., [lz] = |Re(x)]- O
Now we state the first main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 6. Let A, B C R? be nonempty closed convex cones. Then for any initial guess
x € R%2, CRM finds a feasible point in AN B in at most three steps.

Proof. First, we have 0 € AN B thus AN B is always nonempty. For simplicity, in this
proof we let y = Ra(z) and z = Rp(y) = Rp(Ra(x)). Let z; == Cp(x), and similarly
y1 = Ra(x1),21 = Rp(y1) = Rp(Ra(z1)) as well. The proof can be split into three parts
according to the cardinality of {x,y, z}. If the cardinality of {z,y, 2} is 1, then z = y = z,
and thus z € AN B. If the cardinality of {x,y, 2} is 3, then z,y and z are all distinct.
Since reflection operators R4 and Rp o R4 are norm-preserving by Corollary 5, we have
]l = [ly|l = ||z|| and Cr(z) =0 € AN B. The remaining case is when the cardinality of
{z,y, 2} is 2.

(i) If x = y # z, equivalently = € A and = ¢ B, then by definition of C7 we have
1 1 1
Cr(e) = 5(x +2) = 5+ Ro(Ra(a))) = 5« + 2Pa(x) — ) = Pa(z),
i.e., T = CT(.T) € B.

(a) If 1 € A, then Cp(x) € AN B trivially.
(b) If z1 ¢ A and z1,v, 21 are distinct, then C2(z) = Cr(x1) =0 € AN B.

(c) If 21 ¢ A and the cardinality of {z1,yi, 21} is 2, then either y; = z; or 27 = 2.
Note that since z; ¢ A we always have x; # y;. Further, the cardinality of
{1,y1, 21} cannot be 1 otherwise x; must lie in A, contradicting z; ¢ A. First
assume 1y; = z1. As both z1,y; € B and B is a closed convex cone, we must
have

1
CT(Q?l) = 5(%1 +y1) = PA(.Q?l) € B,

thus Cr(x1) € AN B. Secondly, if 1 = z1, R4 and Rp o R4 reflect x; through
same point ¢ = P4(z1) = Pp(y1) € AN B. Therefore

Crlwm) = 3o +u) = 3(n +2) =g € AN B,
(i) If z # y = 2, equivalently x ¢ A and y € B, then by definition of C'r we have
Cr(w) = 5(0 +9) = 5o+ Rale) = 5(z + 2Pa(x) — ) = Pa(e),
i.e., Cr(z) € A. Then y; = x; thus

Crlwr) = 501 + Rp(Raler))) = 501+ Ri(an)) = Polan) € B,

then refer to (i).

(iii) If x = z # y, equivalently # ¢ A and x = Rp(Ra(z)), then by definition of Cr we
have

Cr(w) = 5(y+2) = (Rale) + Ru(Ra(a))) = Po(Ra(x) € B,
then refer to (i).



4 Finite convergence of CRM on polyhedral sets

In this section, we apply Theorem 6 to polyhedral sets in R? and wedge-like sets in R™.
Following [14], a subset of R" is a polyhedral set if it is a finite intersection of closed
half-spaces. According to [15, Lemma 3], a polyhedral set is conic at every point within
itself. For the convenience of the readers, we provide a definition of local conicity and a
proof of the conicity of polyhedral sets.

Definition 7. Let S be a closed convex subset of R". For a given x € S and r > 0, let
K = (SN B.(z)) — x.
We say S is locally conic at a point x € S' if there exists » > 0 such that
K = B.(0)N (U )\K) .
A>0

Intuitively, consider a disk sector S shown in Figure 2, S is locally conic at point A
and B, but not locally conic at point C' and D.
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Figure 2: Geometrical interpretation of local conicity.

Lemma 8. A polyhedral set S C R™ is locally conic at every point x € S.

Proof. We know any polyhedral set S can be written as

where H; = {x € R"|{a;,z) < b;}, a1,...,a, € R* and a; # 0 for all 1 < i < m,
bi,...,b, € R. For a given point x € S, if € intS, S is locally conic at x trivially.
Otherwise, assume x € bdry S, after relabeling the index of H;’s, there exists an integer
j such that

(a;,x)y =b;,V1<i<j and (a;,x) <b;, Vj<i<m.

Since m is finite, we can choose

[(a;, ©) — by
llail|

6
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thus for all y € SN B.(z), (a;,y) < b; for all j < i < m. Further, if we let C' =
S N bdry B,(x), we can conclude

S0 B,(x) = eyl 2)

yeC

Let K = (SN B.(z)) —x. It is sufficient to check whether K O B,(0) N (Uyso AK).
Indeed, by (2) we have (Jjc,c; AK = K C B,(0), and B,(0) N (Uys, AK) = B.(0)NK.
Therefore, S is locally conic at x. ]

Now we are ready to apply Theorem 6 to polyhedral sets in R? and analyze the
convergence performance of CRM.

Theorem 9. Suppose A, B C R? are polyhedral sets and ANB # @. Then for any initial
guess x € R?, the sequence generated by CRM converges to a point in AN B finitely.

Proof. Since A, B are polyhedral sets, AN B is a polyhedral set as well. By [9, Theorem 3],
for a given z € R?, let x,, = C(z), then sequence {x,} converges to a point z* € AN B.
According to Lemma 8, AN B is locally conic at x*. Suppose the associated radius is r.
Then there exists a finite N € N such that x,, € B,(2*) for all n > N. From this stage,
we have

Ra(zn) = Rang, (o) (zn) and  Rp(Ra(r,)) = Rpnp, 2 (RanB, @) (Tn))-

In other word, CRM iterations for AN B and (AN B,(z*)) N (B N B,(z*)) are indistin-
guishable. Consider the problem:

findy € (AN B.(z")) —z*)N (BN B.(z")) — z").

Clearly, both sets ((A N B.(z*)) — 2*) and ((B N B,.(z*)) — z*) are closed, convex, and
locally conic at 0. By Theorem 6, we conclude that {x,} converges to z* in no more than
N + 3 steps. ]

The above theorem can be extended to higher dimensional cases if all the reflections
are in the same plane.

Corollary 10. Suppose A,B C R"™, n > 3 and there is a two-dimensional subspace
A:Ao@M and B:Bo@M,

where Ag, By are polyhedral sets in Lo, Ag N By # &, and M 1is a linear subspace of R™
such that M L L. Then for any initial guess x € R"™, the sequence generated by CRM
converges to a point in AN B finitely.

Proof. For a given x € R", there always exists a two-dimensional subspace L C R™ which
contains z and L L M. By [4, Corollary 3.22|, for any u,v € M, we have

(u—wv,z— Py(z)) =0,

i.e., x — Py(z) is perpendicular to M, Py(z) € L. Let Ay = ANL and B, = BN
L, we can conclude that Ay, B;, are polyhedral sets in L. Let x = (z,x)), where
xp € L and xp € M, we have Py(z) = (Pa,(z), Py(x)). Since Py(x) € L, we have
Py(x) = (Pa,(x),zp) € L. Similarly, Pg(z) = (Pp,(x),zn) € L as well. Therefore,
Ap, Br,z, Pa(z), Pg(x) lie in the same two-dimensional subspace L. By Theorem 9, we
can conclude that xj converges to a point in Ay N By, finitely. Therefore, CRM finds a
point in AN B from z finitely. O



Further, the direct sum can be relaxed to the Minkowski sum.

Corollary 11. Suppose A, B C R" are full dimensional, AN B # @ and n > 3. If there
exists a linear subspace M of R™ with dimension n — 2 such that

A:A0+M and B:Bo+M,

where Ay, By are two-dimensional polyhedral sets, Ay, By € M. Then for any initial guess
x € R", the sequence generated by CRM converges to a point in AN B finitely.

Proof. According to the conditions of A, B, we can conclude there exists a two-dimensional
subspace Ly C R™ such that Ly L M. Let Ay = AN Ly and B; = BN Ly, we can write

A:Al@M and B:Bl@M,

where Ay, By C Lg are polyhedral sets, A; N By # @. Then the statement follows from
Corollary 10. ]

5 Finite convergence of CRM on proper polyhedral
cones in R’

In this section, we examine the convergence properties of two proper polyhedral cones in
R3. A cone C' C R" is called proper if it is convex, closed, pointed (i.e., C N —C = {0})
and solid (i.e., int C' # @). To analyze these properties, we project the proper polyhedral
cones onto S? and adapt the method used in the previous two sections.

5.1 From R? to $2

We first establish a connection between the unit sphere S? and R3. Let A’ = AN S? and
B’ = BN S?% To perform iterations with respect to A’ and B’, we modify CRM into a
new technique that we call the Sphere-Centered Reflection Method (SRM), which allows
us to replicate CRM’s performance on S2. We then examine the convergence properties
of SRM and relate them to CRM.

In the following, we first present the preliminaries leading to the development of SRM.
A set Hg is called a half-sphere of S? if there exists a closed half-space H C R? such that
0 € H and Hg = HNS?. For points x,y € S?, the geodesic is the shorter arc of the great
circle passing through = and y, denoted geo (z,y). If 2 and y are antipodal points, there
are infinitely many geodesics between them, and geo (x,y) represents the set containing
all such geodesics. The length of a geodesic is |geo (x,y)|. Similar to R3, the geodesic
distance between points x and y in S? is

d?(x,y) = arccos (z, y) = [geo (z,y)],
Recall that there is a classic metric exists on the sphere with geodesics:

Proposition 12. Let S? be the unit sphere, z,y € S*. Suppose d?(x,y) is the geodesic
distance between x and y, then (S?,d9) is a metric space.

Proof. See [13, Chapter 1 & 5]. ]



Before introducing SRM, we first define convex sets and polyhedral sets in S?, followed
by the definitions of the projection and reflection operators in S?.

Let C' C S? be a nonempty set. The set C' is called geodesically convez in S? if, for all
z,y € C, there exists a unique geo (z,y) C C. Furthermore, C is a polyhedral set in S*
if it can be expressed as the intersection of a finite number of half-spheres in S?. With
these definitions, we can now describe the relationship between a proper polyhedral cone
in R? and a geodesically convex polyhedral set in S2.

Lemma 13. Suppose C C R? is a proper polyhedral cone and let C' = C N'S%. Then C’
is a geodesically convex polyhedral set in S2.

Proof. Suppose x,y € C' C C, x # y. Since C is proper and thus pointed, x and y cannot

be antipodal points. Since C'is proper and thus convex, the line segment [z, y] C C. Let

H,, be the plane passing through z,y and the origin, then H,, N'S? is a great circle of

S?. Therefore, geo (x,y) C H,, N C, and then geo (z,y) C C’, C" is geodesically convex.
To see C' is a polyhedral set in S?, since C' can be written as

C = ﬂHi, where H; = {z € R?*|{a;, ) <0},a; € R® a; # 0,n > 3,
i=1
each H;NS? is a closed half-sphere of S?, here we require n > 3 to make sure C' is pointed.
After taking finite intersection, we can see C’ is a polyhedral set in S%. [

To transfer from R® to S?, we need to redefine the projection in (S?,d?). Let set
C C $? be nonempty and x € S?. The distance of x to C' in §? is

dl(x) = infyec d?(z,y).

Suppose C' C R3 is a proper polyhedral cone, and let C' = CNS2. If z € (R*\ C°)NS?,
let p = Pco(x). Then p' == [p|NS? € C" is the projection of x onto C’ in S?, and we denote
this projection by PZ(z). The reflection associated with C” in S? is then defined as
Rg ;) = Rc.

It is worth mentioning that here we define the reflection operator R{, independently
of P2,. According to Corollary 5, reflection over a cone in R? preserves the norm, allowing
us to conclude that RZ,(z) € S* when x € (R*\ C°) NS To conclude this subsection,
we show that in S?, the distance between x and P, (x) is equal to the distance between
P%,(z) and RZ,(z), mirroring the behavior in R?.

Proposition 14. Suppose C C R? is a proper polyhedral cone and let C' = C' N S2.
Suppose x € (R*\ C°)NS?, then d9(PY,(x), R%, (z)) = d9(x, P, (z)) = d%.(x).

Proof. The proof can be divided into two parts. To prove the first equality, suppose
p = Po(x), and let p’ = P?,(z) and y = Ro(x) = RY,(z) for convenience. According to
Lemma 4, we have (p,z—p) = 0, and can derive (p,y—p) = 0 as well. Since z, p and y are
colinear and p’ = [p|NS?, then 0, 2,y and p’ are coplanar, ||z—p'|| = |ly—p'||. Since z,y,p’ €
S?, we have |geo (z,p')| = |geo (¢, y)| as well, i.e., d9(x, P, (z)) = d9(P% (z), RL (x)).

We prove the second equality by contradiction. If not, suppose d7,(z) = d?(z,q’),
where ¢ € C" and ¢’ # P2, (x). Let p = Po(x), p = P2(x), ¢ = Py)(x), y = Re(x) =
Re/(z), = = Ryg(z) = R, (x). Since di,(x) = d(z,¢'), then by the first part of the
proof,

|geo (x, 2)| = 2[geo (, ¢')| < 2[geo (x,p')] = [geo (z,y)],
therefore
o — 2l = 2z — qll < 2z — pl = 1 — yll
However, since p = Po(x) and ¢ = Pgj(x) € C, we must have ||z — p|| < ||z —¢|| and thus
p = q. Therefore, we must have ¢’ = p’ = PZ,(z) as well. ]
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5.2 Sphere-centered reflection method (SRM)

In this subsection, we introduce the Sphere-Centered Reflection Method. We begin by
defining the sphere-center in S?, followed by the definition of SRM.

Definition 15. Suppose z,y, 2 € S? and they are not in the same great circle of S%2. The
sphere-center of x,y and z, which denoted as S(x,y, z), satisfies

o S(x,y,2) €V i={p eS| d(p,x) = d*(p,y) = d*(p,2)}, and
o d9(S(z,y,2),z) < dp,z) for all pe V.
Now we give the definition of SRM.

Definition 16. Suppose A, B C R3 are proper polyhedral cones. Let A’ = ANS? and
B' = BNS% Let R%, R%, be reflection operators associated with A’ B’ respectively in
S2. The sphere-centered reflection operator St is defined as

ST('I) = S(Jf,y, Z)7
where z € S? and z ¢ Ker Cr NS?, y = R%,(x), 2 = R%,(R% (x)).

Note that Sz(z) is well-defined when z ¢ Ker CrNS?. Indeed, since A®, B® C (ANB)®
and (AN B)® C KerCr, reflection operators RY,, R%, are well-defined by definition of
reflection operators in S%. And since z ¢ Ker C7NS?, x,y and 2 are not in the same great
circle of S? and then Sy (z) exists.

5.3 Locally finite convergence of SRM on geodesically convex
polyhedral sets in S?

To describe a geodesically convex polyhedral set more precisely, suppose C C R3 is a
proper polyhedral cone and let C' = C' N'S?. By the proof of Lemma 13, there exists the
smallest n such that C' can be written as

C’:ﬂHi, where H; = {z € R?|{a;, 2) <0},a; € R® a; # 0,n > 3,

i=1

here each H; is a plane passing through the origin. Let H = H;NS? be a closed half-sphere
of S?, then C’ can be written as

' = ﬂHz', where n > 3.
i=1

We define the set N
GC/ = {H{, e ,H;L},

where each H! is a closed half-sphere. In addition, the geodesically convex polyhedral set
C’ can also be written as
C' =conv{Vy,....V,.},

where Vi, ...V, are the vertices of C’, and geo (V1, V3), ..., geo (V,_1, Vy),geo (V,, V}) are
the edges of C’. We can see that each edge of C’ can be represented as —H] N C’, for one
i € {1,...,n}. Therefore, the set

GC’ = {—H{ M C/, e —H;L N Cl}

10



is the collection of all the edges of C’, and each element of G¢» is a geodesic.
From now on to the end of the paper, we assume A, B C R? are proper polyhedral
cones and A N B is nontrivial, i.e., {0} C AN B. Let

A'=ANS* and B =BNS% (3)
we can conclude that A’ N B’ # @. Now we apply SRM to A" and B’.

Proposition 17. Suppose sets A', B are defined in (3). There exists r > 0 such that for
any initial guess © that satisfies d% /() < r and for which Sy(z) is well-defined, the
sequence generated by SRM converges a point within A’ B’ in no more than three steps.

Proof. We know A’ N B’ # &. Let B,(x) denote the closed ball centred at x with radius
rin S?, ie.,
B,(z) = {w € $* | d(z,w) <1}

e We first show how to determine r. Since A’ and B’ are geodesically convex polyhe-
dral sets, this makes A’ N B’ a geodesically convex polyhedral set as well. Suppose
G, Gy is the least set of closed half-spheres that defines A’ and B’ respectively.
Let Garpr = Ga U Gp, therefore G4 g defines A’ N B’ but not necessarily least,
Ganp C Ga p. We write A'N B’ as

A'N B =conv{Vy,...,V,},

where Vi, ...,V are the vertices of A’N B’. For each V;, there exists a set of active
geodesics GJ‘Z C G4 p such that for any geodesic G' € GJ‘Z, we have V; € G. Let

7 = min {dgG(‘/t) | G e GA/73/ \ G—i\/_t}

By definition, we can see dZ,(V;) = 0 if and only if G € G, therefore r, > 0. Let ¢
range from 1 to n and lastly let

r=min{ry,...,r},

this is the » we want to find. In the following, we will use the same letter r for
convenience.

e Now we show the statement. Based on the position of z, the proof can be divided
into two sections. Suppose the initial guess = ¢ A’ N B’ otherwise x is already a
solution. For simplicity, in the following we let y = RY,(z) and z = R%,(R% (2)).
Let x; = Sp(x), and similarly y; = R, (x1), 21 = R% (R, (x1)) as well.

1. If = satisfies &%), p/(z) <rand z ¢ B, (V;) forallt =1,...,n,ie., d(z,V;) >r
for any t = 1,...,n, we can conclude that P4, (x) is projected to an edge of
A'N B’. We denote the edge as E. Then

(a) either € A, makes =y and z = R},(z), following Sr(z) = (v + 2) =
Pl(z) e AN B,

(b) or x € B, makes y = R%.(z) and z = R} (y) = RL(R%(x)) = z, following
Sr(z) = 3(x+y) = Plx) e ANB.

That is, x converges to a point in A’ N B’ in one step.

2. If x € B,(V;) for some t, the iterations is analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.
We can conclude that x converges to a point in A’N B’ in at most three steps.

]
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5.4 Back to R? from S?

In this subsection, we characterize the convergence properties of two proper polyhedral
cones in R?, building on the results established in the previous subsections.

Theorem 18. Suppose A, B C R® are proper polyhedral cones and AN B is nontrivial,
A", B' are defined in (3). Let

D={zeS?|d% p(z) <rl,

where 1 is chosen as in Proposition 17. If the initial guess x € Ker Cr U cone (D), CRM
locates a feasible point in AN B in at most three steps.

Proof. 1t is only necessary to check the case when x € cone (D). Since = € cone (D), we
have Ra([z]) = [Ra(z)] and Rp([z]) = [Rp(x)]. Without lose of generality, suppose = # 0
and let & = 75 = [z] N S?. Since AN B is nontrivial, A’ N B’ # @. By Definition of

reflection operators in S?, we have

Ra([zn]) = [RY/(2n)] and  Rp(Ra([za])) = [RE (R (24))].

Combining with Corollary 5, we can conclude that

Cr([zn]) = [Cr(zn)] = [Sr(2n)].

According to Proposition 17, Z,, will converge to a point 2* € A’ N B’ in no more than
three steps, means [z,,] — [¢*] € AN B. Namely, CRM finds a nonzero feasibility point
in AN B in at most 3 steps. O

To conclude this paper, we present an example to show that if the initial guess is
outside of the zone determined in Theorem 18, the finite convergence of CRM may fail.

Example 19. Let
ay = (37 07 3)7 (o = (O) 17 3)7 a3 = (07 _17 3)7 a4 = (_37 07 _2>a

and
by = (1,3,0),bo = (1,-3,0),b3 = (—=3,0,—1).

Suppose
A = cone ({al,ag,ag,a4}) and B = cone ({bl,bg,bg}).

Sets A, B are proper polyhedral cones in R3, AN B is non-trivial, which is shown in Figure
3. There exists initial guess z° € R? such that sequence {C%(z°)} does not converge to a
feasible point in A N B finitely.

Proof. Take z° = (29, 29,0), where 0 < |29 < 2%. Let L = {(5,0,s) € R3|s > 0}, we
claim
oyt

Py(2°) = Pp(2°) = ( 5 5 ) and Ry (2°) = 2Ps(2°) — 2° = (0, -3, 27).

Indeed, according to the definition of conic hull, all points y € A can be represented as

y=0a1(3,0,3) + a2(0,1,3) + a3(0, —1,3) + ay(—3,0, —2)

= (3(a1 — ), a9 — ag, 3(ag + ag + az) — 2ay),

12



1.0

Figure 3: The figure of cone A (cyan) and B (golden).
where oy, s, as, ay > 0. Let p = Pa(2°) and for any y € A,

2 ¥
(y —p,a’ —p) = (3(041 —ay) — 2, ag — ag, 3 + ag + ag) — 20y — é)

3 Y
= 2y — ag) — 71(0@ + as) — 71%
329 ¥
< ’1‘2‘(042 + 013) — 71(042 + Oé3) — ?10é4
39 29
< (2 - 71)(@2 +az) — 5104

By Theorem 1, p is the projection of 2° to A. Next, we claim
Pg(RA(2°)) = (0, —23,0) and Rp(Ra(2°)) = (0, —x), —29).
Indeed, all points y € B can be represented as
y=B1(1,3,0) + B2(1,=3,0) + B3(=3,0, =1) = (81 + B2 — 383, 3(B1 — B2), —3),
where (1, Ba, 3 > 0. Let ¢ = (0, —29,0) and for any y € B, we have

(y—q,Ra(z") — q) = (B1 + B2 — 305, 3(B1 — B2) + 25, —fB3) - (0,0,27) = —2B; < 0.
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For convenience, let u = (0, —29, 29) and v = (0, —29, —27). Since C7(2°) = C(x,u,v) ==
(1, ca, c3), then Cp(x°) satisfies

|Cr(2°) — ul|* = ¢ + (c2 + 23)* + (c3 — 2f)?
= |C7(2°) = v|]* = & + (c2 + 29)* + (c3 + 27)?

= [Cr(2") = 2"II* = (1 = 29)* + (2 — 23)* + c5.
Since 9 # 0, we can derive c3 = 0 and the above equations is equivalent to
A+ (e +29)? + (29)? = (e1 — 20)? + (e — 19)?, ie., — i) = 2co7).

Add the condition Cr(2°) € aff (2% u,v), find Cp(2°) is equivalent to solve the optimiza-
tion problem:
minimize ¢ + (cp + 23)? + (29)?

subject to ;2] + 2c929 = 0.

Using the Lagrange multipliers, we can derive

229 (23)° —x3(2t)’
Cl=—F——"——7, Cg=—"7"—"F-—,
4(23)? + (29)? 4(23)? + (29)?

We can see 0 < ¢; < 29,0 < |eo| < |29, {C2(z)} will converge to 0. However, according
to the definition of sets A and B, ¢; < c3 is a necessary condition to become a feasible
point of AN B. Since 0 = ¢3 < ¢1, ¢ cannot be in AN B, and for the same reason all finite
iterations cannot be in A N B either. O
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