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Abstract

Given n×n symmetric matricesA andB,Dines in 1941 proved that the joint range set {(xTAx, xTBx)| x ∈
Rn} is always convex. Our paper is concerned with non-homogeneous extension of the Dines theorem for
the range set R(f, g) = {(f(x), g(x)) | x ∈ Rn}, f(x) = xTAx+2aTx+ a0 and g(x) = xTBx+2bTx+ b0.
We show that R(f, g) is convex if, and only if, any pair of level sets, {x ∈ Rn|f(x) = α} and {x ∈
Rn|g(x) = β}, do not separate each other. With the novel geometric concept about separation, we
provide a polynomial-time procedure to practically check whether a given R(f, g) is convex or not.

1 Introduction

Given a pair of quadratic functions, f(x) = xTAx + 2aTx + a0 and g(x) = xTBx + 2bTx + b0, where A, B
are n × n real symmetric matrices, a, b ∈ Rn and a0, b0 ∈ R, their joint numerical range, a subset of R2, is
defined to be

R(f, g) = {(f(x), g(x)) | x ∈ Rn} ⊂ R2.

In this paper, we are interested in the fundamental mathematical problem:

(P) : When, and only when, the joint range R(f, g) is convex?

The first result regarding (P) was an original paper by Dines [2, 1941]. He showed that the joint range
of two homogeneous quadratic forms

{
(xTAx, xTBx) | x ∈ Rn

}
is always convex. Though a special case of

(P), Yakubovich [15, 1971] used it to prove the classical S-lemma, which later became an indispensable tool
in optimization and the control theory. The S-lemma asserts that, if g(x) ≤ 0 satisfies Slater’s condition,
namely, there is an x ∈ Rn such that g(x) < 0, the following two statements are equivalent:

(S1) (∀x ∈ Rn) g(x) ≤ 0 =⇒ f(x) ≥ 0.

(S2) (∃µ ≥ 0) f(x) + µg(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ Rn.

A number of interesting applications follow from the S-lemma. In particular, it can be used to show a highly
non-trivial result that quadratic program with one quadratic inequality constraint

(QP1QC) inf
x∈Rn

{f(x) | g(x) ≤ 0}
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always adopts strong duality, while f and g are not necessarily convex. Survey and extensions of the S-lemma
are referred to, for example, Derinkuyu and Pinar [3, 2006], Pólik and Terlaky [10, 2007], Tuy and Tuan [12,
2013], Xia et al. [13, 2016].

The convexity of the joint numerical range R(f, g) also allows to reformulate and solve difficult optimization
problems. Nguyen et al. [6, 2020] proposed to solve the following special type of quadratic optimization
problem with a joint numerical range constraint:

(Po4)

inf
(x,z)∈Rn×R2

F (z)

s.t. αz1 + βz2 − γ ≤ 0
z = (z1, z2) ∈ R(f, g)

where α, β, γ ∈ Rm and F (z1, z2) is a convex quadratic function from R2 to R. They showed that, if the joint
range set R(f, g) is convex, (Po4) has an equivalent SDP reformulation. Then, some important optimization
problems in the literature can be solved, including

- (Not solved efficiently before) Ye and Zhang [16, 2003] proposed to minimize the absolute value of a
quadratic function over a quadratic constraint:

(AQP)
inf

x∈Rn

∣∣xTAx+ 2aTx+ a0
∣∣

s.t. xTBx+ 2bTx+ b0 ≤ 0.

It was suggested in [16, 2003] to solve the problem (AQP), under strict conditions, by the bisection
method, each iteration of which requires to do an SDP. In [6, 2020], by the help of the convexity of
R(f, g), the problem (AQP) can be resolved completely without any condition.

- (Not solved before) The quadratic hypersurface intersection problem proposed by Pólik and Terlaky
[10, 2007]: given two quadratic surfaces f(x) = 0 and g(x) = 0, how to determine whether the two
quadratic surfaces f(x) = 0 and g(x) = 0 has intersection without actually computing the intersection?
The problem can be reformulated as the following non-linear least square problems:

(QSIC)

inf
(xT ,z1,z2)

T∈Rn+2
(z1)

2
+ (z2)

2

s.t.

{
f(x)− z1 = 0
g(x)− z2 = 0,

which is a type of (Po4). In [6, 2020], Nguyen et al. showed that, if R(f, g) is convex, (QSIC) can be
solved by an SDP. If not, it can be solved directly by elementary analysis.

- (Not solved efficiently before) The double well potential problems (DWP) in [5, 14, 2017]:

(DWP) inf
x∈Rn

1

2

(
1

2
∥Px− p∥2 − r

)2

+
1

2
xTQx− qTx ,

where Q is an n × n symmetric matrix, P ̸= 0 is an m × n matrix, p ∈ Rm, r ∈ R, and q ∈ Rn.
The original development for solving (DWP) used elementary (but lengthy) approach. By identifying
(DWP) as a special type of (Po4), it can now be solved with just an SDP.

Though the characterization of the convexity of R(f, g) is a useful tool for solving optimization problems,
in literature, progresses from Dines’ result to the convexity of R(f, g) for general f(x) = xTAx+ 2aTx+ a0
and g(x) = xTBx+ 2bTx+ b0 have been very slow. The Dines theorem becomes invalid when either f or g
or both adopt linear terms. Here is an example with configurations for easy understanding.

Example 1. Let f(x, y) = −x2 + y2 and g(x) = −2x2 + 2y2 + 4x− 2y where g(x) has linear terms. In this
example,

A =

[
−1 0
0 1

]
and B =

[
−2 0
0 2

]
.
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(a) The set
{
(xTAx, xTBx) | x ∈ Rn

}
in Example 1 is a

straight line.
(b) The shaded region is the joint range R(f, g) in Exam-
ple 1.

Figure 1: The graph corresponds to Example 1.

Fig. 1a shows that
{
(xTAx, xTBx) | x ∈ Rn

}
is a straight line and hence convex. Fig. 1b gives the graph

of R(f, g), which is apparently non-convex.

For a long period of time, the best generalization of the Dines theorem has been Polyak’s sufficient condition
[9, 1998] (The fourth row in Table 1). It was not until 2016 that Flores-Bazán and Opazo [4, 2016] (last row
in Table 1) completely characterized the convexity of R(f, g) with a set of necessary and sufficient conditions.
Over a period of 75 years from 1941 to 2016, notable results related to (P) include, in chronological order,
Brickmen [1, 1961], an unpublished manuscript by Ramana and Goldman [11, 1995], and Polyak [9, 1998].
Among them, we feel that Brickmen’s [1, 1961] and Flores-Bazán and Opazo’s [4, 2016] results are the most
fundamental. They are summarized in Table 1.

Flores-Bazán and Opazo’s result [4, 2016] (last row in Table 1) is considered fundamental by us because they
were the first to provide a complete answer to problem (P). Their results rely heavily on an unpublished
manuscript by Ramana and Goldman [11, 1995] (third row in Table 1). In [11, 1995], it was shown that
R(f, g) is convex if and only if the following relation holds:

R(f, g) = R(fH , gH) +R(f, g), (1)

where fH(x) = xTAx, gH(x) = xTBx. For example, let f(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 and g(x, y, z) = −x2 + y2 + z.
Figure 2a shows that R(f, g) is the right half-plane, while Figure 2b is the joint range of the homogeneous
part R(fH , gH) which is an angular sector of angle π/2. In this example, it can be checked that

R(fH , gH) +R(f, g) =
⋃

y∈R(f,g)

R(fH , gH) + y ⊂ R(f, g).

Moreover, there is R(f, g) ⊂ R(fH , gH) +R(f, g), which verifies (1) for this example.

Characterizing necessary and sufficient conditions for (P) from (1) is technical and tedious. Flores-Bazán
and Opazo [4, 2016] wrote a 34-pages long paper to complete it. Moreover, they do not describe how
more difficult the convexity can be tackled efficiently, i.e., how does one determine whether there exists an
appropriate d = (d1, d2) ∈ R2, d ̸= 0 such that the conditions (C1)-(C4) (last row in Table 1) are satisfied?

The main purpose of this paper is to provide a different view and thus a different set of necessary and
sufficient conditions to describe problem (P) with fully geometric insights. We indeed borrow the tools from
Nguyen and Sheu [7, 2019] in which a new concept called “separation of quadratic level sets” was introduced.

3



1941
(Dines [2])

(Dines Theorem) {(
xTAx, xTBx

) ∣∣ x ∈ Rn
}

is convex. Moreover, if xTAx and xTBx has no common zero except for x = 0, then{(
xTAx, xTBx

) ∣∣ x ∈ Rn
}
is either R2 or an angular sector of angle less than π.

1961
(Brickmen [1])

KA,B =
{(

xTAx, xTBx
) ∣∣ x ∈ Rn , ∥x∥ = 1

}
is convex if n ≥ 3.

1995
(Ramana & Goldman [11])

Unpublished

R(f, g) = { (f(x), g(x)) | x ∈ Rn}

is convex if and only if R(f, g) = R(fH , gH) + R(f, g), where fH(x) = xTAx and
gH(x) = xTBx.

R(f, g) = { (f(x), g(x)) | x ∈ Rn}
is convex if n ≥ 2 and ∃ α, β ∈ R such that αA+ βB ≻ 0.

1998
(Polyak [9])

{(
xTAx, xTBx, xTCx

) ∣∣ x ∈ Rn
}

is convex if n ≥ 3 and ∃ α, β, γ ∈ R such that αA+ βB + γC ≻ 0.

{(
xTA1x, · · · , xTAmx

) ∣∣ x ∈ Rn
}

is convex if A1, · · · , Am commute.

2016
(Bazán & Opazo [4])

R(f, g) = { (f(x), g(x)) | x ∈ Rn}

is convex if and only if ∃ d = (d1, d2) ∈ R2, d ̸= 0, such that the following four conditions
hold:

(C1) FL (N (A) ∩N (B)) = {0}

(C2) d2A = d1B

(C3) −d ∈ R(fH , gH)

(C4) FH(u) = −d =⇒ ⟨FL(u), d⊥⟩ ≠ 0

where N (A) and N (B) denote the null space of A and B respectively, FH(x) =
(fH(x), gH(x)) =

(
xTAx, xTBx

)
, FL(x) =

(
aTx, bTx

)
, and d⊥ = (−d2, d1).

Table 1: Chronological list of notable results related to problem (P)

The idea was first used to give a neat proof for the S-lemma with equality by Xia et al. [13, 2016]. We show
in this paper that the same idea can be extended to accommodate our purpose to check the convexity of
R(f, g) by a constructive polynomial-time procedure.

The paper is developed in the following sequence.

• In Section 2, we shall review the concept of separation of two sets and list several properties for
separation of two quadratic level sets.

• In Section 3, we obtain the main result “the joint numerical range R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if
there exists α, β ∈ R such that {x ∈ Rn| g(x) = β} separates {x ∈ Rn| f(x) = α} or {x ∈ Rn| f(x) = α}
separates {x ∈ Rn| g(x) = β}.
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(a) The joint range R(f, g) is the right half-plane.
(b) The joint range of the homogeneous part R(fH , gH)
is an angular sector of angle π/2.

Figure 2: Let f(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 and g(x, y, z) = −x2 + y2 + z.

• In Section 4, a polynomial-time procedure for checking the convexity of R(f, g) is provided.

• In Section 5, we prove that the result of Flores-Bazán and Opazo [4, 2016] is an implication of our
result in Section 3.

• Finally, we conclude our paper by briefly mentioning the relation between the convexity of joint range
R(f, g) and variants of S-lemma.

Throughout the paper, we adopt the following notations. For a matrix P , the symbol P † denotes the Moore-
Penrose generalized inverse of P . The null space and range space of P is denoted by N (P ) and R(P )
respectively. For a subspace W of Rn, W⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement of W with respect to the
standard inner product equipped on Rn. For conciseness, given a real constant α, the set {f = α} ≜ {x ∈
Rn| f(x) = α} is called the α-level set of f , and {f < α} ≜ {x ∈ Rn| f(x) < α} is said to be the α-sublevel
set of f .

2 Separation of Quadratic Level Sets

Given a pair of quadratic functions f and g, Nguyen and Sheu in [7, 2019] introduced the following definition
for “separation of level sets”:

Definition 1 ([7]). The 0-level set {g = 0} is said to separate the set {f ⋆ 0}, where ⋆ ∈ {<,=}, if there are
non-empty subsets L− and L+ of {f ⋆ 0} such that

L− ∪ L+ = {f ⋆ 0} and

g(u−)g(u+) < 0, ∀ u− ∈ L−; ∀ u+ ∈ L+.
(2)

Several remarks directly from the definition should be noted.

(a) When {g = 0} separates {f ⋆ 0}, {f ⋆ 0} must be disconnected. Otherwise, by the Intermediate Value
Theorem, g({f ⋆ 0}) is a connected interval containing the point 0, which contradicts to Definition 1.

5



Figure 3: For remark (c) and remark (e). Let f(x, y) =
−x2 + 4y2 and g(x, y) = 2x − y. The level set {g = 0}
separates {f < 0}, while {g = 0} does not separate {f =
0}.

Figure 4: For remark (d). Let f(x, y) = −x2 + 4y2 − 1
and g(x, y) = x − 5y. The level set {g = 0} separates
{f = 0} while {g = 0} does not separate {f < 0}.

(b) An affine set of the type {f ⋆ 0} with ⋆ ∈ {<,=} cannot be separated by any other {g = 0}. This is due
to {f ⋆ 0} for ⋆ ∈ {<,=} being always connected, provided that f is affine.

(c) {g = 0} separates {f < 0} ≠⇒ {g = 0} separates {f = 0}. Figure 3 shows such an example.

(d) {g = 0} separates {f = 0} ≠⇒ {g = 0} separates {f < 0}. See Figure 4.

(e) {g = 0} separates {f = 0} ≠⇒ {f = 0} separates {g = 0}. A simple example is that g is affine. A
hyperplane {g = 0} can easily separate the other supersurface {f = 0}, but it may not be separated
reversely. See Figure 3.

(f) {g = 0} separates {f = 0} ≠⇒ {g = α} separates {f = β} for α, β ∈ R. That is, for separation property,
the “hight” associated with the contour matters. See Figure 5.

In the above remarks, four types of separation were considered.

- {g = 0} separates {f < 0};

- {g = 0} separates {f = 0};

- {g = 0} separates {f = 0}, and simultaneously {f = 0} separates {g = 0}.

- {g = α} separates {f = β} for some α, β ∈ R.

For {g = 0} to separate {f < 0}, it has been completely characterized by Nguyen and Sheu [7, 2019]. They
showed that {g = 0} can separate {f < 0} if and only if g is affine, the matrix A (of f) has exactly one
negative eigenvalue, and f

∣∣{g=0}(x) ≥ 0, where f
∣∣{g=0}(x) is the restriction of the function f on the set

{g = 0}.
The case for {g = 0} to separate {f = 0} is quite different. While {g = 0} to separate {f < 0} can happen
only when g is affine, Figure 5a demonstrates the possibility for a quadratic level set {g = 0} to separate
another quadratic level set {f = 0}. Interestingly, in an unpublished manuscript by Nguyen and Sheu [8,
2020], it was shown that, for {g = 0} to separate {f = 0}, there must exist a linear combination −λf + g
such that −λf + g is affine and {−λf + g = 0} separates {f = 0}.
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(a) The level set {g = 0} separates {f = 0} since one
branch of {f = 0} lies in {g < 0} while the other lies in
{g > 0}.

(b) Since {g = 0} ∩ {f = 2} ≠ ∅, {g = 0} does not
separate {f = 2} and {f = 2} does not separate {g = 0}
either.

Figure 5: For remark (f) in which f(x, y) = −x2 + 4y2 + 1 and g(x, y) = −(x− 1)2 + 4y2 + 1.

Lemma 2.1 (Nguyen and Sheu [8, 2020]). The 0-level set {g = 0} separates {f = 0} if and only if there
exists some λ ∈ R such that B = λA and {−λf + g = 0} separates {f = 0}.

Lemma 2.1 limits {g = 0} to separate {f = 0} for only two cases. Due to {f = 0} being separated, it must
be disconnected so that it is of a hyperbolic type (under a suitable basis) adopting either the following form

f(x) = −x2
1 + δ(x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
m) + 1, δ ∈ {0, 1};

or
f(x) = x2

1 − δ(x2
2 + · · ·+ x2

m)− 1, δ ∈ {0, 1}.

See Nguyen and Sheu [8, 2020]. By Lemma 2.1, when {g = 0} separates {f = 0}, we know B = λA so that
g is either affine (in case λ = 0), or is also of a hyperbolic type like f (in case λ ̸= 0). The former one results
in an affine level set {g = 0} to separate a hyperbolic level set {f = 0} as illustrated by Figure 4. The letter
is a case that a hyperbolic level set {g = 0} separates another hyperbolic level set {f = 0}. See Figure 5a
for an example. In either case, Lemma 2.1 reduces the separation of {f = 0} by {g = 0} to the separation of
{f = 0} by a hyperplane {−λf + g = 0} with a proper parameter λ. The following lemma characterizes the
necessary and sufficient conditions for an affine level set to separate a quadratic level set.

Lemma 2.2 (Nguyen and Sheu [8, 2020]). Suppose that h(x) = cTx+ c0 is affine. Then {h = 0} separates
{f = 0} if and only if either

(
f̄ , Ā, ā

)
= (f,A, a) or

(
f̄ , Ā, ā

)
= (−f,−A,−a) satisfies the following three

conditions:

(i) Ā has exactly one negative eigenvalue, ā ∈ R(Ā)

(ii) c ∈ R(Ā), c ̸= 0

(iii) V T ĀV ⪰ 0, w̄ ∈ R(V T ĀV ), and f̄(x0)− w̄T (V T ĀV T )†w̄ > 0,

where w̄ = V T (Āx0 + ā), x0 = −c0
cT c

c, and V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is the matrix basis for N (cT ).

Furthermore, when it happens that a hyperbolic level set {g = 0} separates another hyperbolic level set
{f = 0}, as Figure 5a suggests, the reverse that {f = 0} separates {g = 0} also holds true.

7



Lemma 2.3 (Nguyen and Sheu [8, 2020]). Suppose that both f and g are quadratic functions. If {g = 0}
separates {f = 0}, then {f = 0} separates {g = 0} also.

In the case of Lemma 2.3, we say that {g = 0} and {f = 0} mutually separate.

The following proposition shows that the separation property can be preserved under linear combinations.

Proposition 1. If {g = 0} separates {f = 0}, then {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf = 0} for all η, θ, σ ∈ R
with θ ̸= 0, σ ̸= 0.

Proof. Since {g = 0} separates {f = 0}, there are non-empty subsets L+ and L− of {f = 0} such that

L− ∪ L+ = {f = 0} and

g(u−)g(u+) < 0, ∀ u− ∈ L−; ∀ u+ ∈ L+.

By {f = 0} = {σf = 0} for any σ ̸= 0, we have L− ∪ L+ = {σf = 0}. Moreover, for any θ ̸= 0,

(ηf + θg)(u)(ηf + θg)(v) = θ2g(u)g(v) < 0 for all u ∈ L+, v ∈ L−,

which shows that {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf = 0} for all θ ̸= 0, σ ̸= 0.

The following proposition can be viewed as the converse of Proposition 1.

Proposition 2. Suppose that {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf + τg = 0} for some real numbers η, θ, σ, τ with
σθ − τη ̸= 0. Then,

(a) if both f and g are quadratic functions, the 0-level sets {f = 0} and {g = 0} mutually separate each
other;

(b) if one of f and g is an affine function, then the other must be a quadratic function and the affine 0-level
set separates the quadratic 0-level set.

Namely, if {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf + τg = 0} with σθ − τη ̸= 0, then {g = 0} separates {f = 0} or
{f = 0} separates {g = 0}.

Proof. Since {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf + τg = 0}, σf + τg cannot be affine function so that one of f and
g is quadratic. Let us assume that f is quadratic.

- If τ ̸= 0: by Proposition 1, we have{
θ

σθ − τη
(σf + τg)− τ

σθ − τη
(ηf + θg) = 0

}
separates

{
1

τ
(σf + τg) = 0

}
.

After simplifying,

{f = 0} separates
{σ

τ
f + g = 0

}
.

Since both f and σ
τ f +g are quadratic, Lemma 2.3 ensures mutual separation so that {στ f +g = 0} separates

{f = 0}, too. Applying Proposition 1 again, we have {g = 0} separates {f = 0}.
- If τ = 0: our assumption reduces to {ηf + θg = 0} separates {σf = 0}. Since σθ − τη ̸= 0, we have σ ̸= 0
and θ ̸= 0. By Proposition 1,{

− η

σθ
(σf) +

1

θ
(ηf + θg) = 0

}
separates

{
1

σ
(σf) = 0

}
.

It yields {g = 0} separates {f = 0}.
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Therefore, if a linear combination of f and g separates another linearly independent combination of them,
and if f is quadratic, we have {g = 0} separates {f = 0}. Similarly, when g is quadratic, we obtain {f = 0}
separates {g = 0}. In summary, under the assumption, we have

f is quadratic =⇒ {g = 0} separates {f = 0} (3)

g is quadratic =⇒ {f = 0} separates {g = 0}. (4)

Since one of f and g must be quadratic, one of (3) and (4) must happen. Hence,

- when both f and g are quadratic, {f = 0} and {g = 0} mutually separate;

- when one of f and g is affine, the affine 0-level set separates the quadratic 0-level set.

Proposition 3. The 0-level set {g = 0} separates the 0-level set {f = 0} if and only if

{f = 0} ∩ {g = 0} = ∅ and (5)

g(u)g(v) < 0 for some u, v ∈ {f = 0}. (6)

Proof. The necessity follows directly from Definition 1. It suffices to prove the sufficiency. From (5), we know
{f = 0} ⊂ {g < 0} ∪ {g > 0}. Let

L− = {f = 0} ∩ {g < 0} and L+ = {f = 0} ∩ {g > 0}. (7)

Due to (6), L− ̸= ∅ and L+ ̸= ∅. Therefore, {f = 0} = L+ ∪ L−. Finally, (7) directly implies that
g(u+)g(u−) < 0 for all u+ ∈ L+ and u− ∈ L−. The proof is complete.

3 Characterising Non-convexity of R(f, g) by Separation of Level
Sets

Now we are ready to show that the non-convexity of the joint range R(f, g) for two quadratic mappings,
homogeneous or not, can be completely characterized by the separation feature of their level sets. This
constitutes the main theme of the section.

Theorem 3.1. The joint numerical range R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if there exists α, β ∈ R such
that {g = β} separates {f = α} or {f = α} separates {g = β}. More precisely,

(a) when both f and g are quadratic functions, R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if (∃α, β ∈ R) {f = α} and
{g = β} mutually separates each other;

(b) when one of f and g is affine, R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if (∃α, β ∈ R) the affine β-level set
separates the quadratic α-level set.

Proof. For convenience, let us adopt

R(f, g) =

{
(t, k) ∈ R2

∣∣∣∣ t = f(x)
k = g(x)

, x ∈ Rn

}
.

[Proof for necessity]: The set R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if there exists a triple of points (M,N,K)
satisfying

M,N ∈ R(f, g), (8)

M,N,K are colinear, (9)

K lies between the segment MN, (10)

K /∈ R(f, g). (11)

9



Figure 6: Graph for Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Let L1 : µt + νk = p, µ2 + ν2 ̸= 0 be the line passing through M , N , and K. Since both M and N lie in
L1 ∩R(f, g), there exists some u∗, v∗ such that M = (f(u∗), g(u∗)) , N = (f(v∗), g(v∗)) and

u∗, v∗ ∈ {x ∈ Rn| µf(x) + νg(x) = p} . (12)

Moreover, let L2 : −νt + µk = s be perpendicular to L1 with the intersection K. Since the two points M
and N lie in different sides of L2,

(−νf(u∗) + µg(u∗)− s) (−νf(v∗) + µg(v∗)− s) < 0. (13)

In addition, K ̸∈ R(f, g), we have

{x ∈ Rn| µf(x) + νg(x)− p = 0} ∩ {x ∈ Rn| − νf(x) + µg(x)− s = 0} = ∅. (14)

Combining (12), (13), and (14) together, we apply Proposition 3 to conclude that

{µf + νg = p} separates {−νf + µg = s}. (15)

Since µ2 + ν2 ̸= 0, (15) can be recast as

{µ (f − α) + ν(g − β) = 0} separates {−ν(f − α) + µ (g − β) = 0} ,

where α = pµ−sν
µ2+ν2 and β = pν+sµ

µ2+ν2 . The nessesity part of the theorem follows immediately from Proposition 2.

[Proof for sufficiency]: Suppose that {g = β} separates {f = α} for some α, β ∈ R. Proposition 3 implies
that

{g = β} ∩ {f = α} = ∅ (16)

(g(u∗)− β)(g(v∗)− β) < 0 for some u∗, v∗ ∈ {f = α}. (17)

Set the points M,N,K as

M = (f(u∗), g(u∗)) = (α, g(u∗)) ,

N = (f(v∗), g(v∗)) = (α, g(v∗)) ,

K = (α, β) .

10



(a) The level set {g = 2} and the level set {f = −4}
mutually separate.

(b) The joint range R(f, g) is non-convex while {g = β}
and {f = α} mutually separate.

Figure 7: For Example 2. Let f(x, y) = −
√
3
2 x2 +

√
3
2 y2 + x− 1

2y and g(x, y) = 1
2x

2 − 1
2y

2 +
√
3x−

√
3
2 y.

Then, M,N,K lie on the same vertical line t = α. Moreover, M,N ∈ R(f, g) and, by (17), K lies between
M and N. However, by (16), it is impossible to have x ∈ Rn such that f(x) = α and g(x) = β so that
K /∈ R(f, g). Therefore, R(f, g) is non-convex. The other symmetry case that {f = α} separates {g = β}
for some α, β ∈ R can be analogously proved. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is thus complete.

Example 2. Let two quadratic functions f, g be

f(x, y) = −
√
3

2
x2 +

√
3

2
y2 + x− 1

2
y

g(x, y) =
1

2
x2 − 1

2
y2 +

√
3x−

√
3

2
y.

Figure 7a shows that {g = 2} and {f = −4} mutually separate, and Figure 7b shows that the joint range
R(f, g) is non-convex. These two figures justify our main theorem, Theorem 3.1.

4 Algorithm for Checking Convexity of R(f, g)

This section is devoted to a polynomial-time procedure for checking the convexity of R(f, g). If both A and
B are zero, R(f, g) is the range of Rn under an affine transformation, which is convex. In the following, we
assume that A ̸= 0. Then, Theorem 3.1 asserts that the joint range R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if there
exists α, β ∈ R such that

{g − β = 0} separates {f − α = 0}. (18)

Lemma 2.1 further ensures that (18) can be always reduced, by suitable linear combinations of f and g,
to the case that an affine level set separates a quadratic one. Specifically, (18) holds if and only if the
quadratic matrices of g − β and f − α are linearly dependent, namely B = λA, and the affine level set
{−λ(f − α) + (g − β) = 0} separates the quadratic level set {f − α = 0}. Thus, we obtain the following
corollary of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 1. Suppose that A ̸= 0. The joint numerical range R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if B = λA
for some λ ∈ R and {−λf + g = γ} separates {f = α} for some α, γ ∈ R.

We observe that there are three constants in Corollary 1, λ, γ, α, the existence of which are to be determined.
The condition “B = λA for some λ ∈ R” is easy to verify. If B ̸= λA, ∀λ ∈ R, R(f, g) is convex. Otherwise,

11



R(f, g) can be non-convex only when there exists some γ, α such that the hyperplane {−λf + g = γ}
separates {f = α}. By Lemma 2.2, such a pair of γ, α, if exist, must satisfy the following: either

(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
=

(f − α,A, a) or
(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
= (− (f − α) ,−A,−a) satisfies

(i) Ā has exactly one negative eigenvalue, ā ∈ R(Ā)

(ii) c = −λa+ b ∈ R(Ā), c ̸= 0

(iii) V T ĀV ⪰ 0, w̄γ ∈ R(V T ĀV ), and f̄α(xγ)− w̄T
γ (V

T ĀV T )†w̄γ > 0,

where w̄γ = V T (Āxγ + ā), xγ = −(−λa0+b0−γ)
cT c

c, and V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is the matrix basis for N (cT ).

However, among (i)-(iii), we find that α, γ appear only in

w̄γ ∈ R(V T ĀV ), w̄γ = V T (Āxγ + ā), xγ =
−(−λa0 + b0 − γ)

cT c
c (19)

f̄α(xγ)− w̄T
γ (V

TAV T )†w̄γ > 0. (20)

where
(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
= (f − α,A, a) or

(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
= (− (f − α) ,−A,−a). Moreover, we observe that (20) depends

on (19). As long as there exists γ such that (19) holds, one can choose α to be small enough (when f̄α = f−α)
or large enough (when f̄α = − (f − α)) so that (20) follows immediately. In the next lemma, we show that
the existence of γ satisfying (19) can be guaranteed by “ā ∈ R(Ā)” in (i), and hence the problem for the
existence of α, γ can be reduced to checking the following conditions (B1)-(B3).

Lemma 4.1. Let h(x) = cTx+c0 be an affine function and f(x) = xTAx+2aTx+a0 be a quadratic function.
The following statements are equivalent:

(a) The level set {h = γ} separates the level set {f = α} for some α, γ ∈ R.

(b) The matrix Ā = A or Ā = −A satisfies the following three conditions:

(B1) Ā has exactly one negative eigenvalue, a ∈ R(A)

(B2) c ∈ R(A), c ̸= 0

(B3) V T ĀV ⪰ 0

where V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is a matrix basis of N (cT ).

Proof. As we say above, according to Lemma 2.2, the level set {h = γ} separates {f = α} for some α, γ ∈ R if
and only if there exist γ, α satisfying conditions (i)-(iii) mentioned above for either

(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
= (f − α,A, a)

or
(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
= (− (f − α) ,−A,−a).

In either cases, one has

ā ∈ R(Ā) ⇔ a ∈ R(A) (21)

c ∈ R(Ā) ⇔ c ∈ R(A) (22)

Therefore, when
(
f̄α, Ā, ā

)
satisfies (i)-(iii), the same Ā must satisfy conditions (B1)-(B3). Hence, statement

(a) directly implies statement (b).

To prove the converse, we take ā = a, f̄α = f−α if Ā = A and take ā = −a, f̄α = − (f − α) if Ā = −A, where
α is a constant which will be determined later. With this choice of the triple (f̄α, Ā, ā), the equivalences (21)
and (22) together imply that (i) and (ii) hold true. Finally, it suffices to show the existence of α, γ satisfying
(iii). We have mentioned that the existence of α depends on the existence of γ, and then it suffices to show
that “ā ∈ R(Ā)” guarantees the existence of γ satisfying

w̄γ ∈ R(V T ĀV ), w̄γ = V T (Āxγ + ā), xγ =
−(c0 − γ)

cT c
c. (23)
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Since ā ∈ R(Ā), there exists some u0 ∈ Rn such that

V T ā = V T Āu0. (24)

As V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is a matrix basis for N (cT ), the n×n matrix
(
V, 1

cT c
c
)
is of full rank. Thus, for u0 in (24),

there exists y ∈ Rn−1 and γ0 ∈ R such that

u0 =

(
V,

1

cT c
c

)(
y
γ0

)
= V y +

γ0
cT c

c. (25)

Take γ = c0 − γ0. Equations (24) and (25) thus imply

V T ā = V T ĀV y +
γ0
cT c

V T Āc

= V T ĀV y +
(c0 − γ)

cT c
V T Āc

= V T ĀV y − V T Āxγ

Hence, we obtain
V T ĀV y = V T ā+ V T Āxγ = w̄γ ,

which shows that such taken γ satisfies (23), and hence the existence of α follows. The proof is therefore
completed.

Combining Corollary 1 with Lemma 4.1 all together, we see that, if A ̸= 0, the joint range R(f, g) is
non-convex when and only when the following two parts are satisfied:

- A and B are linearly dependent, say B = λA;

- two constants α, γ can be chosen so that the hyperplane {−λf + g = γ} separates the quadratic
hypersurface {f = α}, which can be checked by (B1)-(B3),

We write this into the following main theorem, which can be converted into a numerical procedure for checking
the convexity of R(f, g).

Theorem 4.2. Given two quadratic functions f(x) = xTAx+2aTx+ a0 and g(x) = xTBx+2bTx+ b0 with
A ̸= 0. The joint numerical range R(f, g) is non-convex if and only if the matrix Ā = A or Ā = −A satisfies
the following four:

(B0) B = λA for some λ ∈ R

(B1) Ā has exactly one negative eigenvalue, a ∈ R(A)

(B2) −λa+ b ∈ R(A), −λa+ b ̸= 0

(B3) V T ĀV ⪰ 0

where V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is a matrix basis of N ((−λa+ b)T ).

The procedure is described below by a few steps. Notice that each step can be implemented in polynomial
time. An implementable pseudo-code is also provided in Algorithm 1 in the next page.

Given The coefficient matrices A, B, a, and b.

Step 0 Check whether A = B = 0 or a = b = 0.

13



- If true, then R(f, g) is convex.

- If false, go to next step. (Without loss of generality, we assume A ̸= 0 in the following.)

Step 1 Check whether B = λA for some λ in R.

- If true, set c = −λa+ b and go to next step.

- If false, then R(f, g) is convex.

Step 2 Check whether c ̸= 0 and whether both the linear systems Ay1 = a and Ay2 = c have solutions.

- If true, set V ∈ Rn×(n−1) to be the matrix basis of N (cT ) and go to next step.

- If false, then R(f, g) is convex.

Step 3 Check whether one of the following cases happens:

(a) A has exactly one negative eigenvalue and V TAV ⪰ 0

(b) A has exactly one positive eigenvalue and V TAV ⪯ 0

- If one of (a) and (b) holds, then R(f, g) is non-convex.

- Otherwise, R(f, g) is convex.

Algorithm 1: Algorithm for checking the convexity of R(f, g)

input : The coefficient matrices A, B, a, b
output: Convexity or non-convexity of R(f, g)

if A = B = 0 or a = b = 0 then
return convex ;

else if A = 0 and B ̸= 0 then
A← B ; /* Always set A to be the non-zero matrix */

B ← 0 ;

end

if B = λA for some λ ∈ R then
c← −λa+ b;
if c ̸= 0 then

if Both linear systems Ay1 = a and Ay2 = c have solutions then
V ← matrix basis for null space of cT ; /* V is an n× (n− 1) matrix */

if A has exactly one negative eigenvalue and V TAV ⪰ 0 then
return non-convex ;

else if A has exactly one positive eigenvalue and V TAV ⪯ 0 then
return non-convex ;

end

end

end

end

return convex ;

14



Example 3. Let f(x) = xTAx + 2aTx and g(x) = xTBx + 2bTx be two quadratic functions on Rn with
coefficient matrices

A =


0 0 −1 0
0 1

2 0 1
2

−1 0 0 0
0 1

2 0 1
2

 , B =


0 0 −2 0
0 1 0 1
−2 0 0 0
0 1 0 1


2a =

(
2,
√
2, 2,
√
2
)T

, 2b =

(
5,

3√
2
, 8,

3√
2

)T

Step 0 Neither A = B = 0 nor a = b = 0.

Step 1 Observe that B = λA with λ = 2. Set

cT = −λa+ b =

(
1,
−1√
2
, 4,
−1√
2

)
Step 2 One has c ̸= 0. Both systems Ay1 = a and Ay2 = c have solutions:

y1 =


−1
1√
2

−1
1√
2

 and y2 =


−2
−1
2
√
2

−1
2−1

2
√
2


Step 3 Four eigenvalues of A are λ1 = −1, λ2 = 0, λ3 = λ4 = 1. Thus, A has exactly one negative

eigenvalue. We may choose V ∈ Rn×(n−1) be the matrix basis of N (cT ) such that

V =


1√
2
−4 1√

2

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 and V TAV =


1
2

−1√
2

1
2

−1√
2

8 −1√
2

1
2

−1√
2

1
2

 .

The matrix V TAV has eigenvalues η1 = 0, η2 = 9−
√
53

2 , η3 = 9+
√
53

2 , which are all non-negative. Hence,
V TAV is positive semidefinite. Therefore, we conclude that the joint range R(f, g) is non-convex.

The shaded region in Figure 8 is R(f, g) of this example, which justifies our procedure.

Figure 8: The joint numerical range R(f, g) in Example 3.
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5 Implications

In this section, we show that the necessary and sufficient conditions for the convexity of R(f, g) developed
by Flores-Bazán and Opazo [4, 2016] is a direct consequence of our Theorem 3.1. For convenience, we list
their result as Theorem 5.1 below.

Theorem 5.1 (Flores-Bazán and Opazo [4, 2016]). The joint numerical range R(f, g) is non-convex if and
only if there exists some d = (d1, d2) ∈ R2, d ̸= 0 such that the following four hold:

(C1) a, b ∈ (N (A) ∩N (B))
⊥

(C2) d2A = d1B

(C3) −d ∈ R(fH , gH)

(C4) FH(u) = −d =⇒ ⟨FL(u), d⊥⟩ ≠ 0

where FH(x) = (fH(x), gH(x)) =
(
xTAx, xTBx

)
, FL(x) =

(
aTx, bTx

)
, and d⊥ = (−d2, d1).

As we can see, Theorem 5.1 verifies whether R(f, g) is non-convex by the existence of a certificate d =
(d1, d2) ̸= 0 satisfying conditions (C1)-(C4), but Flores-Bazán and Opazo in [4, 2016] did not provide a
procedure for providing such a certificate. In addition, even with a certificate d = (d1, d2) ̸= 0 on hand,
conditions (C1)-(C4) reveal very little information as to what was going on behind the scenes.

Our approach reduces the non-convexity of R(f, g) to also checking the existence of two constants α, β such
that {f = α} separates {g = β} or reversely. Then, from Theorem 4.2, there are four possibilities which
could happen:

(♯1) A has exactly one negative eigenvalue ({g = β} separates {f = α});

(♯2) A has exactly one positive eigenvalue ({g = β} separates {f = α});

(♭1) B has exactly one negative eigenvalue ({f = α} separates {g = β});

(♭2) B has exactly one positive eigenvalue ({f = α} separates {g = β}).

In the following, we can show that, ifR(f, g) is non-convex, condition (C3) in Theorem 5.1 can be strengthened
to conclude that there exists either a positive eigenvalue or a negative eigenvalue for the A matrix or the
B matrix, while there is only one positive (or only one negative) eigenvalue can be derived from condition
(C4). In other words, our Theorem 3.1, or equivalently, Theorem 4.2 provide more detail information than
(C1)-(C4) did, and thus the latter can be put as a consequence of the former. Though we know the two
are actually equivalent, yet coming back from (C1)-(C4) to conclude our separation property Theorem 3.1 is
perhaps non-trivial.

Theorem 5.2. Let f(x) = xTAx + 2aTx + a0 and g(x) = xTBx + 2bTx + b0 be two quadratic functions
defined on Rn and B = λA for some λ ∈ R. If the level set {g = β} separates {f = α} for some α, β ∈ R,
then d+ = (1, λ) ∈ R2 or d− = (−1,−λ) ∈ R2 satisfy Conditions (C1)-(C4) in Theorem 5.1.

Proof. Since B = λA, Condition (C2) holds for both d+ = (1, λ) and d− = (−1,−λ). When {g = β}
separates {f = α} for some α, β ∈ R, the function f cannot be affine, and hence A ̸= 0. Also, according to
Lemma 2.1, when B = λA and {g = β} separates {f = α}, the hyperplane {−λ(f − α) + (g − β) = 0} also
separates {f = α}. Hence, Lemma 4.1 ensures the following three conditions hold:

(B1) A has exactly one negative (resp. positive) eigenvalue, a ∈ R(A)

(B2) c = −λa+ b ∈ R(A), c ̸= 0
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(B3) V TAV ⪰ 0 (resp. ⪯ 0)

where V ∈ Rn×(n−1) is a matrix basis of N (cT ). In the following, we will show that Conditions (B1)-(B3)
imply that d+ = (1, λ) or d− = (−1,−λ) satisfies Conditions (C1), (C3), and (C4).

Note that (C1) is independent to the choice of d, so we verify it first. Since A is symmetric, we obtain

R(A) = R(AT ) = N (A)⊥.

Also, when B = λA, we have N (A) ∩N (B) = N (A), and hence

R(A) = (N (A) ∩N (B))
⊥
.

Thus, (B1) and (B3) imply that a, b ∈ R(A) = (N (A) ∩N (B))
⊥
, which means (C1) holds. For Conditions

(C3) and (C4), we divide into two cases according Conditions (B1) and (B3):

When A has exactly one negative eigenvalue and V TAV ⪰ 0, we are going to show that d+ = (1, λ) satisfies
(C3) and (C4). For (C3), since A has one negative eigenvalue, there exists u ∈ Rn such that uTAu = −1,
and hence uTBu = −λ due to relation B = λA. Therefore, FH(u) = −d+, which means d+ satisfies (C3).
To show Condition (C4) holds for d+ = (1, λ), it suffices to show the following implications:

⟨FL(u), (d+)⊥⟩ = 0 =⇒ FH(u) ̸= −d+. (26)

Observe that
⟨FL(u), (d+)⊥⟩ = −λaTu+ bTu = cTu.

Now, for any u ∈ Rn such that ⟨FL(u), (d+)⊥⟩ = 0, one has u ∈ N (cT ). Then there exists some w ∈ Rn−1

such that u = V w. Since V TAV ⪰ 0, we have

uTAu = wTV TAV w ≥ 0,

which implies that uTAu ̸= −1, and hence FH(u) ̸= −d+. Therefore, (26) holds, which means d+ satisfies
Condition (C4).

When A has exactly one positive eigenvalue and V TAV ⪯ 0, similar argument will ensure that d− = (−1,−λ)
satisfies Conditions (C3) and (C4).

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we convert the problem about the convexity of R(f, g) in codomain into the separation property
of level sets in the domain. The geometric feature for the non-convexity of the joint numerical range of two
quadratic functions f and g is that there exists a pair of level sets {g = β} and {f = α} such that {g = β}
separates {f = α} or {f = α} separates {g = β}. The result also suggests that S-lemma with equality by
Xia et al. [13, 2016] is also a direct consequence of the convexity of R(f, g). By Nguyen and Sheu [7, 2019],
under Slater condition, the S-lemma with equality fails if and only if {g = 0} separates {f < 0}. Hence,
f must have exactly one negative eigenvalue and thus {g = 0} separates {f = −1}. Finally, our approach
also lends itself to a polynomial time procedure for checking the convexity of R(f, g), which we believe to
facilitate more applications in the future.
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