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1 Introduction

Regularity properties of collections of sets play an important role in several
areas of variational analysis and optimization like coderivative-subdifferential
calculus, constraint qualifications, stability of solutions, and convergence of
numerical algorithms.

Various regularity properties of collections of sets have proved to be useful:

(bounded) linear regularity [2HELELBOLB5LE0,ET], metric inequality [T5L[16L36],

(strong) conical hull intersection property [21/5L6LOLTOLT3LB0], Jameson’s prop-
erty (G) [B5L28]. We refer the readers to [2[523] for the relationships between

these properties and the overview of the areas of their applications in analysis
and optimization.

The wuniform regularity property introduced recently in [22] and further
developed in [23H25] is stronger than local linear regularity even in the convex
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case. It corresponds to the metric reqularity property of set-valued mappings
and is closely related to the (extended) extremal principle. The most recent
development is the application of this property in convergence analysis of
projection algorithms by Lewis et al. [29], Attouch et al. [I], Luke [3TL[32], and
Hesse and Luke [14].

Uniform regularity of a collection of sets in a normed linear space is char-
acterized quantitatively in [22H25] by certain nonnegative constants defined
in terms of elements of the primal or dual spaces. In the setting of a finite
dimensional Euclidean space, Lewis et al. [29] introduced another nonnega-
tive constant characterizing the uniform regularity of a collection of two sets
and used it when formulating convergence rates of averaged and alternating
projections.

In the current note, we consider a (not necessarily nonnegative) modifica-
tion of the constant from [29] in the setting of an arbitrary Hilbert space and
establish its relationship with the dual space constant from [22H25]. The latter
constant admits a simplified equivalent representation in Hilbert spaces. As
an application, we employ these constants to establish convergence results of
projection algorithms.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we recall the uniform
regularity property of a finite collection of sets in a normed linear space, its
main characterizations and connections with some other properties. In Sec-
tion Bl we consider the case of a collection of two sets in a Hilbert space
and establish the relationship between the dual space constants from [22H25]
and [29]. The final Section [l is dedicated to the convergence estimates of pro-
jection algorithms.

Our basic notation is standard, cf. [33}[38]. For a normed linear space X, its
topological dual is denoted X* while (-,-) denotes the bilinear form defining
the pairing between the two spaces. The closed unit ball and the unit sphere in
a normed space are denoted B and S, respectively. Bs(x) stands for the closed
ball with radius § and center z.

2 Uniform regularity of a collection of sets

In this section, we recall the uniform regularity property of a finite collection
Q= {21,2,...,02,} (m > 1) of sets in a normed linear space X near a
given point T € N §2;. The property was introduced in [22] (under a different
name) and further developed in [23H25].

Definition 1 2 is uniformly reqular at T if there exist numbers 9§, « > 0 such
that

(92 —wi—ai) [) (pB) # 0

=1

for any p € (0;8],w; € ;N Bs(Z) and a; € (ap)B, i =1,2,...,m.
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Uniform regularity of a collection of sets can be equivalently characterized
in terms of certain nonnegative constants:

m

ﬂ P — a; ﬂB #£ (), wax [l <r}, p € (0;00],

0,[92](z) := sup {r >0

Q@) =  timing el menf e On —enl(0)

o
pl0, w; =z (1<i<m) p

Here w; % % means that w; — T with w; € 2;.

These constants characterize the mutual arrangement of sets (2; (1 < i <
m) in the primal space and are convenient for defining their extremality, sta-
tionarity and regularity properties.

The next proposition follows directly from the definitions.

Proposition 1 Q is uniformly regular at T if and only if 0[Q(z) > 0.

When constant 6[§2](z) is positive, it provides a quantitative characteriza-
tion of the uniform regularity property. It coincides with the supremum of all
a in Definition [

The case [Q](Z) = 0, i.e., the absence of the uniform regularity, corre-
sponds to approzimate stationarity [20H24] of © at z, the latter property being
a relaxation of the extremality property introduced and investigated in [27].
We refer the reader to [25, Section 3] for a modern summary of extremality,
stationarity, and regularity conditions for finite collections of sets.

Another nonnegative primal space constant (being a slight modification of
the corresponding one introduced in [22]) can be used for characterizing the
uniform regularity:

max d(x + x;, ;)

Q) () := hm011(11f< - 1<Z<mm .
$—>I T;—r =m
: d 2; —
£33 ﬂ (2i—ws) ( 191( ! ))

The next proposition corresponds to [22) Theorem 1].

Proposition 2 0[Q](z) = 9]Q](z).

As a consequence, 2 is uniformly reqular at T if and only if 19[0] (z) > 0.

It was shown in [22H24] that the uniform regularity of a collection of sets
can be interpreted as the direct analogue of the fundamental in variational
analysis metric regularity property of set-valued mappings.

Regularity properties can also be characterized in terms of elements of the
dual space using appropriate concepts of normal elements. Given a subset {2
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of X, a point Z in {2, and a number § > 0, the sets (cf. [20,33])

Nq(z) := {:I:* e X" limsupM < 0},

R P
No(z.8)= |J Nao(),
z€N2NBs(T)
N (7) :=limsup No(z) = ﬂ I*Ng(z, )
« Bz 6>0

denote the Fréchet normal cone, the strict d-normal cone, and the limiting

normal cone to {2 at T, respectively. The denotation u £ % in the above
formulas means that u — x with u € £2 while cl* denotes the sequential weak*
closure in X*.

In the Asplund space setting, the uniform regularity of a collection of sets
can be characterized using the next dual space constant:

m

*
2

610
+ i=1

| 2} € Noy(2,6), Y ;| = 1}, (1)

i=1

7 (Z) := lim inf{

where it is assumed that the infimum over the empty set equals 1; this corre-
sponds to all cones Ng, (Z,9) (1 <i < m) being trivial for some 6 > 0 (Z can
be an interior point of NI, (2;.)
The next theorem corresponds to [24, Theorem 4 (v)—(vi)].
Theorem 1 (i) 9[Q)(z) < 7[Q](z).
(ii) Suppose X is Asplund and the sets ; (1 < i < m) are closed. Then
012)(z) = n[(T).
As a consequence, S is uniformly regular at T if and only if H[Q(Z) > 0,
i.e., there exist « > 0 and § > 0 such that

m

:
P

i=1

for all x; € 2, N Bs(Z) and xf € N, (z;) (1 <i<m).

za) |l (2)
1=1

The dual characterization of the uniform regularity in Theorem [ (ii) is
sometimes referred to as (Fréchet) normal uniform regqularity, cf. [24125]. Con-
stant 7[Q2](Z) coincides with the supremum of all a in the definition of this
property.

Part (i) of Theorem [Il was proved in [21], while part (ii) was established
in [24]. A slightly weaker estimate can be found in [211[23].

Remark 1 In finite dimensions, constant () coincides with the corresponding
one defined in terms of limiting normals:

(@) :=min{ Yoai| l2i € Nau(@), Y ol = 1}
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(with the similar natural convention about the minimum over the empty set.)
The dual uniform regularity criterion in Theorem [ (ii) takes the following
“exact” (“at the point”) form:

there exists a > 0 such that @) holds true for all z} € N, (%) (1 <i<m),

or equivalently,

af € No,(7) (1 <i <m)

- = aj=a5=...=x2" =0.
ri+as+...+xr =0 } ! 2 "

This is a well known qualification condition, cf. [33, Corollary 3.37].

Apart from the formulated in Theorem[I] (ii) necessary and sufficient char-
acterization of the uniform regularity, equality 0[Q](Z) = 7[€2](Z) implies also
an equivalent characterization of approximate stationarity.

Corollary 1 (Extended extremal principle [20,21]) Suppose X is As-
plund and the sets 2; (1 < i < m) are closed. S is approzimately stationary
at T if and only if H[Q)(T) =0, i.e., for any € > 0 there exist x; € (2; N B(T)
and zf € N, (z;) (1 <i<m) such that

m
*
2

m
<e) il
i=1 i=1

This result extends the extremal principle [2734] and can be considered as
a generalization of the convex separation theorem to collections of nonconvex
sets. Some earlier formulations of Corollary [ can be found in [I7HI9].

Remark 2 Corollary [l provides also an equivalent characterization of Asplund
spaces, cf. [24, Theorem 5]. Theorem [I] (ii) can be extended from Asplund to
arbitrary Banach spaces if Fréchet normal cones are replaced by some other
kind of normal cones satisfying certain natural properties, e.g., Clarke normal

cones, cf. [25].

Remark 3 Theorem[]can be extended to infinite collections of sets. This allows
us to treat infinite and semi-infinite optimization problems, cf. [251[26].

Verifying the uniform regularity (and several other properties) of a finite
collection of sets can always be reduced to that of two sets in the product
space.

Proposition 3 ( [22], Proposition 4) Q is uniformly regular at T if and
only if the collection of two sets

=N xXx...x2y and L:={(z,z,...,2)|z€ X} (3)

in X™ (with any norm compatible with that in X ) is uniformly reqular at the
point (Z,Z,...,T).
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Note the following simple representations of the Fréchet normal cones to
the sets in (3).

Proposition 4 (i) Suppose x; € £2; (1 <i<m). Then

m

NQ(Z) = HNQ'L(‘Ti)?

i=1

where z = (x1,T2, ..., Tm).
(i) Suppose x € X. Then

where z = Az = (x,x,...,x).

Proof The first assertion follows directly from the definition while proving the
second one is a simple exercise on application of standard tools of convex
analysis. O

3 Uniform regularity in a Hilbert space

In this section, we limit ourselves to the case when X is a Hilbert space. For
the collection of sets & = {21, (2,..., 2} (m > 1), denote

cQ)(@) =1 - 2(7[Q)(2))*, (4)

where 7[2](Z) is the dual space regularity constant defined by (Il). By The-
orem [I] (ii), the uniform regularity of € at Z is equivalent to the inequality
¢[Q](z) < 1. Note that constant [@]) can be negative: ¢[Q](zZ) > —1.

Lemma 1 Suppose 2 is uniformly reqular at T. Then, for any ¢ > ¢[Q)(Z),
there is § > 0 such that, for any i,j € {1,2,...,m}, i # j, and any u €
Nq,(Z,0) NS,v € Ng,(Z,6) NS, it holds:

— (u,v) < . (5)
Proof By definition (), for any ¢’ > ¢[Q2](Z)), there is 6 > 0 such that
m 2 m
2| ap| >1—¢ forall w; € No, (7,6) with > [|a;]| = 1.
k=1 k=1

Qhoose any 4,57 € {1,2,...,m}, i # j, and any u € Ngi(f,5) NnNS,v €
Ng,(z,6)NS. Set x} = u/2, 27 =v/2, and v =0 for k € {1,2,...,m}\ {3, j}.
Then z} € No, (%,6) (k € {1,2,...,m}) and >_;" | ||=}| = 1. It follows that
2

>2(1-¢),

m

=4 Z:cz

k=1

lu+ o]
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or equivalently
24 2(u,v) >2(1 - ¢).
In its turn, the last inequality is equivalent to (Bl). O
In the rest of the section, we assume that m = 2, i.e., Q@ = {21, {22 }. Defi-
nition (IJ) of the constant characterizing the uniform regularity of a collection
of sets can be simplified.

Proposition 5 The following representation holds true:

. _ . X S 1.

N[ (z) = %Fgmf{lfﬂf +az) |2 € Noi(2,9), |27l = 5 (0 = 1,2)} , (6)
where it is assumed that the infimum over the empty set equals 1.

Proof If, for some § > 0, one of the cones Ng, (Z,68) or N, (Z,8) is trivial,
then 7[€2](Z) = 1 and the equality is satisfied automatically. Take arbitrary
nonzero z} € Ng, (Z,0) and 25 € N, (Z, ) such that ||z7] + ||«3|| = 1. Then

(N3l = 25 D? = Nl + llsll” = 2l|27 ]3],
L=z} )1® + |23 )1 + 23]l
Hence,
1+ (Jlag]l = l=31)?
23] + |25 = 12 2,
1— (Jlag]l = l=31)?
2123l = ! 4 e
Set . .
* xl * :CQ
= and z5 =
L 2)a) 27 2l
Then 2} € Ng,(Z,9), 25 € No,(7,0), ||27]| = [|23]] = 5, and
1 Tt s
et + 23 = 5 4 it

2 2z ls
Next we show that
|27 + 23]l > |27 + 23]

Indeed,
1 (x5, x5)
* %12 * %12 %12 %12 * % 1-42
_ — 2 - 2/
L+ (Jlagl = [l=3)* 1 (21, 23)
= — =+ 2{a}, 25) — =
2 2 ST T
_ Ultll = s l)? | 4llagl a3l =1, .
R R Y P} P IR
_ (=il = lle5D? (il = ||z§|\)2< ‘)
2 2|lzy) ozl T
sl (k) g
2 [y [R{E2]
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This completes the proof. O

The following example shows that the conclusion of Proposition [ is not
true in non-Hilbert spaces.

Ezample 1 Consider R? with the sum norm, ||(z,y)| = |z| + |y|, and take
.Ql = {(SCl,SCQ) | o < 0}, .QQ = {(1‘1,1‘2) | To > 2:61} and T = (0,0) S Qlﬂgg.
Then, for any § > 0, we have

No, (z,8) = {t(0,1) | t € RT},
N, (2,8) = {t(2,—-1) | t e RT}.
Thus,
N 1
71 € Ney (2,8) with |lz1]| = 5 = 21 = (0,1/2),

~ 1
55 € Noy(2,6) with |55 = 5 = =5 = (1/3,-1/6)

and the right-hand side of (@) equals |27 + 23| = H(1/3 1/3)| = 2/3. At the
same time, with z} = (0,1/4) € N, (z,6) and 2} = (1,-1/4) € N, (Z,6) it
holds [|zf]| + |||l = 1 and ||z} + 5| = 3. Hence, AQIE) < flaf + a3 < 2/3.

A

The next proposition provides an equivalent representation of constant ().

Proposition 6 The following representation holds true:
é{92)(@) = limsup {~(a7.03) | a7 € Noy (@.0). Jai | =1 (1= 1.2} (7
where it is assumed that the supremum over the empty set equals —1.

Proof If, for some § > 0, one of the cones ﬁgl (Z,0) or JVQQ (Z,0) is trivial, then
7[Q)(Z) = 1, the right-hand side of (@) equals —1 and coincides with ¢[Q2](Z)
computed in accordance with definition (). Let both cones be nontrivial for
any 0 > 0. Then, by (@), (@), and (@),

. _ . 1 .
c[n]<x>=ggolsup{1—2|x1+x2| |} € Ny (@,0), ] |—5<z=1,2>}

(i:1,2)}

~timsup { (201,203} | 2 € N (2,0), o7 =

DN | =

= ¢[Q)(z).
O

Another dual space constant can be used alongside (@) and () for charac-
terizing the uniform regularity of a collection of two sets in a Hilbert space:

~ — . * * * 7 — * 1 .

o10(a) =timsup {of - 531 a7 € o (2.0) el =3 (=12} (6)
where it is assumed that the supremum over the empty set equals 0; this
corresponds to one of the cones N, (Z,d) or NQ2 (Z, ) being trivial for some
d > 0 (Z can be an interior point of either 24 or §25.)
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Remark 4 Unlike constants 7[Q](Z) and ¢[Q](Z), the definition of constant
p[Q)(Z) is specific for the case of two sets.

Remark 5 Condition ||z}|| = 1, ¢ = 1,2, in definition (§) cannot be replaced
):

by ||z5|| 4+ [|z5|l = 1 (as in ([)): it would always be equal to 1.

Theorem 2 The following relations hold true:

(i) (MQY(x))* + @[Q)(2))* = 1;
(it) 1+ ¢[Q)(z) = 2(2[Q(2))*.

Proof If, for some § > 0, one of the cones Ng, (Z,6) or N, (Z,8) is trivial,
then 7[Q(z) = 1, 7[Q)(z) = 0, ¢[Q)(Z) = —1, and equalities (i) and (ii) are
satisfied automatically. Let both cones be nontrivial for any § > 0. Fix an
arbitrary € > 0.

(i) By definition (®)), there exists § > 0 such that

27 — 23] < 2[Q(z) + ¢
for any 2 € N, (Z,0) with 27l = & (i = 1,2). At the same time, by (@),
there are elements ;] € N, (z,0) with [|z}| = % (i = 1,2) such that
27 + 23] < 7[Q)(2) +e.
Hence,
Q@) +)* + @) +)* > ||2] — a3]* + [la] + 23]* = 1.
Since ¢ is arbitrary, we have
Q) (z)* + 2[Q)(2)* > 1.

Similarly, by (@) and (), we find elements x} € Ng, (z,6) with lzf] = 3
(i =1,2) such that

This yields

and consequently,
Q)(z)* + 7[Q)(z)* < 1.

(ii) follows immediately from (i) and definition (). O

Corollary 2 {21, (2} is uniformly regqular at T € £ N 2 if and only if one
of the following equivalent conditions holds true:

(i) n[€(@) > 0;
(i) [Q(z) < 1;
(iii) &[)(7) < 1.
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The next example shows that the equality in Theorem 2] (ii) remains true
when ¢[Q](Z) < 0.

Ezample 2 In R? with the Euclidean norm, we fix 1 = {(21,72) | 22 < 0}
and Z = (0,0). Then, for any § > 0, No, (z,8) = {t(0,1) | t > 0}. We consider
the following two cases of 2:
Case 1. 25 = {(z1,25) | #; < 0}. For any 6 > 0, N, (z,8) = {t(1,0) | ¢t >
0}. Then &€)(z) = 0 and #[Q)(z) = 2.
Case 2. 25 = {(21,22) | #1 + 2 < 0}. For any § > 0, No, (z,06) = {t(1,1) |

t > 0}. Then ¢[2)(z) = — 5 and 2[Q)(7) = Y272,

In both cases the equality in Theorem [ (ii) holds true. A

Remark 6 In finite dimensions, constants ([@)—() coincide with the correspond-
ing ones defined in terms of limiting normals:

9(@) =min {1 + 531 a7 € N (@) ot = 5 (= 1.2)
v[Q(z) :maX{llx’{ — a3l |2} € No,(2), |27 = %
aQ)(z) :==max {—(z],23) | 2] € No, (@), 2} =1 (i=1,2)}  (10)
(with the similar natural conventions about the minimum and maximum over

the empty set.) The relations amongst the above constants are consequences
of those in Theorem 2}

Remark 7 Constant ([0 is closely related with the one introduced in [29]:
¢:=max {—(z},23) | 2] € No,(T)NB (i =1,2)}.
Indeed, ¢ = (¢[Q)(Z))4+, where (a)+ := max{a,0}.
Given a collection of m sets Q = {21, 2,..., 2} in a finite dimensional

Hilbert space X and a point & € N, (2;, one can consider the Hilbert space
X™ with the norm

m 3
[(z1, 22, ..., @) = <Z IIwi|2>
i=1

and compute constants (6)), (@), and (&) corresponding to the collection Q' :=
{£2, L} and the point z := AT = (Z,Z,...,Z) € 2N L, where 2 and L are
defined by (@3).
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Proposition 7 The following representations hold true:

N ST A 2\
W[ﬂ](Z)lgfglnf{<2 (1 Lt ranl?) )
2} € No,(7,0) (1 <i<m), Y |la]|* = 1}, (11)
i=1
1 1 1
ﬁ[Q’]()—hmsup{<2+§ (1 — |l + .. 42 ) )

w; € Noy(#,6) (1 <i<m),y | 1”21}5 (12)

1=1

1
2

1
c[(z) = léiFOlsup{ (1 - |z + ...+ xfn|2)
v} € No,(3,6) (1 <i<m), > |a7]*= 1}- (13)

Proof If 21 = (21, 22,...,2y,), 22 = (U1, us,...,u,) € X™, then

21 + 22l =) flall® + D sl + 2 (i, wi).
i=1 i=1 i=1
By the structure of Q" and (@), we have
(] (z )hmmf{< +22 Ti 5 Us ) | ZH%HQ ZHUZHQ n

x’feﬁm(f,a),zuiougigm)}

) ) 1 m m

%mlnf{<_ _Zzzvu1> Z| zHQ Z”ulHQ

10 2 =1 =
x*eﬁm(f,a),zuiouggm)}. (14)

Fix any =} € N, (2,6) (1 <i<m) with S lzf]|? = 1 and denote

* 1 *
D in. (15)



12 Alexander Y. Kruger, Nguyen H. Thao

Consider the following minimization problem in X" which is an important
component of (I4):

m
minimize  f(u) := Z(zf,uﬂ
i=1

m m
subject to Zui =0 and Z fJui]|* = 1.
i=1 i=1

Since f is continuous and the constraint set is compact, the above problem has

a solution u® = (ug,us,...,ud, ). In accordance with the Lagrange multiplier
rule, there exist multiplies A\g, A1 € R and u* € X, not all zero, such that
Xoxf + 2 uf +u =0 (1 <i<m). (16)

Adding the equalities together and taking into account that >, u = 0, we
obtain

Ao fo +mu* = 0. (17)
i=1

If A\g = 0, then u* = 0 and consequently A\; # 0 and, by ([@), u{ = 0 for
all i € {1,2,...,m}, which is impossible thanks to Y., [[u?]|* = 1. Hence,

2

Ao # 0 and we can take A\g = 1. It follows from (I6), (I'7), and (I5) that
wf 4+ 20l =) (1<i<m), (18)

and consequently

m m m
AN =) g = 2f )P = mlag)® + D el 2 <Z w?,w8>
i=1 i=1 i=1

=Y Il 11* — mll=5]l*. (19)
i=1
At the same time,
20 f(u®) =Y (@, 20ug) = (], x5 — )
i=1 i=1

- (<z> S nz:w)
=1 =1
= <m|903||2 - Z ||$f|2> = —4)].
=1

This yields either f(u®) = —2A; or Ay = 0. In the last case, by (I8)), =} = z§
for alli € {1,2,...,m}, and consequently

F®) = (apug) = <x8,2u§’> 0,

i=1
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Hence, in both cases, f(u®) = —2A;. Since u° is a point of minimum, A; must
be nonnegative, and consequently, by (I9),

1
m 2
ﬂw)=—<§:wﬂ2—WM%V> =~ (1 —mlz5]?)*.
i=1

Combining this with ([Id)), we get ().
(@) and (@3] follow from () thanks to Theorem 2 O

Corollary 3 The following estimates hold true:

Proof The estimates follow from Proposition [7] due to the fact that
min{||z1 + 22+ ...+ x| | |z1]? + 22?4+ Flonl? =1} < 1. O

Dual space constants (), ([I2]), and (I3) can be used to characterize the
uniform regularity of collections of m sets.

The next corollary follows from Proposition 3l and Corollary

Corollary 4 Q is uniformly reqular at x € N2, §2; if and only if one of the
following equivalent conditions holds true:

(i) n[€¥](z) > 0;
(i) D[V)(2) < 1;

Observe that, when m = 2, constants (1), (I2), and ([I3]) do not coincide
with the corresponding constants (@), (8), and (@) .
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Corollary 5 When m = 2, the following relations hold true:

|t — ar N -
() = gginf{ (=) weRaeo -1

1
*12 *12 _
311" + [l | —2},

1 * ok % R
o)(2) = gfgsup{ (= e Ra@a =12

)(2) = tigsup{ o~ 53] | ot € No,(2,0) (1= 1,2,

* * 1
lefl + a3l = 5} (20)

Proof From Proposition [1l we have

1 1/2 R
() = ggolsup{ (1-glot+a3l?) " lat € Na(@) (=12

2311 + [l25]1* = 1}-

In the above formula,

1 * %12 1 * %12
1— o lzi + 25" = 5 (2 — [lz] + 25[%)
2 2
1 * * * * * *
= 5 QU + 125 1%) = (27 1% + a3 + 2(27, 25))
1 * * * *
= 5 U1l + ll25]1* - 2(a1, 23))
1 * * |2 :Cglﬁ ZC; °
2 H 1 2” \/5 \/5
and
] 2 x5 2 1
V2 V2 2’
This proves (20), which also implies the other relations. O

The next relation between ¢[Q'](Z) and 2[Q](Z) can be of interest.
Proposition 8 When m = 2, it holds:
(9)(2) > 219 (2). (21)
Furthermore, ) holds as an equality whenever 7[Q)(Z) > 1/+/2.
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Proof In view of [20) and (), inequality (2I)) is always true.

We prove the second assertion. Suppose 7[Q](z) > 1/v/2. By @), for any
§ > 0, one can find 2} € Ng,(%,6) with [|z7|| = 3 (i = 1,2) such that
ot — 23]l > 1/v3.

Observe that, for any #% and 2% with ||z}]|* + ||z3]* = 1, it holds

1
2

lzy = 23] = 5 — 2(27, 23).

Hence, maximizing ||z7 — 23|| is equivalent to minimizing (x7, %), and condi-
tion ||t — 23| > 1/V/2 is equivalent to (z%,x3) < 0. Under the assumptions

made,

* * * $: = - * 2 * 2
Sup{ a1 — 23|l [ 27 € Ney(7,0) (i = 1,2), 21" + [l

* * * N7 = . *)12 *)12
ZSUP{ a7 — a3l | 27 € Nay(2,0) (i = 1,2), |27 )" + [laz]|” =

* * * $: = * 1 - * *
=sup { 21 = a3l | a7 € No,(2,0), [laf]| = 5 (i = 1,2), (af,23) < 0},
and it follows from 20)) that ¢[Q¥'](Z) = 0[Q](Z). O

4 Applications in projection algorithms

Inspired by [29], we are making an attempt to extend convergence results
of the alternating projections for solving feasibility problems to those of the
cyclic projection algorithms in Hilbert spaces. Recall that a feasibility prob-
lem consists in finding common points of a collection of sets with nonempty
intersection. This model incorporates many important optimization problems.

We first recall some basic facts about projections. Given a nonempty set
{2 in a normed linear space X, the distance function and projection mapping
are defined, for x € X, respectively, as follows:

A 2) = inf |~
Po(z) ={we ||z —w| =d=z 02)}.
Lemma 2 ( [11]) w € Po(2) = 2 —w € Np(w).

From now on, we are considering a finite collection of closed sets 2 =
{21,25,..., 2,7} (m > 1) and assuming the existence of a point T € N, 2;.

Definition 2 A sequence () is generated by

(i) the averaged projections for Q if

1 m
€ — Po, , k=0,1,...; 22
Th+1 m; 0, (k) (22)
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(i) the cyclic projections for Q if
Tp41 € ng+1(:€k), k=0,1,..., (23)
with the convention (2,1, = (2; for alli=1,...,m and n € N.

Note that the existence of the sequences in Definition 2] cannot be guaran-
teed in general, unless the space is finite dimensional.

From now on, we are assuming that X is a Hilbert space. The next regu-
larity property is needed in our analysis.

Definition 3 ( [29], Definition 4.3) A closed set (2 is super-regular at
z € {2 if, for any v > 0, any two points x, z sufficiently close to  with z € (2,
and any point y € Po(z), it holds (z —y,x —y) <~vllz —y| - |l — |

Lemma 3 ( [29], Proposition 4.4) A closed set (2 is super-reqular at T € 2
if and only if for any v > 0, there is 6 > 0 such that

(uyz —x) <Allu| - |z — |, Vz,z€ 2N Bs(Z),u € No(x).

Remark 8 Similar to the well known proz-regularity property (the projec-
tion mapping associated with the set being single-valued around the refer-
ence point; cf. [7[12,B7,[39]), the super-regularity one in Definition Bl is a
way of describing sets being locally “almost” convex. It is weaker than the
prox-regularity while stronger than the Clarke regularity and fits well the
convergence analysis of projections algorithms. For a detailed discussion and
characterizations of this property we refer the reader to [29].

Theorem 3 Suppose 2 is uniformly reqular at T with

1

m—1

c[Qf(z) < (24)
and §2y is super-reqular at T. Then, for any c € ((m—1)¢[2(Z),1), a sequence
(xr) generated by cyclic projections for Q linearly converges to some point in
O™ $2; with rate ¥/c, provided that for each k =0,1,...,

[Zrm i1 = Temtill < 2kmee = Trma | (0=2,...,m) (25)
and xqy is sufficiently close to T.

Proof Let ¢ € ((m — 1)¢[2](Z),1). Choose ¢’ > ¢[Q](Z) and v > 0 such that
(m—1)c +my < cand § > 0 such that the conclusions of Lemmas [I] and

(with 2 = (1) are satisfied.
Let x¢g € X be such that

llzo — || < S1—c)
0 2m+1)
Then
61 —c¢
o= |lz1 = Z|| < |lz1 — 2ol + |lzo — Z|| < 2[J20 — T < 0 =c) (26)

+1
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and, by (23]),

lz: —Z|| < |[lwi — il + ..+ |l — 2|
< (0= Dllze — 1] + [J21 — 2| < il|z1 — 2|
=ia<(m+1a ((=2,....,m+1). (27)

We are going to prove by induction that, for all £ =0,1,.. .,
1 — cktt

—— (=2...m+1) (28)

[€kmti — 2] < (m+ Da

When k = 0, the required inequalities have been established in ([271]). Supposing
that the inequalities are true for all k = 0,...,l where [ > 0, we show that
they hold true for k =1+ 1.

We first prove that

12kt 1yme1 — T nymll < cllTrmrz — Tomia|l (B=0,...,0).  (29)

Indeed, if Z(x41)ym+1 = T(k41)m, the inequality is trivially satisfied. If xy, 42 =
Tkm+1, then, by condition 3), Z(x+1)m+1 = T(kt1)m, and the inequality is
satisfied too. Otherwise, by 26) and @8)), ||zgm+i —Z|| <0 (i =2,...,m+1)
and we have by Lemmas[Il and 2] condition (28] and definition of projections:

<~’C(k+1)m = L(k+1)m+15 Lhm+i+1l — Thmti)
< ANz kr1ym = T vymer |- [ Zhmrivr — Thmril|
< Nzgrtym — Toerymar || | Trmee = Tomaa|] (G=1,...,m —1).

Adding the above inequalities, we obtain

(T (ks 1ym — T(ht1)ymt1> T(ht1)m — Thm+1)
< (m =Dl l|zgt1ym — Tgrymll - [Temez = Temsa ]l (30)

At the same time, by Lemma [ the triangle inequality and condition (23]),

<~’C(k+1)m = L(k+1)m+1Lkm+1 — SC(k+1)m+1>

<2kt 1ym = Tt vymall - 1T Er1)me1 — Tremerr |,
m

|2t 1yma1 = Trmar | € D Nowmeries = Trmei| < mlTrm+z = Tem
=1

and consequently,
<$(k+1)m — L(k+1)m+1> Lkm+1 — $(k+1)m+1>
<mYzgtym — Trymll - | Temt2 — Tema |l (31)

Adding (30) and @3I)), we get

||$(k+1)m - $(k+1)m+1||2 < C||9U(k+1)m - -T(k+1)m+1|| : ||£Ckm+2 - $km+1||,
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or equivalently

12kt 1ym+1 = Trvym | < ellTrms2 — Trma |-

This proves (29).
Now with k = [+1 and taking into account ([29)), we have fori =2,...,m+
1:

Iz 1ymee — 2 < N2arymri — Tarnympioill + - H 20 1ym — 2|
< illrgrnymer — Tarnymll + 1Zar1)m — 7|
<idtzy — 21| + |zimsm — ||

1— ClJrl 1— cl+2

< (m4+ Dot + (m+ 1)0417_0 =(m+1)a

1—c

Finally we prove that (z,) converges to some point Z in N, §2; with rate
©/c. Take any k,r € N with & > r and choose n € N and i € {0,1,...,m —1}
such that » = nm + ¢. We have

k—1 0o
ok — 2ol <D llajn — il < Y e — a5

Jj=r j=nm
co m—1 00
<Y N Mwmirir = Tyl Sm Y [@mipr — 2o
j=n i=0 j=n
> n
<mlas — |y ¢ < T (32)

j=n

Hence, ||z —x.|| = 0 as k,r — 00, and consequently (x,,) is a Cauchy sequence
and, therefore, converges to some point & € X. It follows from (B2]) that

maoc"” mao - mao
o < — _ ;<7 m, ’I‘.
I8 —arll £ T2 = 0 < g ge VO

Finally, we check that & € NI, £2;. Indeed, for any i € {1,2,...,m}, Tpm4i €
;. At the same time, T,;,+; — T as n — oo, and consequently, by the
closedness of 2;, T € §2;. O

Remark 9 When m = 2, conditions ([28]) and (24]) are satisfied automatically.
In the general case of m sets, condition ([Z5)) can be ensured by, e.g., the next
monotonicity condition:

[Tht2 = Thpall < [Jop —anll (F=1,2,...,).

The convergence result of the alternating projection method, i.e., the cyclic
projection method (23) when m = 2, established in [29, Theorem 5.16] is a
consequence of Theorem
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Corollary 6 Suppose that Q2 is uniformly regular at T € 24 N 29 and 24 is
super-reqular at this point. Then, any sequence generated by the alternating
projections for S linearly converges to some point in the intersection provided
that xq is sufficiently close to .

Now, we derive from Corollary[fanother convergence result of the averaged
projection algorithm for a collection of m sets. Given a collection of sets 2 =
{21,02,...,02,,} in X, we consider the collection €' := {2, L} of two sets in
X™ given by @). For z € X, denote Az := (z,x,...,z) € L.

Lemma 4 (i) For any x € X,
Po(Az) = (Pa, (x), Pa,(2),. .., Pa,, (2)).

(i) For any (x1,Z2,...,Tm) € X™,

PL($1,$2,...,xm)A<x1+$2+...+xm>.

m

Proof The first assertion is straightforward (cf. [11l Exercise 1.8]). To prove
the second one, we consider the real-valued function f : X — R defined by

f@)=llz—a*.
i=1

It is obvious that Az € Pr(x1, 22, ..., 2y ) if and only if  is a minimizer of f.
The conclusion follows from the first order optimality condition. O

Corollary 7 ( [29], Theorem 7.3) Suppose that Q is uniformly regular at
T € N1 82;. Then any sequence (yy) generated by algorithm (22) linearly con-
verges to some point in N2, (2; provided that the initial point yo is sufficiently
close to x.

Proof Let (z,) be the sequence generated by the alternating projections for
the two sets 2 and L with the initial point z; := Ay;. By Lemma [ 295 =
Ayr, k =1,2,..., for some sequence (y,) C X. At the same time, {2, L} is
uniformly regular at AZ by Proposition Bl Therefore, when g is sufficiently
close to &, Corollary [6] implies that the sequence (z,) linearly converges to
some point Az € 21 N 2. Tt follows that the subsequence (zor = Ayy) also
linearly converges to AZ. Hence, (yj) linearly converges to & € NI §2;. O
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