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Abstract

Many algorithms for determining properties of real algebraic or semi-algebraic sets rely upon the
ability to compute smooth points. In this paper, we present a simple procedure based on comput-
ing the critical points of some well-chosen function that guarantees the computation of smooth
points in each connected bounded component of a real atomic semi-algebraic set. Our technique
is intuitive in principal, performs well on previously difficult examples, and is straightforward to
implement using existing numerical algebraic geometry software. The practical efficiency of our
approach is demonstrated by solving a conjecture on the number of equilibria of the Kuramoto
model for the n = 4 case. We also apply our method to design an efficient algorithm to com-
pute the real dimension of algebraic sets, the original motivation for this research. We compare
the efficiency of our method to existing methods to compute the real dimension on a family of
benchmark problems.

Keywords: computational real algebraic geometry, real smooth points, real dimension, polar
varieties, numerical algebraic geometry, Kuramoto model

1. Introduction

Consider the atomic semi-algebraic set

S=xeR": fix)=---=f;(x) =0, g1 (x) >0,...,g.(x) >0} (D
for some fi,..., fs,q1,---5qm € R[x1,...,x,]. When studying semi-algebraic sets, one often
first studies the complex variety V = {x € C" : fi(x) = --- = fy(x) = 0} and deduces properties

of S from the properties of V. In particular, if S contains a smooth point and V is irreducible,
then § is Zariski dense in V, so all of the algebraic information of S is contained in V. Thus,
deciding the existence of smooth points in real semi-algebraic sets and finding such points is a
central problem in real algebraic geometry with many applications. For example, if ¢ : § — S’
is a polynomial map of semi-algebraic sets, then smooth points in Im(y) are points where the
Jacobian of ¢ has maximal rank within its connected component, called the typical rank. Finding
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real smooth points in each connected component of a semi-algebraic set allows one to compute
all typical ranks of real morphisms (see Sottile| (2019) for applications of this property).

One of the main results of this paper is to give a new technique to compute smooth points
on bounded connected components of atomic semi-algebraic sets. Our method is simple and
suggests natural implementation using numerical homotopy methods and deformations. It com-
plements other approaches that compute sample points on real semi-algebraic sets, such as com-
puting the critical points of the distance function, in the sense that our method also guarantees
the smoothness of the sample points. We demonstrate this advantage on “Thom’s lips” in which
critical points of the distance function are often at the singularities (Wu and Reid, 2013| Ex. 2.3),
while our method always computes smooth points. The main idea is very simple. Suppose V
is irreducible. If a polynomial g vanishes on the singular points of V, but does not vanish on
all of V, then the extreme points of g on S must contain nonsingular points in every bounded
connected component of S, if such points exist. We extend this idea to the case when V is not
equidimensional (i.e. reducible and the components may have different dimensions) by using in-
finitesimal deformations of V and limits. We show that this limiting approach is well-suited for
numerical homotopy continuation methods after we translate an infinitesimal real deformation
(that may only work for arbitrary small values) into a complex deformation that works along
a real arc parameterized by the interval (0, 1]. Finally, we present a novel technique to com-
pute such polynomials g using deflations, and compare its degree bounds to traditional symbolic
approaches (see Proposition 4.8). In fact, Corollary [4.9] proves that our REAL SMooTH PoINT AL-
GorITHM performs well if the depth of the deflations (i.e. the number of iterations) s small.

To demonstrate the practical efficiency of our new approach, we present the solution of a
conjecture for the first time: counting the equilibria of the Kuramoto model in the n = 4 case
given in Xin et al.|(2016) (see Kuramotol|(1975) for the original model and|Coss et al.[(2018) for
a detailed historical overview and additional references).

We also apply our method to compute the dimension of real semi-algebraic sets. The diffi-
culty of this problem, compared to its complex counterpart, is that in many cases the real part lies
within the singular set of the complex variety containing it, and its real dimension is smaller than
the complex one. In terms of worst case complexity bounds of the existing algorithms in the lit-
erature, it is an open problem if the real dimension can be computed within the same asymptotic
complexity bounds as the complex dimension. The motivation for this research was to try to find
an algorithm for the real dimension that has worst case complexity comparable to its complex
counterpart. Even though this paper is presented using computational tools from numerical alge-
braic geometry (c.f. [Sommese and Wampler| (2005)); Bates et al.|(2013))), all procedures can be
translated to symbolic methods for polynomials with rational coefficients. In fact, we did a worst
case complexity estimate for a symbolic version, and found that unfortunately it does not improve
the existing complexity bounds in the worst case (see Bannwarth and Safey El Din| (2015) and
the references therein). This is one of the reasons we wrote the paper in a numerical algebraic
geometry setting, and gave evidence of the efficiency on benchmark problems. As mentioned
above, in Proposition [4.8] and Corollary [4.9] we give bounds on the degrees of the polynomials
appearing in our algorithms and the number of homotopy paths they follow, highlighting the
advantages and disadvantages of our approach compared to other purely symbolic techniques.

1.1. Related Work
There are many approaches in the literature to compute at least one real point on every con-
nected component of a semi-algebraic set. Methods using projections to obtain a cell decompo-

sition based on sign conditions go back to Collins’ Cylindrical Algebraic Decomposition (CAD)
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algorithm described in |Collins| (1975). Improved symbolic methods using critical points or gen-
eralized critical points of functions along with infinitesimals and randomization can be found in
Rouillier et al.|(2000); |Aubry et al.|(2002); Satey El Din| (2007); |[Faugere et al.| (2008). The cur-
rent state of the art deterministic symbolic algorithm is given in (Basu et al.,|2006a, Alg. 13.3)
which computes sample points on each connected component of all realizable sign conditions
of a polynomial system and gives a complexity analysis. The most recent application of this
technique is in|Safey El Din et al.| (2018}, [2019)) where the authors compute smooth points on real
algebraic sets in order to compute the real radical of polynomial systems and analyze complexity.
Alternatively, a homotopy-based approach computing the critical points of the distance function
from a generic point or a line is presented in [Hauenstein| (2013); 'Wu and Reid! (2013).

Another line of work has been developed in parallel which specifically focuses on computing
critical points while utilizing the tool of polar varieties, introduced and developed in |Bank et al.
(1997); |Safey El Din and Schost| (2003)); Bank et al.| (2004} 2009} 2010} 2015)); |Safey El Din and
Spaenlehauer| (2016). It is important to note, however, that all of these methods only guarantee
the finding of real points on every connected component of a semi-algebraic set, rather than real
smooth points.

The real dimension problem has similarly been widely studied with the current state of the art
deterministic algorithm is given by (Basu et al., 2006al Alg. 14.10) computing all realizable sign
conditions of a polynomial system. This approach improves on previous work in|Vorobjov|(1999)
to obtain a complexity result with a better dependence on the number of polynomials in the
input by utilizing a block elimination technique first proposed in|Grigor’ev and Vorobjov|(1988).
Recent work has been presented giving probabilistic algorithms utilizing polar varieties which
improve on complexity bounds even further in [Safey El Din and Tsigaridas| (2013)); Bannwarth
and Safey El Din|(2015). We use a benchmark family from [Bannwarth and Safey EI Din| (2015)
to demonstrate the efficiency of our method.

One can also compute the real dimension by computing the real radical of a semi-algebraic
set, first studied in Becker and Neuhaus| (1993)) with improvements and implementations in
Neuhaus| (1998)); Zeng| (1999); |[Spang| (2008); |(Chen et al.| (2013). The most recent implemen-
tation can be found in Safey EI Din et al.| (2018, 2019) as mentioned above. Their approach is
shown to be efficient in the case when the polynomial system is smooth, but the iterative com-
putation of singularities of singularities can increase the complexity significantly in the worst
case. An alternative method using semidefinite programming techniques was proposed by Wang
(2016); Ma et al.| (2016).

2. Preliminaries

The following collects some basic notions used throughout including atomic semi-algebraic
sets, semi-algebraic sets, and real algebraic sets.

A set S c R" is an atomic semi-algebraic set if it is of the form of (I). A set7T c R"is a
semi-algebraic set if it is a finite union of atomic semi-algebraic sets. A set U C R" is a real
algebraic set if it is defined by polynomial equations only.

Smoothness on atomic semi-algebraic sets is described next.

Definition 2.1. Let S ¢ R” be an atomic semi-algebraic set as in (I). A point z € S is smooth
(or nonsingular) in S if z is smooth in the algebraic set

Vifi,.... fo ={xeC" = fil) =---= fix) =0},
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i.e., if there exists a unique irreducible component V C V(fi, ..., f;) containing z such that
dim7,(V) =dimV

where T,(V) is the tangent space of V at z. We denote by Sing(S) the set of singular (or non-
smooth) points in S.

An algebraic set V c C" is equidimensional of dimension d if every irreducible component
of V has dimension d. The following defines the real dimension of semi-algebraic sets from
(Basu et al., 20064, §5.3).

Definition 2.2. For a semi-algebraic set S C R”, its real dimension dimg S is the largest k such
that there exists an injective semi-algebraic map from (0, 1)* to S. Here, a map ¢ : (0,1)¥ — S
is semi-algebraic if the graph of ¢ in R"** is semi-algebraic. By convention, the dimension (real
or complex) of the empty set is —1.

The main ingredient in our results is the following theorem that was proved in (Marshall,
2008l Theorem 12.6.1):

Theorem 2.3. Let V C C" be an irreducible algebraic set and let Vg := V N R". Then
dimR VR = dim(c \%
if and only if there exists z € VR that is smooth.

2.1. Semi-algebraic to Algebraic

In this section, we show that our problem on atomic semi-algebraic sets can be reformulated
as a problem on real algebraic sets. This will allow us to use homotopy continuation methods
that solve polynomial equations, but not inequalities.

The following shows that smooth points on each connected component of an atomic semi-
algebraic set S can be obtained as projections of smooth points of some real algebraic set.

Proposition 2.4. Let S be an atomic semi-algebraic set as in (1) and
Wi={(x2) eR"XR" : fi(x) == f,(x) =0, qu(x) = 1 = -+ = ,gu(x) = 1 = 0}

If y € W is smooth, then ny(y) € S is also smooth. Conversely, if x € S is smooth, then (x,z2) is
smooth in W for all z = (z1,...,2n) € R™ such that (x,z) € W.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that fi,..., f; generate a prime ideal. The
Jacobian matrix of the polynomial system defining W has the block structure

Jf(x) 0
x| diag(2z;qi(x))

J(x,2) =

Since for (x,z) € W we have z;g;(x) # 0, the Jacobian matrix J f(x) has full column rank if and
only if J(x, z) has full column rank, which proves the claim. O

Therefore, for the rest of the paper, we assume that we are given a real algebraic set and the
goal is to compute smooth points on each connected component.
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2.2. Boundedness
The next reduction is to replace an arbitrary real algebraic set with a compact one.

Proposition 2.5. Let fi,..., fi-1 € R[x1,...,x,_1] and consider g = (q1,...,qn—1) € R"\. Let
0 € Ry, introduce a new variable x,, and consider

fi= =g+ 4 et = guo)’ + 0, =6
Then, V(fi, ..., fs) N R" is bounded and
Tt V(oo s f)ORY = V(i o) Nz € R 22— gl < 6}
where m, (X1, ..., x,) = (X1,..., Xp_1).

Remark 2.6. The definition of f; above is based on a standard trick used in real algebraic ge-
ometry to make an arbitrary real algebraic set bounded (e.g., see Basu et al.| (2006b)). In general,
VNR"!is embedded into a sphere in R” around the origin of radius 1/¢ where  is infinitesimal.
In this paper, we are only interested in computing points with bounded coordinates, so it is suf-
ficient to embed its intersection with a closed ball around g of radius V¢ for some fixed § € R,.
In particular, we will not use infinitesimal variables.

Later in the paper, when we assume that V(fi, ..., f;) N R" is compact, we assume that we
applied Proposition

2.3. Genericity Assumptions

The algorithms described in this paper make assumptions that certain points, matrices, or
linear polynomials are generically chosen from a vector space (over Q, R or C). In all these
cases, there exists a proper Zariski closed subset of the corresponding vector space such that all
choices outside this set yield correct answers. Therefore, a generic choice means it is outside
of this proper Zariski closed subset. For algorithms which depend on generic choices, the al-
gorithms compute the correct answer with algebraic probability one (Sommese and Wampler,
2005, Chap. 4). Effective probability bounds can be obtained from bounds on the degrees of the
proper Zariski closed sets containing the “bad” choices. See (Krick et al., 2001, Prop. 4.5) and
Elliott and Schost| (2019) for such bounds for linear changes of variables for Noetherian position
and transversality, respectively.

3. Computation of Real Smooth Points

This section contains the main algorithms of this paper with the subsequent section providing
the necessary subroutines.

3.1. Equidimensional case

Theorem 3.1. Let fi,..., f; € R[xy,...,x,] and assume that V := V(fi,..., fs) € C" is equidi-
mensional of dimension n — s. Suppose that g € R[xy, ..., x,] satisfies the following conditions:

1. Sing(V) " R" € V(g);

2. dm(VNnV(g)<n-s.



Then the set of points where g restricted to V N R" attains its extreme values intersects each
bounded connected component of (V \ Sing(V)) N R".

The proof of this theorem is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let V be as in Theorem[3.1] Let g € Rxy, ..., x,] such that dim (V N V(g)) < n—s.
Then, either (V \ V(g)) NR" = 0 or g restricted to V N R" attains a non-zero extreme value on
each bounded connected component of (V \ V(g)) NR".

Proof. Assume that (V\ V(g)) N R" # 0 and let C be a bounded connected component of the
set (V\ V(g)) nR". Since C ¢ V(g), there exists x € C with g(x) # 0. Let C be the Euclidean
closure of C so that C ¢ V NR” is closed and bounded, and g vanishes identically on C \ C.
By the extreme value theorem, g attains both a minimum and a maximum on C. Since g is not
identically zero on C, either the minimum or the maximum value of gon C must be nonzero,
SO g attains a non-zero extreme value on C. O

Proof of Theorem[3-1] Assume that (V \ Sing(V)) N R" # 0. By Theorem[2.3] dimg V N R" =
n—s. By (2), (V\V(g)NR" # 0. By (1), (V\V(g))NR" c (V\ Sing(V))NR", so the bounded
connected components of (V \ Sing(V)) N R" are subsets of the bounded connected components
of (V\ V(g))nR". By Lemma g restricted to VNIR" attains a non-zero extreme value on each
bounded connected component of (V \ V(g)) N R" yielding a point in every bounded connected
component of (V' \ Sing(V)) N R". O

Arcorrram [I] in Section [3.3] computes real smooth points when V(fi, ..., f;) is not equidi-
mensional by using deformations and limits. However, the same algorithm can be used in the
equidimensional case with input fi,..., fy and a = 0 € Q°, i.e., without deformation.

Example 3.3. An example of a real curve with two singular cusps is often referred to as “Thom’s
lips,” e.g., f = ¥> — (x(1 = x))* as shown in Figure An obvious choice of g which sat-
isfies the conditions of Theorem [3.1)is ¢ = x(1 — x). Using Lagrange multipliers to opti-
mize with respect to g results in two points (0.5, £0.125) plotted as red diamonds. Alterna-
tively, the polynomial g can be constructed algorithmically (see Section {.2) yielding, e.g.,
g = 3@Q2x — 1)(x(1 = x))?> + 2y which produces two points plotted as black circles, approximately
(0.5987,0.1178) and (0.4013,—-0.1178). Both yield a real smooth point on each of the two con-
nected components of (V' \ Sing(V)) N R". We note that the first choice of g demonstrates that
when Sing(V) is 0-dimensional, defining g as a product of a coordinate of these points will sat-
isfy the conditions of Theorem [3.1] The second choice of g demonstrates the general method
described in Section 1.2 which works in every dimension.

Figure 1: “Thom’s lips”



3.2. Application to Kuramoto model

The Kuramoto model from [Kuramoto| (1975)) is a dynamical system used to model synchro-
nization amongst n coupled oscillators. The maximum number of equilibria (i.e. real solutions
to steady-state equations) for n > 4 remains an open problem with details discussed in|Coss et al.
(2018)). The following confirms the conjecture in |Xin et al.| (2016) for n = 4.

Theorem 3.4. The maximum number of equilibria for the Kuramoto model with n = 4 oscillators
is 10.

The steady-state equations for the n = 4 Kuramoto model are
fi:w) = wi— 1 T1_ sin(0; —0;) =0, fori=1,....4

parameterized by the natural frequencies w; € R. Since only the angle differences matter, one
can assume 64 = 0 and observe a necessary condition for equilibria is

O=fit o+t fitfa=w+wr+ws+ws,
i.e., assume wy = —(w; + wy + w3). Substituting s; = sin(f;) and ¢; = cos(#;) yields
F(s,c;w) = {w,- - }12‘}:1(&'01 - 5jci), s? + cl.2 -1, fori= 1,2,3}

which is a polynomial system with variables s = (s, $2,53) and ¢ = (cy, ¢z, c3), parameters
w = (w1, ws,w3), and constants s4 = 0 and ¢4 = 1.

The goal is to compute the maximum number of isolated real solutions of F = 0 as w
varies over R?. Let D(w) be the discriminant polynomial of the system F, a polynomial in w
of degree 48. The number of real solutions of F is constant in each connected component of
R3 \ V(D). Since it is easy to see that there can be no real solutions if |w;| > % = 0.75,
we need to compute at least one interior point in each of the bounded connected components
of R3\ V(D). Applying Lemma with f = 0 and g = D, i.e., by computing the real so-
lutions of VD = 0 and D # 0, accomplishes this task. Exploiting symmetry and utilizing
Bertini (Bates et al)), alphaCertified (Hauenstein and Sottile (2012)), and Macaulay?2
(Grayson and Stillman)) all solutions have been found and certified. In fact, this computation
showed that all real critical points of D arose, up to symmetry, along two slices shown in Fig-
ure 2] A similar computation then counted the number of real solutions to F = 0 showing that
the maximum number of equilibria is 10. All code used in these computations is available at
dx.doi.org/10.7274/r0-5c1t-jwb3.

3.3. Non-equidimensional case

We now consider the case when V(fi,..., f;) is not equidimensional, i.e., it has some com-
ponents of dimension greater than n — s. To handle this case, we perturb the polynomials by
constants and take limits. We present an algorithm that computes real smooth points on this
limit. This is applied to compute the real dimension of real algebraic sets in Section [3.4]

We need the following from (Faugere et al., [2008, Lemma 1).

Lemma 3.5. Let f1,...,f; € Rxy,...,x,] and fix | < sand {i,..., i} C{1,...,s}. Then there
exists a Zariski closed subset AXE C C° X C such that for all (ay,...,a;) € R*-\Aand e € R\E,
the ideal generated by the polynomials f;, — ea;,, ..., f;, — ea;, is a radical equidimensional ideal
and V(f;, — ea,, ..., fi, — ea;,) is either empty or smooth of dimension n — I.
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Figure 2: Compact connected regions and critical points for the Kuramoto model with n = 4

Definition 3.6. Consider polynomials fi,..., f; € R[xi,...,x,] and pointa = (ay,...,a;) € Q°.
We say that fi, ... f; and a satisfy Assumption (A) if

(A): There exists ¢y > 0 such that for all 0 < e < ¢, the polynomials f| — eay, ..., f; — eay

generate a radical equidimensional ideal and V2 := V(f} —eay, ..., f; — ea,) is smooth and
has dimension n — s.

We extend the results of Theorem [3.1] to the non-equidimensional case using deformations
and limits in Arcorrram [T and Theorem 3.7} In Arcoritam (I} the direction of the perturbation
a € Q° is part of the input because that is how we use it in the NumERicAL REAL DIMENSION
ALGORITHM However, by Lemma@ for a generic a € Q°, fi,..., f; and a satisfies Assump-
tion (A). The subroutines of ALcoritam|[I|are explained in Sections {.T]and 4.2}
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Algorithm 1 REaL SMooTH PoINT

Imput: n > 2, fi,..., fy € R[x,...,x,] and a € Q° satisfying Assumption (A). Let

V2 = V(fi —eai,...,fs —eas)and V := lim,_+ V2.

Output: A finite set S ¢ R” containing smooth points in each bounded connected component
of V. N R”" that has dimension n — s.

(1) Call the CompuTaTION OF g ALGORITHM [3| with input fi,. .., f; and a to obtain
{(g;,(Gj,L,W))) : j=1,..,r}suchthat g;isin R[xi,...,x,] and (G}, L, W;) is a deflated
witness set for some V; C V that is a union of irreducible components of V.
Foreachj=1,...,r:

(2) Set up the polynomial system

. do; el 0
LYy = {ﬁ+2/li : i=1,...,n}U{f1—eal,fz—eag,...,fs—eas} ()

t
c’)xi pa 6xi

in the variables x1, ..., x,, 41,..., A, and parameter e. For the projection r, : C'xC* - Cr,
compute the finite set U, := lim,_o nx(V(Léj))) C C" using the Witness PoinTs IN Limits
ALGORITHM Define T; := U; \ V(g;) N R".

(3) For each p € T}, use the Membership Test of (Bates et al.,|2013, Sec. 8.4) with input p and
(Gj,L, WJ) to find Sj = Tj N Vj.
@ Return S = J'_, S ;.

J=1

Theorem 3.7. Assume that fi,..., fs; € R[xi,...,x,] and point a € Q° satisfies Assumption (A).
Then AvcorrtaM [1) is correct. Furthermore, if S = 0, then V N R" has no bounded connected
components of dimension n—s. If S # 0, then VN R" has some connected components (possibly
unbounded) of dimension n — s.

Proof. By Assumption (4), V2 is smooth and equidimensional of dimension n — s for all suf-
ficiently small e > 0. We can apply (Basu et al.l 2006b, Prop. 12.38) to show that the set
V =lim,_,o V? c C" is a Zariski closed set that is either equidimensional of dimension n — s or
empty. Assume that {(g;, (G, L, W;)) : j = 1, ..., r} satisfies output specifications (i)-(vi) of AL-
GORITHM E} Fix j € {l,...,r} and let V; C V be the union of irreducible components of V with
witness set (G;, L, W;). We note that since VZ is smooth and equidimensional for all sufficiently
small e > 0, V(Lg) c C" x C" is zero dimensional, and so Uj=1lim, nx(V(Lij))) is finite.
Suppose (V\V(gj))NR" # 0. Let Cy, ..., C, C V;NR" be the bounded connected components
of V; N R" where g; is not identically zero. Fix i € {1,...,#}. Since C; ¢ V N R" is compact,
(Safey El Din and Tsigaridas, 2013| Prop. 5) shows that there exist connected components
C}el) s Cf‘? of V2NR" for all sufficiently small e > 0 such that C; = |J,. | lim,_,o- Cgel), each Cl(,el)
is Bounded: and ’ ’
UG nu Cl =0

forall j # i. Foreach /= 1,..., 5, let 8 := m(V(LY)) n C\¥. By Lemma S # 0and it
9



contains all points in ij) where g takes its extreme values. Let S; := ", lim,_o 81(5) . Since ng)
is bounded for all sufficiently small e, none of the limit points escape to infinity. Suppose that for
all z € S; we have g;(z) = 0. Since g; is not identically zero on C;, there exists z* € C; such that
18,2l > 0. Let g; € C{¢) for some [ = 1,....s; such that im0z = z*. Then for any z € S,

ifz, € Sge) such that lim,_,g z. = z, then for sufficiently small e we have that |g;(z})| > |gj(z.)I.
Since §; is finite, we can choose a common e value for all z € S; so that if 0 < e < ¢ then
lg(Z)] > 1g(z.)| for all z, € Sge). Thus, SEE) could not contain all points of CE‘}) forl=1,...,s

where g; takes its extreme values, a contradiction. So this proves lim,_, nx(V(ng )))ﬂCi =U;NnC;
contains a point z € C; such that g;(z) # 0.

Next,let S; = U;\ V(g) NR"NV;and § = U;:] S ; as in Steps (3) and (4). Since S;
contains points in V; N R" where g; is not zero, by (iii)-(vi) in ALGoRITHM |5| these points are
smooth in V; N R", and also smooth in V N R". Thus if § # 0, by Theorem V N R" must
have dimension n — s connected components. Conversely, if V N R” has a bounded connected
component of dimension »n — s, then there exists j € {1,...,r} such that V; N R" has a bounded
connected component of dimension n — s. By Theorem [2.3] this component has real smooth
points. In fact, these real smooth points form a semi-algebraic set that has also dimension n — s.
However, since dim(Vj NVig j)) < n — s, g; does not vanish on all real smooth points of this
component, but it vanishes on the singular points. By the above argument U; N R" N V; must
contain points where g; is not zero, thus § ; and S are not empty. O

Example 3.8. Consider f;, f> € R[xy, x2, x3] where
fi=P+ D +y+22-Dand =@+ Dx+y+z-1).

Clearly, V(fi, 5) is not equidimensional, but V(fi, /) N R? is compact of dimension 1. With
a = (1,1), we utilize ALGORITHM E] to compute a smooth point on this real curve. The limit
variety V is a curve with two irreducible components: V| = V(x*> +y* +z> — 1, x +y+z— 1) and
Va=V(+1,x +y* +22 —x—y—2). Using g; = x — y and g, = x(2y — 1), respectively, one
obtains S| = {(1 = V3,1 F V3, 1)/3} consisting of two smooth points on V; NR? and S, = 0.

3.4. Application to Real Dimension

This section applies the REaL SmooTH PoINT ALGorITHM [I|to compute the real dimension of
real algebraic sets with the main idea as follows. Using Theorem [2.3] if we find a real smooth
point, we find the real dimension to be the same as the complex one. If there are no real smooth
points, we conclude that the real dimension is smaller than the complex dimension. In that case,
we need to lower the complex dimension in a way that we do not lose any real points inside the
variety. One approach is to replace the variety by its singular set which, for hypersurfaces, one
simply adds all partial derivatives. However, recursively adding minors of the Jacobian matrix
for higher codimension varieties can cause a drastic increase in the degree of the polynomials uti-
lized. Here we apply an alternative technique using a sequence of polar varieties. The following
uses the notation in|Safey El Din and Tsigaridas| (2013)).

Definition 3.9. Let f € C[xy,..., x,] be square-free and V = V(f) c C". Consider the pro-

jections mi(xy,...,Xx,) = (x1,...,x;) fori = 1,...,n. The polar variety associated to nr; of V is
defined as 5 5
crit(V, ;) := V| f, f,..., / cC" i=1,...,n.
01 0x,
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Remark 3.10. There is extensive literature about different notions of polar varieties (e.g., see
Bank et al.| (2010) for a survey). Here we use the simplest version following |Safey El Din and
Tsigaridas|(2013)) and we reduce to the hypersurface case by taking a sum of squares. In practice,
other notions of polar varieties may work better. We chose this presentation for conciseness. In
particular, using more general forms of polar varieties would involve reproving (Safey El Din
and Tsigaridas, [2013| Propositions 2 and 3) (see the proof of Theorem 3.12]below).

We use the following notation.

Definition 3.11. Let f € R[xy,...,x,], V = V(f) c C", and A € GL,(R). Then, we denote
fA(x) = f(Ax), i.e. V(f*) is the image of V via the map x A 'x.

Our real dimension algorithm is as follows.

Algorithm 2 NumMmEericAL REAL DIMENSION

Input:fi,..., f; € R[xy,...,x,] such that V(fi,..., f;) N R" is compact where n > 2.
Output: The real dimension of V(fi,..., f;) NR".

(1) Choose a generic A € GL,(R) and define

fx) = Zf,-A(x)z € Rlxi, ..., %]
i=1

or ﬂ) and a := e, satisfy Assumption (A). Leti :=n.

> Oxip1? "7 0%y
(2) Using the ReaL SmootH Point ALGORITHMWith input ( f, (,i{ Sy ;Tf) anda:=e;,
compute S C R” that contains smooth points in V N R", where V := lim,_,o crit (V(f —e), ;) .
3)IfS # 0 thenreturni— 1.

(4) Seti:=i—1.1If i = 0 then return —1. If i > 0 go to Step 2.

Assume that for i = 1,...,n,(

Theorem 3.12. Letn > 2, fi,...,fs € Rlxy,...,x,] such that V(fi,..., f;) N R" is compact.
Then, ALGORITHM [2|is correct.

Proof. Note that dim(V(fi, ..., f;)NR") = dim(V(f)NR"). We cannot test if Assumption (A) is
satisfied in Step (1). However, for a generic choice of A € GL,(R) in Step (1), (f, %, e, %)
and a := e satisfy Assumption (A) with probability one by (Safey El Din and Tsigaridas,
2013}, Prop. 2), so the input specification of ALcorrthMm [I]is also satisfied with probability one.
We prove by induction on n — i < n that we have the following loop invariant in Step (2):
dim(V(f) N R") <i— 1. This is true when n — i = 0. Assume it is true for n — i < n, and we are
in Step (2) with i > 0. By (Safey El Din and Tsigaridas, 2013} Prop. 3), VN R" = V(f) N R”
for V := lim,qcrit(V(f — e), ;) since dim(V(f) N R*) < i — 1 by the inductive hypothesis.
In Step (3) if S # 0, V has a real smooth point by Theorem so by Theorem we have
dim(VNR") = dimV =i - 1 and we return this value. If § = 0, the compactness of V N R" and
Theorem [3.7)implies that there are no real smooth points on V, so dim(V NR") < dimV =i - 1.
In this case we proceed to Step (4): if i — 1 = 0 then we return —1 concluding that V(f) NR" = 0,

or we return to Step (2) with i — 1 > 0 maintaining the loop invariant. O
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3.5. Benchmark Family for Real Dimension

A benchmark family from Bannwarth and Safey El Din|(2015) are hypersurfaces V(f,) c C"

for n > 3 such that
2 2
Falereoxn) = (S50 23)" = 4 25y (i) 3)

where x,+; = x;. Since f; is homogeneous, one knows dim V(f,,) "\R” = dim(V(f,, s,) "NR") + 1
where s, = 21}:1 x? — 1 in which V(f,, s,) N R" is compact. The cases 3 < n < 6 were solved
in Bannwarth and Safey El Din|(2015)) with the following considering 3 < n < 8. All code used
in these computations is available at|dx.doi.org/10.7274/r0-5c1t-jwb3 with the timings
reported using Bertini (Bates et al.) on an AMD Opteron 6378 2.4 GHz processor using one
(serial) or 64 (parallel) cores.

For n = 3 with g = 0f3/0x;, one obtains smooth points on V(f3) N R? thereby showing
dim V(f3) N R? = 2 in about a second in serial.

For n = 4, V(f;) has multiplicity 2 with respect to f; since

2
2 2,2 2
fa(x1, X2, X3, X4) = (xl —X; + x5~ x4) .

Trivially, a deflated witness system for V(f3) is G = x] — x5 + x3 — x;. For g = xx,, one obtains
smooth points on V(£4) N R* showing dim V(f;) N R* = 3 in about a second in serial.

Forn=235,...,8, with g = df,,/0x,, one does not obtain smooth points on V(f,) NR" showing
dim V(f,) NR" < n— 1. Therefore, one can move down the dimensions searching for real smooth
points using perturbed polar varieties, similarly to Step (2) of Algorithm 2] Nonsingular real
points are first found at dimension 2, i.e., dim V(f;,) N R* = 2. In fact, at dimension 2, the
polar variety contains various irreducible components of degree 2 and testing one is enough to
confirm the existence of a smooth real point. Table | lists the total computation time using
parallel processing.

n ‘ dim V(f,) N R" ‘ Time (min)
5 2 3.63

6 2 5.73

7 2 34.81

8 2 159.81

Table 1: Summary of benchmark problem (@) for 5 <n <8

4. Subroutines

This section describes the subroutines used in REAL SMooTH PoINT ALGorrTaM [T]

4.1. Witness sets and isosingular deflation

This subsection collects the numerical algebraic geometric tools needed for ALcoriram|[I]and
uses the notation and results from Bates et al.| (2013));[Sommese and Wampler| (2005)); [Hauenstein
and Wampler| (2013). The key is the notion of witness sets, which is a numerical algebraic
geometry data structure for representing algebraic sets.

Definition 4.1. If V c C”" is equidimensional with dim V = k, a witness set for V is the triple
(F, L, W) such that
12
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e F C R[xy,...,x,] is a witness system for V in that each irreducible component of V is an
irreducible component of V(F),

e L C R[xy,...,x,] is a linear system where V(L) is a linear space of codimension k that
intersects V transversely,

e W c C" is a witness point set which is equal to V N V(L).

If, in addition, each irreducible component of V has multiplicity one with respect to F, then F is
called a deflated witness system and (F, L, W) is a deflated witness set.

The first computation in our algorithms is to compute witness point sets of the limit V =
lim,—0+ V(fi — are, ..., fs —ase) where fi,..., fyand a = (ay,...,ay) satisfy Assumption (A).
The difficulty is that V(f] —aye, ..., f; — ase) is only smooth and equidimensional for 0 < e < ¢
where e is unknown and can be arbitrarily small. Instead, the next result shows that we can
replace e with #& where ¢ € (0, 1] and ¢ € C generic with [¢] = 1.

In the next proposition we use Puiseux series in an infinitesimal variable €. Let K = R or C
and denote by K(e) the field of Puiseux series over K, i.e.

K(e) := {Z a;ie’ iy eZ,q € Ly, a; € K}.
[
A Puiseux series z = Y5, a;£”? € K(g) is called bounded if iy > 0.

Proposition 4.2. Let fi, f>,..., fs € Rlxy,...,x,], a = (a1,...,as) € QF and let € be infinites-

imal. Assume that V2 = V(fi — €ay,..., f; — €a;) € C(e)" is smooth and equidimensional
of dimension n — s. Then for all but finiteley many & € C with |£] = 1 and for all t € (0,1]
sz = (fi —téa,..., f; —téas) c C" is smooth and equidimensional of dimension n — s and in

that case we have
lim V2 = lim V2.
g0 ¢ 1—0 %

Proof. First, we show that for all but a finite number of choices of ¢ € C, Vé‘;‘ =V(fi-¢éay,..., fi—

&ay) is smooth. Note that from our assumptions on V2 we get that fi,..., f; and a satisfies
Assumption (A) for some ey > 0. Consider the ideal using new variables xg, z and 41, ..., A;:
h d deg(fs
L= (F7 = a8, 0 — agzxE )y

HUVR) + .o+ AVEND).

Here g denotes the homogenization of g € R[xy, ..., x,] by the variable xy and V is the differ-
ential operator in the variables xy, ..., x,. Thus I is bi-homogeneous in the variables (4, ... 4;)
and (xo, ..., x,). Then the projection of X(I) c P" x P* x C onto C is a Zariski closed subset
of C, and since ¢ is not in the projection, the projection is not C, thus a finite set Z. Clearly, for
¢(eC\Zandforall p € V?, the Jacobian of f| — éay,..., f; — éa at p has rank s, thus V2 is
smooth and equidimensional of dimension n — s. This also implies that for all but finitely many
& € C with |¢] = 1 and for all ¢ € (0, 1] we have that V% = V(fi — téay, ..., f; — téay) is smooth
and equidimensional.

Fix ¢ e C\ Z with |¢] =1 s0 Vtag is smooth and equidimensional. To prove the second claim,
let Ly,...,L,—s € C[xy,...,x,] be linear polynomials such that £ = V(L,,...,L,_,) is a generic
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linear space of codimension n — s which intersects both lir% V2 and lin(} V; transversely. By our
&£ t—! >

assumptions, both V2 N £ and Vl“f N L are finite. One can show that it is sufficient to prove that
lim (v;;‘ n 1;) = lim (V;; N L)
&—0 t—0 §

to achieve the desired result.
Let H C R[xy,..., x,, €] be the system

H:=H(x,&)=[fi—-eai,...,fs—easLi,...,L].

Let § < C(&)" be the finite set of bounded solutions of H = 0, where bounded is as defined for
Puiseux series above. Then for all x(¢) € S, let lim,_y x(¢) = xo € C". Furthermore, by the

definition of H, lim, oS = lim, . (Vg N 1:).

Since & > 0 is a real infinitesimal, each x(¢) has an interval of convergence (0, &,) C R for
some &, > 0. Choose gy > 0 such that g, < miSn &;. Then, for z € C with |z] < &, x(z) € C"
X€E

forxeS.

We consider the branch points of x(z) for all x € §. In particular, the critical points C
associated to these branch points are all z € C such that there exists an x € C" where H(x,z) =0
and det JH(x,z) = 0, where JH is the Jacobian matrix of H with respect to x. Then, since
IS| < o0, we know |C] < oo,

Now let z € C. Then there exists some &, € S; such that for + € R, the path &,¢ passes
through z, so that x(¢#£;) € C" has some branching point. Let Z = {£;, : z € C} € Sy, since
IC] < 00, |Z| < co. Then, foré € S|\ Z, x(t&) € C" for ¢ € (0, 1] does not pass through branching
points. Since S| \ Z is Zariski dense in S |, the same holds for generic £ € S .

So let & € §| be generic and H; C C™*! be the homotopy defined by the system

Hg = Hg(x,l) = [f[ —l‘fa[,...,fs —t.fas,Ll ...,Ln_s].

The limit points of the solutions of H; are lirr(}(VZc n L). Let T c C" be the roots of Hg(x, 1).
- S

Then |T| = |[V2 N L] < co. Furthermore, by the above argument the homotopy paths for H are
exactly described by the points in V2 N L c C(e)" by replacing € with ¢£. Hence,

lim (V2 1 £) = lim Vit 0 £),
&0 t—0
O

This immediately yields ALcoritHM (3| which computes a witness point set of a limit with
algebraic probability one.

Although the witness point set provides some information, a witness system is needed to
perform additional computations on the limit such as testing membership. One difficulty is that
the limit could lie inside some irreducible component of V(fi,..., f;) of dimension higher than
n — s. Another difficulty is that the limit points may be singular, arising from multiple paths
converging to the same limit point. These are demonstrated in the following.

Example 4.3. For fi = x1x2, > = x1x, — x%, and a = (1, 1/2), there are two paths that both limit

to (0’ 0) - V(fl»fZ) = V(X1).
14



Algorithm 3 Witness PoiNTs IN LimiTs

Imput: fi,..., f; € Rlx,...,x,] and a = (a4, . ..,a,) € Q° satisfying Assumption (A) and
L={Ly,...,L,—s} C R[xy,...,x,] generic linear polynomials.

Output: W = V(L) NV where V := lim,_o, V(fi — aye,..., f; — ase).

(1) Choose generic ¢ € C with [¢] = 1 and set up the homotopy

Hg(x, fH= [f] —téay,... ,f; —téas, Ly ... ,Ln—s] .

(2) Follow the finitely many homotopy paths V(H¢(x, )) starting for ¢ = 1 to compute the set W
consisting of the finite limit points of V(Hg(x, 1)) as t — 0.

Isosingular deflation (Hauenstein and Wampler| (2013))) can overcome these difficulties.

Definition 4.4. Let Fy c Clyy,...,y.] and g € V(Fy) c C™. The isosingular deflation opera-
tor P is defined via

(F1,q) := D(Fo,q)

where F| C C[yy,...,yu] consists of Fy and all (r+ 1) X (r+ 1) minors of the Jacobian matrix JF
for Fy where r = rank JF(q). Thus, g € V(F|), meaning that we can iterate this operator to con-
struct a sequence of systems F'; C Clyy,...,y,] with (F;,q) = D(Fj_1,q) = DI(Fy, q) for j > 1.

We say that F C Clyy, ..., y,] is the isosingular deflation of F| at g if there exists a minimal
j = 0 such that (F,q) = D/(Fy,q) and dim NullSpace(JF(g)) = dimg(g), where dimg(q) is
the maximal dimension of the irreducible components of V(F) containing g (called the local
dimension of ¢ with respect to F).

Arcorrtam 4] computes a deflated witness system for irreducible components of a variety
defined as a limit.

Algorithm 4 DErLATED WITNESS SYSTEM

Input: fi,..., f; € Rlx,...,x,] and a = (a4, . ..,a,) € Q° satisfying Assumption (A) and

p eV :=lim,o V(fi —aye,..., f; — ase), a generic point on a unique irreducible component
V,of V.

Output: A deflated witness system G C R[x, ..., x,] for V,,.

(1) For Fo(x,1) := (fi —ait, ..., fy — ast) and g = (p, 0), apply (Hauenstein and Wampler, 2013}
Alg. 6.3) to compute the isosingular deflation F of Fy at g.

(2) Set Go(x) = F(x,0) and apply (Hauenstein and Wampler, [2013} Alg. 6.3) to compute the
isosingular deflation G of Gy at p.

Theorem 4.5. Let fi,..., f,, a, and p as in the input of ALcoritim | Then G, computed by
Avrcoriram [ satisfies the output specifications.

Proof. Since V, is an irreducible component of V, there exists an irreducible component Z C
V(Fo(x,1)) € C"™! such that V), x{0} is an irreducible component of ZN V() which is an intersec-
tion. Hence, one can apply the isosingular deflation approach applied to intersections in (Hauen-
stein and Wampler, 2017, Thm. 6.2). Although (Hauenstein and Wampler, 2017, Thm. 6.2)
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would deflate Hy(x,t,t") := (Fo(x,1),t") at ¢’ := (p,0,0), the simplicity of the intersection to-
gether with 7’ contained in Hy easily shows that one obtains an equivalent deflation as deflating
Fo(x,t) at g = (p,0), say F(x,1). Therefore, V, must be an irreducible component of V(F(x, 0))
50 Go(x) := F(x,0) is a witness system for V,. Since Gy need not be a deflated witness system
for V,,, one deflates Gy at p to yield a deflated witness system G for V,,. O

4.2. Computation of g

One key aspect of ALcoritam|[I]is a polynomial g that satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.1}
i.e., Sing(V)NR" ¢ V(g) and dim(VNV(g)) < dim(V). There exist symbolic methods to compute
such a g for an irreducible variety V. For example, (Safey El Din et al.| 2018, Lemma 4.3)
computes the defining equation w of a generic projection z1(V) that is a hypersurface. Then, g
can be taken to be one of the partial derivatives of w. This idea could be extended to the case
when V is not equidimensional using infinitesimal deformations and limits (c.f., [Safey El Din
and Tsigaridas| (2018)). ALcorithm [3 provides a new approach based on isosingular deflation,
discussed and utilized in Section 4.1} which computes several g’s depending on the isosingular
deflation sequence of the irreducible components.

Algorithm 5 CoMPUTATION OF g

Input: fi,..., f; € R[x,...,x,] and a = (a4, ..., a,) € Q° satisfying Assumption (A). Let
V2 :=V(fi —aie,..., fy—ase)and V := lim,_,o; V2.

Output: r > 1, and

{(gj,(Gj,L,Wj)) D j= l,...,r}
such that for alli # j € {1,...,r}

1) gjeR[xy,...,x],G;,LCR[xy,...,x,],and W; C V.

(i1) (Gj, L, W))is a deflated witness set of some V; C V, where V; is a union of irreducible
components of V;

i) V=U7,V;

(iv) Sing(V)) € V(g))

v) dim(V,))NV(g)) <n—s

(vi) dim(V;nV;) <n—sand V; NV, C V(g)).

(1) Let L ¢ R[xy, ..., x,] be a generic system of n — s linear polynomials. Compute

W =V N V(L) using Wrtness PoiNTs IN Limits ALGORITHME} Letj:=1.

(2) Fix p € W and define W; := {p}. Update W := W \ {p}.

(3) Using the DerLATED WITNESs SysTEM ALGoriTaMm [d] with input fi, ..., f;, a and p, compute
Gj C R[)C],. .. ,x,,].

(4) For p” € W, if G;(p’) = 0 and rank JG j(p’) = s, then update W; = W; U {p’} and
W=Ww\{p}

(5) Let gj(x) := det(M(x)) where M is a generic rational linear combination of all s X s
submatrices of JG(x).

(6) If W # 0, increment j = j+ 1 and go to Step (2). Otherwise, set r = j and return.
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Theorem 4.6. Let fi, ..., f,, a, V2, and V be as in the input specification of ALcorram[5] Then,
Avrcoritam [Slis correct.

In the proof we need the following definitions following |Hauenstein and Wampler| (2013)).

Definition 4.7. Let Fy c Clyy,...,y,] and g € V(Fy) c C™. Let D be the isosingular deflation
operator defined in Definition[4.4] We define

[e]

e The deflation sequence of Fy at q is {dy(Fo, @)}, where di(Fo,q) = dnull(Fy,q) :=
dim NullSpaceJ F(g) with JF the Jacobian matrix of Fj with (Fy,q) = DXF, q).

e Let V C V(Fy) be a non-empty irreducible algebraic set. Then V is an isosingular set of
F) if there exists a sequence {cy},-, such that V is an irreducible component of

o

k=1

{peV(Fy) : di(Fo,p) = cr,k € N}

e Let V C V(Fy) be a non-empty irreducible algebraic set. Then Isog, (V) is the unique
isosingular set with respect to F containing V such that Isoz,(V) and V have the same
deflation sequence with respect to Fy.

e Let V be an isosingular set for F(y. The set of singular points of V with respect to F is

Singy, (V) = {p € V : {du(Fo. Py # (di(Fo. V)Ii2} -
Here, di(Fy, V) is meant for a generic point in V.

Proof. By our assumption on the genericity of L, each point p € W is a generic point of a unique
irreducible components V,, of V containing p. Then, G; C R[xi,...,x,] computed in Step (3)
deflates all generic points of V),. Step (4) adds all other points from W which are deflated by G;.
In particular, every other point on V), contained in W will be added to W;. Hence, (G;, L, W;)is a
deflated witness set for a union of irreducible components of V, denoted by V;, proving (ii). Since
U; W; = W, we also get |J; V; = V, which proves (iii). If y € Sing(V}), then rank(JG;(y)) < s
so all s X s minors of JG(y) vanish. Hence, g;(y) = det(M(y)) = 0 proving (iv). Conversely,
for any p’ € W;, some s X s minor of JG;(p") does not vanish at p’. Since g; is a generic
choice of combinations of all such minors, g;(p’) # 0 for all p’ € W;. By Assumption (4),
V = lim,_, V? is equidimensional of dimension n — s, so for all p’ € W, dimV,» = n — s. Since
g does not vanish identically on V for any p’ € W;, we get dim(V;) N V(g;) < n — s, proving
(v). To prove the first claim in (vi), note that each V; is a union of (n — s)-dimensional irreducible
components of V and sample points from the irreducible components of V are uniquely assigned
to one W;. Then for i # j, V; and V; cannot share an irreducible component, so their intersection
is lower dimensional.

To prove the second claim in (vi) we use (Hauenstein and Wampler, 2013, Theorem 5.9)
as follows. Lety € V; N V;. Suppose that X is an irreducible component of V; and Y is an
irreducible component of V; such thaty € X N Y. Let ¢ € C be generic with |¢] = 1, t a complex
variable, and denote f;‘ = f;‘(x, 1= (fi —arté,..., f; —asté). Then, X x {0} and Y X {0} are
irreducible varieties of C™*! and both are subsets of V( f;) c C™!. Therefore, each is contained
in a unique isosingular set of f;‘ denoted by Iso (X X {0}) and Iso (Y x{0}), respectively. Let
Fi(x,1) and F j(x,t) be their corresponding deflated witness systems, respectively. If F; = F;,then
Is0F,x0)/(X) # Is0Fx0)(Y) (otherwise X = ¥Y) soy € SingFf(x’O)(Y). Note that by the DEFLATED
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WITNESS SYSTEM ALGORITHM [Z_fl, G j(x) is the deflation of F;(x,0) at a generic point of V;. This
implies by (Hauenstein and Wampler, 2013| Theorem 5.9) that y € Sinng(Y )and g;(y) = 0.

If F; # F, then (y,0) is in the intersection of two different isosingular sets so (y,0) has
a different deflation sequence than Y X {0}, i.e., (y,0) € Singfg.(Y x {0}). By (Hauenstein and
Wampler, 2013| Theorem 5.9), we have that (y,0) € SingF/_(Y % {0}). Denoting the Jacobian by
J := JF(x,1), we have that rankJ(y) < s with rankJ(y") = s for all generic y* € Y. Consider
J' = JFj(x,0). (i.e. column of J corresponding to 9t removed). If rankJ’(y") = s for generic
Y €Y, then G; = Fj(x,0),y € Singg (Y), and g;(y) = 0. If rankJ’(y") < s for generic y’ € Y,
we claim that rankJ’(y) < rankJ’(y’) for generic y’ € Y. First note that both rankJf(y) < s — 1
and rankJf(y') < s — 1 for f = (fi,...,fs), so without loss of generality, we assume that
Vi) = Vfi(y’) = 0. Note that the 4t column of J = JF;(x,?) has the only possibly non-
zero constant entries in the rows corresponding to f; — aité,..., fy — asté. Denote by J” the
submatrix of J’ with the row corresponding to f; removed. Then for a generic y’ € Y we have
rankJ’(y") = s — 1, since among all s X s minors of J(y") some has to be non-zero, and the only
possible non-zeros are the ones that are a; times the (s — 1) X (s — 1) minors of J”(y’), thus a; # 0
and rankJ’(y") = s—1. On the other hand, the sx s minors of J(y) contain all (s—1)X(s—1) minors
of J”(y) times ay, so all these minors of J”(y) must be zero. This implies that rankJ’(y) < s — 1.
Thus, rankJ’(y) < rankJ’(y’). In particular, y € SingFf(x,O)(Y) and by (Hauenstein and Wampler,
2013, Theorem 5.9), y € Sinng(Y) which implies that g;(y) = 0. 0

One advantage of the approach using isosingular deflation is that, in many problems, the
number of iterations in the deflation process is a small constant (zero or one). In this case, the
degrees of the polynomials in the output of ALcorrtams f] and [5|are comparable to the maximal
degree of the input polynomials fi,..., f;. On the other hand, the degree of the polynomial w
computed in the symbolic approach in (Safey El Din et al.| 2018, Lemma 4.3) mentioned above
is the degree of V bounded by the product of the degrees of the input polynomials. Nonetheless,
the disadvantage of our approach is that in the worst case, we need as many iterations in the
deflation as the multiplicity of the points and this may result polynomials that are higher degree
than w. We have the following bound on the degree of g as a function on the number of iterations
in the deflation:

Proposition 4.8. Let f = (fi,...,fs) and a = (ai,...,a5) € QF such that V2 = V(fi -
ae, ..., fy—ase) satisfies Assumption (A). Let D := max;_,{deg(f)} andfix p € V := lim, V;.
If AvLcorrtam [] takes k iterations of the isosingular deflation to output G C R[xy,...,x,], the
degrees of the polynomials in G are bounded by s*D. Furthermore, if g(x) = det(M(x)) €
R[x1,...,x,] where M(x) is a s X s submatrix of JG(x), then deg(g) < s**'D.

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that each iteration of the deflation algorithm adds the
minors of the Jacobian of the polynomials in the previous iteration, and these minors have size
less than s. Thus, the degrees of polynomials added to the system in each iteration are at most
s times the degrees of the polynomials in the previous iteration. The second claim follows from
the first. O

Using Proposition [4.8] we can bound the number of homotopy paths followed in Step (2)
in the ReaL SmootH Point ALGoritaM [T} which is the bottleneck of our method. Note that the
number of iterations r is at most deg(V) < D" and the Membership Test of (Bates et al.| 2013,
Sec. 8.4) utilized in Step (3) follows at most |W;| = deg(V;) < deg(V) < D" homotopy paths.
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Corollary 4.9. Let f = (f1, ..., f;) and a be as above. Consider the zero-dimensional polynomial
system ng) for some fixed j € {1,...,r} as in Step (2) of ALGoritaM |1} Then, the number of
complex roots of L(ej) is bounded by deg(g;)"D’ < skitbnpnts \where D is as above when we
assume that deg(g;) > D and k; is the number of iterations of the isosingular deflation needed to
compute G using ALGORITHMEl
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