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1 Introduction

We are concerned with the solution of the following optimization problem

minimize f;(z) = 7|z|1 + ¢(x), (1)
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where x € R™, 7 > 0 and ||-||; is the ¢;-norm. The following three assumptions
are made.

— The function ¢(z) is twice differentiable, and
— strongly convex everywhere, which implies that at any x its second deriva-
tive V2¢(z) is uniformly bounded

Amd 2 V3p(2) 2 M, (2)

with 0 < A\, < A1, where I,,, is the m x m identity matrix.
— The second derivative of () is Lipschitz continuous

IV2(y) — V()| < Lylly — x|, (3)

for any x,y, where L, > 0 is the Lipschitz constant, |- || is the ¢;-norm and
for matrices it represents the spectral norm, while for vectors it represents
the Euclidean distance.

A variety of problems originating from the “new” economy including Big-
Data [21I], Machine Learning [24] and Regression [25] problems to mention a
few can be cast in the form of . Such problems usually consist of large-scale
data, which frequently impose restrictions on methods that have been so far
employed. For instance, the new methods have to be memory efficient and
ideally, within seconds they should offer noticeable progress in reducing the
objective function. First-order methods meet some of these requirements. They
avoid matrix factorizations which implies low memory requirements, addition-
ally, they sometimes offer fast progress in the initial stages of optimization.
Unfortunately, as demonstrated by numerical experiments presented later in
this paper, first-order methods miss essential information about the condi-
tioning of the problems, which might result in slow practical convergence. The
main advantage of first order methods which is to rely only on simple gradient
or coordinate updates becomes their essential weakness.

We do not think this inherent weakness of first-order methods can be reme-
died. For this reason, in this paper, a second-order method is used instead,
i.e. a primal-dual Newton Conjugate Gradients. The optimization community
seems to consider the second-order methods to be rather expensive. The main
aim in this paper is to make the proposed method as inexpensive as possible,
while even complicated problems can be efficiently solved. To accomplish this,
pdNCG is used in a matrix-free environment i.e. Conjugate Gradients is used
to compute inexact Newton directions. No matrix factorization is performed
and no excessive memory requirements are needed. Consequently, the main
drawbacks of Newton method are removed, while at the same time their fast
convergence properties are provably retained. In order to meet this goal, the
£1-norm is approximated by a smooth function which has derivatives of all
degrees. Hence, problem is replaced by

minimize f*(z) := ¢, (z) + ¢(z). (4)

where v, (x) denotes the smooth function which substitutes the £;-norm and
w is a parameter which controls the quality of approximation. Smoothing will
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allow access to second-order information and essential curvature information
will be exploited.

In the theoretical front we show that the analysis of pdNCG can be per-
formed in a variable metric using an important property of CG. The variable
metric is the standard Euclidean norm scaled by an approximation of the
second-order derivative at every iteration of pdNCG. Based on the variable
metric we give a complete analysis of pdNCG, i.e. proof of global convergence,
global and local convergence rates, local region of fast convergence rate and
worst-case iteration complexity.

In what follows in this section we give a brief introduction of the smoothing
technique. In Section [2] necessary basic results are given which will be used
to support theoretical results in Section [d] In Section [3] the proposed pdNCG
method is described in details. In Section |4} the convergence analysis and
worst-case iteration complexity of pdNCG is studied. In Section [5], numerical
results are presented.

1.1 Pseudo-Huber regularization

The non-smoothness of the ¢;-norm prevents a straightforward application
of the second-order method to problem . In this subsection, we focus on
approximating the non-smooth ¢;-norm by a smooth function. To meet such
a goal, the first-order methods community replaces the ¢;-norm with the so-
called Huber penalty function >, ¢, (z;) [4], where

and g > 0. The smaller the parameter p of the Huber function is, the better the
function approximates the ¢;-norm. Observe that the Huber function is only
first-order differentiable, therefore, this approximation trick is not applicable
to second-order methods. Fortunately, there is a smooth version of the Huber
function, the pseudo-Huber function which has derivatives of all degrees [11].
The pseudo-Huber function parameterized with p > 0 is

m

Uu@) = > (e + )t~ ). (5)

i=1

A comparison of the three functions #;-norm, Huber and Pseudo-Huber func-
tion can be seen in Figure
The advantages of such an approach are listed below.

— Availability of second-order information owed to the differentiability of the
pseudo-Huber function.

— Opening the door to using iterative methods to compute descent directions
which take into account the curvature of the problem, such as CG.
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Fig. 1 Comparison of the approximation functions, Huber and pseudo-Huber, with the ¢;-
norm in one dimensional space. Fig.1la shows the quality of approximation for the Huber
and pseudo-Huber functions. Fig.1b shows how pseudo-Huber function converges to the
f1-norm as pu — 0

There is an obvious cost which comes along with the above benefits, and that is
the approximate nature of the pseudo-Huber function. There is a concern that
in case that a very accurate solution is required, the pseudo-Huber function
may be unable to deliver it. In theory, since the quality of the approximation
is controlled by parameter p in 7 see Figure |1} the pseudo-Huber function
can recover any level of accuracy under the condition that sufficiently small
 is chosen. The reader is referred to [I] for a perturbation analysis when the
{1-norm is replaced with the Pseudo-Huber function. In practise a very small
parameter p might worsen the conditioning of the linear algebra of the solver.
However, we shall provide numerical evidence that even when u is set to small
values, the proposed method behaves well and remains very efficient.

2 Preliminaries

The || - ||oo denotes the infinity norm. The operator diag(-) takes as input a
vector and creates a diagonal matrix with the input vector on the diagonal.
The operator [-];; returns the element at row ¢ and column j of the input
matrix, similarly, the operator []; returns the element at position i of the
input vector.

2.1 Properties of pseudo-Huber function

The gradient of the pseudo-Huber function 1, (x) in is given by

V() = [or (i +a2) o (i 2) )
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and the Hessian is given by
V2 (x) = pidiag ([ +23)7H, (0 + 22) 7 F]). (7)

The next lemma guarantees that the Hessian of the pseudo-Huber function
¥, (z) is bounded.

Lemma 1 The Hessian matriz V¢, (z) satisfies
1
01 < V1, (x) < ;I

where I is the identity matrix in appropriate dimension.

Proof The result follows easily by observing that 0 < (u? + 22)~ 2 < 1/ud for
any z;, i = 1,2...,m. The proof is complete.

The next lemma shows that the Hessian matrix of the pseudo-Huber function
is Lipschitz continuous.

Lemma 2 The Hessian matriz V21, (z) is Lipschitz continuous

1
V20, (y) = V24 ()] < EHy — .

Proof
1 2
AV, (x4 s(y —
IV~ V0 = | [ EE =
0 S
1 2 _
S/ HdV Yz +s(y —x)) Hds ®)
0 ds
where W is a diagonal matrix with each diagonal component,

i=1,2,...m, given by

{dVQML(SC + s(y — l’))} _ =3y (i + s(yi — @) (yi — Ii)'
ds i (U2 (i sy - 20))?)?

Using the previous observation we have that

max
=1,2,....om

H AV, (z + s(y — x)) H _

2 X S — X
* [dV Yulz + sy ))]ii

ds

Moreover, we have

3N zi +8(yi — ) (Y — @)

(12 + (zi + s(yi — @ ))2)
_ ‘ —3p*(wi + s(yi — x1)) i

(02 + (i + s(yi — 2:))?)?

2 X S —
HdV Yul( d+8 (y ]

|(y: — ;)| (10)
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where the first absolute value in has a maximum at 2@:7321), which gives

< 48 < i
T 25Vhu2  p?

‘ =3p% (s + s(yi — ;) (11)

(12 + (i + s(ys — 7))
Combining and we get

AV u(x + sy — )] | _ 1
< =y — @4l. 12
H ds Li‘*;ﬂ'y il (12)
Replacing in (9) and using the fact that || - [|oo < || - || we get
AV u(z+sy—z)) | _ 1
|== < =
1

Replacing the above expression in and calculating the integral we arrive
at the desired result. The proof is complete.

The next lemma shows that the gradient of the pseudo-Huber function is
Lipschitz continuous.

Lemma 3 The gradient Vi, (x) is Lipschitz continuous

IV6u(y) — Vi (@) < %Hy—xH-

Proof Using the fundamental theorem of calculus, like in proof of Lemma [2]
and Lemma [I] it is easy to show the result. The proof is complete.

2.2 Properties of function f#(z)

The gradient of f*(x) is given by
Vi (x) = 7V (x) + V()
where V1), (x) has been defined in @ The Hessian matrix of f¥(x) is
V2 (x) = TV, (z) + V().

where V2¢,(z) has been defined in . Using and Lemma |1| we get the
following bounds on the Hessian matrix of f*(x)

Al < V2 (z) < (% + )1, (13)

where I is the identity matrix in appropriate dimension.

Lemma 4 For any x and z*, the minimizer of f*(x), the following holds

1 1
————— IV @)|? < () — fA(2") < IV A )]
2(%H1) IV @) < fr(z) — fr(2") 2Am” fe@)||
and )

|z — 2™ < TmHVfﬁ(:v)ll-
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Proof The right hand side of the first inequality is proved on page 460 of [6].
The left hand side of the first inequality is proved by using strong convexity

of f1(x),

T _|_)\
FE() < f2@) + VL2 @)y — o) + 2y — ol

and defining § = = — 1+1>\1 V fE(x). We get

P - ) > ) — PR > (Tl)nwww.

2 m + A1
The last inequality is proved on page 460 of [6]. The proof is complete.

The following lemma guarantees that the Hessian matrix V2 f#(x) is Lipschitz
continuous. In this lemma, L, is defined in .

Lemma 5 The function V?fF(z) is Lipschitz continuous

IV2f(y) = V2 ()| < Lyzlly — =],
where Ly 1= ﬁ + L.
Proof Using Lemma [2| and we have

IV2f2£(y) = V2 (@) < 7IIV20u(y) = V()] + [VP0(y) — V()]
T
< (2 + 2oyl

The Lipschitz constant of V2 f#(z) is therefore L» := nzt Lo

The next lemma shows how well the second-order Taylor expansion of f¥(x)
approximates the function f¥(z).

Lemma 6 If ¢“(y) is a quadratic approxzimation of the function fF(z) at x

P(y) = @)+ V@)~ o)+ gy~ 2TV ),

then )
fF () —ar @)l < gLy lly - x|

Proof Using corollary 1.5.3 in [19] and Lemma we have

1 t
) — )| < lly — 2] / / V25 + sy — ) — V2 () |dsd

1 t
< |y — / / oLy ly — x| dsdt

1
= <Lyzlly —all®.

The proof is complete.
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2.3 Alternative optimality conditions

The first-order optimality conditions of problem (4] are V f#(x) = 7V, (z) +
V(z) = 0. Therefore, one could simply apply a Newton-CG method in order
to find a root of this equation. However, in a series of papers [7,]] it has been
noted that the linearization of Vi, (x) for Newton-CG method might be a poor
approximation of Vi, (x) close to the optimal solution, hence, the method is
misbehaving. This argument is supported with numerical experiments in [§],
it is also worth mentioning that our empirical experience confirms the results
of the previous paper. To deal with this problem the authors in [8] suggested
to solve a reformulation of the optimality conditions which, for the problems
of our interest, is

Ty + Vo(x) =0
Dly—2=0 (14)
lylloo <1,

where D is a diagonal matrix with components
[D)ii = (1® +22)"2 Vi=1,2,...,m. (15)

The idea behind this reformulation is that the linearization of the second
equations in , ie. y;/[D]yi —x; = 0 Vi = 1,2,...,m, is of much better
quality than the linearization of [V, (x)]; for p ~ 0 and z; ~ 0; a scenario
which is unavoidable since for small p the optimal solution of is expected to
be approximately sparse. To see why this is true, observe that for small 1 and
x; = 0, the gradient [V, (z)]; becomes close to singular and its linearization
is expected to be inaccurate. On the other hand, y;/[D];; — z; as a function
of x; is not singular for u =~ 0 and z; = 0, hence, its linearization is expected
to be more accurate. Empirical justification for the previous is also given in
Section 3 in [g].
In this paper, we follow the same reasoning and solve instead.

2.4 Primal-dual reformulation

In this subsection we show that the alternative optimality conditions
correspond to a primal-dual formulation of problem . This also explains the
primal-dual suffix in the name of the proposed method.

Every it" term |x;], := (1% + 22)}/2 — u of the pseudo-Huber function in
approximates the absolute value |z;|. The terms |z;|, Vi can be obtained
by regularizing the dual formulation of |z;| Vi, i.e.

|x;| = sup x;y; where y; € R,
lyi|<1

with the term p(1 — y?)'/? — u, to obtain

1
|zil, = sup @y + p(l —y3)2 — p.
ly:i|<1
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Hence, the pseudo-Huber function has the following dual formulation
1
Yu(z) = sup ziyi +p(l—y})7 — p.
i—1 lvil<1
Therefore, problem is equivalent to the primal-dual formulation
min sup T(xTy—&—uZ(l —yf)% —mp) + ¢(x), (16)

x
lyllo<1 i=1

where y € R™ denotes the dual variables. The first order optimality conditions
of the primal-dual formulation are

Vi=1,2,...,m (17)

It can be easily shown that the first-order optimality conditions of the
primal-dual formulation are equivalent to .

2.5 A property of Conjugate Gradients algorithm

The following property of CG is used in the convergence analysis of pdNCG.

Lemma 7 Let Ax = b, where A is a symmetric and positive definite matriz.
Furthermore, let us assume that this system is solved using CG approzimately;
CG is terminated prematurely at the i*" iteration. Then if CG is initialized
with the zero solution the approximate solution x; satisfies

x] Ax; = x]b.
The same result holds when Preconditioned CG (PCG) is used.

Proof The following property is shown in proof of Lemma 2.4.1 in [I5]. If CG
algorithm is initialised with the zero solution py = 0, then it returns a solution
x; which satisfies

1
T; 1= arg min{ipTAp —pTb | pe&},
P
where

E; := span(b, Ab, ..., A" 1b).

Therefore for every p € &;, at t = 0, we get

d(3(zi + tp)TA(w; + tp) — (w: + tp)TD)
dt

= (Az; —b)Tp=0.
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Since, z; € &;, then
(Az; —b)Ta; = 0 <= 2] Az; = a]b.

This completes the first part. In case that PCG is employed with symmetric
positive definite preconditioner P = FET, then PCG is equivalent to solving
approximately the system E~'AE~T¢ = E~'b using CG and then calculating
z; = E7T¢;. Therefore, by applying the previous we get that ] ET'AE™TE, =
&1 E~'b and by substituting ¢; = ETx; we prove the second part. The proof is
complete.

3 Primal-Dual Newton Conjugate Gradients

In this section we describe a variation of Newton-CG, which we name primal-
dual Newton-CG (pdNCGQG), for the solution of the primal-dual optimality con-
ditions ([14). The method is similar to the one in [§] for signal reconstruction
problems, although, the two approaches differ in step 3 of pdNCG. Addi-
tionally, we make a step further and give complete convergence analysis and
worst-case iteration complexity results in Section[d] A detailed pseudo-code of
the method is given below.

Algorithm pdNCG

1: Loop: For k=1,2,..., until ||d*||x < ¢, where € > 0.

2: Obtain d* by solving approximately the system
H(z*,y")d = =V (") (18)
using CG or PCG, where
H(z,y) = 7D(I — Ddiag(x)diag(y)) + V?¢(z) (19)
and matrix D is defined in . Obtain Ay* by calculating

Ay* = D(I — Ddiag(x)diag(y))d — (v* — Dz*). (20)

3: Set §*t1 = yk + Ay and calculate
Y= P < (8T,

where Pj|. <1(") is the orthogonal projection in the £o ball.

4: Find the least integer j > 0 such that the function f£(z) is sufficiently
decreased along d

FE(R + b)) < (R — eadh|ld¥) 2y,

where 0 < c2 < 1/2,0< ¢3 <1, and set a = cg,;.
5: Set zkt1l = 2F + adk.
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In algorithm pdNCG we make use of the local norm

|- Hlaw o=/ (5 H (2%, 9%)-), (21)

where H (z*,y*) is a positive definite matrix under the condition that ||y*||oc <
1 (Lemma. Step 2 of pdNCG is the approximate solution of the linearization
of the first two equations in (14). The matrix H(z,y) is obtained by simply
eliminating the variables Ay* in the linearized system. Step 2 is performed
by CG or PCG which is always initialized with the zero solution and it is
terminated when

I ()| < nlI V@), (22)

where r#(z,y) = H(x,y)d + V f#(z) is the residual and 0 < 5 < 1 is a user-
defined constant. In practice we have observed that setting n* =1.0e-1 results
in very fast convergence, however, the method will be analyzed for n* set as
in

o = min{ 3, [V £ M)}, (23

with Co — 1.
Step 3 is a projection of 7**! to the set ||y||oo < 1 such that feasibility of
the third condition in is always maintained. The projection operator is

v = Py <1(u) = sign(u)min(|ul, 1)

and it is applied component-wise. Step 4 is a backtracking line-search tech-
nique in order to guarantee that the sequence {z*} generated by pdNCG
monotonically decreases the objective function f*(x).

4 Convergence analysis and worst-case iteration complexity

In this section we analyze the pdNCG method. In particular, we prove global
convergence, we study the global and local convergence rates and we explicitly
define a region in which pdNCG has fast convergence rate. Additionally, worst-
case iteration complexity result of pdNCG is presented. The reader will notice
that the results in this section are established when CG is used in step 2 of
pdNCG. However, based on Lemmal7it is trivial to show that the same results
hold if PCG is used.

Before we introduce notational conventions for this section, it is neces-
sary to find uniform bounds for matrix H(z,y) in (19)). This is shown in the
following lemma.

Lemma 8 If ||yllco < 1, then matriz H(x,y) is uniformly bounded by
Al < H(zy) = (2401,
W

where I is the identity matriz in appropriate dimension.
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Proof This result easily follows by using the definition of H(z,y) in and
. A similar argument, but for signal reconstruction problems, is also claimed
in [8], page 1970. The proof is complete.

The equivalence of the Euclidean and the local norm if ||y|loo < 1, is given
by the following inequality

1 T 3
2 < < (- .
Nalldl < e < (5 + )l (24)

The upper bound of the largest eigenvalue of H(x,y) if ||y|lcc < 1, will be

denoted by A\; = (7/p + A1). An upper bound of the condition number of
matrix H(z,y) will be denoted by & = A;/A.,. The Lipschitz constant Ly
defined in Lemma [p| will be denoted by L. Finally, the indices 7 and p from
function f#(x) are dropped.

4.1 Global convergence

First, the minimum decrease of the objective function at every iteration of
pdNCG is calculated.

Lemma 9 Let x € R™ be the current iteration of pdNCG, d € R™ be the
pdNCG direction for the primal variables, which is calculated using CG. The
parameter 1 of the termination criterion of CG is set to 0 < n < 1. If
x 1s not the minimizer of problem , i.e. Vf(x) # 0, then the backtracking
line-search algorithm in step 4 of pdNCG will calculate a step-size & such that

A
7 Z Cgﬂ.
AL

For this step-size & the following holds
f@) = f(=(@)) > ealld]]3,
where ¢y = cac3: and x(@) = x + ad.

Proof For z(a) = z + ad and from smoothness of f(z) we have

a? <
fa(a)) < f(z) + aVf(@)Td + - Alld]|*.

From Lemma 8| we have that H(z,y) is positive definite if [|y[|oc < 1, which is
the condition that always satisfied by step 3 of pdNCG. Then, if Vf(x) # 0
the CG algorithm terminated at the ‘" iteration returns the vector d; # 0
which according to Lemma [7] satisfies

di H(z,y)d; = —djV f(z).
Therefore, by setting d := d; we get

2~
Fe(@) < f(2) = alld]2 + 5-ildl”
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Using we get

Oé)\l

f(a(a)) < f(z) —alld]? + IIdII2

The right hand side of the above inequality is minimized for a* = &

gives
1A,
z(a)) < d||?
flz(@)) < f(z) - 2)\1” [
Observe that for this step-size the exit condition of the backtracking line-search
algorithm is satisfied, since

F@(@) < ()~ 33

(z) = 02 < IIngE

Therefore the step-size & returned by the backtracking line-search algorithm
is in worst-case bounded by

which results in the following decrease of the objective function

A, 1
f(@) = f(2(@)) > cacs Z2||d||2 = cacs—||d]|3.
b9 K

The proof is complete.

Global convergence of pdNCG for the primal variables is established in the
following theorem.

Theorem 1 Let {z*} be a sequence generated by pd NCG. The parameter n of
the termination criterion of the CG algorithm is set to 0 < n < 1. Then
the sequence {x*} converges to x*, which is the minimizer of f(x) in problem
@.

Proof From Lemma [8| and step 3 of pdNCG we have that matrix H(z,y) is
symmetric and positive definite at any x*,y*. Moreover, if 0 <7 < 1 in ,
then CG returns d* = 0 at a point z* if and only if V f(2*) = 0. Hence, only
at optimality CG will return a zero direction. Moreover, from Lemma[J] we get
that if V f(z*) # 0, then a* is bounded away from zero and the function f(z)
is monotonically decreasing when the step @*d* is applied. The monotonic
decrease of the objective function implies that {f(z*)} converges to a limit,
thus, {f(z%) — f(2**1)} — 0. Since f(2°) < oo and f(x) is monotonically de-
creased, where 2V is a finite first guess given as an input to pdNCG, then the
sequence {z*} belongs in a closed, bounded and therefore, compact sublevel
set. Hence7 the sequence {2*} must have a subsequence which converges to a
point x* and this implies that {z*} also converges to 2*. Using Lemma |§| and
{f(2%) — f(2*T1)} — 0 we get that ||d*|l, — 0, hence, due to positive defi-
niteness of H(x,y), ||d*|| — 0, which implies that ||Vf( )| = 0. Therefore,
x* is a stationary point of function f(z). Strong convexity of f(z) guarantees
that a stationary point must be a minimizer. The proof is complete.
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Convergence of the dual variables is shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Let the assumptions of Theorem [1] hold. Then we have that the
sequences of dual variables produced by pdNCG satisfy {y*} — Dx*, where z*
is the optimal solution of problem , Furthermore, the previous implies that
the primal-dual iterates of pd NCG converge to the solution of system .

Proof From Theorem 1| we have that d* — 0 and z*¥ — z*. Hence, from
we get that Ay* — —y* 4+ Dx*. Moreover, we have that the iterates at step 3
of pdNCG §* — Dz* and consequently

y* = P<1(@) = Ppj.<1(Da*) = Da*.

It is easy to check that these values of y* with the optimal variable z* satisfy
the system (14). The proof is complete.

4.2 Region of fast convergence rate

In this subsection we define a region based on ||d||,, in which by setting pa-
rameter 7 as in with ¢g = 1, pdNCG converges with fast rate. The lemma
below shows the behaviour of the function f(x) when a step along the primal
pdNCG direction is made.

Lemma 10 Let x € R™ be the current iteration of pdNCG, d € R™ be the
pdNCG direction for primal variables calculated by CG, which is terminated
according to criterion (@) with 0 < n < 1. Then

a? a® L
f(@) = fz(e) > alld|? - 7||d||i - gilldIIi
)\2

m

where (o) =z + ad and o > 0.

Proof Using Lemma |§| and setting y = z(«a) = = + ad we get

Falo) < F(a) + 0V f@)Td+ a2 @)+ S L]

From Lemma |8 and step 3 of pdNCG we have that holds. Hence, using
(24) and Lemma |7| we get

o L
6 2

m

2
f(a(a)) < f(x) *alldlliJr%lldlliJr ldl]3-

The result is obtained by rearrangement of terms. The proof is complete.

The next lemma determines bounds on the norm of the primal direction
d* as a function of |V f£(z")]|.
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Lemma 11 Let d € R™ be the pd NCG primal direction calculated by CG
which is terminated according to criterion (@ with 0 < n < 1. Then the
following holds

1—n? 1
< IVI@) <lldlle < V()]
A7 Ain

Proof By squaring and making simple rearrangements of it we get
dH(z,y)*d + 2V f(2)TH (z,y)d + (1 — )|V f(2)[* < 0. (25)
From step 3 of pdNCG we have that the condition of Lemma [§ is satisfied.
Therefore by using Lemma [8| and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in we get
Anlldll® = 223 [V f(@)[[[[d]le + (1 =0V f ()] < 0.

By dropping the quadratic term A2, ||d||> from the previous inequality and
dividing by ||V f(z)||, after making appropriate rearrangements we get

2
LV £ ().
Az

dlle >

This proves the left hand side of the result. For the right hand side, we simply

use Lemma |7] and

d"H(z,y)d = ||d|I7 = —d"Vf(z) < [dll[|Vf(2)] < 1,

l[dll[IV £ ()]]-

By dividing with ||d||, we obtain the right hand side of our claim. The proof
is complete.

The following lemma will be used to prove local fast convergence rate of
pdNCG for the primal variables.

Lemma 12 Let the iterates x* and y* be produced by pd NCG, then the fol-
lowing holds
IV2f (%) = H(z", y*)[| < ylld*||o»,

where

<1
y = (8?; (L+M+%)+l£),
M s a positive constant.
Proof Let x* be the optimal solution of problem . We rewrite
V2 f(a") = H(a*,y*) = V2 f(a*) = V2 f(2") + V2 f(a") — H(2",y").

Moreover, let y* be the optimal dual variable, which according to Theorem
satisfies y* = D(z*)x*. Notice that matrix D in is dependent on variable
x; for the purposes of this proof we will explicitly denote this dependence.



16 Kimon Fountoulakis and Jacek Gondzio

From the definition of H(x,y) in we have that H(x*,y*) = V2 f(2*). The
following holds

IV2f(a®) = H(a® g < V2 f(2®) = V2 (@) + | H (2", y*) — H(2", ")
By Lipschitz continuity of V2 f(x) in Lemma [5| we get that
IV2f(2*) — H(z", y*)|| < Llja* —o®|| + |H («", y*) — H(«",y")||l.  (26)

We now focus on bounding ||H (x*,y*) — H(x*,y*)|. Using the fundamental
theorem of calculus we have

H ) - Hat ) = [

where z*(s) = * + s(z* — 2¥) and y*(s) = y* + s(y* — y*). Hence,

[z* — 2F;y* — yM)ds,

|H (")~ H* ) < (o — 2]+ g~ o) / | s

We now prove that dH (z*(s), y*(s))/d(x*(s), y*(s)) is bounded in the set R™ x
{y € R™ | ||ylloc <1} C R?™. Observe that the partial derivatives H (z,y) with
respect to x or y are continuous. Therefore, dH (z*(s),y*(s))/d(z*(s), y*(s))
is a continuous tensor. In this case, the only candidates of unboundedness are
the limits x — +o0. It is easy to show that at the limits all partial derivatives
are finite and this implies that every component of the tensor is bounded in
R™ x {y € R™ | ||y|loo < 1}. We will denote the bound by a positive constant
M, hence,

[H (2", y") = H(z" y")|| < M(||l2* =" + [ly* — y"])- (27)
It remains to find a bound for ||y* — ¥*||. From step 3 of pd NCG we have

ly* = 5" < 1Py a1 (™) = Pl (8O < lly™ — 3"
< [ID(z")a* = D(*)z"|
+[1D(a")(I — D(z*)diag(z*)diag(y*))|||d"||
= IV (a™) + Vi (")l
+[ID(a")(I — D(2*)diag(z*)diag(y*))|l|a".

Using Lemma [3] and

D(2*)(I — D(a*)diag(z")diag(y*)) < D(z*) <

==

which holds for [|y|lcc < 1, we have that

1 1
ly* ="l < =l —2*| + = || d"]. (28)
p p
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By combining inequalities and in we get
M., . M
IV2f(a*) = H(a", y*)|| < (L+ M + ;)Hw — | + dekll-

Combining Lemmas and for a bound on ||z* — 2| we get

= ool

8\
Am

M M
IV2f(*) = H(a",y")| < SH(L+ M+ ?)”dk”xk + glldkll-

Using (24) we get the result. The proof is complete.

Based on Lemmas[I0] [I1]and [I2] a region is defined in the following lemma,
in which unit-step sizes are calculated by the backtracking line-search algo-
rithm. Additionally, for this region, ||d**!||,x+1 is bounded as a function of
|d*||z+. In this lemma the constants ¢ and c3 have been defined in step 4 of
pdNCG, moreover, zF+1 = 2¥ 4 d*.

3
Lemma 13 If ||d*|,» < 3(1— 202)%, then the backtracking line-search algo-
rithm in step 4 of pdNCG calculates unit step-sizes. Moreover, if the parameter
nk of the termination criterion (@) of CG is set as in with cg = 1, then
for two consequent primal directions d*, d**1 and points z*, £**1, the follow-
ing holds

3 2 2
1 16X 1 Aim, —|—32’)/)\m + L ||dk+1||mk+1 < (1 16A1 A, +32’7)\m + L ||dk||zk) )
5 ¥ 2 A

Proof By setting @ =1 in Lemma [I0] we get

1 1L 1 1L
N kLY S 2k 12— 2 2k 3, = (= — 2 2214k k2,
Fah) = £ 2 IR = o Wi = (5 = g 1o I

3
if [|d¥ || x < 3(1 — 202)% we get

F@®) = f@®*h) = eald”13

2k

which implies that & = 1 satisfies the exit condition of the backtracking line-
search algorithm. Let us define the quantities V f(x(t))Th, where h € R™,
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z(t) = 2% + td* and x(8§) = 2* + dd* then we have
V(@(®)Th =V f(z")Th+t(d*)TV?f(a*)h

/ / V3 f(2(8))[dF, d*, h)dSdu

<Vf Th+t(dk)TV2f( "\h

N[d*, d*, h]|dddu

= Vf M)Th + t(dk>TV2f(x’“)h
// dk (V2f(z(6)) = V f:ﬂ’“))h’d(;du
§—>O

1)
< VF(@")Th 4 t(d*)TV2 f (")

e [ [ im0 ) - v

t u
< V() Th + t(d*) TV F (2 )h + [ |14 / / L] d" | dbdu
0 0

= ST+t TR+ SR ).
By taking absolute values and setting t = 1 we get
V(" )Th] < [V f(2")Th+ (d°)TV2 f(2")h] + %LHdeIQIIhII
< IV f(@®) + V2 f(@®)d" |[|R]| + %LHdeFIIhII
< IV F () + H(z", y*)d"|||[n]
+[IV2f(@®) — H (2", y*) 1" ([l + %L\Id’“l\Qlth (29)

Observe that from with ¢ = 1 we have that n* < ||V f(2")||. Hence,
combining the previous with Lemma [11| and in we have that

VS @) Th] < 8P |20 1Al + V2 £ (%) — H (2*, )| lla* |15
1
+ S Llld* ||
Using Lemma [12] we have
. < 1
IV f(@*T)Th| < 8A1||dkH§kllhll +lld" o lld™ 1] + S Zlld™ | A
From the equivalence of norms we get
116X\, +2'y/\ +L
N 1 I ll e

m

The previous result holds for every h € R™, hence, by setting h = d**! and by
using Lemmal[7] we prove the second part of this lemma. The proof is complete.
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The following corollary states the region of fast convergence rate of Newton-
CG. By fast rate it is meant that if pdNCG is initialized in this region, then
the worst-case iteration complexity result for convergence to x* is of the form
log, Egg m. This statement is proved in Subsection in Theo-
rem

Corollary 1 If the parameter n* in the termination criterion (@ of CG is
set as in with co = 1 and ||d*||,» < @, 0 < @ < c5, where

3 3
A2 A2
c5:min{3(1—2c2)—m, . ] }
L 163 A + 2902 + L

then according to Lemma |13 pd NCG convergences with fast rate.

4.3 Worst-case iteration complexity

The following theorem shows the worst-case iteration complexity of pdNCG
in order to enter the region of fast convergence rate, i.e. ||d||, < w, where
0 < w < ¢5 and c5 has been defined in Corollary In this theorem the
constant ¢4 has been defined in Lemma E[, ¢co and c¢3 are constants of the
backtracking line-search algorithm in step 4 of pdNCG. Moreover, z* denotes
the minimizer of problem .

Theorem 3 Starting from an initial point 20, such that ||d°||,0 > w and
setting 0 < 1 < 1 in the termination criterion of CG, then pdNCG
requires at most

fa®) — f(:v*))

K1 = cglog ( g

iterations to obtain a solution x*, k > 0, such that ||d*||,» < @, where

2k2 1
il and c; = —.

= (1 —n2)2cocs 2K

Proof Let us assume an iteration index k& > 0, then from Lemmas [] and
we get

Fat) — £ 2 52, (30)

and
2K

fah) = fl@) < mlldkﬂllik—l- (31)

From Lemma [0 we have

F@®) < f@*h) = ealld® 7 Ze-n (32)
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Combining (31), and subtracting f(z*) from both sides we get

£ty - 1) < (1= S (i) - )

—?)2¢,
< (1= Y (1) - o)

— 1?)2¢qc
= (1 SR 400 - ga)

2K2

From the last inequality and we get

U} 100 — p(a).

1 (1-n
—||d*||? (17
2HH [[2x < e

Using the definitions of constants cg and ¢; we have

1k 1 .
Jd¥2 < (1= —) —(£@®) = ().
Cg Cr
Hence, we conclude that after at most K iterations as defined in the preamble
of this theorem, the algorithm produces ||d*||,» < @. The proof is complete.

It is worth pointing out that a worst-case iteration complexity result for
the global phase (before fast local convergence) of standard Newton method
can be obtained by slightly modifying the proof of Theorem[3] In particular, in
proof of Theorem [3| one simply has to replace matrix H with V2 f(x) and set
n =0 (exact Newton directions), the constant » remains unchanged since the
matrices H and V2 f(x) have the same uniform bounds, see and Lemma
[l Using the previous adjustments, it is easy to show that the dominant term
%2 in the result of Theorem [3|is preserved for standard Newton method. To
the best of our knowledge, the result of O(x?) is the tightest that has been
obtained for standard Newton method, see Subsection 9.5 in [6].

The following theorem presents the worst-case iteration complexity result
of pdNCG to obtain a solution z!, of accuracy f(x!) — f(x*) < ¢, when initial-
ized at a point inside the region of fast convergence.

Theorem 4 Suppose that there is an iteration index k of pdNCG, such that
|d¥||x < . If 0 in is set as in with ¢ = 1, then pdNCG needs at
most

K3 = log, log, (Cs>

€
additional iterations to obtain a solution ', | > k, such that f(x')— f(z*) < ¢,
where

1683,
(1671 A + 29AZ, + L)?2

Ccg —
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Proof Suppose that there is an iteration index k such that ||d*||,» < @, then
for an index [ > k, by applying Lemma [[3] recursively we get

~ 1
1160 A + 2925 + L

~ 1
b 2l—k
||dl|| < 116)\1)\m—|—2'y)\m+L”dkH .
1 2l7k
- . 33
<) )

From Lemmas and n* in we get

flah) = f(a*) < 4n|d'|]3

by
By replacing in the above inequality we get

@) = fla*) < 16, AL
(1631 A + 29AZ, + L)2 \2

Hence, in order to obtain a solution 2!, such that f(z!) — f(z*) < ¢, pdNCG
requires at most as many iterations as in the preamble of this theorem. The
proof is complete.

The following theorem summarizes the complexity result of pdNCG. The
constants cg, ¢; and cg in this theorem are defined in Theorems [3] and []
respectively.

Theorem 5 Starting from an initial point z°, such that ||d°||,0 > @, pdNCG
requires at most

K3 = cglog <f(a:027—w2f(x*)) + log, log, (%8)

iterations to converge to a solution xz*, k > 0, of accuracy

f@®) = fa*) <e.

5 Numerical Experiments

We illustrate the robustness and efficiency of pdNCG on synthetic £;-
regularized Sparse Least-Squares (S-LS) problems and real world ¢;-
regularized Logistic Regression (LR) problems.
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5.1 State-of-the-art first-order methods

A number of efficient first-order methods [2L[T0L12}2012T22,26,27,28|[30,31]
have been developed for the solution of problem . The most efficient first-
order methods, for example [2L21], rely on properties of the ¢;-norm to obtain
the new direction at each iteration. In particular, at very iteration they require
the exact minimization of a subproblem

L
min 7ot |l + p(z) + Ve(@)T (2" - 2) + ZFlat 2], (34)
T

where z is a given point. Other first-order methods use the decomposability
of the former problem and solve it only for some chosen coordinates [21]. In
this case, the Lipschitz constant is replaced by partial Lipschitz constants for
each chosen coordinate.

In this section we compare pdNCG with two such state-of-the-art first-
order methods.

— FISTA (Fast Iterative Shrinkage-Thresholding Algorithm) [2] is an optimal
first-order method for problem . An efficient implementation of this
algorithm can be found as part of the TFOCS (Templates for First-Order
Conic Solvers) package [5] under the name N83.

— PCDM (Parallel Coordinate Descent Method) [2I]. The published imple-
mentation performs parallel coordinate updates asynchronously based on
, where the coordinates are chosen uniformly at random. This method
is well-known for exploiting separability of the problems.

5.2 Implementation details

Solver PCDM is a C'4++ implementation, while FISTA and pdNCG are im-
plemented in MATLAB. We expect that the programming language will not
be an obstacle for FISTA and pdNCG. This is because these methods rely
only on basic linear algebra operations, such as the dot product, which are
implemented in C++ in MATLAB by default. All experiments are performed
on a Dell PowerEdge R920 running Redhat Enterprise Linux with four In-
tel Xeon E7-4830 v2 2.2GHz processors, 20M Cache, 7.2 GT/s QPI, Turbo
(4x10Cores). PCDM as a parallel method exploits 40 cores. Whilst, FISTA
and pdNCG which are MATLAB implementations, exploit multicore systems
by performing in parallel simple linear algebra tasks by default. Finally, for
pdNCG a simple diagonal preconditioner is used for all experiments. The pre-
conditioner is set to be the inverse of the diagonal of matrix H.

5.3 Parameter tuning

For pdNCG, the smoothing parameter y is set to 1.0e-4 and the parameter n
in is set to 1.0e-1. The backtracking step-size of pdNCG is set to c3 = 1/2
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and the parameter of sufficient decrease is set to co = 1.0e-3. For PCDM, the
parameter o is set to 1+ 23(v —1)/(m — 1) like it is proposed in [21], where v
is the partial separability degree of the problem which is solved; we will define
v later in this section. Moreover, for PCDM making functions evaluations
is prohibited, because it is considered as a very expensive operation, hence,
we do not include the running time of making such operations in the total
running time. For FISTA we use the default parameter setting. All solvers are
initialized to the zero solution.

We run pdNCG for sufficient time such that the problems are adequately
solved. Then, FISTA and PCDM are terminated when the objective function
fr(x) in is below the one obtained by pdNCG or when a predefined max-
imum number of iterations limit is reached. All comparisons are presented
in figures which show the progress of the objective function against the wall
clock time. This way, the reader can compare the performance of the solvers
for various levels of accuracy.

5.4 ¢1-Regularized Sparse Least-Squares

In this subsection we compare pdNCG with FISTA and PCDM. The compar-
ison is made on a problem for which

1
olw) = 54z — b2

in , where z € R™, b € R", A € R"™™ with n > m. We are interested

in problems of this form which are sparse, with non trivially ill-conditioned

AT A and partially or highly separable. The definition of separability which is

employed is the same as in [21I], which for these problems is measured with
the following constant

ﬂLS = max

jelL,2,.

3ty

43 llo, (35)

where A; is the 4t row of matrix A. Obviously, the following holds 1 < Brg <

m. Notice that the larger Srs is the less separable the problem becomes.
However, observe that 51g captures separability based only on the most dense
row of matrix A. This implies that there might exist matrix A which is very
sparse but there is a single row of A that is relatively dense and this will result
in large Brs. In the examples that will be presented in this subsection 8 is
a small fraction of m.

5.4.1 Benchmark Generator

A generator for non-trivial sparse S-LS problems is given in the following
simple process. First, a full-rank matrix A € R"*™ with n > m is generated.
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Second, the eigenvalue decomposition of ATA = QAQT is computed. Third,
the optimal solution is generated by approximately solving

r*:=argmin  [|QTz — A e|?
ver” (36)
subject to: ||zl < s,
where e is a vector of ones, || - || is the zero norm which counts the number of

nonzero components of the input argument and s is a positive integer. To solve
the above problem one can use an Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (OMP) [I8]
solver implemented in [3]. The aim of this approach is to find a sparse * which
can be expressed as z* = Qu, where the coefficients v of the linear combination
are close to the inverse of the eigenvalues of matrix ATA. Intuitively, this
technique will create an x* which has strong dependence on subspaces which
correspond to the smaller eigenvalues of ATA. It is well known that such an z*
makes the problem difficult to solve, see for example the analysis of Steepest
Descent for LS in [23]. Finally, b can be generated such that the following holds

o* = argmin ||z||; + || Az — b||%.
TeR™

This is achieved by substituting in the optimality conditions of the previ-
ous problem z* and then choosing b such that the optimality conditions are
satisfied. It is easy to extend the generator and consider a minimization of
mingegn 7||2|]1 + || Az — b||? instead.

5.4.2 Synthetic sparse least-squares example: increasing conditioning

We now present the performance of pdNCG, FISTA and PCDM for increasing
condition number of matrix AT A. We generate four instances (A, b, z*), where
the condition number of ATA takes values 1.00e+02, 1.00e+04, 1.00e+06 and
1.00e-08. Matrix A has m = 2%2 columns, n = 2m rows and rank m. Moreover,
matrix A is sparse, i.e. nnz(A)/(mn) = 3.00e-07 and Brs = 2. The optimal
solution z* has approximately s &~ 8.0e-03m non-zero components.

The results of this experiment are shown in Figure [2l In this figure the
objective function f,(x) is presented against the wall clock time for each solver.
Observe the log-scale used for both axes. The wall clock time of the solvers is
shown after their first iteration takes place. For all levels of condition number,
pdNCG and FISTA solved the problem to sufficient accuracy with pdNCG
being slightly faster. Notice that despite the problem being sparse and highly
separable, PCDM did not scale well for condition number larger than 1.0e-+04.
In particular, when the condition number of ATA is 1.00e+08, PCDM did not
converge in competitive time; it was terminated after 40 million coordinate
updates, i.e. more than 31 hours of wall clock time.
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Fig. 2 Performance of pdNCG, FISTA and PCDM on a synthetic sparse S-LS problem for
increasing condition number of matrix ATA, denoted as k(AT A). The axis are in log-scale.
In this figure f,(z) denotes the objective value that was obtained by each solver

5.4.3 Synthetic sparse least-squares example: increasing dimensions

In this experiment we present the performance of pdNCG, FISTA and PCDM
as the number of variables m increases. We generate three instances (A, b, z*),
where m takes values 22°, 222 and 224, Matrix A has n = 2m rows, rank m
and the condition number of ATA is 1.00e+08. Moreover, matrix A is sparse,
ie. Brs = 2, nnz(A)/(mn) ~ 1.00e-06, 3.00e-07 and 5.00e-08, respectively
for each m. The optimal solution x* has again approximately s ~ 8.0e-03m
non-zero components.

The results of this experiment are presented in Figure [3] Observe that the
required wall-clock time for pdNCG scaled similarly to the first-order methods
FISTA and PCDM, despite being a second-order method.
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Fig. 38 Performance of pdNCG, FISTA and PCDM on a synthetic sparse S-LS problem for
increasing number of variables m. The axis are in log-scale. In this figure fr(x) denotes the
objective value that was obtained by each solver

5.5 ¢1-Regularized Logistic Regression

In this subsection we compare pdNCG with FISTA and PCDM on six real
world ¢;-regularized LR problems. For ¢;-regularized LR the function ¢(z) in

is set to
n
o(x) = Zlog(l 4 e ViwTE),

i=1
where z; € R™ Vi = 1,2,...,n are the training samples and y; € {—1,+1} are
the corresponding labels. Such problems are used for training a linear classifier
w € R™. Although in Linear Support Vector Machine (LSVM) literature there
are more alternatives for function ¢(x), in this section we choose LR because it
is second-order differentiable. For more details about support vector machine
problems we refer the reader to [33].
We present six ¢;-regularized LR problems which are of large scale, sparse
and partially or highly separable. Exact information for these problems is given
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Table 1 Properties of six £1-regularized LR problems which are used as benchmarks in this
paper. The second and third columns show the number of training samples and features,
respectively. The fourth and fifth columns show the sparsity of matrix X and the degree of
partial separability B g in , respectively. The last column is the 7 found using fivefold
cross-validation

Problem n m nnz(X)/(mn) Brp T

[17] real-sim 72,309 20,958 2.40e-02 3484  4.00e-02
[16] rcvl 20,242 47,236 1.60e-02 980 4.00e-02
[14] news20 19,996 1,355,191 3.35e-04 16423  4.00e-02
[32] kdd (algebra) 8,407,752 20,216,830 1.79¢-06 85  2.00e-00
[32] kdd (br. to alg.) 19,264,097 29,890,095 9.83e-07 75 2.00e-00
[29] webspam 350,000 16, 609, 143 2.24e-04 46991  4.00e-02

in Table [1} In this table, matrix X € R™*™ is a matrix which in its rows has
the training samples, the fourth column shows the sparsity of matrix X, where
nnz(X) is the number of non-zero components in X. The fifth column shows
the degree of partial separability which is defined as

= X 37
BrLr je[?,lf.).(.,n}H jllo, (37)

where X; is the jt row of matrix X. The last column shows the 7 which gave
the classification with the highest accuracy after performing a fivefold cross
validation over various 7 values, as proposed in [I3]. The calculated values T
resulted for all problems in more than 90% classification accuracy. All prob-
lems in Table [I] can be downloaded from the collection of LSVM problems
in [9]. Notice that for most of the problems in Table [I} m < n, which means
that the problems are not strongly-convex everywhere as assumed in . How-
ever, the problems in Table |I| have a unique solution, which implies that they
are strongly-convex locally to the optimal solution. We choose to solve these
instances because the problems for which m > n in collection [9] are small
scale, hence, possible numerical experiments might not provide significant in-
sight into the behaviour of the methods. It is important to mention that all
implementations of the compared methods can handle such cases without any
modification.

The results of the comparison among the solvers pdNCG, FISTA and
PCDM are shown in Figure [@ Notice in Subfigure [d] that for pdNCG the
objective function f,(z) seems not to decrease always monotonically. This be-
haviour might have occurred because backtracking line-search can terminate
before the condition in Step 4 of pdNCG is satisfied, if the maximum number
of backtracking iterations is exceeded.

6 Conlcusion

In this paper we have studied an inexpensive but still robust primal-dual
Newton-CG (pdNCG) method. The proposed method is developed for the
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solution of ¢;-regularized problems which might display some degree of ill-
conditioning; that is display noticeable differences of the magnitude of eigen-
values. For such problems it is crucial that the methods capture information
from the second-order derivative. We have given synthetic sparse least-squares
examples and six real world machine learning problems which satisfy the pre-
vious criteria and we provided computational evidence that on these prob-
lems the proposed method is efficient. An implementation of pdNCG and
scripts that reproduce the numerical experiments can be downloaded from
http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/ERGO/pdNCG/|
Finally, we have shown that by using the property of CG described in
Lemma [7] the convergence analysis of pdNCG can be performed in a variable
metric which is defined based on approximate second-order derivatives. The
variable metric opens the door for a tight convergence analysis of pdNCG,
which includes global and local convergence rates, explicit definition of fast
local convergence region and worst-case iteration complexity.
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