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Abstract

In this paper, we present a semi-proximal alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)
for solving 3-block separable convex minimization problems with the second block in the objec-
tive being a strongly convex function and one coupled linear equation constraint. By choosing
the semi-proximal terms properly, we establish the global convergence of the proposed semi-
proximal ADMM for the step-length 7 € (0, (1++/5)/2) and the penalty parameter o € (0, +00).
In particular, if o > 0 is smaller than a certain threshold and the first and third linear operators
in the linear equation constraint are injective, then all the three added semi-proximal terms
can be dropped and consequently, the convergent 3-block semi-proximal ADMM reduces to the
directly extended 3-block ADMM with 7 € (0, (14 v/5)/2).
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1 Introduction

We consider the following separable convex minimization problem whose objective function is the
sum of three functions without coupled variables:

_min {91($1) + 02(z2) + O3(x3) | Ajz1 + Ajgwo + Azas = ¢, i € Ay, i = 172,3}, (1)
1,22,L3

where X; (i = 1,2,3) and Z are real finite dimensional Euclidean spaces each equipped with an
inner product (-,-) and its induced norm || - ||, 6; : X; — (—o0,4+0o0] (i = 1,2,3) are closed proper
convex functions, A7 : X; — Z is the adjoint of the linear operator A4; : Z — X, i = 1,2,3, and
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c € Z. Since 0;, 1 = 1,2, 3, are closed proper convex functions, there exist self-adjoint and positive
semi-definite operators ¥;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, such that

<£i — X, W; — wi> > <£z — xz,Z‘,Z(@ — a:,)> V &, x; € dom(@i), w; € 89l(§;,),wz S 8@(%2), (2)

where 00; is the sub-differential mapping of 6;, ¢ = 1,2,3. The solution set of problem () is
assumed to be nonempty throughout our discussions in this paper.

Let ¢ > 0 be a given penalty parameter and z € Z be the Lagrange multiplier associated
with the linear equality constraint in problem (). For any (x1,z9,23) € X x Xy X X3, write
T = ($1,$2,$3), 9(3)) = 91($1) + 92(3)2) + 93($3) and A*z = Afl‘l + ASJ)Q + A§$3 Then the
augmented Lagrangian function for problem (IJ) is defined by

Lolor, 3,3 2) = 0(z) + (2, A0 — ) + Z]| A%z — | 3)

for any (z1,x9,x3,2) € X1 X Xy x X3 x Z. The direct extension of the classical alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM) for solving problem (II) consists of the following iterations for
k=0,1,...

x]fH = argmin{ﬁa(azl,xg,xéf; zk)},
L T1€X] .
x2+1 = argmin{ﬁg(:nlﬂ,xg,xlg; zk)},
TroEX> (4)
m§+1 = argmin{ﬁa(a;]fﬂ,xgﬂ,xg; zk)},
r3€X3
[ 2= 2k + ro (AT — o),

where 7 > 0 is the step-length. Different from the 2-block ADMM whose convergence has been
established for a long time [9, [7, [8], (5] [6} B], the 3-block ADMM may not converge in general, which
was demonstrated by Chen, He, Ye and Yuan [I] using counterexamples. Nevertheless, if all the
functions 6;, i = 1,2,3, are strongly convex, Han and Yuan [I0] proved the global convergence of
the 3-block ADMM scheme ({]) with 7 = 1 (Han and Yuan actually considered the general m-block
case for any m > 3. Here and below we focus on the 3-block case only) under the condition that

. : Hi
p— I>—0, :1,2,3, 0< < { }7
P ! 7= B B A (A A7)
where Apax(S) is the largest eigenvalue of a given self-adjoint linear operator S. Hong and Luo [12]
proposed to adopt a small step-length 7 when updating the Lagrange multiplier z**1 in @). Chen,
Shen and You [2] proposed the following sufficient condition

A7 is injective, ;= ;] =0, i=2,3 and 0 < o < min{ H2 143 }

)\max (AQ A;) 7 )\max (A?’A;)

for the global convergence of the directly extended 3-block ADMM with 7 = 1 for solving problem
(@). Closely related to the work of Chen, Shen and You [2], in [I4], Lin, Ma and Zhang provided
an analysis on the iteration complexity for the same method under the condition

2 M3 }
2)\max(A2A§)’ 2Amax (A3 A%) '

&:uﬂ>mi=z3mmo<agmm{

In [I5], under additional assumptions including some smoothness conditions, the same group of
authors further proved the global linear convergence of the mentioned method.



The purpose of this work is to extend the 2-block semi-proximal ADMM studied in [4] to deal
with problem (II) by only assuming 62 to be strongly convex, i.e., 39 = 0. Note that the semi-
proximal ADMM with 7 > 1 often works better in practice than its counterpart with 7 < 1. So
it is desirable to establish the convergence of the proposed semi-proximal ADMM that allows 7 to
stay in the larger region (0, (1 ++/5)/2).

One of our motivating examples is the following convex quadratic conic programming

min %(X, QX)) + (C, X)
st. AX>b, XeK,

()

where K is a nonempty closed convex cone in a finite dimensional real Euclidean space X endowed
with an inner product (-, -) and its induced norm || - ||, @ : X — X is a self-adjoint and positive
semi-definite linear operator, A : X — R™ is a linear map, C' € X and b € R are given data. The
dual of problem (Bl takes the form of

max (X', OX') + (b, y)

st. Ay—-0X'+S5=C, y>0, SekKk*,
where £* := {v € X : (v,w) > 0 Vw € K} is the dual cone of K. Since Q is self-adjoint and
positive semi-definite, @ can be decomposed as Q@ = L*L for some linear map £. By introducing a
new variable £ = —L X', we can re-write problem (@) equivalently as

(6)

. 1
min  dyrp (y) — (b, y) + §H:H2 + 9+ (S)
st. Ay+LE+S5S=C,

(7)

where dpr (-) and dc-(-) are the indicator functions of R and K*, respectively. As one can see,
problem (7)) has only one strongly convex block, i.e., the block with respect to Z. Consequently, the
results in the aforementioned papers for the convergence analysis of the directly extended 3-block
ADMM applied to solving problem ([7) are no longer valid. We shall show in the next section that our
proposed 3-block semi-proximal ADMM can exactly solve this kind of problems. When K = S%, the
cone of symmetric and positive semi-definite matrices in the space 8™ of n X n symmetric matrices,
problem (7)) is a convex quadratic semidefinite programming problem that has been extensively
studied both theoretically and numerically in the literature [13], 16 [17] 18 20} 211, 22} 23], 24, 25],
to name only a few.

The remaining parts of this paper are organized as follows. In the next section, we first present
our 3-block semi-proximal ADMM and then provide the main convergence results. We give some
concluding remarks in the final section.

Notation.

e The effective domain of a function f: X — (—o0,+o00] is defined as dom(f) := {z €
X | f(x) < 4o0}. The set of all relative interior points of a given nonempty convex set
C is denoted by ri(C).

e For convenience, for any given z, we use ||z||% to denote (x,Gx) if G is a self-adjoint linear
operator in a given finite dimensional Euclidean space X. If ¥ : X — X is a self-adjoint
and positive semi-definite linear operator, we use X2 to denote the unique self-adjoint and
positive semi-definite square root of X.



e Denote

o) 2 A1 A
= zo |, u::<w2>, A= Ay |, B::<A2>.
- 3 As 3
e Let a € (0,1] be given. Denote
o (1 — 01)22 + 15 0 %
M := < 0 S+ T +oBB (8)
ey, 4+ 0
H .= 2 2T +min(r, 14+7—72)c BB*. (9)
( 0 353 + Ts — B (A245)73, " (42 4%)

2 A 3-Block Semi-Proximal ADMM

Based on our previous introduction and motivation, we propose our 3-block semi-proximal ADMM
for solving problem () in the following;:

Algorithm sPADMM: A 3-block semi-proximal ADMM for solving problem (IJ.

Let 0 € (0,400) and 7 € (0,+00) be given parameters. Let T;, i = 1,2,3, be given self-
adjoint and positive semi-definite linear operators defined on Xj, i = 1,2, 3, respectively. Choose
(29,29, 29, 2%) € dom(61) x dom(fy) x dom(f3) x Z and set k = 0.

Step 1. Compute

. 1

:E'f“ = argm1n{£g(x1,x§,$'§; zk) + §||3:1 — :L'IfH%l},

r1E€X] 1
wgﬂ = argmin{ﬁa(xlf+1,w2,w§; zk) + — ||z — wéH%},

ToEXD 2 1 (10)
wlgﬂ = argmin{ﬁa(x’fﬂ,wgﬂ,wg; 2F) 4 5”1’3 — xlgH%S},

r3EAX3
L= 2k 4 ro(Af 2Rt —¢).

Step 2. If a termination criterion is not met, set k := k + 1 and then goto Step 1.

In order to analyze the convergence properties of Algorithm sPADMM, we make the following
assumptions.

Assumption 2.1 The convez function 0y satisfies ([2) with 3o = 0.

Assumption 2.2 The self-adjoint and positive semi-definite operators T;, i = 1,2,3, are chosen
such that the sequence {(x%, 25, 2% %)} generated by Algorithm sPADMM is well defined.

Assumption 2.3 There exists ©' = (2, 2y, %) € ri(dom(01) x dom(02) x dom(63)) () P, where

P .= {:p 1= (21,22, 23) € X1 X X X X3 ‘ A'x = C}-




Under Assumption 23] it follows from [I9] Corollary 28.2.2] and [19, Corollary 28.3.1] that
T = (Z1,T9,Z3) € X1 X Xy X X3 is an optimal solution to problem () if and only if there exists a
Lagrange multiplier z € Z such that

—A;z € 00;(%;), 1=1,2,3 and A*Z —c=0. (11)

Moreover, any z € Z satisfying (IIJ) is an optimal solution to the dual of problem ().

Let & = (Z1,T9,T3) € X1 X Xy x X3 and z € Z satisfy ([[I]). For the sake of convenience, define
for (x1,u,2) = (v1,(x2,23),2) € X1 X (Xa x A3) x Z, a € (0,1] and k = 0,1,..., the following
quantities

Sr(w1,u,2) = (om) M =2+ laf — @[ pp + lu® -l
and
ok =2k -7, i=1,2,3, Wb

Agh =t gk i =123, AuFi=ob T —uk AR = SR ok

)

b = Or(T1, 0, 2) = (o7) MBI + ll2fel3, oy + lullRs,
= ||Azk |2 + || AzE|? ,
vt = AT, + 1A oy -
spr1 1= || Ak ||1E o +||A<17 I3 Loy, T 1482 5113

+UHA’{a:If+1 + B*u¥ — ¢||?,

Ivg+T5— f’ = (A2A3)*25 1 (A2 A%)

tk+1 - ”Axl”lz +Ty + HAU’CH%’,
= A*zF — ¢

To prove the convergence of Algorithm sPADMM for solving problem ({I), we first present some
useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 Assume that Assumptions 21, 22 and [Z3 hold. Let {(x%, 2%, 2% 2%)} be generated
by Algorithm sPADMM. Then, for any T € (0,400) and integer k > 0, we have

Ok = Gp1 = (L= 7)ol % + sp, (13)
where ¢y, spy1 and r*T1 are defined as in (I2)).
Proof. The sequence {(z%,z5, 25 2%)} is well defined under Assumption 22 Notice that the
iteration scheme (I0) of Algorithm sPADMM can be re-written as for k = 0,1, ... that
—Ay[2F 4 o (At 4 Z?:z A;$§ — )] = Ty (2" — 2k) € 99, (),
—Ag[2F + O'(ijl A*xlﬁl Asahk — )] — To(ah ™ — 2k) € 90, (25H),
—A3[zk +0(A*:Ek+1 )] Tg( k+1 —333) c 693( k—l—l),
K= 2k 4 ro A%kt — o).

(14)

Combining ([2)) with (II]) and (I4)), and using the definitions of :Ef;_ Land Ak, for i = 1,2,3, we
have

< KL Az — A2t — o A ZA* k1 Z Ak —c) ﬂAmf>2||xfe+1H%i. (15)
j=1 j=i+1

5



For any vectors a,b,d in the same Euclidean vector space and any self-adjoint linear operator G,
we have the identity

1
(a=b, G(d—a)) = 5(Ild = bll& = lla = bll¢; = lla — d]lZ,)-

Taking a = xf“, b=2x;, d= xf and G = T; in the above identity, and using the definitions of
2P and Azk, we get
1
k k k k k -
(wih!, —TAxf)) = §(||wie||%- — [l=t g, - llALf]E),  i=1,2,3. (16)
Let
Rl — ok oAbt — o) = 28 4 o (AT 4 BruM L — o). (17)

Substituting () and (I7) into ([I5]) and using the definition of Aazf , for i = 1,2, we have

3
1 1
k = sk * k k k k k
(e, Az = A oA S0 ATAL) + Skl — o5 2 S 1Ak, + 252, (18)
j=i+1

and
1 1
k = ~ k k
(a5, Agz — AgZFtl) + §(Hx§eH2T3 — 253 17,) = SIA5F, + 25115, (19)

Adding ([I8) for i = 1,2 to ([IJ), we get

3 3
Z (af Az — A p o (ahfh Ay Z ASAZY) + o (ahF A A5AE)
i=1 j=2
1 3 1 3 3
k k
+5 > (b iz = IaiHE) = 5 SO NAZEE + D B3, (20)
i=1 =1 =1

By simple manipulations and using A5z = Afah ™ — ATz = Bra + (A5 —¢), we get

3
o(afift, A AsAah) = o —aft A B AUY) = o — Aj2f}!, BruF — Bruft)
=2
= o((-B*a) — (Ajaf™! —¢), (=B ) - (=B*u")). (21)
For any vectors a, b, d, e in the same Euclidean vector space, we have the identity

1 1
(a=b d—e)=5(la- el — fla —d||*) + Sl - d|I* —[lb — el|?). (22)

In the above identity, by taking a = —B*u, b = A’{xlfﬂ — ¢, d = —B*u*t! and e = —B*u¥, and
applying it to the right-hand side of (2II), we obtain from the definitions of u* and Z**! that

3
0<$If:1, A Z A;Ax§>
j=2

o * k x k g w k * K * K ®, k
=58 wg |l = | B*uE %) + §(HA1951+1 + B Ul — o — | Aja ! + B — o)

1 o
*, k *, k k sk x_k * k
(1B uf|? = [|B*uf %) + 5= 12" = 25F)* - §||A1$1Jrl + B*uf — . (23)

o
2 20



Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for the parameter « € (0, 1], we get

o(ah!, A A3Aak) = 2((aZ)2al, ;(aZz)_%A2A§A$I§>

< a”x2:1H22 + _HA‘T3H(A ALY Ry (A2A§)' (24)
It follows from (7)) that
3
Z k-‘rl _Azgk+1> ZA: fe—i-l < _:‘Z‘k'i‘l’ 5]@‘}'1 _Zk>. (25)
i=1
Substituting ([23]), (24) and (25)) into (20]), we obtain
Lo 1k k Lok Tk . k
R A T F T EOlE ] (i LR Rl
13
k
+§Z e 17, — Il 117,)
i=1
3 3
> ZlAzh Bk P g S Iaablg S IR,
i=1 i=1,i#2
(1= 5B, — S IATEI, 4o st ians (26)

From the elementary inequality [|al|> + |[b]|> > [la — b]|?/2 and 2% — 2k = Az¥, it follows that

3

k k
SR 4+ (1 - o)l g,
i=1,i#2
B 3
k k k
=3 > U3, + )3, 2 >3, = )3,
1=1,i#2 1=1,i#2
1-oa 12 ko2 L—o g2 ko2
+ 5 (”%: 5, + 23 115,) + (lzsd 5, = [175]5,)
3 3
27 3 1astE +g D (MR, ~ eI + I,
1,i42 i=1,i2
— Q@ k1 k12
(51, — lo5e)1%,)- (27)

By simple manipulations and using the definition of 2%, we get
1 1
_<2_ §k+17 gk-'rl _ Zk> N
o 20
1 1
_ ok R4l 2k> + _<Zk _ 5k+17 shtl 2k> + 2_”Zk _ 5k+1”2
o o

)

sz o 2k+1H2

~
N

—Z

A==

~

1
f, gk-i-l _ Zk> _ %sz _ 519-}—1”2

1 5 T—1 5
= —<||Zf\|2 — ||2F + 7 (FF - Zk)llz) +—— |2~ = 2 (28)
20T 20



By using (I4)), (I7) and the definitions of z* and r*+!, we have
R S I and 2k _ gRL — _ g pktl
which, together with (28], imply

l<2_ AL g kY 1

1 (t—1)o
. 5 =817 = 112 HP) + ————lr""1% (29)

k_ shtl2 _
2 207 "¢ ¢ 2

Iz

Substituting 27) and 29) into (26), and using the definitions of ¢, sp41 and 7*T1, we get the
assertion (I3]). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.2 Assume that Assumptions 21 and [Z2 hold. Let {(a%, 25,25, 2%)} be generated by
Algorithm sPADMM. Then, for any 7 € (0,+00) and integer k > 1, we have

(B A, ) 2 (L= ho(B B, ¥ + L S Ak B, — 1801
=2
+o(AjAl, A5(Azh™ — Axh)), (30)
where Auk, Az¥ (i =2,3) and r**1 are defined as in (I2).
Proof. Let

=z —i—a(ZA* KL Ak — c).
By using (I4)) and the definition of Az, we have
— AgtF Tt — Th Az € 00, (5TY)  and  — Ago® — ToAh T € 964 (2).
Thus, we obtain from (2)) that
(Azh, (Av" + ToAzh™1) — (Apo" ™ + TyAE)) > || Ab3,.
By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
_ _ 1 1 _
(Aak, To(Adk — Ack™) = Ak, — (Adk, ToAE) > 2 |AckIE, — 5 lAckf,.

Adding up the above two inequalities, we get

1 1

s Ak ok k+l k2 k—112

(A3Azz, v — o) > §||A332||T2+222 - §HA$2 Iz (31)
Using 2#~! — 2 = —70r* and the definitions of v* and r*, we have

oF — ol = (1-— T)O'Tk — okt — aA§(Am§_1 — Amlg)
Substituting the above equation into (31, we get
o — AsAzh, rFH1) > o AsAxs, vF) + o (A5 ALE, AL (AT — Axh))

—(1-
1
§(||A$2||T2+222 ||Am ||T2) (32)



Similarly as for deriving (82), we can obtain that
x y 1
o — AJAxE, r*Y) > —(1 - m)o (AjAxs, ") + §(||A<EI§H2T3+223 1Az5~12,)-

Adding up the above inequality and (B2]), and using the definitions of B* and u, we get the assertion
B0). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.3 Assume that Assumptions 21 and [Z2 hold. Let {(a%, 25,25, 2%)} be generated by
Algorithm sPADMM. For any T € (0,+00) and integer k > 1, we have

(=Dl P+ se1 > trpn +max(l— 7,1 =7 o (P17 = [IrF]?)
+ min(T7 I+7— T2)O'T_1H7’k+1H2 + (ék—i—l - Sk)a (33)
where Sgy1, tpy1, Epr1 and rk+l gre defined as in (I2).

k+1

Proof. By simple manipulations and using the definition of *7*, we obtain

AT + Brul — o> = ¥t — BrAWF|P = o2 = 2( B AR, FT) | BRAGE|P. (34)
It follows from (B0Q) and (34]) that
(1= n)ollr* Y + of|Afay ™ + B*u* —¢|®
> o||B*AuY|)? + (2 — 7)o||rF Y2 - 201 - T)0<B*Auk, rk> + 20’<A§Am§, A;(A:E]?f_l - A:E'§)>
3
+ D (1A2f I, o5, — A2 IE,)- (35)
=2
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for the parameter « € (0, 1], we have
20 (AsAzh, A5(AzE™! — Azk))
— 2((a%)2 Az, o(a%s) "2 (A A5 ALY — 2((a%)2 Axk, o(a%s) 2 (A2 A%)Axk)

v

2
k2 o k—1 k2 o k
— al|Azf|l3, - ;nmg 124y asyems gy — AT, = HAK s,

_ k2 o 2
- _2QHA$2HZQ o (HA$ || AzA;)*Z;l(AzA* + ||A3§‘3|| AQA* E;l(AzAg))'

Substituting the above inequality into ([35]), we get

(1= 7)ol H? + ol Afay ™ + Bu® — |
> 0| B*AuF|? + (2 =)o |2 = 2(1 — 7)o (B A, ) + ([A2hlF, — AsTE,)

+(l1Aaz5)2, . 57012 +2(1 - a)||Adh]3,

72 (Ay A*)*Z Y(A245) 1A T3+22 (A2 A3)*S 1(A2A;))

+2]| Ak ||223 (36)

HA$3H A2A* *E (A2A§)'
By using the definitions of s and #5411, and the fact that

k k : k
A = ATy, +IATEIR s min(m, 1 47— 7)o B AP,
2 2

9



we have

k k
2(1 — o)Az ]%, + 2 Axg]E, ~ IIAwgll (A2 A3)755 1 (AaA5)

= —Sg+1 + tpr1 —min(r, 1 +7—7 )o'HB*AukH2 + o || At 4 Bruf — )
Substituting the above equation into (36 and using the definition of &1, we get
(1 —7)o||r* )2 + sp1 — tpyr + min(r, 1 4+ 7 — 72)0|| B* AuF|?
> 0| B*AuM|? + (2 =)o = 2(1 = 7)o (B*AGF, rF) + (G = &), (37)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

—2(1 — 7)o (B*Auk, r¥) > —(1 — 7)o || B*AuF|? — (1 — 7)o||r¥|? if 7 € (0,1],

—2(1 — 1)o(B*Auk, r*) > (1 — 7)70|| B*Au¥||? + @HTHF if 7 € (1,400).
Substituting (B8] into (B7), we obtain from simple manipulations that

(1 — 7)o ||[r* | + spp1 — tpg1 + min(r, 1 + 7 — 72)0 || B* Au¥||?
>max(1 — 7,1 — 7 YHo(|[rF Y2 = ||r¥]|?) + min(r, 1 + 7 — 72)o (77 |r* 1|2 + || B*Auk||?)

+ (€1 — &k)-

The assertion ([33)) is proved immediately. O

Now, we are ready to prove the convergence of the sequence {(a;l,xlg,xg, )} generated by

Algorithm sPADMM.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that Assumptions 21, 2.3 and[Z.3 hold. Let {(z}, 25,25, 2%)} be generated
by Algorithm sPADMM. Then, for any T € (0,4+00) and integer k > 1, we have

(¢ +max(1 — 7,1 — 7 o ||r¥||? + &) — (fpy1 +max(l — 7,1 — 77 o |[r* 1% + & 41)
> tpq +min(r, 14+ 7 — T2)O'T_1H7’k+1H2, (39)

where ¢y, Epy1s toer and vF are defined as in (I2)). Assume that T € (0, (1 ++/5)/2). If for some
€ (0,1] it holds that

1
521+T1+0’A1A’{>-0, H>0 and M >0, (40)

then the whole sequence {(x%, x5, 25)} converges to an optimal solution to problem () and {z*}
converges to an optimal solution to the dual of problem ([II).

Proof. By substituting (B3] into (I3]), we can easily get ([B9)).

Assume that 7 € (0, (1 ++/5)/2). Since @Q) holds for some a € (0, 1], we have min(7,1 + 7 —
72) >0, H > 0 and M > 0. From (3J), we see immediately that the sequence {¢;,,} is bounded,
limy o thp1 = 0 and limy_,o [|[r*1| = 0, i.e.,

hm ||Ax1||2Z = =0, kh—>Holo HAukH%{ =0, klggo ||7‘k+1|| = kli_)nolo(TJ)_lHAzkH =0. (41)

10



Since H > 0, we also have that
lim ||Azk|| =0, lim ||Az%] =0 (42)
k—00 k—00

and thus

3 3
JaiAak] = [+t =k = (S azaah|| < I IR+ S IasAdf 0 (43)

j=2
as k — oo. Now from (Il and [@3]), we obtain
Jim A2 s = Jm (18aE R, )+ ollATAat?) =0 (44
Recall that %21 + 11+ 0A; A} >~ 0. Thus it follows from (@4]) that
Jim [ Azt = 0. (45)

By the definition of ¢, 1, we see that the three sequences {||251 |}, {||24 ||, 7 }, and {|Juf+1||ar}
are all bounded. Since M > 0, the sequences {||z5||} and {||z5™||} are also bounded. Further-
more, by using

||A1l‘1+1|| _ HA* k+1 — A*% — B* k—i—lH < ||,r,k+1|| + HB* k+1|| (46)

we also know that the sequence {|| A%2% 1|} is bounded, and so is the sequence {||z5| (S14T1+0A AT}

ThlS shows that the sequence {||z5™|} is also bounded as the operator ¥j + T} + cA; A} =

331 + T + 0 A1 Af = 0. Thus, the sequence {(zf, 25, 2%, 2%)} is bounded.

Since the sequence {(x%,z5 2% 2%)} is bounded, there is a subsequence {(a:l ,azg ,xlg , 2R
which converges to a cluster pomt Say {(x9°,25°, 25, 2°°)}. Taking limits on both sides of (I4])

along the subsequence {(ml ,m2 ,a:3 ,2F)}, using (@), @) and ([@3)), we obtain that
—Aj2> € 00;(x5°), j=1,2,3 and A"z —c=0,

ie., (23°,25°,25°, 2°°) satisfies (II]). Thus {(23°,25°,25°)} is an optimal solution to (1) and 2> is
an optimal solution to the dual of problem ().

To complete the proof, we show next that (7°,25°, 25°,2°°) is actually the unique limit of

{($If’xl2€a$3’ )} Replacing (xl’u Z) (3_31’ (j27j3) ) by (x(fov oo’zoo) = (:L'Cfo’ ($C2>O’$§O)’ZOO) in

[9), for any integer k > k;, we have

)

a1 (270, 0™, 2%°) + max(1 — 7,1 — T_l)aHrkHH2 + &
< G, (27°,u, 2°) + max(1 — 7,1 — 77 o |[r¥ 1> + &, (47)

Note that
lim (qﬁk (23°,u™®, 2°) + max(1 — 7,1 — 7~ Y)o|rki||? +€ki) =

1—00

Therefore, from [{T) we get

lim ¢pqq(27°,u,2%°) =0,
k—o0
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ie.,
. —1)(k k1 k
Jim (o) THIZ = 2 T = S ey T = ulR,) = 0.
—00
Since M > 0, we also have that limy_, . uF = u®, that is limj_,~ m§ = 25° and limy_ mg}f = z3°.
Using the fact that limj_o [|[r*T!]| = 0 and limy_. [[u*TT — ™| = 0, we get from (@8] that
limy, o0 [|Af (2T — 25°)| = 0. Thus

. k+1
limy o0 Ha:1+ — x(l)OH%l'f‘Tri-O’AlAI = 0.

Since ¥ + 11 + 0 A1 A} > 0, we also obtain that limy_, a;'f = 27°. Therefore, we have shown
that the sequence {(x¥, 25, 2%)} converges to an optimal solution to (I]) and {z*} converges to an

optimal solution to the dual of problem () for any 7 € (0, (1 ++/5)/2). The proof is complete. [

Remark 2.1 Assume that (1 —a)Xe+ oA A5 is invertible for some o € (0,1]. Set T =1 (the case
that 1 # 7 € (0,(1 ++/5)/2) can be discussed in a similar but slightly more complicated manner)
and Ty = 0 in [®) and @)). Then the assumptions H = 0 and M > 0 in [{@Q) reduce to

oAy, + oAy A oA A} -
2 —
oAz A} 353+ T3 + 0 Az A% — 32 (A A5)* S5 1 (An A3)
and
(1 — ()4)22 + O-AQAS UA2A§ <0
oAz Al S5+ T + 0 Az Aj ’

which are, respectively, equivalent to

502

5 * * 0\ 5k - * * 5 1
st Tat oAz As— (A 43) 221(A2A3)—02(A3A2)< (

— Q) N .
TEQMAQAQ) (AsA%) = 0 (48)

and
23 + T3 + O’AgA;) — 0'2(A3A§)((1 — 04)22 + O'AQA;)_I(AQAE;) =0 (49)

in terms of the Schur-complement format. The conditions ([A8]) and [@9) can be satisfied easily by
choosing a proper Ts for given o € (0,1] and o € (0,400). Evidently, with a fized a, T3 can take a
smaller value with a smaller o and T3 can even take the zero operator for any o > 0 smaller than
a certain threshold if X3 + (1 — a)o Az A5 = 0. To see this, let us consider the following example
constructed in [1:

2 Lo 1 5
min %xl + 2—0:172 + %x:),
111 T (50)
s.t 1 1 2 To =0,
1 2 2 T3

which is a convex minimization problem with three strongly convex functions. In [1], Chen, He, Ye
and Yuan showed that the directly extended 3-block ADMM scheme ([l) with 7 = o0 = 1 applied to

problem (B0) is divergent. For problem ([B0), ¥ = Yo = X3 = %, A = (1,1,1), Ay = (1,1,2)
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and As = (1,2,2). From {8) and [@9), by taking a = 1, we have that T3 and o should satisfy the
following conditions

1 5 1 5

Z+T3—122502+60>0 and 1—0+T3+60>0,
which hold true, in particular, if T3 = 0 and o < H27 5;0765 ~ 0.015 or if c =1 and T3 > % R
1223.92.

Remark 2.2 If A} is vacuous, then for any integer k > 0, we have that :13]2~C+1 = 29 = Zo, the

3-block sPADMM is just a 2-block sSPADMM, and condition ([@Q) reduces to
1 )
521 +T1+0A1A] -0, Y3+T3+4+0A3A3>0 and 523 + T3 4+ min(7,1 +7 — 72)0A3A§ =0,

which is equivalent to
El—l-Tl—l-O'AlAT =0 and 23+T3+JA3A§ =0 (51)

since 31 = 0, Th = 0, X3 = 0 and T3 = 0. Condition (&Il is exactly the same as the one used in
Theorem B.1. in [{)].

3 Conclusions

In this paper, we provided a convergence analysis about a 3-block semi-proximal ADMM for solving
separable convex minimization problems with the condition that the second block in the objective
is strongly convex. The step-length 7 in our proposed semi-proximal ADMM is allowed to stay
in the desirable region (0, (1 + 1/5)/2). From Remark Bl we know that with a fixed parameter
a € (0,1], the added semi-proximal terms can be chosen to be small if the penalty parameter o is
small. If A7 and A3 are both injective and o > 0 is taken to be smaller than a certain threshold,
then the convergent 3-block semi-proximal ADMM includes the directly extended 3-block ADMM
with 7 € (0, (14 \/5)/2) by taking T;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, to be zero operators. With no much difficulty, one
could extend our 3-block semi-proximal ADMM to deal with the m-block (m > 4) separable convex
minimization problems possessing m—2 strongly convex blocks and provide the iteration complexity
analysis for the corresponding algorithm in the sense of [I1]. In this work, we choose not to do the
extension because we are not aware of interesting applications of the m-block (m > 4) separable
convex minimization problems with m — 2 strongly convex blocks. While our sufficient condition
bounding the range of values for ¢ and T3 is quite flexible, it may have one potential limitation: T3
can be very large if o is not small as shown in Remark[2.Il Since a larger T3 can potentially make the
algorithm converge slower, we do not feel that the study on the iteration complexity is of significance
at the moment unless of course the above potential limitation is completely circumvented.
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