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Distributed Continuous-Time Algorithm for
Constrained Convex Optimizations via Nonsmooth

Analysis Approach

Xianlin Zeng, Peng Yi, and Yiguang Hong

Abstract

This technical note studies the distributed optimizatisabfem of a sum of nonsmooth convex
cost functions with local constraints. At first, we proposeaael distributed continuous-time projected
algorithm, in which each agent knows its local cost functhonl local constraint set, for the constrained
optimization problem. Then we prove that all the agents ef algorithm can find the same optimal
solution, and meanwhile, keep the states bounded whileirgpéiie optimal solutions. We conduct a
complete convergence analysis by employing nonsmoothuny@ap functions for the stability analysis

of differential inclusions. Finally, we provide a numeliexample for illustration.

Index Terms
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. INTRODUCTION

The distributed optimization of a sum of convex functionansimportant class of decision and

data processing problems over network systems, and hadriteasively studied in recent years
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(see [1]-[6] and references therein). In addition to thecr@ie-time distributed optimization
algorithms (e.g.,[]1],[12]), continuous-time multi-agestlvers have recently been applied to
distributed optimization problems as a promising and usefchnique [3]-[8], thanks to the
well-developed continuous-time stability theory.

Constrained distributed optimization, in which the fe&sibolutions are limited to a certain
region or range, is significant in a number of network decisapplications, including multi-
robot motion planning, resource allocation in communaatnetworks, and economic dispatch
in power grids. In practice, local constraints in the dizited optimization design are often
necessary due to the performance limitations of the agent®mputation and communication
capacities as well as task requirements of privacy and ggcéor example, in large-scale
optimization problems, the computation/communicatiopacity of a single agent may not be
enough to handle all the constraints of the agents; in alegrirar resource allocation problems,
each agent’s feasible choice is limited to a certain randelewhe agents may not want to share
their private information with others; and in strategic isbaetworks, the agents keep their
own limit constraints or budget constraints confidential $ecurity concerns. However, due to
the consideration of local constraints, the design of sugbrihms, to minimize the global
cost functions within the feasible set while allowing theeaty operate with only local cost
functions and local constraints, is a very difficult task.n@entionally, the projection method
has been widely adopted in the algorithm design for comstthoptimization[9],[[10] and related
problems [[11]. [[6] constructed a primal-dual type continsktime projected algorithm to solve
a distributed optimization problem, where each agent re®Wn private constraint function,
while [8] proposed a continuous-time distributed projdctlynamics for constrained optimiza-
tion, where the agents share the same constraint set. MarddZ2] presented a primal-dual
continuous-time projected algorithm for distributed noo®th optimization, where each agent
has its own local bounded constraint set, though its auyiNariables may be asymptotically
unbounded.

The purpose of this technical note is to propose a novel goatis-time projected algorithm
for distributed nonsmooth convex optimization problemswmheach agent has its own general
local constraint set. The main contributions of the note fang folds. Firstly, a distributed
continuous-time algorithm is proposed for the agents totfiedsame optimal solution based only

on local cost functions and local constraint sets, by comgiprimal-dual methods for saddle
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point seeking and projection methods for set constrainte groposed algorithm is consistent
with those in [3]-]5] when there were no constraints in théirojzation problem. Secondly,
nonsmooth cost functions are considered here, while smomgh functions were discussed in
most continuous-time distributed optimization desigrjs[[f]. To solve the complicated problem,
nonsmooth Lyapunov functions are employed along with tlabikty theory of differential
inclusions (resulting from the nonsmooth cost functiors)conduct a complete and original
convergence analysis. Thirdly, our proposed algorithnrévg@d to solve the optimization prob-
lem and have bounded states while seeking the optimal snkjtand therefore, further improves
the recent interesting result in [12], whose algorithm mayehasymptotically unbounded states.
Finally, different from the strict/strong convexity in exing results([6],[[7], general convexity
is investigated. In fact, our nonsmooth analysis techrigalso guarantee the convergence
of the algorithm even when the problem has a continuum ofngdtisolutions due to the
convexity. Therefore, the convergence analysis providiestianal insights and understandings
for continuous-time distributed optimization algorithmsmpared with[[3], [[5]-H[7].

The remainder of this note is organized as follows. In Sedfilonotations and definitions are
presented and reviewed. In Sectlon Ill, a constrained cofvensmooth) optimization problem
is formulated and a distributed continuous-time projectiggbrithm is proposed. In SectiénllV, a
complete proof is presented to show that the algorithm stditeunded and the agents’ estimates
are convergent to the same optimal solution, and simulataties are carried out for illustration.

Finally, in Sectior V, concluding remarks are given.

[I. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce necessary notations, defmstiand preliminaries about graph

theory and projection operators.

A. Notations

Let R denote the set of real numbers; Rt and R™*™ denote the set ofi-dimensional real
column vectors and the set ofby-m real matrices, respectivel3(R?) denotes the collection of
all subsets oRY; I,, denotes the xn identity matrix and-)* denotes the transpose. Furthermore,
| - || denotes the Euclidean norm. Writenk(A) for the rank of a matrixA, range(A) for the

range ofA, ker(A) for the kernel ofA, \,..(A) for the largest eigenvalue of, 1, for then x 1
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ones vectorp,, for then x 1 zeros vector, andd ® B for the Kronecker product of matrices
A and B. DenoteA > 0 (or A > 0) when matrixA € R"*" is positive definite (or positive
semi-definite). Also, denot& as the closure of a subs&tc R”, int(S) as the interior ofS,
Ns(z) as the normal cone of at an elementr € S, 7s(z) as the tangent cone & at an
elementz € S, and B.(p),p € R™ as the open baltentered at p with radius ¢ > 0. Denote
),
andz(t) approaches\ if z(t) - M ast — oo (that is, for eache > 0, there is7" > 0 such
that dist(x(t), M) < e for all t > T).

dist(z, M) as the distance from a pointto a setM (that is, dist(x, M) £ inf,cp [|p — @

B. Graph Theory
A weighted undirected grap8 is denoted byG(V, &, A), whereV = {1,...,n} is a set of

nodes,& C V x V is a set of edgesd = [a; ;] € R"*" is aweighted adjacency matrix such
thata; ;, a;; > 0 if {i,5} € £,7 # ¢, andq,; ; = 0 otherwise. Theweighted Laplacian matrix
is L, = D — A, whereD € R*™" is diagonal withD,; = Z;.L:l#i ai;, i € {l,...,n}. In
this note, we callL,, the Laplacian matrix and! the adjacency matrix off for convenience
when there is no confusion. Specifically, if the weighteditexted graphy is connected, then
L, >0, rank(L,) =n — 1, andker(L,) = {k1, : k € R}.

C. Projection Operator

Define Pk (-) as a projection operator given B (u) = arg min,cx |[u—v||, where K C R"™.

Lemma 2.1: [20] If K Cc R" is a closed convex set, then

(u — Pg(u))* (v — Pg(u)) <0, YueR", WovekK. Q)

[I[l. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION ANDOPTIMIZATION ALGORITHM
A. Problem Description

Consider a network of. agents interacting over a gragh There is a local cost function
f":RY— R and a local feasible constraint $et C R? for all : € {1,...,n}. The global cost

function of the network isf(z) = Y., f*(x), and the feasible set is the intersection of local
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constraint sets, that is; € Q, £ N, & C R2 Then we will provide a distributed algorithm

to solve

min f(z), f(z)=Y f(z), z€QCR, 2)
i=1

€

where each agent only uses its own local cost function, itall@onstraint, and the shared
information of its neighbors through constant local comioations.

To ensure the wellposedness of problém (2), the followirsyaption is needed.

Assumption 3.1:

1) The weighted grapl¢y is connected and undirected with symmetric weighted Lagfac

matrix L,,.
2) Foralli € {1,...,n}, f*is continuous and convex on an open set contaifingand
Q; C R? is closed and convex with)"_, int(€;) # 0.

3) There exists at least one optimal solution to problem (2).

Remark 3.1: Problem[(2) covers many problems in recent distributechaiptition studies. For
example, it introduces the constraints compared with tleenstrained optimization model inl[4].
Moreover, it generalizes the model [ [8] by allowing hetggpeous constraints, and extends the
models in[[6] and[[12], which considered function constismend hyper box (sphere) constraints,
respectively. ¢

Let z;(t) € ©; C R? be the estimate of agerntat time instantt > 0 for the optimal
solution. LetL £ L, ® I, € R whereL,, € R™" is the Laplacian matrix off. Denote
x 2 [zF,... 20T € Q C R andf(x) £ Y1, fi(x;) with x € Q, whereQ = [, Q; is
the Cartesian product &?;, i € {1,...,n}. Then we arrive at the following lemma by directly
analyzing the optimality condition.

Lemma 3.1: Suppose Assumptidn 3.1 holds and> 0. z* € , C R? is an optimal solution
to problem [(2) if and only if there exist* =1, @ z* € Q C R™ and \* € R™ such that

0,4 € {Proyx)(—g(x*) — aLX") : g(x*) € Of(x*)}, (3a)
Lx* = 0,,, (3b)

where 7o (x*) is the tangent cone d at an elemenk* € Q) and Pr,x+)(-) is the projection

operator to7q(x*).
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Proof: According to Theorem 3.33 in [10};* is an optimal solution to probleni](2) if and
only if
Oq € 8f(:):*) +Nﬂo(x*)v (4)

where N, (z*) is the normal cone of), at z* € Qy = (), ;. Note thatf'(-),i =1,...,n,

is convex and");._, int(2;) # 0 by Assumptiori 3]1. It follows from Theorem 2.85 and Lemma
2.40 in [10] thatof(x*) = >, Of"(«*) and Ng,(z*) = D1, N, («*). To prove this lemma,
one only needs to showl(4) holds if and only[if (3) is satisfied.

Supposel(3) holds. Since graghs connected, there exist$ € R? such thatx* = 1, @ 2* €
R™ because of (3b). Note thal,, = Py, x+)(—g(x*) — aLA") if and only if —g(x*) — aLA" €
Na(x*). Leta; ; be the(i, j)th entry of the adjacency matrix gfand\* = [(A\)T, ..., (A:)T]T €
R™ with \¥ € RY, 7 € {1,...,n}. Then [3&) holds if and only if there existg(x*) € O (z*)
such that—g;(2*) — a7 aij(\; — A;) € Ng,(2*),i = 1,..,n. BecauseL, = LY by
Assumption[311,> " | Z;‘Zl aij(A; — Aj) = 1/2 > Z;‘Zl(ai,j —a;;)(\; — A\j) = 0, and
— > gi(a) € 31, Nay(2%) = Noy(x*). Sinced 1L, gi(2*) € Y31, 0f'(x*) = 0f (=), @)
is thus proved.

Conversely, supposé€l(4) holds. Let = 1, ® «*. (3B) is clearly true. It follows from[{4)
that there existg;(z*) € df*(z*) such that—>"" | g;(z*) € D1, No,(z*). Choosez;(z*) €
No,(z*),i = 1,...,n, such that->""  g;(z*) = >.", zi(2*). Next, define vectorg;(z*) £
zi(z*) + gi(2*), i = 1,...,n. It is clear thatd " , l;(z*) = 0,. Note thatL is symmetric by
Assumptior[(3.Il. By the fundamental theorem of linear algebire setser(L) andrange(L)
form an orthogonal decomposition &. Definel(z*) £ [I,(z*)7, ..., 1, (z*)T]" € R™. For all
x =1,®z € ker(L), I(z*)Tx = Y"1 | l;(z*)Tz = 0 and hencel(z*) € range(L) and there exists
M* € R™ such that(z*) = —aL\*. Thus, there exists* = [(A1)T, ..., (A%)T]T € R™ with X\ €
R? such that-g;(v*) —a Y7, i j(Af = A7) = —gi(2%) +1i(2*) = zi(2*) € Ny, (2%),i = 1,...,m,
wherea; ; is the (i, j)th entry of the adjacency matrix &f. Hence, there exisj(x*) € of (x*)
and\* € R™ such that-g(x*) —aL\" € No(x*), equivalently0,, = Pr,x+)(—g(x*) —aLX").
(33) is proved. [
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B. Distributed Continuous-Time Projected Algorithm

For the optimization probleni2), we propose a distributptinsization algorithm as follows:

n

-« Z aij(Ai(t) — Aj(t))} , gii(t)) € Of (wilt)), (52)
Ai(t) = a Z ai j(wi(t) — ;(t)), (5b)

wheret > 0,7 € {1,...,n}, 2;(0) = 20 € @ C R, X\;(0) = X\jp € R?, o > 0, anda; ; is the
(1, 7)th element of the adjacency matrix of gragh7q. (x;(t)) is the tangent cone d®; at an
elementz;(¢) € € and Pr, (. (*) is the projection operator t@q, (z;(t)).

Remark 3.2: Algorithm (8) is motivated by the primal-dual type contirusstime algorithms,
which was firstly proposed in[3] and later on extended in [@], [[7], [12]. If the state constraints
are relaxed to2; = R? ¢ € {1,...,n}, then algorithm[(5) is consistent with the algorithm
proposed in Section IV of_[4]. Algorithnm[5) also incorpogatprojection operation to handle
constraints, which had also been adoptedin [8] [12]. ¢@w [8] only handled homogeneous
constraints, and [12] may produce unbounded states, whighb® hard to implement in practice.
Here our proposed algorithrinl (5) handles the problems withlloonstraints and can guarantee
the boundedness of states. ¢

IV. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first introduce additional preliminari®r nonsmooth analysis, and then

give the convergence analysis of the algorithm with an tithtsse simulation.

A. Nonsmooth Analysis

To study our algorithm, we need concepts related to nondmar@lysis. Consider a differential
inclusion [15] in the form of

(t) € H(z(t)), z(0) =z, t=>0, (6)
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whereH : R? — B(R?) is a set-valued map with nonempty compact values.iet 0. A
solution of [6) defined o0, 7] C [0,o0) is an absolutely continuous functian: [0, 7] — R?
such that[(6) holds for almost alle [0, 7] (in the sense of Lebesgue measure). Recall that the
solutiont — x(t) to (6) is aright maximal solution if it cannot be extended forward in time.
We assume that all right maximal solutions o (6) exisf@mc). A set M is said to bewveakly
invariant [16] (resp.,strongly invariant) with respect to[(6) ifM contains a maximal solution
[16] (resp., all maximal solutions) dfl(6) for every € M. A point z, is analmost cluster point

[15, p. 311] of a measurable functi@n-) whent — oo if p{t > 0: ||¢(t) — z.|| < e} = oo for

all £ > 0, wherey(-) is the Lebesgue measure.

Let D be a compact, strongly positive invariant set with respe¢@}. Let1/ be a nonnegative
lower semicontinuous (see [15, p. 22]) function defined d@f x R? andV be a nonnegative lower
semicontinuous anihf-compact (see [15, p. 292]) function defined d&f. Assume there exists
an upper semicontinuous (séel[15, p. 41]) M) with closed values such thaf(z) C H(z)
for all x € D and0, € H(xz) if and only if 0, € #(z), we introduce a result for the existence
of an almost cluster point.

Lemma 4.1: If ¢(-) € R? is a solution of [(B) withy(0) = xy € D such that

V(6(t)) — V((s)) + / W(o(r), d(r))dr <0, t>s>0,

then ¢(-) and ¢(-) have almost cluster points, and v,, which satisfyW (z,,v,) = 0. If, in
addition, W (z,v) > 0 for all z € R? and allv # 0,, thenz, is an equilibrium of the differential
inclusion [6).
Proof: By [15, Proposition 5, p. 311}(-) and gb(-) have almost cluster points, and v,

which satisfyWV (., v.) = 0.

If, in addition, W (z,v) > 0 for all = € R? and allv # 0,, thenv, = 0,. Let {¢;}°, be
a increasing nonnegative sequence such that oo and {¢(t;), ¢(t;)} — (.,0,). Clearly,
b(t;) € H(p(t;)) C H(o(t)) forall i e {1,2,...,00}. BecauseH(-) is upper semicontinuous,
0, € H(z.) by definition. Recall tha0, € H(z,) is equivalent to0, € H(z.), =, is an
equilibrium of the differential inclusior .{6). [ ]

Furthermore, we introduce a lemma, which is inspired by R&position 3.1] and is used
in the convergence analysis.

Lemma 4.2: Let D be a compact, strongly positive invariant set with respec{g), and
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¢(-) € R be a solution of[(6) with)(0) = x, € D. If z is an almost cluster point af(-) and a
Lyapunov stable equilibrium of16), then= lim; ., ¢(t).

Proof: Supposez is an almost cluster point af(-) and z is Lyapunov stable. Let > 0.
Sincez is Lyapunov stable, there exists= d(c, z) > 0 such that the solution(t) of system[(B)
with ¢(0) = y € Bs(z) satisfies thab(t) € B.(z) for all t > 0. Sincez is an almost cluster point
of ¢(-), there existsh = h(4, xy) > 0 such thatp(h) € Bs(z). It follows from our construction

of ¢ that ¢(t) € B.(z) for all t > h. Because: > 0 is arbitrary,z = lim;_,, ¢(¢). [

B. Convergence Analysis
Let x = [z],...,21]" € Q@ c R™ and X = \T,... ) \IT € R™ with Q = T, Q.

rrn

Algorithm (8) can be written in a compact form

€ F(x(t),A(t)), x(0) =% € 2, A(0) =X € R™, (7)

Prx)[—alx — aLA — g(x)]

where F(x, \) = { ] cg(x) € 8f(x)} andL = L, ® I, €

alLix
R™axnq

Remark 4.1: The optimization algorithm({7) is of the form(t) € Pr, ) [H(x(t))], where
z(0) = zp € K, K is a closed convex subset @¢“, and 7 is an upper semicontinuous
map with nonempty compact convex values. It follows fromg@sition 2 of [15, p. 266] and
Theorem 1 of [15, p. 267] that algorithril (7) has right maximsalutions on|0, c0). Since
Pr@un[H(x(t))] C Tk(xz(t)), K is a strongly invariant set t@(t) € Pr, ) [H(x(t))]. In
addition, Pr, ) [H(z(t))] € H(z(t)) — Nk(x(t)), 04 € Priwe)[H(z(t))] if and only if
0, € H(z(t)) — Ng(x(t)), and H(x(t)) — Nk(x(t)) is upper semicontinuous because both
H(z(t)) and Nx(z(t)) are upper semicontinuous. Hence, Lemmd 4.1 can be appli¢gideto
convergence analysis of algorithm (7). ¢

BecauseL, is symmetric by Assumptioh 3.1, can be factored a%, = QAQ" by the
symmetric eigenvalue decomposition, whepeis an orthogonal matrix and is a diagonal
matrix whose diagonal entries are the eigenvalueg,pfDefine a diagonal matriA ¢ R™*"

such thatA;; = 1/A,; if A;; >0 andA;; = 2ka if A,; =0 fori € {1,...,n}. The following

1

lemma provides a result when> 0 and0 < k < ErwwerymE
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Lemma 4.3: Consider algorithm[{7) under Assumptionl3.1 with< %k < m Then
Qn, = koz%?(ix —1,)Q" > 0 andalL, — ka?L? = L,Q,L,.

Proof: With 0 < k < m

BecauseL,, = QAQT and AAA = A by the definition ofA,

, it is easy to prove),, > 0.

L,Q,L, = kn?LnQ(£;K-—LJQTLn

= ’QAQT[Q( R ~ 1)QTQAQT

= aQAANAQT — ko (QAQY)?

= aQAQ" — ka*(QAQT)?
= al, —ka’L?

which implies the conclusion. [ |
If 3) of Assumption 31l holds, there existg*, \*) € Q x R™ satisfying [3) by Lemm&3]1.
Let x* € Q and \* € R™ be the vectors such thdil (3) is satisfied. Define

* * 1 *
VI A) = Sl = x4 S = AP (8)
1
Vi(x,A) & f(x)—f(x*)+ aixTLX + ax"LA. 9

Remark 4.2: Functions Vj*(x,\) and V,'(x, \) are constructed to form the candidates of
Lyapunov functions in the theoretical analysis. Functigh(x, \) is also used as a Lyapunov
function in [4] to prove algorithm convergence of unconistea distributed optimization, which
is a very good result. In the analysis of [4], the cost funtidas assumed to have a finite number
of critical points and the quadratic Lyapunov functions eveised. However, in this note, the
cost functions are assumed to be convex, which means thabgtdéunction may have infinitely
many solutions (or infinitely many critical points). Furasiil;" (x, A) uses the convexity property
to tackle convex cost functions (see part)(and ¢v) of proof to Lemmd_4.}4). ¢

Recall that if¢(-) is a solution of [(6) and” : R? — R is locally Lipschitz andregular (see
[17, p. 39]), theny(t) and V (¢4(t)) existalmost everywhere. Next, we give the following result,
whose proof is given in Appendix.

Lemma 4.4: Suppose Assumptidn 3.1 holds. L€t (x, \) and V;*(x, \) be as defined irn{8)
and [9), and le{x(t), A(t)) be a trajectory to algorithnik5) ofl(7).

() Vi(x(t),\1t)) < —axT(t)Lx(t) < 0 for almost allt > 0.
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(i7) Vi(x(t),\t)) < —||%(t)||> + o?xT (t)L2x(t) for almost allt > 0.

(it7) Let0 <k < ﬁ The functionV*(x, ) = Vi*(x, \) + kV,'(x, A) is nonnegative with

all (x,\) € Q x R™,
(iv) With V*(x,\) defined in part 4i) for 0 < k < L VH(x(t), \(t) < —k||x(®)]|* —

AAmax (Ln)’
AT(#)QA(t) < 0 for almost allt > 0, whereQ € R™*" s positive definite.

Based on Lemmds 4.2 ahd 1.4, we obtain our main result foe f@indedness and conver-
gence of the proposed algorithm.

Theorem 4.1: Suppose Assumptidn 3.1 holds and (&t¢), A\(¢)) be a trajectory to algorithm
@) or (@). Then
(2) (x(t), A(t)) is bounded;

(i3) (x(t), \(t)) converges to a pointx, A) such thatx = 1,, ® z and z is an optimal solution
to problem [(2).

Proof: In this theorem, part;{ claims that an equilibrium point of algorithrnl (7) is Lyapn
stable and any trajectory of algorithimd (7) is bounded; pa)tf(rther claims that any trajectory
of algorithm [T) converges to one of the equilibria of altfum (7).

(i) Let Vi*(x, \) be as defined irL{8). It is clear th&} (x, ) is positive definite};*(x, A) = 0
if and only if (x,\) = (x*, \*), and V" (x, A\) — oo as(x, \) — oc.

By (i) of LemmalZ4#,V*(x(t), \(t)) < 0 for almost allt > 0. Hence,D £ {(x,)\) €
Q x R™ : Vi*(x,\) < M}, where M > 0, is strongly positive invariant. Note that*(-,-)
is positive definite and/;*(x,\) — oo as (x,\) — oo. SetD is bounded and the solution
(x(t), A(t)) is also bounded. Part)(is thus proved.

(ii) Let V*(x, \) be as defined ini{i) of Lemm&Z.#. Due toi() of Lemma 44V * (x(t), \(t)) <
—k||%(t)||> = AT(£)QA(t) < 0 for almost allt > 0, whereQ € R"7<"4 is positive definite. Define
W (%, \) = k||%||> + ATQA. It is clear thatiV (x, \) = 0 if and only if x = 0,,, and A = 0,,.

Recall that(x(¢), A(¢)) is bounded byi) and V*(x, \) is inf-compact and nonnegative with
all (x,\) € Q x R™ by (ii:) of Lemmal4.4. Note that

VOA0) V) AE) = [ V), A

v
t
< - [ W), Ar)dr
By LemmalZ.,(x(t), \(t)) has an almost cluster poirik, \) € Q x R" and (%, ) is an
equilibrium point of [7).
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Define a functiort/(x, ) = L{|x—x[|*+1[|A—A||2. Itis clear thati/(x, \) is positive definite,
V(x,)\) = 0 if and only if (x,\) = (%, ), andV(x,)\) — oo if (x,\) — oo. Becausgx, \)
is an equilibrium point of[{7)(x, \) satisfies[(B). Moreover, it follows from))(of Lemmal4.4
that V(x(t), \(t)) along the trajectories of(5) satisfic%(x(t), A(t)) < 0 for almost allt > 0.
Hence,(x, \) is a Lyapunov stable equilibrium point to the systém (5).

Clearly, (x,)\) is an almost cluster point ofx(¢), A\(t)) and (x,\) is a Lyapunov stable
equilibrium. According to Lemm&4.2x(¢), \(t)) converges tox,\) ast — oo. Because
(%, ) is an equilibrium point of[{7), there existsc ), C R? such thatx = 1, ® z and z is
an optimal solution to problenil(2) by Lemrhal3.1. Pai} {s thus proved. [ |

Remark 4.3: Theoreni 4.l shows the convergence of the proposed algoffthenconvergence
analysis, in fact, can also be conducted following the me:tino[14]. ¢

Remark 4.4: The convergence analysis in this note is based on nonsmgagiubov functions,
which can be regarded as an extension of the analysis on tdasmmooth Lyapunov functions
used in [3], [4], [7]. Moreover, the novel technigque provlattalgorithm [(b) is able to solve
optimization problems with a continuum of optimal solusorand therefore, improves some

previous ones in_|3],]7], which only handle problems witHyoone optimal point. ¢

C. Numerical Smulation
The following is a numerical example for illustration.
Consider the optimization probleml (2) withe R, whereQ; = {r e R: i —12 < x <i—2}
and nonsmooth cost functions are
—x+i—5, ifx<i-—05,
fiz) =<0, ifi—5<z<i+5 i=1,...,5
r—1—b, if ©>1i+5,

The adjacency matrix of the information sharing graplof algorithm [5) is given by

01001
10101

A: 01010 .
00101
11010

It can be easily verified tha®, = N?_,Q; = [-7, —1] and the optimal solution is = —1,
which is on the boundary of the constraint gt If there are no set constraint,(= R), every

point in the sef0, 6] is an optimal solution.
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Fig. 1. Trajectories of estimates far
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Fig. 2. Trajectories of the auxiliary variabhes

The trajectories of estimates far versus time are shown in Figl 1. It can be seen that all
the agents converge to the same optimal solution whichfigatiall the local constraints and
minimizes the sum of local cost functions, without knowirthey agents’ constraints or feasible
sets. Fig[ R shows the trajectories of the auxiliary vagakls and verifies the boundedness
of the algorithm trajectories. Fi@l 3 shows the trajectwrié functionsV;*(x, ) and V" (x, \)

versus time.
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Fig. 3. Trajectories of function¥7"(x, A) and V5" (x, A)

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this note, a novel distributed projected continuousetialgorithm has been proposed for a
distributed nonsmooth optimization under local set camsts. By virtue of projected differential
inclusions and nonsmooth analysis, the proposed algoritasmbeen proved to be convergent
while keeping the states bounded. Furthermore, based ostabdity theory and convergence
results for nonsmooth Lyapunov functions, the algorithrs baen shown to solve the convex
optimization problem with a continuum of optimal solutiofgnally, the algorithm performance

has also been illustrated via a numerical simulation.

APPENDIX
PROOF OFLEMMA 4.4
(i) Let (x(t), \(t)) be a trajectory to algorithn{]5) of](7). Recall thet (x(t), A(t)) and
(x(t), \(t)) exist for almost al > 0. Supposé//*(x(t), A(t)) and (x(t), \(t)) exist at a positive
time instantt. By (7), there existg(x(t)) € 0f(x(t)) such thatx(t) = Pr,xw)[—alx(t) —
aLA(t) — g(x(t))] and A(t) = aLx(t).
Clearly, x(t) = Pr,x@)[—aoLx(t) — aLA(t) — g(x(t))] implies

—aLx(t) — aLA(t) — g(x(t)) — x(t) € No(x(t)),

whereN,(x(t)) £ {d e R™ : d"(x—x(t)) <0, Vx € Q} is the normal cone of? at an element
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x(t) € Q. Hence,
(aLx(t) + aLA(t) + g(x(t)) +x()) " (x(t) — %) <0,

for all x € Q.
By choosingx = x*,
(aLx(t) + aLA(t) + g(x(t)) + %(1)) " (x(t) — x*) < 0. (10)
By Assumptior 3.l and(3b), we hale= LT andLx* = 0,,,, therefore,

x"(t)(x(t) —x*) < —ax"(t)Lx(t) — ax"(t)LA(?)

—g(x(t))" (x(t) — x"). (11)
Furthermore, it follows from\(¢) = aLx(t) that
1d 2 _ T
57 = NP = a(A) — A)TLx(1). (12)
In view of (11) and[(1R),
SV A®) < —ax"(BLx(1) — g(x(1))" (x(1)  x°)
—aXNTLx(t)

T

= —(9(x(t)) — g(x") " (x(t) — x7)
—(g(x") + aLX") T (x(t) — x7)
—ax" (H)Lx(t), (13)
whereg(x*) € of(x*) is chosen such thaly, ) (—g(x*) — aLA") = 0,,.

Note that Pr, ) (—g(x*) — aL\") = 0,,, implies —g(x*) — aL\" € No(x*), whereNq(x*)

is the normal cone of? at an elemenk* € Q2. Hence,
(—g(x") = aLX) (p —x") <0
for all p € Q. Sincex(t) € 2, we have
(—g(x") — aLX\") " (x(t) — x7) < 0. (14)

Becausef(x) is convex, (g(x(t)) — g(x*))T(X(t) —x*) > 0 with g(x(t)) € 9f(x(t)) and
g(x*) € of(x*). It follows from (13) that
d

V(A1) < —ax"(1)Lx(t) < 0. (15)
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(i7) Let (x(t),\(t)) be a trajectory to algorithn{5) oF](7). Recall thef (x(¢), A(t)) and
(x(t), A(t)) exist for almost alk > 0. Supposé/;* (x(t), A(t)) and (x(t), A(t)) exist at a positive

time instantt. Sincef(x) is convex inx,

f(x(t)) —f(x(t —h)) < (p,x(t) =x(t = h)),
f(x(t+h) —£f(x(t) > ®x({t+h)—x(t)).

for all p € 0f(x(t)) andh € (0,¢].
Dividing both sides of the inequalities by (0, ¢] and lettingh — 0, we obtain
(D) = (pX(0), Y € OR(x(1)). (16)
By (@), there existg(x(t)) € 0f (x(t)) such thatk(t) = Pr,xq) [—oLx(t) —aLA(t) —g(x(t))]
and \(¢) = aLx(t). Choosep = g(x(t)). Then LE(x(t)) = g(x(t))"x(t). Hence,
d

72 (0, A1) = [aLx(t) + aLA®) + g (x(1))] % (t)

+ao’xT (1) L2x(1). (17)
SetK = Ta(x(t)), v = 0,4 € K, u = —[aLx(t)+aLA(t)+g(x(t))] € R™, and Pk (u) = x(¢)
in (@). It follows from (1) that
[aLx(t) + aLA(#) + g(x(1)]"%(t) < [ (t)]>
Hence, £ V5 (x(t), A(t)) < —[|%(t)||* + o*x" (t)L?x(t), which follows from [17).

(ii7) Let 0 < k < Mmalx(Ln) and note thal.x* = LTx* = 0,,,. It can be easily verified that

Vi(x,A) = V(x, )+ kVy(x, )
= Jl(X, )\) -+ JQ(X) + Jg(X),

where J;(x,A) = 3[lx — x*[|2 + [|A = A2 + ka(x — x*)TL(A = X*), Jo(x) = kasx"Lx, and
J3(x) = k[f(x) — f(x*) + a(x — x*)TL\*]. To proveV*(x, \) is nonnegative for allx, \) €
Q2 x R™, we show.J;(x, \) > 0, Jo(x) > 0, and J3(x) > 0 for all (x,\) € Q x R",

SinceL is positive semi-definite,

Jo(x) = ka%xTLx >0, (18)
and((x —x*) + (A= M)TL((x — x*) + (A = \*)) > 0 for all (x,)\) € Q x R™. Hence,
(x —x)TL(x —x*) + (A = AL = \%) >
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~(x — x)T(L + L)\ — 2. (19)

Let u;, 7 = 1,...,n, be the eigenvalues of,, € R"*". Since the eigenvalues df, are 1,
it follows from the properties of Kronecker product that thigenvalues of. = L, ® I, are
i X 1,0 =1,...,n. Thus, \pax(Ln) = Amax(L).

Because of Assumptidn 3.L = L*. By (19),

ka(x —x*)TLA = X)) > —7()( —x)TL(x — x%)
—%O‘(A — AL =)

> 0wl e

~EmlEalyy e

Due to1 — kaApax(Ly) > 0,

1
Ji(x,A) > 5(1 — kA max (Ln))[Jx — x*||?
1
+§(1 — kaAmax(Ln))[|A — A*[|2 > 0. (20)

Sincef(x) is convex inx € (2,
J(x) = k[f(x) —f(x*) + a(x — x*) "L
> kl(p+aLX)T(x —x*)], Vp e of(x*).

Note that there existg(x*) € 0f(x*) such thatPr, x-)(—g(x*) —aLA*) = 0,,, which follows
from (33). Choose = g(x*). In light of (I4) and similar arguments abovel(14),

(p+alXA) (x —x*) >0
for all x € Q with p £ g(x*). Hence,
J3(x) >0, VxeQ. (21)

In view of (I8), [20), and[(21)V*(x,\) = Vi*(x,\) + £V (x, ) is nonnegative with all
(x,A) € Q2 x R™.
(iv) It follows from part ¢) and i) thatV*(x(t), A(t)) < —x" ()]l —ka?L2|x(t) — k||%(t)?

for almost allt > 0.
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With @, > 0 as defined in Lemm@a_4.3, we have
L,Q,L, =aL, —ka’L?
by Lemma4.B. Defin® = Q,, ® I, > 0. Recalling\(t) = aLx(t), it can be easily proved that
xT(t)(aL — ko’LY)x(t) = xT (1) LQLx(t) = AT (£)QA(t).

Hence,V*(x(t), A(t)) < —k|x(t)||> — AT(t)QA(t) < 0 for almost allt > 0.
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