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CONVERGENCE RATES FOR AN INEXACT ADMM APPLIED TO
SEPARABLE CONVEX OPTIMIZATION *

WILLIAM W. HAGER! AND HONGCHAO ZHANGH

Abstract. Convergence rates are established for an inexact accelerated alternating direction
method of multipliers (ILADMM) for general separable convex optimization with a linear constraint.
Both ergodic and non-ergodic iterates are analyzed. Relative to the iteration number k, the conver-
gence rate is O(1/k) in a convex setting and O(1/k?) in a strongly convex setting. When an error
bound condition holds, the algorithm is 2-step linearly convergent. The I-ADMM is designed so that
the accuracy of the inexact iteration preserves the global convergence rates of the exact iteration,
leading to better numerical performance in the test problems.
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1. Introduction. We consider a convex, separable linearly constrained opti-
mization problem

(1.1) min ®(x) subject to Ax = b,

where @ : R® — RU {oco} and A is N by n. By a separable convex problem, we
mean that the objective function is a sum of m independent parts, and the matrix is
partitioned compatibly as in

m

(1.2) d(x) = Z fi(xi) + hi(x;) and Ax= ZAixi.

i=1 =1

Here f; is convex and Lipschitz continuously differentiable, h; is a proper closed convex
function (possibly nonsmooth), and A; is N by n; with 2211 n; = n. There is no
column independence assumption for the A;. Constraints of the form x; € X;, where
AX; is a closed convex set, can be incorporated in the optimization problem by letting
h; be the indicator function of X;. That is, h;(x;) = co when x; € X;. The problem
([CI)-(C2) has attracted extensive research due to its importance in areas such as
image processing, statistical learning, and compressed sensing. See the recent survey
[2] and its references.

It is assumed that there exists a solution x* to (LI)—(T2) and an associated
Lagrange multiplier A* € RY such that the following first-order optimality conditions
hold: Ax* =b and for i = 1,2,...,m and for all u € R™, we have

(1.3) (Vfi(x)) + AT u = x7) + hi(u) > hi(x]),
where V denotes the gradient.
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A popular strategy for solving (II)-(T2]) is the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM) [16, [17]: Fori=1,...,m,

k+1 : k+1 k+1 k k k
(1 4) X; € arg HEHR%»EP(Xl ,---,Xi,sz‘,XiH,---,Xma)\ ),
X K
At = AR 4 p(AXFTE —b),

where p is a penalty parameter and £, is the augmented Lagrangian defined by
(1.5) L,(x,2) :<I>(x)+()\,Ax—b>+g||Ax—b||2.

Early ADMMs only consider problem (ZI)-(2]) with m = 2 corresponding to a
2-block structure. In this case, the global convergence and complexity can be found
in [12 28]. When m > 3, the ADMM strategy ([L4]) is not necessarily convergent [4],
although its practical efficiency has been observed in many recent applications |40 [4T].
Many recent papers, including [3} 5] [6] 111, 18] 24} 26], 27 32| 33], develop modifications
to ADMM to ensure convergence when m > 3. The approach we have taken employs
a back substitution step to complement the ADMM forward substitution step. This
modification was first introduced in [26] 27].

Much of the CPU time in an ADMM iteration is associated with the solution of
the minimization subproblems. If m = 1, then ADMM reduces to the augmented
Lagrangian method, for which the first relative error criteria based on the residual
in an iteration emanates from [37], while more recent work includes [13] [39]. For
m = 2 or larger, inexact approaches to the ADMM subproblems have been based on
an absolute summable error criterion as in [9, 12| [19], a combined adaptive/absolute
summable error criterion [31], a relative error criteria [14} [15], proximal regularizations
[, 25], and linearized subproblems and reduced multiplier update steps [30].

The approach taken in our I-ADMM emanates from our earlier work [10, 20
21] on a Bregman Operator Splitting algorithm with a variable stepsize (BOSVS)
with application to image processing. In the current paper, the penalty term in
the accelerated gradient algorithm of [21] is linearized so as to make the solution of
the IFADMM subproblem trivial; there is essentially no reduction in the size of the
multiplier update step. The I-ADMM is designed so that the accuracy of the inexact
solution of the ADMM subproblems is high enough to preserve the global convergence
rates of the exact iteration. The global convergence results for FADMM are similar
to those presented in [2I]. However, there is no convergence rate analysis in [21]. In
this paper, we focus on the convergence rate of LADMM. In particular, relative to the
iteration number k, the convergence rate for FADMM is O(1/k) for ergodic iterates in
the convex setting and O(1/k?) for both ergodic and nonergodic iterates in a strongly
convex setting. When an error bound condition holds, I-ADMM is 2-step linearly
convergent. These convergence rates are consistent with those obtained for ADMM
schemes that solve subproblems exactly including the O(1/k) rates in [28| [35] [38] for
ergodic iterates, and the linear rates obtained in [23] and [42] for a 2-block ADMM,
and in [30] for the multi-block case and a sufficiently small stepsize in the multiplier
update. For a more extensive review of linear convergence results for ADMMSs, see
[43]. But again, almost all the sublinear or linear convergence rate analysis is based on
either a single linearization step to solve the subproblem or the exact solution of the
(proximal) subproblem. An advantage of our inexact scheme, compared to the exact
iteration, is that the computing time to achieve a given error tolerance is reduced,
while maintaining global convergence and its rate.
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The paper is organized as follows. Section [2 gives an overview of the inexact
ADMM (I-ADMM) that will be analyzed. Section Bl reviews the global convergence
results found in a companion paper [22]. These global convergence results are similar
to those established for the inexact ADMM of [2T]. Section Ml establishes a O(1/k)
convergence rate of for ergodic iterates, and under a strong convexity assumption, an
O(1/k?) rate for both ergodic and nonergodic iterates. Section [l gives 2-step linear
convergence results when an error bound condition holds. Finally, Section [0] shows
the observed convergence in some image recovery problems.

1.1. Notation. Throughout the paper, ¢ denotes a generic positive constant
which is independent of parameters such as the iteration number k or the index
i € [1,m]. Let W* denote the set of solution/multiplier pairs (x*, A*) of (LI)—(T2)
satisfying (L3]), while (x*, A*) € W* is a generic solution/multiplier pair. £ (without
the p subscript) stands for £y. For x and y € R”, (x,y) = x"y is the standard inner
product, where the superscript ' denotes transpose. The Euclidean vector norm,
denoted || - ||, is defined by ||x|| = \/{(x,x) and ||x||c = VxTGx for a positive definite
matrix G. For any matrix A, the matrix norm induced by the Euclidean vector norm
is the largest singular value of A. For a symmetric matrix, the Euclidean norm is the
largest absolute eigenvalue. In addition, A > 0 and A > 0 mean that the matrix A is
positive definite and positive semidefinite, respectively. For a differentiable function
f:R™ = R, Vf(x) is the gradient of f at x, a column vector. More generally, 0 f(x)
denotes the subdifferential at x. A function A : R” — R is convex with modulus y > 0
if

h((1 = 0)x +0y) < (1 = 0)h(x) + Oh(y) = 0(1 = 0)(u/2)[Ix — y]|*

for all u and v € R™ and 6 € [0,1]. If u > 0, then h is strongly convex. The prox
operator associated with h is defined by

: 1 2
pro y) = arg i () + 3 x- y1?).

2. Algorithm Structure. The structure of our FADMM algorithm is given in
Algorithm Il The algorithm generates sequences x*, y*, z¥, and R*. Both x* and
z" are updated in Step 1, R* is updated in Step 2, and y* is updated in Step 3. The
error is estimated in Step 2. The matrix Q in Step 3 is an m by m block diagonal

matrix whose i-th diagonal block, denoted Q;, is chosen to satisfy the conditions:
(2.1) Q-0 and Q,:=Q;—-AJA;>0.

For example, we could take Q; = ;I where 7; > ||ATA;||. Condition () is required
for showing global convergence of our I-ADMM. Recent studies show that for the
2-block case (m = 2) and an exact ADMM, the requirement that Q, is positive
semidefinite can be relaxed [8, 29]. The matrix M in Step 3 is the m by m block

lower triangular matrix defined by
ATA; ifj<i,
(2.2) M;; = Q; if j =1,
0 if j > 1.
By &), M is nonsingular. The solution y**! of the block upper triangular system
MT(y**+! — y*¥) = aQ(z" — y*) can be obtained by back substitution.



4 W. W. HAGER AND H. ZHANG

Parameters: p, dpin, ; >0, a€ (0,1), o€ (0,1)
Starting guess: x! and A'.
Initialize: y'=x', k=1 and 1"?:0, 1<i<m, =00

Step 1: For i=1,....m

Generate x'™', z¥, and ¥ by Algorithm 22
End
Step 2:  If ¢ :=6,z" — y*| + 62]|AZz" — b| + 03V RF is sufficiently

small, then terminate, where Rk = 2211 rf.
Step 3: Find y**! by solving Q 'MT(y**! —y*) = a(z"F — y*)
N+l = Ak 4 ap(Az" —b), where Q and M are defined

in 3D and @ 2D, respectively.

Step 4: k:=k+1, and go to Step 1.

ALG. 2.1. -ADMM algorithm.

In Step 1 of Algorithm 2.1] we approximate the minimizer in the x; subproblem of
the ADMM algorithm (4] using the accelerated gradient method of Algorithm 221
which is a modification of Algorithm 5.1 in [22]. Compared with Algorithm 5.1 in [22],
Algorithm has a slightly different stopping condition in Step 1b, and a proximal
term to generate uﬁ in Step la, where

k k k
(2.3) bf=b-Y Az - Ay}
j<i g>i

The termination condition for Algorithm 2.2l appears in Step 1b. In this step, 1 is
a nonnegative function for which ¢(0) = 0 and ¢ (s) > 0 for s > 0 with ¢ continuous
at s = 0. For example, ¢(t) = t. Two different ways are developed in [21] for choosing
the parameters ¢/ and o in Step la. If a Lipschitz constant ¢; of f; is known, then
we could take
l 2

and o' =

I _
(2.4) 5l = —

1 2¢;
TC € (0,1],

(1-o0)

in which case, we have

(L—0)d"  (1+1)¢ >

ol l

This relation along with a Taylor series expansion of f; around Eﬁ implies that the
line search condition in Step la of Algorithm is satisfied for each I.

A different, adaptive way to choose to choose §' and o', that does not require
knowledge of the Lipschitz constant for f;, is the following: Choose 66 € [dmin, Omax],
where 0 < dpmin < dmax < 00 are fixed constants, independent of k and [, and set

2 . 1
= and o = ———
0! 4+ \/(01)2 + 46t A1 1+ tAI-1
l
A'=3"1/6', A°=0, and 6'=1/(5)n’) withn > 1.

i=1

(2.5) o where
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Inner loop of Step 1, an accelerated gradient method:

Initialize: a) =u? = x*

For [=1,2,...
la. Choose ' > iy and when [ > 1, choose ! € (0,1) such that

—0 l —
fi@)+ (Vfi@),al —al) + 1520 al — a2 > fi(al),
1..1—1

where al = (1 —a)al™ +o'ul, al = (1 —a)al ™ +a'ul™!, and

u! = argmin{P(u) + 5|lu— yf||26l +hi(u) :ueR™} with
P(w) = (V/;(a), w) + & ju— i~ + 5| A — b+ X /|2,
and b? defined in 3.

1
1b. If Al = (1/51)1_[(1—0/)71 >TF !, where 7' =1/6,

and ol =1.

Jj=2
and |al — x¥||/\/7! < (¥~ 1), then break.
Next

1c. Set xM'=ul, zF=al, T¥ =4, and r¥ = (1/1“?)22:1 Juf —ul 2.

i 7 ]

ALG. 2.2. Inner loop in Step 1 of Algorithm 211

Here the integer j > 0 is chosen as small a possible while satisfying the inequality in
Step la. It can be shown that
L
Since i > 1, the ratio ' /a! appearing in Step 1a tends to infinity as j tends to infinity;
consequently, the inequality in Step la is satisfied for j sufficiently large.
The stopping condition in Step 1b is elucidated using the following function:

(2.7) I¥(w) = LF(u) + g(u —y"TQ,(u—y*), where

LE(u) = fi(w) + hi(w) + S Au = bF + /o]

and b¥ is defined in (Z3). As pointed out in Lemma Bl of the next section, for either
of the parameter choices ([Z4]) or (), the iterates al of Algorithm converge to

the minimizer of the function ff at rate O(1/1), while the objective values converge
at rate O(1/1?), which is optimal for first-order methods applied to general convex,
possibly nonsmooth optimization problems. We let I¥ denote the terminating value
of [ in Step 1b.

REMARK 2.1. For the two parameter choices 24)) and 23, it has been shown
[21, pp. 227-228] that in Step 1b, v > 120 for some constant © > 0, independent of
k and l. Consequently, the conditions in Step 1b are satisfied for | sufficiently large.

3. Global Convergence. The global convergence analysis of the accelerated
ADMM in this paper with a linearized penalty term is similar to the global convergence
analysis of the accelerated scheme in [2I]. Hence, this section simply states the main
results, while the Appendix provides the detailed analysis. The first result concerns
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the convergence of the iterates in Step 1 of L ADMM under the assumption that the
sequence

gl = glaly!

is nondecreasing. For either of the parameter choices ([24) or ([Z3)), it is shown in [2T]
pp. 227-228] that ¢! = 1.

LEMMA 3.1. If the sequence &' is nonincreasing, then for each i € [1,m] and
L > 1, we have

L kp2 , Mhii Z k Lj2 4 l 112 < HX —XkHQ
(3.1) prallad —xEI? + EEL S =k —al? + LZsHu < B

L
=1 Y

where pp, ; is the modulus of convexity of h;, v; > 0 is the smallest eigenvalue of Q;,
and

(3.2) %" = argmin{Z, (u) : u € R™}.

Since L, is strongly convex, it has a unique minimizer. The following decay
property plays an important role in the global convergence analysis.

LEMMA 3.2. Let (x*,A*) € W* be any solution/multiplier pair for (LI)—-(T2),
let x*, y*, z*, ufc, and X be the iterates generated by Algorithm 21, and define

*“2
and

| 1 . HX
(3-3) By = ply* —x ||2p+;|\>\k—>\ I+ Z

- k )2 Lo\ 12 4 HX *||2
B =plly"—x ||p+;|\>\ = A+ Z P

where P = MQ ™ 'MT. If ¢ := §'a'y! =1 for each 1, then

(3.4) By — Exy1 > E, — Ek_Jrl >

a (2A’“ +oR" +p(1 —a)(ly" —2"|[g + | AZ" =) + > punil

Zf - Xf||2> ’

where RF is the residual defined in Step 2, un.; is the modulus of convezity of h;, and

(3.5) AF = £(z" X)) — (x*) > 0.

Recall that £ = Ly is the ordinary Lagrangian associated with (II). This decay
property is used to obtain the following global convergence result for F-ADMM.

THEOREM 3.3. Suppose the parameters 8 and ot in AlgorithmZ2 are chosen ac-
cording to either (Z4) or (ZX). If I-FADMM performs an infinite number of iterations
generating y*, z¥, and NF, then the sequences y* and z* both approach a common
limit x*, A\* approaches a limit X*, and (x*,\*) € W*.

Theorem B3] considers the case of an infinite number of iterations. The following
lemma considers the case where €¥ = 0 within a finite number of iterations.
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LEMMA 3.4. If € = 0 in Algorithm 211, then x*t!1 = xk = y* = zF solves
D) @2) and (x*, AF) € W,
Proof. If €¥ = 0, then 7% = 0 for each i. It follows that

(3.6) xF=u)=ul=...=ul.

By Step lc, ul = xf“. By the definitions al = (1 — ozl)afl + olul and al =

(1 —ahal™ + alul™ where a? = u) = x¥, we have a} = @ = x¥ for each I due to

ii i 2 A . A — Xy
@8). Again, by Step lc, z¥ = x¥. Consequently, we have x**!1 = x¥ = z.
Let x* denote x*. Then x* = x**! = x¥ = z*. Since ¥ = 0, Step 2 of

Algorithm [Tl implies that y* = z*¥ = x* and Ax* = b. Consequently, we have

bl =b—> Al — Y Ajyi=b-3 Apj - Ajxj=Ax.

J<i J>i §<i J>i
With this substitution in P(u) in Step 1la, it follows that u} = x} minimizes over u

the function

5l
(VIit)u) + Sl = x5 4 Sl A= x7) + Aol + Sllu = 1+ ha(w).

The first-order optimality condition for this minimizer x is the same as the first-order
optimality condition (I3)), but with A* replaced by A*. Hence, (x*, A¥) € W*. O
REMARK 3.1. In this paper, we have focused on algorithms based on an inexact
minimization of ff in Step 1 of Algorithm[Z21]. In cases where f; and h; are simple
enough that the exact minimizer if of ff can be quickly evaluated, we could simply
set xFH = zF = if, and r¥ =0 in Step 1 of LADMM, and proceed to Step 2. The

7

global convergence results still hold.

4. Sublinear Convergence Rates. In this section, sublinear convergences rates
are established for L ADMM. We first establish an O(1/t) convergence rate for the
ergodic iterates

(4.1) zZ' = %sz

generated by I-ADMM.
THEOREM 4.1. Let (x*,A*) € W* be any primal/dual solution pair for (LI)-
@2 and let z* be generated by I-ADMM with §'a'~y' =1 for each | and k. Then, we

have

By
=t *\ * < 21
L(Z',AY) @(x)_Zat,

where Z' is defined in () and Ey is defined in ([B.3)).
Proof. Discarding several nonnegative terms from (4], we have

20AF + By < Ej.
Adding this inequality over k& between 1 and ¢ yields

t
20 AF+ B < By
k=1
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Hence, by the definition of A* in ([33]), we have

2ai [E(zk,)\*) - o(x*)] < En.

k=1
By the convexity of ® and the definition ([@.1]), it follows that
20t [L(Z', X*) — ®(x")] < By

This completes the proof. O

Note that the minimum of £(x,A*) over x € R™ is attained at x = x*, and
L(x*,\*) = &(x*). Hence, Theorem Il bounds the difference between £(z', \*) and
the minimum of £(-, A*). We will strengthen the convergence rate to O(1/t?) when a
strong convexity assumption holds, and also obtain a convergence rate for nonergodic
iterates.

ASSUMPTION 4.1. If iy > 0 and pp,; > 0 are the convexity moduli of f; and h;
respectively, then

(4.2) pw=min {pr; +3pun;:i=1,....,m} >0.

In the following theorem, we suppose that at the k-th iteration, the penalty
parameter p is chosen in the following way:

(4.3) pr = (ko + k)0,
where

410-1/2pQ-1/2
(4.4) o= and k= 29 Q 7

8[| a(l—a) 7

with p defined in Assumption 1] « € (0,1) is the parameter in Algorithm 1] and
P = MQ 'MT. We have the following theorem:

THEOREM 4.2. Let (x*, A\*) € W* be any solution/multiplier pair for (LI)—(T2),
let xF,y*, 2% and \F be generated by I-ADMM, and assume that Assumption 1] holds
and §'aly! =1 for each | and k. Suppose that for every k, py. is given by [E3) and
T'¥ satisfies

k k+1

Then, for all t > 0, we have
2c

4.6 L(z', ) —o(x*) <
(46) (@A) = ®() = Thr T T ok
and
4 7 t+1 * (|12 C
(47) =1 < g
where

9 t

(4.8) 7' = 1)+ 2kot ;((ko +k)z"),
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(4.9) T = —|\>\1 )\*|\2+a(ko+1ZM+k29Hy —x*|%.

i=1 l

Proof. By Assumption Il and the definition (B3) of A¥, we have

AR = L8 ) = £ A7) 2 Y0 BEE I 2 S BECEIR k2
i=1 =

where zF = zF — x*. The inequality @.4) of Lemma relates the error in two
consecutive iterations, where the p in (84 is the penalty at iteration k. Combining
this with the definition of x in Assumption [l we have

"
(4.10) a (A% + ZllzE2 + pu(1 = @)lly* — 23

k k+1 L k|2 k+1 S H2 H k+1||2
< pe(lyele = lyetiIE) + Pl 121 Z :
where x¥ = x¥ — x* y¥ = y* — x* and AF = AF — A"

For any matrix P, it follows from an eigendecomposition that

x"Px
1Q-1/2PQ~1/2|

x"Px
1Pl

x'x > and xTQx >
The second inequality is deduced from the first when x is replaced by Q'/?x and P
is replaced by Q~'/2PQ~!/2. This yields the following lower bound for terms on the

left side of (@I0):

B 1ot + el — 0)lly* — 2 > 2”PH 2413 + 1oy v — 71
> 2||PH (12513 + lly* — 2 12)
> o @kl + vl — 202l 1)
(4.11) > eIt = 21y e

The second inequality is due to the special form of p;, in ([@3]) and (@), and the last
inequality is due to the relation
1 1
b< = (2a”+ 0% ).
ab < 3 ( a” + 5 )

The inequality (£II) is incorporated in the left side of ([ZI0). We multiply the
resulting inequality by K := ko + k, substitute py = K0, exploit the assumption (5]
and the inequality K (K — 2) < (K —1)? to obtain

1
AR A" <0 ((K = 1)?yele = K2 lye e) + SN = [IAH)

- K||X ||2 (K +Dlxg 2
Z I\k-‘rl :
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Summing this inequality for k between 1 and ¢, with K = kg + k, yields

t
(4.12) a> (ko + kA" + (ko + )0y —x*[|p <,
k=1

where ¢ is defined in ([@J). Substituting for A* using ([3) and discarding the y‘*!

term, we have
t
(4.13) az ko + k) [L(z", A7) — @(x")] <.
k=1

The convexity of ® and the definition of z* in (L8] yield

t

2 Z(ko + k)L(z", X%,

L@t 2) < t(t + 1) + 2kot £

which together with [@I3) gives (@6). In addition, since A* > 0, [@I2) also implies

@D, 0

As noted at the end of Section 2] for either of the parameter choices (24]) or ([2.3)),
4t > 1?0 for some constant © > 0, independent of k& and I. Hence, for [ sufficiently
large, the requirement (@A) at iteration k + 1 is satisfied.

5. Linear Convergence. For the analysis of linear convergence rate of I-ADMM,
we assume that ¢ has the additional property that 1(t) < ¢yt for all t > 0, where
cy > 0 is a constant. Let us define

(5.1) ei(y, ) = |lyi — prox,, (yi — Vfilyi) — AT N

We begin with the following lemma.
LEMMA 5.1. If the parameters 6' and o in Algorithm B2 are chosen according
to either 24) or ZA) and ¥(t) < cyt, then for any k > 2, we have

(5.2) D ely" T A <edi + dia),

=1

where ¢ > 0 is a generic constant which only depends on the problem data and algo-
rithm parameters such as p and cy and

(5.3) dp = |ly* — 2¥| + | AZz* — b|| + VRE.

Proof. For any p; and q; € R™ ¢ = 1,2, it follows from the triangle inequality
and the nonexpansive property of the prox operator that

[p1 — prox,,, (ai)|
= ||[p2 — proxy,, (az2)] + [P1 — P2 + [proxy,, (q2) — proxy,, (qi)]]|
(5.4) < [Ip2 — proxy, (@2)[| + [p1 — p2ll + lla1 — qz|-

We identify [|p1—prox,, (qu)|| with e;(y* ™, A¥*1) and ||pa—prox;, (q2)| with e;(z*, AF),
and use (5.4) to obtain the following bound for e;(y*!, A¥*1) in terms of e;(z*, A¥):

ei(y TN S ei(2 AT + 2+ G)llyi T - 2]+ AT = AR,
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where (; is the Lipschitz constant for V f;. The update formula for A**! implies that
AL — Xk = ap(Az* — b) = apry, where ry, = Az" —b. With this substitution, the
bound for e; (yk"’l,)\fﬂ) becomes

(5.5) ei(y LAY < ei(2", ) + 2+ G)llyi T 27|+ apl AT

K2

Let v; > 0 denote the smallest eigenvalue of Q;. The analysis is partitioned into two
cases:
Case 1. I'¥ > 4/(pv;). Again, by property ([5.4)), we have

(5.6) ei(z", A*) < ei (x5, A0) + 2+ G)lzF -7,
where X" is given in B2). The first-order optimality conditions for if can be written
X} = prox,, (X — Vfi(x]) — pAl (Aiy —bf + X/p) — pQu(x} — y7)) -
Using this formula for the first X on the right side of the identity
ei(X*, A) = |[xf — prox,, (X} — Vfi(x]) — A{ )],
along with the nonexpansive property of prox operator, we have
ei(X*, A% < p ([|A] (Aiyf = b + Qi —yD)Il) -

The definition of b} yields

Ay} —bj = X:Ajz;C —i—ZAjy;? -b

Jj<i Jj>i
= AzF —b—|—ZAj(y? —z?)
j=>i
=r;+ ZAj(y;? - zf)
j>i
It follows that
(5.7) AT (Asyy — b)) < c(lfrrll + ly* — 2",
and
(5.8) ei (X", NF) < elllre | + ly* — 2"|| + I1%F — 2.

Combining this with (5.6) gives
ei(z", ) < c(ller]l + ly" — 2"|| + I} — 25 |).
Now, by Lemma [3.I] we have

el — X5 [lxF — ]| + ||z — =7

VTE T VTE

The stopping condition in Step 1b gives

(5.9) Vovillz = x| <

i — =i

(5.10) \/ﬁl ” < YP(FY) < e



12 W. W. HAGER AND H. ZHANG

Hence, by (E9) we have

—14+/Thpvi\ 4 ok |IxF — 2| k-1
— g I Rl s T s el
z 1—‘1
Therefore, the Case 1 condition T'¥ > 4/(pv;) implies that
2 =R < e,
and by (B.8), we have
(5.11) ei(z" A < e(e" ™+ [|ly* = 2" + [Irx ).

Case 2. I'F < 4/(pv;). Tt is shown in [21], pp. 227-228] that when the parameters
8! and ! are chosen according to either (Z4]) or (), there exists a constant © > 0,
independent of k£ and [, such that 4/ > [20. Since the 4/ are increasing functions of
I and T'¥ is the final value of 4/ in Step 1, it follows from the uniform bound on I'¥
in Case 2, and the quadratic growth in ~', that the final [ value in Step 1, which we
denote lf, is uniformly bounded as a function of i and k. Also, it follows from the
quadratic growth of 4/ and equations (5.18) and (5.20) in [ZI] that &' is uniformly (in
k, I, and i) bounded.

By the definition of 4! in Algorithm 2.2 we have (1—a!)y! = 4!~1, or equivalently,
alyl = 4t — 4171 (with the convention that 4° = 0). Summing this identity over I
yields

1
(5.12) A= Zoﬂdﬂ
j=1
Next, we multiply the definition alk =(1- aj) 4 adu -‘k by ~7 and sum over j
between 1 and [. Again, exploiting the identity (1 —al)yl =771 yields
1
(5.13) = Z Yol )u
"o

It follows from (E12), that al, is a convex combination of u/,, 1 < j < I. If p/, € [0,1]
denotes the coefficients in the convex combination, we have

1
. o
(5.14) al, =Y plul,
j=1
Since z¥ = al for L = I¥, Jensen’s inequality gives

1k

ei(2", N) < " plyluly, — prox;, (2 — V fi(z)) — ATAF)||
=1
1k

(5.15) <) lJuly, — prox,, (zF — Vfi(z) — ATAY)|.
=1

Now, by the formula for u}, in Alg. 22 we have ul, = prox,, (qz), where

qz2 = ulik - Vfi(ﬁlik) - 6£k(ulk - uzk ) PAT(Aiy;C - b? + )\k/P) - in(ulik - Yf)
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We utilize (5.4) with q; = z¥ — Vfi(zF) — ATA¥, with qa as given above, and with
p1 = p2 = u},. Hence, py — prox;,. (qz2) = 0 and by (£.4), it follows that
(5.16) Iy, — prox,,, (2 — Vfi(z}) — ATA)|| <
— —
¢ (luy — 27 || + & — 27 || + [[wiy, — ']+ [JAT (Agyf —bP)|| + [uf — y7ll) <
— 1—
e (lufy — 27 || + & — 27 [ + lhuiy, — w -+ [JAT (Asy? = DY)+ Iy — 27 ])

Each of the terms on the right side of (5I6) is now analyzed.
Based on (7)), the trailing two terms in (B16]) have the bound

AT (Adyi =)+ Iy =27 | < elllre] + ly" —2"]).

The remaining terms in (5.I6) are bounded by cy/7¥ as will now be shown. The

K2

bound |[ul, — ul;t|| < ¢\/rF is a trivial consequence of the definition of ¥ and the
uniform bound on T'¥ in Case 2. By the definition @}, = (1 —a!)(al;* —ul, ') +ul !,

it follows that
_ - - -
&, — 2zf || < llaje !t —ulpll + [lug,t — 27

This inequality and the fact that z¥ = alik for I = I* implies that all the remaining
terms in (5I6) have the form [jal, — ul,|| for some | € [1,1¥] and some t € [1,1].
Combine (5.I4)), Jensen’s inequality, the fact that [ < I¥ where ¥ is uniformly bounded
in Case 2, and the Schwarz inequality to obtain

l
)3 (ARl AV
j=1

These bounds for the terms in (BI6]) combine to yield

l
llaf, —ufy ] < Z Hufk - uj,
j=1

fuly = pros, (2 = Vi(at) ~ AN < ([l + Iy = 2]+ ).
Moreover, by (EI5) and the Case 2 uniform bound on I¥, we have
es@h X < c (Il + Iy* -2+ /).
Combine this with the Case 1 lower bound (B.I1) gives
(5.17) ei(z8, AF) < ¢ <ek1 + |lexll + [ly* — 2| + \/E) .
Inserting this in (&3] yields
R (R R A RSV e e )

Based on the back substitution formula y**! —y* = aM~TQ(z* — y*), this reduces
to

iy, AR < (k el + Iyt — 2] + \/rf) |
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Since €¥~1 < edy_1 and ||vg|| + ||ly* — 2¥| + \/rF < di, the proof is complete. 0

The expression Ej, defined in (8:3]) measures the energy between the current iterate
(Xk, Yis Ax) and a given (x*,x*, A*). Let E}; denote the minimum energy between the
iterate and all possible (x*,A*) € W*. We will show that when an error bound
condition holds, there exists a constant x < 1 such that Ej , < xE}.

The error bound condition relates the KKT error to the Euclidean distance to
W*. The KKT error K is given by

(5.18) K(x,A) = |[Ax = b] + > ei(x,A).

i=1
When K (x,A) = 0, the first-order optimality conditions hold. The Euclidean distance
from (x, ) to W* will be measured by

1 1/2
(5.19) E(x,A) = min {p”x —x*||3 + ;H)\ A7 (xM, ) € W*} .

Note that P = MQ ™ 'MT is positive definite since M is invertible. Also, by i
Prop. 6.1.2], every solution of (IT]) has exactly the same set of Lagrange multipliers.
If X* and A* denote the set of solutions and multipliers for (L)), then W* = X*x A* is
a closed, convex set, and there exists a unique (X, A) € W* that achieves the minimum
in (BI9). The local error bound assumption is as follows:

ASSUMPTION 5.1. There exist constants 8 > 0 and n > 0 such that E(x,X) <
nK(x, A) whenever £(x,A) < .

The local error bound condition is equivalent to saying that in a neighborhood
of W*, the Euclidean distance to W* is bound by the KKT error, which is often
used to analyze the linear convergence behavior of an optimization algorithm. More
recently, a partial error bound condition based on the ADMM iterates instead of
conditions on the optimization problem is proposed in [34]. Under such conditions,
linear convergence is also established for a 2-block ADMM.

A multivalued mapping F' is piecewise polyhedral if its graph Gph F':= {(x,y) :
y € F(x)} is a union of finitely many polyhedral sets. The local error bound con-
dition (Assumption B)) holds when Vf; is affine and Oh; is piecewise polyhedral
for i = 1,...,m [23] [36, 42]. Note that when (x,A) is restricted to a bounded set,
the requirement that £(x,A) < 8 can be dropped. That is, when E£(x,A) > f,
K(x,\) is strictly positive, and by taking the constant n large enough, the bound
E(x,A) < nK(x,A) holds over the entire set. In our analysis, the error bound condi-
tion is applied to the iterates (y*, A¥) which lie in a bounded set by Lemma B2} so
the requirement that £(x, A) < § is unnecessary.

THEOREM 5.2. If the parameters 8 and o' in Algorithm 22 are chosen according
to either (24) or @0), ¢ (t) < cyt, and Assumption[5d] holds, then there exists k < 1
such that B}, , < KE} at every iteration of Algorithm 2.1

Proof. Let (ka*‘l,j\k“) € W* be the unique minimizer in (5I9) corresponding
to (x,A) = (y**1, A¥*1). By the stopping condition in Step 1b of Algorithm 22} and
the definition of I'¥ in Step 1c, the sequence I'¥ is nondecreasing in k by Remark 211
Since T'¥ is nondecreasing in k, it follows from the triangle inequality and the back
substitution formula y*+! — y¥ = aM~TQ(z* — y*) that for any i € [1,m], we have

k ~k k k k ~k
||Xi+1 _yi+1|| < ||Xi+1 _Zf” + Hzf _y;g” + HyiC _yi+1H + ||yi+1 _yi+1||

/Fk+1 /Fk+1
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k k k ~k
B et O Lt e el b i [ e
rk I}
k+1 k
X — 7 ~
(5.20) < m g -y - )

Iy
where ¢ > 0 denotes a generic constant, independent of k.

As noted earlier, when the parameters 6! and o! in Algorithm are chosen
according to either [Z4) or &), we have ¢ = §'alqy! = 1. By equation [2) with

L=1F u=al=2zF uf =x""1 and u) = x;, we obtain the relation

k _ xi_c-i—l ”

12 il

9

|z —x
VRN

where the last inequality is due to the stopping condition in Step 1b. Combining this

with (.20) yields

;! — 3

/Fk+1

Exploiting the error bound condition, we have

< (e,

(5.21) <P we(ll2 = y*I+ vt =)

(5.22) Iy =y P < VPl - e
< Cg(yk+1,Ak+l) < CK(yk-‘rl’Ak-i-l)'

The constraint violation term in K is estimated as follows:
[AY ™ —b|| < [AI(Iy* =" + Iy* — 2*])) + | AZ" — b| < cdi,

where the last inequality is due to the back substitution formula and the definition
B3) of di. Hence, Lemma [5.1] yields

(5.23) K(y" 1AM < e(dy, + d_1).
Combine (B2I)—(E23) to obtain
|

(5.24) <P Feldy + di—1) < c(di + d—1)

/Fk+1

since ¥(t) < ¢yt and e*=1 < cd_,. Since the energy E}; ., corresponds to the
minimum of Ej; over all (x*, \*) € W* and since (51, X¥+1) € W*_ it follows that
‘xl_c+1 _ S,I_c+1||2

7 1

5 1 - -
B < ol = 3"+ SN - X 4 a Y |

k41
i=1 1—‘1

The first two terms on the right are £2(y*+!, A¥*1), while the last term in bounded
by ([24]). We have

Ef oy < E2(yFHUNRY) e (dy + dia)”.
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Combine this with the error bound condition and (23] gives
(5.25) Ef o <c(dp +dy1)*.

Suppose that (X, AF) € W* is the unique minimizing (x*, \*) € W* associated
with E;. By Lemma B2 and the fact that (%%, A\F) € W*, we have

* k41 oky2 Loinkt+1  3ky2 - ||X§H—5<?||2
Ep > plly™ —x ||p+;||>\ - MNP +ad] T
i=1 @

+pa(l — a)(|ly* — 2§ + [|AZ" — b|*) + 0a Y R*.
=1

The first three terms on the right side are bounded from below by Ej, |, while the last
three terms are bounded from below by cdj by the definition of dj in (E3). Hence,

(5.26) B > Efy, + cd?.
We replace k by k — 1 and then use again (5.26) followed by (525) to obtain
Ei_y 2 B +odi_y 2 Bpyy +e(di +di_y) > (1+0)Ejiyy,

which completes the proof. O

Another linear convergence result is established when the objective ® is strongly
convex, in which case the solution x* of () is unique. Our assumption is the
following:

ASSUMPTION 5.2. The objective ® is strongly convexr with modulus p > 0 and
there exist constants B > 0 and n > 0 such that

(5:27) X=X <) flesx™ A

=1

whenever || A — A|| < 5.

The local error bound condition (5.27)) holds when Oh; is piecewise polyhedral for
t=1,...,m [23[B6,[42]. Similar to the comment before Theorem[5.2] the requirement
that |[A — A|| < /3 can be dropped since it is applied to the iterates A¥ which lie in a
bounded set by Lemma

THEOREM 5.3. If the parameters 6' and o' in AlgorithmZ2 are chosen according
to either (Z4) or @), ¥ (t) < cyt, and Assumption[52] holds, then there exists k < 1
such that B}, , < KE} at every iteration of Algorithm 2.11

Proof. By the local error bound condition and by (B4) with p; — prox;, (qi)
identified with e;(x*, A¥*1) and py — prox,, (qz) identified with e;(z", A¥), we have

(5.28) ”)\k-‘rl _ 5\k+1|| < nzei(X*;)\k+l)
i=1

<c (IIZ’“ =X+ I A+ Z@(Z’“A’ﬁ) ;

=1
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where ¢ > 0 is a constant. In the later proof, we again use ¢ > 0 as a generic constant.
By (BI7), it follows that

3 ezt AN < ¢ (e’f—l + ekl + lly* — 25| + ka) .
=1
Inserting this in (5.28) and recalling that A¥*1 — A\F = ap(Az" —b) = apry, we have
I = A < e (R0 12 = x|+ el + ly© - 2 + VEF).

Since €71 < edy_1 and ||ry| + ||y* — zF|| + VRF < dy, it follows that

(5.29) AR — XN < e(dy + di—r + [|2% — 7).
By (G.2I) with y**! = x*, we have
k+1 *
(5'30) ||Xz X ” <c (ekfl + ||Zk _ yk” + HykJrl _ X*H) )

/I\k+1

The triangle inequality and the back substitution formula yield
(5.31) [y = x| < ly* ="+ ly* = 2" + [|2° = x7|
< clly® — 2" + ||z —x"]|.

The bounds €*~! < edy_; and [|y* — 2" < dy in (531) and (E30) give

k+1 *

X — x!

(5.32) ||ly* T —x*|| < cdp+||2" —x*|| and I il <c(dp—1 +dp + 2" —x*|).
kt+l
Combine (5:29) and ([E32)) to obtain
] ] 1 5 o [ x|
Ejiyy = plly* = x| + ;H)\k“ NP ey s
i=1 i

(5.33) < c(dy +dp_1 +||2" — x*||)2.

On the other hand, by Lemma B2 and the fact that (x*, S\k) € W*, we have

* k+1 a2 o Lyakt1 _ kg2 - [lx
(5.34)  Ep =plly™ —x ||p+;||)\ NP ra)]
i=1
+pa(l —a)(||ly* - ZkH% +||Az" = b|]?) + oaRF + 2aA*

> By + cdp + pll2" — X712,

—x;|?
o

where the last inequality is due to the definition (53)) of dj and the strong convexity
of ®:

AP = &(zF) — d(x*) + (¥, Az" — b) > %Ilz’“ —x*|2.

Finally, we replace k by k — 1 in (£.34)), and then use again (5.34) followed by (5.33))
to obtain

Ei_y > Ej +cdiy > Biyy +c(di + di_y) + pllz" — x| > (1+ ) By,

which completes the proof. O
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6. Numerical Experiments. In this section, we compare the performance of
I-ADMM to that of two different algorithms: (a) linearized ADMM with one lineariza-
tion step for each subproblem and (b) exact ADMM where the subproblems are solved
either by the conjugate gradient method or by an explicit formula. The conjugate
gradient method was well suited for the quadratic subproblems in our test set. We
tried using a small number of conjugate gradient iterations to solve a subproblem,
such as 5 iterations starting from the solution computed in the previous iteration, but
found that the scheme did not converge. Instead we continued the CG iteration until
the norm of the gradient was at most 107%. The one-step ADMM algorithm that we
used in (a) for the experiments was the generalized BOSVS algorithm from [21]. This
algorithm is globally convergent, and although the penalty term was not linearized, it
was possible to quickly solve the subproblems that arise in the imaging test problems
using a fast Fourier transform, as explained in [10].

The problems in our experiments were the same image reconstruction problems
used in [2I]. One image employs a blurred version of the well-known Cameraman
image of size 256 x 256, while the second set of test problems, which arise in partially
parallel imaging (PPI), are found in [I0]. The observed PPI data, corresponding to 3
different images, are denoted data 1, data 2, and data 3. These image reconstruction
problem can be formulated as

o1
(6.1) min. o |[Fu — £[|* + affurv + 1€ ul;,
where f is the given image data, F is a matrix describing the imaging device, || - |7y
is the total variation norm, | - ||1 is the ¢; norm, ¥ is a wavelet transform, and o > 0

and 8 > 0 are weights. The first term in the objective is the data fidelity term, while
the next two terms are for regularization; they are designed to enhance edges and
increase image sparsity. In our experiments, ¥ is a normalized Haar wavelet with
four levels and W' = I. The problem (G.I)) is equivalent to

12 + B||v|l1 subject to Bu=w, ¥Tu=1v,

1
(6.2) (min) 5|\Fu —f£]]* + o w|

where Bu = Vu and (Vu); is the vector of finite differences in the image along the
coordinate directions at the i-th pixel in the image, ||w|1,2 = Zi\il [[(Vu);|l2, and N
is the total number of pixels in the image.

The problem (62) has the structure appearing in ([I)-(C2) with hy := 0, f1(u) =
1/2|Fu—f£|]?, ho(w) = [[Wll1,2, f2 := 0, ha(v) = [[v[|1, f5:= 0,

= (B): we(3): we(2): moe(2)

The algorithm parameters o/ and &' were chosen as in ([Z3). Since fo = f3 = 0, the
second and third subproblems are solved in closed form, due to the simple structure of
hs and hs. Only the first subproblem is solved inexactly. At iteration &, the solution
of this subproblem approximates the solution of

1 - -
min 5 [Fu— £ + §[Bu — w4+~ N7 4 D@ T vh g p P,

where A* and pu* are the Lagrange multipliers at iteration k for the constraints Bu =
w and W'u = v respectively. Details of the experimental setup can be found in [21].
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F1G. 6.1. Base-10 logarithm of the relative objective error versus CPU time for the test problems.

The i-th block diagonal element of Q was taken to be a multiple ~; of the identity
I. According to the assumptions of IADM, 7, should be chosen large enough that
11I— AT A, is positive semidefinite, where

ATA, =B"B+ 00",

However, a closer inspection of the global convergence proof reveals that for conver-
gence, it is sufficient to have

(6.3) nllz” = y* > A" -y

in each iteration. Instead of computing the largest eigenvalue of AT A, we simply
start with 7 = 4 and multiply it by a constant factor (3 in the experiments) whenever
the inequality (G.3]) is violated. Within a finite number of iterations, v; is large enough
that ([63) always holds.

Figure plots the logarithm of the relative objective error versus the CPU time
for the four test problems and the three methods. Note that the first few iterations
of the exact ADMM for Data 3 have error greater than one, so they missing from
the plot. Observe that I-ADMM performed better than the exact ADMM and the
exact ADMM was generally better than the single linearization step, except possibly
in the initial iterations where the high accuracy of the exact ADMM was not helpful.
I-ADMM gave better performance both initially and asymptotically.

7. Conclusion. We propose an inexact alternating direction method of multi-
pliers, FADMM, for solving separable convex linearly constrained optimization prob-
lems, where the objective is the sum of smooth and relatively simple nonsmooth
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terms. The nonsmooth terms could be infinite, so the algorithms and analysis include
problems with additional convex constraints. This -ADMM emanates for our earlier
work [10} 20, 21] on a Bregman Operator Splitting algorithm with a variable stepsize
(BOSVS). The subproblems are solved using an accelerated gradient algorithm that
employs a linearization of both the smooth objective and the penalty term. We estab-
lish an O(1/k) ergodic convergence rate for L-ADMM, where k is the iteration number.
Under a strong convexity assumption, the convergence rate improves to O(1/k?) for
both ergodic and nonergodic iterates. When an error bound condition holds, 2-step
linear convergence is established for nonergodic iterates. The convergence rates for
I-ADMM are consistent with convergence rates obtained for exact ADMM schemes
such as those in [23] 28] [30] [35] 38| [42]. As observed in the numerical experiments, an
advantage of the inexact scheme is that the computing time to achieve a given error
tolerance is reduced, when compared to the the exact iteration, since the accuracy of
the subproblem solutions are adaptively increased as the iterates converge so as to
achieve the same convergence rates as the exact algorithms.

8. Appendix: Proofs for the Global Convergence Analysis. For refer-
ence, given a smooth function ¥ : R® — R and a convex real-valued function i with
convexity modulus pu, the first-order optimality condition for a minimizer u of the
sum ¥(-) + h(-) is given by

(8.1) B(w) + (1/2) [w — a2 < h(w) + V(u)(w — )

for every w € R™.
Proof of Lemma Bl By the definition a} = (1 — a!)al™ + a'u!, we have

(V@) a; —a) = (1 - o) (Vfi(@).a; ' — &) + ! (Vfi(@),u — ).
Add to this the identity f;(@l) = (1 — o) f;(@l) + o' fi(al) to obtain
fi@) +(Vfi(@),a —a) =
(1—a!) [fi@) +(Vfi(@),a; " —&)] +a' [fi@) + (V/i(@), uj —a)].
By the convexity of f;, it follows that f;(al) + (Vfi(@l),al™* —a) < fi(al™!). Hence,
fi@) +(Vfi@),a; — &) < (1 - o) fila; ) + o' [fi(@) + (Vi(@), u; —a)] .

Adding and subtracting any u € R™ in the last term, and then exploiting the con-
vexity of f; gives

fi@) + (V@) —a) = [fi(@) + (Vfi(@), u—a)] + (V/fi(&),u; — u)
< filw) +(Vfi(@), uj — u).

Therefore,

(82) fi(@) +(Vfi(@),a; —a) < (1-a)fila™") + o' [fi(w) + (Vfi(@), u; — u)].

Now by the line search condition in Step la of Algorithm 2.2 and then by (82,
we have

LE(a}) = fi(al) + 5l Aial = BE + /o + hi(a))
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(1—0)d!
20

+ 1Azl = bY 4+ X /p|* 4 hi(al)

[
[|a; _ai||2

< fi@) +(Vfi(@).a —a) +

(1—0)é _
5 llai — &

2al i

<(1-a)fi@) +alfi(u) + o (V@) ul —u) +
+2lA 8L =B+ X /p]]” + hia).

Next, we utilize the definitions of aﬁ and EIZ—, and the convexity of both h; and the
norm term to obtain

(1—0)d _
Tﬂaﬁ _ai||2

F (e alhl VARl
+(1—a) (SlAl™ = b+ X /|2 + hi(al ™))
of (LllAzu} =B+ X/pl]? 4 i)
1 (1) A b )

—o)5tal
+al[fi(u) + (V/;(@), ul _u>]+%”uﬁ_uiflw
o (gllAiuﬁ- —bF+ N /p|? + hi(ul-))

= (1 a)Zh(al™) + al[fiw) + (VA u! — u)]
— 0 lOél
(53 DO w2t (2 Al b Xl ().

By 1), the first-order optimality condition for u! in Step la is

(8.4) hi(uf) + (ni/2) | — wi®
< (VP(uj), (u—up)) + plu; - y7, Q;(u — u)) + hi(w),

where
VP(ul) = V@) 4+ 6'(ul —ul™) + p(AT (Aul —bF + Ak /p).
Multiply (84) by o and add to (83) to obtain (after some algebra):

Li(ag) + (o' s /2) |Ju — uif|* <
5! l
(1 — o) LEal™) + ') + o (fu— ™~ fha — wl]?)
odlal _ alp
%l -l - 5
Hence, for any u € R™ we have

(8.5) Li(a) — Lf (w) + (o' ui/2)|u — ug|* <

INT LT k §'al 12
(1 —a’)(L; (& )—Li(u))Jr—(H e

Ai(u—u)|® + pal(u' —yi)"Q;(u — uj).

[EEH

a'p _
%l - EL A= u) | + pal(u' = y) TG (u— ')
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From the definition of 7! in Algorithm 22 it follows that (1 — a!)y! = ~'~! with
the convention that v° = 0 (since o' = 1). Hence, for any sequence d', [ > 0, we have

J J
(8.6) Z Aldb — YY) =3 (Y =y =
=1 =1

Suppose that d* > 0 for each [. By assumption, & = ~!6'a! is nonincreasing; since
at =1 and v! = 1/4%, it follows that &' = 1, and we have

J
(8.7) Z —d) —d° +Z§l —d)

_ dO + Z (é—ldl —gl_ldl_l) _ é—]d] _ dO

=2

We now multiply (83) by 7/ and sum over [ between 1 and L. Exploiting the identity
B8) with d' = L¥(al) — L¥(u) and 87) with d' = |jul — ul|?, we obtain

(8.8) L (u) - Li(a}) > 5 (" lu—uf[* = [lu—uf|?)
L 0 L
WZ ¢} — i ? + 2—2 —uj)|?
) & B B B L
+ 2 Z(Wlal)(ué —y)TQ;(uf —u) ad)|ju —u|%
!

Il
-

Next, we multiply the definition a/ = (1 — o/)al ™' + aJ ug by 7/ and sum over j

between 1 and [. Again, exploiting the identity (1 —a’)y/ =7~ yields

!
1

(8.9) == Z ol )u
74

Since a/y? = 43 —~371 it follows that
1
=3 o
j=1

Consequently, a! is a convex combination of u} through ul. Since [|A;(u — w)]?,
(w —y")TQ,(w — u), and ||Ju — w||? are convex functions of w, Jensen’s inequality
can be applied to each of the last three terms in (88]). For example, we have

1 L
— > (") u—uil* > [lu—af>

v =1

The net effect of Jensen’s inequality is to delete the summation and replace u! by a’
in the last three terms of ([88) to obtain

(8.10) Li(w) = LE(a7) > o7 (€5 u—uf | = lu—u}|?)

2L

L
P raY Hi o -
+ SlAiu—al) | + pla = yHTQulaf — )+ Glu—al |+ g g - P
1=1
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Hence, after discarding the u? term, we have
k k -1 o &
(8.11) Li(u) —L;(af) > 27”“ —u?* + T >l -t
1=1

p —
+5 1 As(u —al)|* + plaj - Yf)TQi(aiL —u)

i1, Py, +

—||u Yi ——Ha -vi
:2;—1L|\u—u?|\2+;%Zalnué—uiflw
+L A= af)|? + Ejlu—af % + 5l fu—af|?
=2;—1L|\u—u?|\2+;%25l||ué—ui--1|\2

LH2

||u - af|?

P
+2u—ak |, + Eju-a

.=k —k : .
Since L; (u) — L; (a¥) < 0 when u = X} and since u) = x¥, the proof is complete.

Proof of Lemma Let us insert in (8I0) L = (¥, the terminating value for I
in Algorithm ZZ2 In addition, substituting u = x}, ¢! =1, al =z}, and ul = xf“,
we obtain

. 1
(812) LEGe) — FE() 2 5o (TP = P mD\u ),
K2 T l=1
where x¥ = x¥ — x¥ and

Ff(2}) = Li(2}) + §||Ai(Zf —x))|* + plzf —yi)TQi(2! —x7) + 5|28 — %%
Now, by the definition of L¥, a Taylor expansion yields

(8.13) LF(x) — LF(zF) =
fi(xj) +h1(xj) - fl(zf) - l( z) <A X _bk +Ak/p7A iZe, z> - _HA zk ”27

where z¥ = z¥ — x*. Observe that

Aixf — bf = —AiZIeC)i —+ Azzf —b+ Z AjZ? + Z Ajyf

j<i j>i
_ Lk Lk ok
= —Azze)i + g Ajze)j + g Aij».
J<i Jj>i

where y* = y* — x*. With this substitution in (8I3), we deduce that

(8.14) Li(x}) — Lf () — HA I* =

161

_ Af —p <Z AjZI;j + ZAjyI;j + )‘]eg/pv Aiz’;,i> )

J<i J>i
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where A¥ = AF — A* and
(8.15) AF = filz]) + hilzf) = fi(x]) = hi(x}) + (X", Az ;).
Hence, we have
LE(x)) - Fi(ab) = LE(x)) - LE ) - )| Azl |” - plal = y5) T Quak s — Bk P

2

= —Af -p <Z Ajzlg,j + ZAJ‘YE,J‘ + AE/Pa Aizlz,i> - P(Zi'C - yf)TQizlz,i - éHZIeCz
i<t Jj>i

where A¥ is defined in (8I5). Combining this with the lower bound [8I2) gives
©10) ok Ak, ot Ak ) ak>
Jj<i J>i

1k
1 k g . —
W(HXBFHQ - ”Xk,i' )+ o7k Z [uly, —uit?
[ =1

+ pl(z; — Yf)TQiZ]eii + 71||Z51H2

Focusing on the left side of (8I0]), observe that

S TAzE 4> AyE =Y A %)+ > Ay -2
j=1

j<i J>i i>i
(8.17) =AZ" b+ Ay -2
J>i
since Ax* = b. Let 7F denote the first part of the right side of (8I0); that is
i
k 1(|k+12_k2 T I =12
Ti Xc s [ [[xe.qlI7) + ok Z [, — ag, |l

= o1k
2I i =

With this notation and with the simplification (8I7), (8I6) becomes

(8.18) —p <Aizf)i,Azk —b+X/p+ > Ay —z§>>
J>1
>7F 4+ A+ p(2h — y;c)TGiZIec,i
i

=70+ Af +p(zf —y))(Qi — pA] Ai)zl; + 3|IZ’§,Z- %
which gives
(8.19) —p <Aiz’;i,Az’f —b+ AL+ A(yh —z§>>

j=i

-
> 7l A ok — yh)TQuak + Bl 1
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We will sum the inequality (8IJ) over i between 1 and m. Let r* = Az"

residual for the linear system. As in (817), it follows that

(8.20) Z (Aizl 0% + XE/p) = (2% rF + AL /p).

=1

Also, observe that

m i—1
DA -2 =D A7) =) Ay -2,
i>i i=1 i=1

with the convention that the sum from j =1 to j = 0 is 0. Hence, we have

(8.21) S <Aiz’;i,zAj<y§ —z§>> ok - T Quk,

i=1 j>i

m m i—1
= <I‘k7 > Ajo> - <Z§,i7 D ATA W+ ini>
j=1 i=1

i=1

= <rk,ZAjo> — (") "Mw,
j=1

25

—Db, the

where M is defined in (Z2) and w = y* —z*. We sum (8I9J) over i between 1 and m

and utilize (820) and (821) to obtain

1 m
(8.22) (y’z)TMw—; <<r’“,>\’§> +> (f +Ai-“)>
i=1
> wTM k ok A ws By ko2
> W W+<r,r —i—j; W +;2

Observe that M+MT—Q = ATA  since Q; = AiTAZ- for all 1 <17 < m. Consequently,

we have

1 1
w Mw = EWT(M +MNw = =

m 2
Z AiWi

i=1

w (M+M" - Q)w + %WTQW

1 1
> B + inQw,

which implies that

w'Mw + <rk,rk + ZAjwj> >

Jj=1

wQw + [r*||* +

N | =

" + i A,w;
=1

(7; +Ak>

Bzt
2

Hence, it follows from (822]) that

(8.23) (v ™™Mw — p < TP LS

(Iwli& + lI=*[*)

S

l\DI»—A
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Let P = MQ 'M" and recall that w = y* — z*. By the definition of y**! and
At1in Step 3 of Algorithm 2211 we have

1 1
el = llye™ 15 + ;II)\’SII2 - ;H)\’é“ll2 =

€

_ 1
Iyele = llye — oM™ TQwE + ;(IIA’SII2 — A& + apr®||?) =

2

20(ye) 'Mw — o?|[wl[g — = (r", A¢) — o®|[r"||*.

On the right side of this equality, we utilize (23] multiplied by 2« to conclude that

m

1 2c
(824)  lykle =y s + F(IWSII2 — [AEF?) — — > (4 Ak >
i=1

a1 = @)(Ily* = 2"l + Ir**) +a Y pillze ;1%
i=1

So, by the definition of 7, the identity A* = >"7"  AF the inequality (824), and the
relation T¥™! > T'F in Steps 1b and lc, it follows that (@) holds.

Proof of Theorem Since ¢! = d'aly! = 1 when the parameters ¢! and
al are chosen according to either (Z4) or (Z.35]), Lemma can be utilized. For any
p > 0, we sum the decay property of Lemma to obtain

Jj+p—1
(8.25) Bz Ejpte Y (IyE - 2" g+ |Az" ~b|? + R*),
k=j

where ¢ = amin{o, p(1 — «)} > 0. Let p tend to +oo. Since Q is positive definite
and R* > 0, it follows from (825 that

(8.26) lim ||y* —2*|| = 0= lim ||Az" —b].
k— o0 k— o0

Moreover, by the definition of Ej, and Lemma B2l we know y* and A* are bounded
sequences, and by the first equation in (826), z* is also a bounded sequence. Hence,
there exist an infinite sequence K C {1,2,...} and limits x* and A* such that

(8.27) lim z* = x* and lim AF = A",
ke keK

By the first equation in ([826]), we have

8.28 lim y* = x*.
(828) py =X

By the second equation in ([826), Ax* = b. Consequently, by (827) and (8.28)),

(8.29) lim (Aizf —bf) =1lim | Y A;zf +> Ajyi -b| =Ax"-b=0

li
kex kel | — —
J<i Jj>i

for all ¢ € [1,m].
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The decay property ([823]) also implies that for each i,

(8.30) lim ¥ = = lim —Znum —ul =

k—o00
lll

where [¥ is the terminating value of [ in Step 1b, which exists since the parameters &'
and o! in Algorithm are chosen according to either (24) or (2.5). Combine this
with (826) to conclude that the parameter ¢* in Step 2 of Algorithm B1] satisfies

(8.31) Jim e = lim t(e*) =

k—o00 k—o00
The remainder of the proof is partitioned into two cases depending on whether the
monotone nondecreasing sequence I'¥ either approaches a finite limit, or tends to
infinity.

Case 1. For some i, ['¥ approaches a finite limit. In 21 pp. 227-228] it is shown
that 7 > 120 for some constant © > 0, independent of k. Since I‘f = ~! for some
I, it follows that I¥, the terminating value [ in Step 1 of Algorithm 2] is uniformly
bounded when I'¥ approaches a finite limit. By §30), |[u}, —ul | approaches zero,
where the convergence is uniform in k and [ € [1,1¥]. Since uok = x¥, the triangle
inequality and the uniform upper bound for I¥ imply that ||x¥ —ul, || approaches Zero,
where the convergence is uniform in k and [ € [1,1F]. Since al, is a convex combination
of ul, (see (8)) for 0 < I < I¥ with I¥ uniformly bounded ankd |[x¥ —ul, || approaching

zero, it follows that ||al, —x¥|| approaches zero. Since z¥

x;} as k € KC tends to infinity, we deduce that

_ Al : k
= a,j and since z; approaches

(8.32) x; = I%ir%y rr’%z = lim x¥ = lim ul, = hrr’%alk = lln’%alk
€ ke ke

li
k kek keK

where the last equality is due to the fact that al, is a convex combination of aﬁ;l and
-1
u;, .
In (84) we give the first-order optimality condition for ul,. Taking the limit as
k € K tends to infinity and utilizing 829) and ([832), we obtain

(8.33) hi(x;) < hi(u) + (Vfi(x]) + ATA  u = x7)

for every u € R™. Since Ax* = b and the first-order optimality conditions are both
necessary and sufficient for optimality in this convex setting, it would follow that
(x*,A*) € W* if (833) holds for every i € [1,m]. To show that ([833]) holds for all i,
we need to consider the situation where I'f tends to infinity.

—k
Case 2. Suppose that 'V approaches infinity. Let x¥ be the minimizer of I,

defined in 27). Observe that minimizing ff(u) over u € R™ is equivalent to mini-
mizing a sum of the form g(u) + h;(u) + (u, c¥) where

F = pAT(Asy" — bl + A¥/p) — pQiy?,

and g(u) = fi(u) +0.5p[[ul|g,,. Note that g is smooth and satisfies a strong convexity
condition

(8.34) (u—v)"(Vg(u) = Vg(v)) = pillu—v]?,
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. . . -k .
where v; > 0 is the smallest eigenvalue of QQ;. By the strong convexity of L, , it has
a unique minimizer, and from the first-order optimality conditions and the strong
convexity condition (834]), we obtain the bound

(8.35) I/ — =] < fle? = Fl/ (pra):

Since zF, y*, and AF are bounded sequences, it follows that if is a bounded sequence.

For k € K, the sequences z¥, y*, and AF converge to x*, x*, and A\* respectively and
Ax* = b, which implies that

(8.36) ¢ =lim F=AT [pAx] + X" —p [ b=> Aix; || - pQix]
J#i
= AT - pQix;.

Consequently, by [&35), X for k € K forms a Cauchy sequence which approaches a
limit.

By (83I) and the stopping condition in Algorithm (Z2), ||x¥ — 2¥||/1/TF tends
to zero as k tends to infinity. By @3] and [825), A¥ and y* are bounded, which
implies that z* is bounded by ([826). By (83H), X7 is also bounded. Since T'¥ tends
to infinity in Case 2 and ||x¥ — z¥|/1/T¥ tends to zero, it follows from the triangle
inequality and the boundedness of X and z* that ||x¥ —%¥|/\/T¥ tends to zero as k

k

tends to infinity. Hence, by Lemma 31l zF = aﬁi approaches if as k tends to infinity;
since z¥ approaches x} as k € K tends to infinity, it follows that if approaches x; as
k € K tends to infinity. Let X be defined by

i = argmin{g(u) + hy(u) + (")},

By (B35) and the fact that X approaches x} as k € K tends to infinity, we conclude
that X7 = x}. In summary, we have

lim X! = x; = X} = argmin{g(w) + hi(w) + (u,c")}.
S u

(8.37) = arg m&n{fi(u) + O.5p||u|\éi + hi(u) + <AZ-T)\* — pQix;,u)}.

The first-order optimality conditions for (83T are exactly the same as ([833]). This
shows that ([833]) holds in Case 1 and Case 2, and x* is an optimal solution of (L.1])-
([C2) with associated multiplier A*.

Finally, we need to show that the entire sequence converges. If l"f is uniformly
bounded as in Case 1, then by ([832), x¥ approaches x} and ||x¥ —x}|?/T* approaches
zero as k tends to infinity with & € K. On the other hand, when T'¥ tends to infinity
as in Case 2, we showed that ||xF — %¥||2/T'¥ approaches zero and X approaches x;
when k € K tends to infinity. Hence, ||x¥ — x¥||?/T'¥ approaches zero when k € K
tends to infinity. Thus in Case 1 and Case 2, ||x¥ —x}||?/T'¥ approaches zero as k € K
tends to infinity. By the definition of Ej in (34), E) tends to zero as k € K tends to
infinity. Letting j tend to infinity in (825]) with j € K, it follows that E; approaches
zero, while the right side of (825]) shows that the entire sequence (y*, A¥) approaches
(x*,A*). By (B20)), the z* sequence also approaches x*. This completes the proof.
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