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AN EFFICIENT ALGORITHM FOR THE ¢, NORM BASED
METRIC NEARNESS PROBLEM

PEIPEI TANG, BO JIANG, AND CHENGJING WANG

ABSTRACT. Given a dissimilarity matrix, the metric nearness problem is to
find the nearest matrix of distances that satisfy the triangle inequalities. This
problem has wide applications, such as sensor networks, image processing, and
so on. But it is of great challenge even to obtain a moderately accurate solution
due to the O(n?) metric constraints and the nonsmooth objective function
which is usually a weighted £, norm based distance. In this paper, we propose
a delayed constraint generation method with each subproblem solved by the
semismooth Newton based proximal augmented Lagrangian method (PALM)
for the metric nearness problem. Due to the high memory requirement for the
storage of the matrix related to the metric constraints, we take advantage of
the special structure of the matrix and do not need to store the corresponding
constraint matrix. A pleasing aspect of our algorithm is that we can solve
these problems involving up to 108 variables and 103 constraints. Numerical
experiments demonstrate the efficiency of our algorithm.

In theory, firstly, under a mild condition, we establish a primal-dual error
bound condition which is very essential for the analysis of local convergence
rate of PALM. Secondly, we prove the equivalence between the dual nondegen-
eracy condition and nonsingularity of the generalized Jacobian for the inner
subproblem of PALM. Thirdly, when ¢(-) = || - |1 or || - ||co, Without the strict
complementarity condition, we also prove the equivalence between the the dual
nondegeneracy condition and the uniqueness of the primal solution.

1. INTRODUCTION

In many fields, such as sensor networks, image processing, metric-based indexing
of databases, computer vision and machine learning, quantities which measure the
distances amongst points in a metric space should be given for further process (see
e.g., [21 16 44]). These distance measurements often need to satisfy the properties
of a metric, especially the triangle inequality. However, the measurements may end
up with a set of values that do not represent the actual distance values due to the
noise of the data and errors of measurements, primarily because of the violation
of the triangle inequality. Another related challenging problem is the one called
correlation clustering (see e.g., [1]). Correlation clustering is an NP-hard problem
which aims to identify a weighed graph characterized by pairwise similarity and
dissimilarity into groups and cluster the nodes in a way that minimizes the total
quantity of mistakes. The mistake at the pair (¢, j) is w;; if the ¢-th and j-th nodes
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are separated but w;; if the i-th and j-th nodes are clustered together. Let 8™ be
the set of real symmetric matrices of order n. A matrix M = (m;;) € S" is called
a distance matrix if it is a zero-diagonal matrix and satisfies the following triangle
inequalities

mijﬁmik+mjk, V1§Z<j<k§n
Denote M,, be the set of distance matrices of order n. The correlation cluster-
ing problem can be written formally as the following integer linear programming
problem

. + —
XM, Y (whry w1 —2y))
1<i<j<n
s.t. xijE{O,l},V1§i<j§n.

Input a set of distances, the metric nearness problem is to find the nearest set
of distances satisfying the triangle inequalities in a high dimensional space. The
metric nearness problem is a kind of matrix nearness problem (see e.g., [21]) which
aims to find a nearest member of some given class of matrices with some given
property such as symmetry, positive definiteness, orthogonality, normality, rank-
deficiency and instability. For inferring a metric, Xing et al. [45] proposed a
method for learning a Mahalanobis distance. Roth et al. [38] applied the constant-
shift embedding method (see e.g., [37]) to metricize and subsequently construct a
positive semidefinite matrix for denoising and clustering purposes. An alternative
way to derive metric measures is to solve a metric multidimensional scaling problem
(see e.g., [24]) with its purpose of approximating the input distances by the distances
between these points derived from a prescribed metric space, which is usually an
Euclidean space.

In order to capture the confidence in individual dissimilarity measures, especially
for the case of altogether missing distances, it is usually adopted as a strategy to use
a weight matrix in the metric nearness problem. The approximation error which
is called nearness is quantified by a weighted norm function that measures distor-
tion between the input and output distances. There are many kinds of distortion
functions including the vector £, norms (p > 1) and Kullback-Leibler divergence.
In this paper, we treat the strict upper triangular part of our matrices as vectors
and consider the weighted ¢, norm as the distortion function. As shown in [43],
the aforementioned correlation clustering problem can be relaxed to an ¢; norm
based metric nearness problem. Given a nonnegative symmetric zero-diagonal dis-
similarity matrix X = (Zs5), the £, norm based metric nearness problem takes the
following form

1/p
(1.1) Juin Z lwij (5 — Z35)IP |
1<i<j<n
where W = (w;;) is a weight matrix and its values reflect the relative confidence in
the entries of the matrix X.

During the last two decades, a lot of research has been done for the metric
nearness problem. Based on the triangle inequality structure, Dhillon et al. [§]
presented a triangle fixing algorithm due to the inherent structure for efficiency
gains. Several years later, the implementing details for the ¢, (p = 1,2, 00) norm
based metric nearness problem were presented by Brickell et al. [5]. They tried to
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remove the triangle inequality violations in order to improve the computational ef-
ficiency. Each iteration of the triangle fixing algorithm takes O(n?) operations and
it depends on a parameter which may influence the convergence of the algorithm
and it is hard to obtain such a parameter with convergence guarantee. Veldt et al.
[43] applied Dykstra’s projection method [I0] to solve a regularized linear program-
ming that is closely related to the original ¢; norm based metric nearness problem
and also extended the algorithm to solve any metric constrained linear or qua-
dratic programming problems. Due to the low memory requirement, the projection
method can solve problems involving up to 11 thousand nodes, 6 x 107 variables,
and 7 x 10! constraints. It is known from [I2] that Dykstra’s projection method
is linearly convergent. A parallel projection method [39] was derived to speed up
the convergence in implementation. In order to find a faster scheme to remove the
triangle inequality violations, Gabidolla et al. [I5] used deep learning to remove
the violations by minimally modifying the input distance matrix. Based on Floyd’s
shortest path algorithm and the Bregman projection, an active set algorithm was
proposed in [42], PROJECT AND FORGET, to solve the metric nearness problem.

Although the metric nearness problem (1)) is convex, it is of great challenge
to solve it efficiently due to the nonsmooth objective function and O(n?) involving
constraints. As stated in [43], the ¢; norm based metric nearness problem (L)
can be solved by an interior point method solver such as Gurobi and Mosek when
n is not too large. However, the memory cost of the interior point method may
quickly become unacceptable when n is large due to the large number of constraints
(n(n—1)(n —2)/2 constraints). As we know, the parallel projection method [39] is
one of a few algorithms that successfully solve the ¢; norm based metric nearness
problem (L)) with n up to 10*, however, many iterations have to be taken with the
computational cost O(n?) for each iteration. As for the PROJECT AND FORGET
algorithm, the memory requirements of the initial few iterations are usually very
large for a large n.

For simplicity, let ny = n(n —1)/2, n2 = n(n — 1)(n — 2)/2 and trivec : S" —
R"™ be the vectorization operator defined by stacking the columns of the upper
triangular part of an input matrix with trivec(X) = [212, %13, 23, -+, T1n, - - -
Tp-1n)7. By introducing an auxiliary vector y = trivec(X — X ), we can rewrite
the metric nearness problem (L)) to the following convex composite optimization
problem

(1.2) i, {h(Ay —b)+ q(Dy)},

where h(-) = dc(-) and C = R™, A is the constraint matrix corresponding to the

triangle inequalities, b = — Atrivec(X), D = diag(trivec(W)) and d¢ is the indicator
function of the set C, ¢(-) = || - ||,- All the diagonal entries of the weight matrix D
are positive. The dual problem related to problem (L2]) takes the following form
(1.3) min{h*(u) +q¢* ()| ATu+ DTv = O}.

As for the convex composite problem ([L2]), there are many existing traditional
algorithms available to obtain an approximate solution with a given accuracy. One
of these algorithms is the augmented Lagrangian method (ALM) which dates back
to [20, BI] and has been extensively studied for the general convex optimization
problem in [34]. It is also known from [34] that for convex programming ALM
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applied to the primal problem is equivalent to the proximal point algorithm (PPA)
applied to its dual form. Although ALM and its inexact variants such as the inexact
PPAs proposed by [40, [41] possesses a fast local linear convergence property under
some mild conditions, it is usually difficult to solve the corresponding inner sub-
problems exactly or to a high accuracy, especially for high dimensional composite
nonsmooth problems. By introducing some slack variables, an alternative approach
to solve problem ([L2)) is the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)
(see e.g., [14, [18]) which deals with the corresponding variables alternately in each
inner subproblem. One may refer to [I7] for the historical development of ADMM.
The main challenge for these algorithms lies in two aspects. In one aspect, the
memory requirement is huge when n is large. Although there are only 3 nonzeros
in each row of the constraint matrix, the storage needed for the matrix and the dual
variable if necessary is still O(n?), which may be unacceptable when n is greater
than 10%. In another aspect, the scale of each subproblem corresponding to those
algorithms such as ALM and ADMM is O(n?). The computational cost is very
high, therefore how to find a highly accurate solution of each subproblem efficiently
is a tricky problem we need to face. In theory, given the existence of primal and
dual solutions, it is already known (see, e.g., [4]) that the nondegeneracy condition
of the primal problem implies a unique dual solution and the nondegeneracy con-
dition of the dual problem implies a unique primal solution. However, the primal
and dual nondegeneracy conditions do not imply the strict complementarity con-
dition, which is necessary for the validation of the converses, except in the case of
linear programming. Does this result still holds in some polyhedral setting such as
problem ([[2) with p =1, 007

In this paper, We take into account the special structure of the constraints and
apply a delayed constraint generation method (DCGM) to deal with the O(n?3)
constraints. We aim to design an asymptotically superlinearly convergent proximal
augmented Lagrangian method (PALM) to solve each subproblem of DCGM. The
inner subproblem of PALM is solved by the semismooth Newton (SsN) method,
which fully takes advantage of the sparse structure of the corresponding Hessian
matrix. DCGM, which is known as the cutting plane method [3], is a famous ap-
proach to handle linear programming problems with a large number of constraints.
During the implementation, the feasible set is approximated by a subset of the
constraints and more constraints are added into the subset if the resulting solution
is infeasible. Choosing a good initial subset of constraints also plays an important
role in practical computation. Lin et al. [28] successfully applied DCGM to solve
the shape constrained regression problems, and they randomly generate an initial
subset of constraints. In our implementation, we use the zero vector as the initial
iteration to generate an initial subset and also remove some constraints which may
probably inactive, which reduces the computational cost greatly. Since the con-
straint matrix is very sparse with each row only 3 nonzero elements and not all of
the variables are involved in each subset of constraints, especially for the first few
iterations, we only need to solve an inner subproblem of PALM with the number of
variables less than ny. Numerically, as far as we know, it is the first time that nu-
merical experiments on the /o, norm based metric nearness problem are conducted
in this paper with n greater than 10%. In theory, firstly, under a mild condition,
we establish a primal-dual error bound condition which is very essential for the
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analysis of local convergence rate of PALM. Secondly, we prove the equivalence be-
tween the dual nondegeneracy condition and the nonsingularity of the generalized
Jacobian for the inner subproblem of PALM, which gives us a guidance of how to
choose a proper proximal term of PALM. Thirdly, for the ¢,/ norm based metric
nearness problems, we prove that the nondegeneracy condition is equivalent to the
strict Robinson constraint qualification (SRCQ) for the dual problem, which also
implies that the critical cone of the primal problem contains only a zero element.

The remaining parts of this paper are organized as follows. In Section 2 we
introduce some basic concepts and preliminary results on variational analysis. In
Section [B] the details of PALM based on DCGM are introduced with each inner
subproblem solved by the SsN method. In Section ] the equivalence of the nonde-
generacy condition of the dual problem and the nonsingularity of the corresponding
Hessian matrix of the primal problem is obtained. In the case of ¢(-) = || - ||+ and
I - [, the equivalence between the nondegeneracy condition of the dual problem
and the SRCQ is also given. In Section Bl we present some computational issues
related to our algorithm. In Section 6] we implement the numerical experiments to
compare our algorithm with some existing algorithms to demonstrate the efficiency
of the proposed algorithm. We conclude our paper in Section [7l

1.1. Additional notations. Let R™ be the Euclidean space with the standard
inner product (-, -) and the norm || - ||. For a given self-adjoint positive semidefinite
matrix M € R™ ", we denote Apin(M) and Apax(M) as the smallest and largest
eigenvalues of M, respectively, and define ||z||ar := +/(z, M) for any = € R".
Given a set C C R™, linC denotes the lineality space with linC := C' N (—C), the
relative interior of the set C' is denoted by ri(C'), the indicator function ¢ of the
set C'is defined by dc(z) = 0 if © € C, otherwise dc(z) = 4+00. The weighted
distance of x to C' is defined by distas(x, C) = infyec{||ly — z||m}. I C =0, we
have distys(z,C) = +oo for all @ € R™. I, denotes the identity matrix of order
n. If M is an identity matrix, we just omit the subscript matrix M. For any cone
C C R"™, the polar of C' is defined to be the cone C° := {v | (v,w) <0, Vw e C}.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some basic preliminaries that will be used later.
Let X, Y and Z be finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and f : X — [—00, +00] be
an extended real-valued function with its epigraph epif defined as the set

epif := {(:C,c) ‘ z €dom(f), ceR, f(z) < c}

and its conjugate at x € X defined by

f@e= s {lou) - fw}.

uwedom(f)

The function f is said to be proper if its epigraph is nonempty and contains no
vertical lines, i.e., there exists at least one x € X such that f(z) < +oo and
f(x) > —oo for all x € X, or in other words, f is proper if and only if dom(f)
is nonempty and f is finite in its domain; otherwise, f is improper. For a proper
lower semicontinuous function f, recall the Moreau envelope function e, and the
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proximal mapping Prox,s corresponding to f with a parameter o > 0 as follows
1
;= inf { —u— 2}
€of () inf | fw) + o llu =l
1
Prox,s(z) := argmin {f(u) + —||lu— ,THQ}
’ ueX 20

Furthermore, if f is convex, it follows from Theorem 2.26 of [36] that the Moreau
envelope function ey is also convex and continuously differentiable with

Vesr(x) = %(w — Prox,¢(z))

and the proximal mapping Prox, s is single-valued and continuous with the following
Moreau identity (see e.g., Theorem 31.5 of [33]) holds

Proxgs(x) + oProxs« o (/o) =z, VaeX

A multifunction F : X = Y is locally upper Lipschitz continuous at x € X if
there exist a parameter x which is independent of = and a neighbourhood U of =
such that F(y) C F(z) + s|ly — z||Bx holds for any y € U, where Bx is a unit ball
of the space X. The multifunction F is said to be piecewise polyhedral if its graph
gphF :={(z,y) | y € F(x)} is the union of finitely many polyhedral convex sets.
Furthermore, the inverse of a piecewise polyhedral multifunction is also piecewise
polyhedral (see [32]). It has also been shown in [32] that a piecewise polyhedral
multifunction is locally upper Lipschitz continuous everywhere.

The property of locally upper Lipschitz continuity has a fundamental relationship
with the error bound condition. A multifunction F is said to satisfy the error bound
condition if for any § > 0 there exists x > 0 such that

dist(z, F~1(0)) < sdist(0, F(x))

holds for any x € {z |dist(z, F~1(0)) < 6}. It has been proven in Theorem 3H.3 of
[9) that a multifunction whose inverse is locally upper Lipschitz continuous at the
origin satisfies the error bound condition.

Let S be a subset of X and x € S. The inner tangent cone and the contingent
cone are defined as

i .. S—z
Té(x) := hrﬁ,%)nf
and
Ts(x) := limsup S ; x,

tlo

respectively. If S is convex and z € S, it is known from Proposition 2.55 of [4] that
Té(z) = Ts(x) and it can be written equivalently as

Ts(z) = {d exX ’ dist(z + td, S) = oft), t > 0}.

The polar cone of the contingent cone is called the normal cone to S at x, which
can be defined as

Ns(z) == (Ts(2))°.
Therefore, if S is convex and = € S we have

Ns(:v)z{deX‘<d,z—x>§0, VZES}
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and Ng(z) =0 ifz ¢ S.

Consider an extended real-valued function f : X — R and a point x € X such
that f is finite. The upper and lower directional derivatives of f at x are defined
as

td) —
[ (z;d) :=limsup flw+td) = fz)
10 t

and

[z +td) — f(x)
t )

/ . e . .
fi(x;d) == hrﬁ,%)nf

respectively. The function f is said to be directionally differentiable at x in the
direction d if f! (z;d) = f’ (x;d) and we denote it by f’(x;d). The upper and lower
directional epiderivatives of f at x are defined as
f(@ + tad’) - f(w))
tn ’

fi(x;d) = sup (linrgglf

tn €S d'—d

and

fla+td) — f(x)
t )

fH(a;d) = lirﬁ(i)nf
d’ —d
respectively, where S is the set of all real positive sequences {t,} converging to
zero. We say f is directionally eipdifferentiable at x in the direction d if fi(:z:, d) =
f¥(x;d) and we denote it by f4(z;d). Note that if f is Lipschitz continuous near
x, then f) (z;d) = fi(:c;d) and f/ (z;d) = f*(a;d) for all d € X. Furthermore, if
f is convex and z € X with f(z) finite, then the epiderivative f¥(z;-) exists and is
convex.
Consider a convex composite problem which takes the following form

(2.1) min {h(Az —b)+q(Wa)}.
where A : X — Y and W : X — Z are linear mappings, beYisa given data,
h:y — (—o0,+o0] and ¢ : W — (—o00, +00] are two closed proper convex func-
tions. Let F(z) = (Az — b,Wz) and §(y, z) = h(y) + G(z), problem (ZI) can be
reformulated as the following form

(2.2) min §(F ().

The above problem (2.2) is equivalent to

(2.3) min {c (F(:c),c)eepig}.

(z,c)eXXR

The Lagrangian function of ([Z3)) is
L((z,0), (w,7)) = (w, F(x)) + c(1+ 7).
Let K := epig. The Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) system takes the following form
VF(z)w =0, v= -1, (w,7) € Nc(F(x), §(F(x)).

Let (Z,¢) be an optimal solution of problem (2.3]) with (w, —1) as the corresponding
dual solution. Since the Slater condition always holds for the function f(x,c) :=
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§(F(z)) — ¢, it is known from Proposition 2.61 of [] that the tangent cone to K at
the point (F(z),¢) is given by

(2.4) Tie(F(z),¢) = {(dw,dc)
The Robinson constraint qualification (RCQ) is said to hold at (Z,&) of problem
@3) if

(2.5) (F'(2),1) (X x R) + T (F(z),¢) = X x R.

It follows from Theorem 3.9 and Proposition 3.17 of [4] that the RCQ (23] holds
at a solution (Z, ¢) if and only if its related dual solution set is a nonempty, convex
and compact set. The SRCQ is said to hold at (z,¢) for (w,—1) if

(2.6) (F'(2),1) (X x R) + T (F(z),¢) N (0, 1) =X x R.

If the SRCQ (2.6) holds at (z, ¢), then the corresponding dual optimal solution set
is a singleton (see e.g., Proposition 4.50 of [4]).

By (24)), we have

GH(F(z); dw) < dc}.

Te(F(z),0)N (@, -1)F = {(dw,dc) | g4 (F(2); dw) < de, (@, dw) — de = o}
- {(dw,dc) | g4 (F(); dw) < (@, dw), (@, dw) — dec = 0}.
(2.7)
Note from Corollary 2.4.9 of [6] that
(2.8) (w,—1) € Nx(F(z),e) < wedg(F(z)),
then we have
(2.9) GY (F(z);d) > (w,d), VYdeY.
By combing (271) and (29, we conclude that
Te(F(z),2) N (@, -1)F = {(dw, de) | ¢4 (F(2); dw) = (@, dw) = dc}

and the SRCQ of problem (22) at Z for w takes the following form
F'@)X + {dw | 55 (F(@);dw) = (@, dw) } =Y.

The nondegeneracy condition of problem ([23)) is said to hold at (z,¢) if
(F'(2),1)(X x R) + lin(Tx(F(x),¢)) = Y.

Due to the formulation of Ti(F(Z),¢), the nondegeneracy condition of problem
[22) at z takes the following form

F'@)X+{d| - (F@)d) < —g(F@)-a)} = V.

The critical cone related to problem (23] at (z,¢) takes the following form
C(z.0) = {(dx,de) ‘ G- (P(@), F'(@)dz) = 0, de =0},
which can be written equivalently as

(2.10)C(z, ) = {(dw,dc) (F'(z)dz, dc) € Ti(F(z),8) N {(w,-1)}$}.

The critical cone of problem ([Z2)) at Z can be written in the form

c(z) = {do ‘ G- (P(@), F'(@)dz) = 0}.
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Proposition 2.1. The critical cone C(Z) is a linear subspace if and only if
w € ri(0§(F(T))).

Proof. The critical cone C(Z) is a linear subspace if and only if the critical cone
C(z,c) is a linear subspace. Combining the equivalent form (2I0) of the critical
cone C(z, ¢) with (w, —1) € N (F(z),¢), the critical cone C(Z, ¢) is a linear subspace
if and only if

(w,—1) € ri Nk (F(z),¢)),

due to Proposition 2.4.1 of [13]. The desired result follows from (2.8)) and Theorem
6.8 of [33]. O

Assumption 2.2. Assume that zero is not an optimal solution of problem (IL2).

Assumption 22lmakes sense due to the basic fact that zero is the unique solution
of problem ([2)) if all the elements of b are nonnegative.

Now we state some basic results for further use. First, we present a known
proposition as below, which can be seen in Theorem 6.46 of [36].

Proposition 2.3. For a polyhedral set C = {x| Az — b < 0}, where A € R™*"
and b € R™, we have

To(z) = {d’(flf,cbgo, forieI(:c)},
Ne(x) {ATd

d; >0, forieI(z), d; =0, forigZI(x)},

where Z(x) = {z

(AT z) —b; = O}, A; is the ith row of the matriz A.

In the following, we introduce some facts related to the functions h and ¢. It is
easy to compute the conjugate function of h as

h*(u) = dcy (w),
where C; = RY?. Then Proxy-(u) = Il¢, (u). Based on Example 2.67 of [4], for
d € R"* we have
h*—i(u; d) - 6701 (u) (d)
with
To(w) = {d|diz0, itui=0},
lin7e, (u) = {d ‘ di =0, if u; = 0},

due to Proposition Given o > 0, some basic results related to the function ¢
are presented in the following form.
1) q)=1l-lrorql)=1"llo  _ ) _
There exists Co = {v|Av < b} with A € R™*™ and b € R™ (the
dependence of A,b with p is dropped out here) such that for any v € R™,
we have

¢"(v) = 60,(v),
Proxsq«(v) = Ilg,(v).
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For more details, if ¢() = || - |1, we have

. Vi, if |’U1| < 1,
(e, (v)); = { sign(v;), otherwise.
If () = || - ||oo, we have

Y if fJvfly <1,
e, (v) _{ P,IIA(P,v), otherwise,
where P, = diag(sign(v)), A = {v|v1 + ...+ v,, = 1} and IIa(P,v) can
be computed in O(n;logn;) operations. One may see Appendix A of [28]

for more details.
It is known from Proposition 2.3] that

Teuw) = {d [ (AT, d) <0, j € 1}
with Jo := {j | Aju = b;}. Hence we have
lin7e,(v) = Njen{A]}*

(2) aC) =11l
Let Cy = {v|||v]] < 1}. We have

¢(v) = dc,(v),
v, [l <1,

Proxg-(v) = HCz(U):{ Y. otherwise,

ol

and

_ {dl <d7 U> < 0}7 if HU” =1,
Te, (v) = { R it o] <1,

, {v}t i =1,
hnTOQ(”):{ R™M, if o] < 1.

3. A DCGM BASED PALM FOR THE PRIMAL PROBLEM

In this section, we introduce PALM for the primal problem (2 with DCGM to
improve the efficiency. PALM is an efficient algorithm to solve the metric nearness
problem due to its superlinear convergence which will be proved later. Although
we can apply PALM directly to the original primal problem ([Z), it is of great
challenge to obtain a desired approximate solution of the corresponding large scale
subproblem when n is huge. DCGM approximates the feasible set by only a subset
of the constraints with more constraints added if the resulting solution is infeasi-
ble. We apply PALM to each reduced problem generated by DCGM, which reduces
the computational cost greatly. Taking advantage of the special structure of these
problems, an SsN method is used to find an approximate solution for each sub-
problem of PALM. An interesting thing we need to mention is that we do not need
to store the corresponding constraint matrix. The implementation details will be
introduced in the following sections.
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3.1. PALM. Before introducing PALM, we first write out the Lagrangian function
for the composite problem (L2)).

W) = inf o {h(Ay b= )+ q(Dy 1) + (ws) + (v.0) |
= —h"(u) —q¢"(v) + (u, Ay — b) + (v, Dy).
The KKT condition for the composite problem takes the following form
(3.1) ATy + DTv =0, Ay —b € dh*(u), Dy € dq*(v).

Given o > 0, the augmented Lagrangian function for the composite problem (2]
is

1 1
Lo(y;u,v) = su {l ,s,t——s—uQ——t—v2}
ey = s {0 - ol -l g

= o teon(u+ o(Ay — b)) + 0 tegys (v + aDy)
o o
+(u, Ay = b) + 5|4y = b|* + (v, Dy) + 5| Dy]*

Now we are ready to introduce the following PALM.

Algorithm 1 (PALM): Let {r} be a nonnegative summable sequence and
{H}} be a sequence of positive definite matrix satisfying Hy11 =< (1 +vy)Hy, Hy =
Amindpn, for k& > 0 and limsup,_, .o Amax(Hk) = Ao With 0 < Apin < Ao < F00.
Given oy > 0, choose y° € R™,u" € R"2,v° € R™. Set k = 0 and iterate:

Step 1.: Find an approximate solution

. 1
32)  y*' ~ argmin {m(y) = Lo, (y;u®, o) + El\y — ykll?{k}-

yeR™
Step 2.: Update
WPt = b 4o (AyT - b - 131“0)(0;1,1(143;’“rl —b+oy ')
= Proxe p- (or(Ay"™™ —b) +ub),
oL = WP o (DY — P1r0><a;1q(Dy]H'1 + o, tor))

= Proxg, - (ox Dy" ™t +0").

Step 3.: If a desired stopping criterion is satisfied, terminate; otherwise, up-
date 041 T 0oo < 00 and return to Step 1.

3.2. The convergence results of PALM. In this subsection, we introduce the
convergence results of PALM mentioned above. One may see [26] for more details.
Let My, := Diag(Hy, I, 1), © be the solution set of the KKT system BI]) and 7; be
a maximal monotone operator with

Ti(y,u,v) := {(y’,u',v') ‘ (v, —u', ") € Bl(y,u,v)}.
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Let {ex} and {0} be two given summable sequences with ¢ > 0 and 0 < § < 1 for
all k > 0. There are two general stopping criteria for the inner subproblem (B.2)).

/)\k

)
Ok

O/ AL
mm”( k41 u +1

where A . = min {)\min (Hi), 1 } Now we present the convergence results of PALM.

min

(A4 IVer(y™I

IN

(B) IVery™ )]

N

V) — (" a0

)

Theorem 3.1. Let {(y* u¥ v¥)} be the sequence generated by PALM with the
stopping criterion (A'). Then the sequence {(y*,u*,v*)} is bounded with {y*} con-
verging to an optimal solution of the primal problem (I.2) and {(u*,v*)} converging
to an optimal solution of the dual problem (IL3).

Theorem 3.2. Let § be a real number with § > >~ €. Assume that there exists
K > 0 such that for any (y,u,v) satisfying dist((y,u,v), 7, (0)) < & it holds that

(3.3) dist((y, u, v), 771(0)) < kdist(0, Ti(y, u,v)).

Let {(y°,u®,v%)} be an initial point with distar, ((y°,u®,v°), T,71(0)) < 6 =340, €k
Then the sequence {(y*,u” v¥)} generated by PALM under the criteria (A’) and
(B') has the following pmperty

distar, ., (y" T, w1 0R ) 7710)) < pwdistar, ((vF, u*,0F), T,71(0)), VE > 0,

where
1+v 1+ 6)RrAE KAm,
HE = o (2 ) floo = —m——— < 1,
1 — g or + Kk2(A\E)? Vo2 + k22

N = max{\naz(Hy), 1} and N\, = max{\maz(Hoo), 1}

Remark 3.3. It is interesting that if Hy = I,,,, then the above PALM becomes
the classical PALM which dates back to [34, B5]. The proximal term ﬁ”y -

ka%{k added in each subproblem not only guarantees the nonsingularity of the
corresponding Hessian matrix but also improves the efficiency of PALM. However,
the convergence rate of PALM also depends on {H}} and we need to balance these
two counterparts. It is usually difficult to choose an appropriate proximal term in
advance. Fortunately, we prove an equivalent condition in Section @] to measure
the nonsingularity of the corresponding Hessian matrix without the proximal term
2(7k lly — v*2 71,,- Lherefore, we can update Hy adaptively, which helps to improve
the performance of the algorithm.

From Theorem [B.2] an error bound condition for the maximal monotone 7; is
needed for the local convergence rate of PALM. As mentioned in Section 2l every
polyhedral multifunction is upper Lipschitz continuous at every point of its domain,
therefore it also satisfies the error bound condition (33]). Hence, for the case of
p = 1,00, the error bound condition for the maximal monotone 7; automatically
holds. As for the case of p = 2, we can prove the corresponding error bound
condition based on a similar proof idea from [23] as follows.
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Proposition 3.4. For the {2 norm based metric nearness problem (L2), let (y, u,v)
be a solution of the KKT system (31]). Suppose that Assumption[2.2 holds. Then
the desired error bound condition (3F3) is valid at (§,@,v).

Proof. Let M(y) be the set of dual solutions associated with g. In order to prove the
error bound condition of 7; at (g, u,v), we first claim that there exists a neighbor-
hood U of (g, @, v) such that for any solution (y(t),u(t),v(t)) € U of the perturbed
KKT system

ATu+DTw—t; =0, Ay—0b—ty € 0h*(u), Dy—t3€ dqg*(v),

it satisfies the following estimation

(3.4) ly(®) — gl = O(It]),
where the norm of t = (t1,t2,t3) is sufficiently small. We first suppose that the
claim is not true. Therefore we can find some sequences {t* := (t§,t5,t5)} and

{(y*,u*,v*)} such that t* — 0, (y*,u” v*) = (9, 4,9), (y*,u*,v*) is a solution of
the perturbed KKT system for ¢ = ¢* and

(3.5) Iy =3l > e llt*|

for some v, > 0 with 7, — co. In the following proof, we may pass to the sub-

sequence if necessary. From the above assumption, we can see that {m}

converges to some d with ||d|| = 1. Let sy = [|y* — g||. Since h*(u) = 6% (u) with
C = R", for each k by the perturbed KKT system we have,

AyF —b—th = TIo(Ay* — b — th +ub).
It follows from Theorem 4.1.1 of [13] that
Ay¥ —b—th = To(Ag—b+a)+Tp(A@Y* —g) — th +u* —a)
(3.6) = Ay —b+Tp(AW* —9) —th +u* —a)

with D = To(Ay — b) N {u}*. Since D is a polyhedral cone, it follows from Propo-
sition 4.1.4 of [13] that there exist [ orthogonal projectors Ey, Es, ..., E; such that

IIp(y) € {Ery, Eay, ..., By}, VyeR"™.
Therefore, we may further assume that there exists 1 < ¢ < [ such that for all & > 1,
Op(A(y* —9) =tz +u" —a) = Ei(A(y" —9) —t5 +u" — 1)
(3.7) = Hpange(s) (A(Y" —9) — t5 +u* —a).
Let L = Range(E;) and we obtain from (B:6) and [B.7) that
LND3 (AW —9)—t5) L (u*—a)eLtnpe.

Since A(y* — ) — t5 = s, Ad + o(s;) and L ND is a closed convex cone, we obtain
Ade LND.

In addition, by Assumption 22 we know that for t* sufficiently small, Dy* —t5 #
0 and we denote

o = Vq(Dy" —t§) and @ = Vq(Dy).
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It follows that
Va(Dy* —t5) = Va(Dy)

Vq(Dy + si.Dd) — Vq(Dy) + Vq(Dy"* — t5) — Vg(Dy + s Dd)
= 5k(Vq)'(Dy; Dd) + o(sk) + O(| Dy* — Dy — s Dd — t5]))
51(Vq)'(Dg; Dd) + o(sy).

Therefore, we have
0 = sk(Vq)(Dy; Dd) + o(s) — (v* —v)
= s1(Vq) (Dy; D) + o(sy) + D~ TAT (u* — ) — D=t}
= s1(Vq)'(Dy; Dd) + o(sy) + D~ TAT (u* — a).

Since L+ N D° is a polyhedral cone, we know from Theorem 19.3 of [33] that
D~TAT(L+ ND°) is still a polyhedral cone. There exists 7 € L+ N D° such that

(3.8) (Dd, (Vq)'(Dy; Dd)) = —(Dd, D-TATn) = —(Ad,n) = 0.
Note that
_ IDd|*  [(Dy)"(Dd))?

| Dyl |Dyl*

thus it is obvious that ([B:8) holds if and only if there exists A € R such that d = Ag.
Since

0= (Dd, (Vq)'(Dy; Dd))

0= (Ad.5) = (d, ATa) = ~(d, D) = ~(Dd.) = ~\(Di.) = 5 (D7 Di).
we have A = 0, which is a contradiction with ||d|| = 1.

We have already proven that there exists a neighborhood U of (7,4,7), the
equality (34 is valid for any solution (y(t), u(t), v(t)) of the perturbed KKT system
with (y(t),u(t),v(t)) € U.

Next we define the following two mappings

ATu+ DTy — 14

Oxrr(y,u,v,t) = u — Proxp« (Ay —b—ta +u) |,
v — Dy—ts
TDy—t3]]

Y (y,u,v,t) € R™ x R™ x R™ x R¥mtnz
O(u,v) = Okggr(y,u,v,0), V(u,v)eR" xR".
Then we have 0(u,v) = 0 if and only if (u,v) € M(¥). Since Proxy-(-) is piecewise
affine, 0(u,v) is a piecewise affine function and thus a polyhedral multifunction,
therefore the error bound condition holds. Besides, f(y) = ”—Z” is Lipschitz contin-
uous if y # 0. Hence, we can see that for any ¢ with its norm closely enough to zero

and any solution (y(t),u(t),v(t)) € U associated with the perturbed KKT system,
we have
dist((u(t), v(1)), M())
= O([[6(u(t), v@))I)
= OOk xr(y,ult)v(t),0) = Oxrr(y(t), ut),v(t), 1))
= O(lly(®) = gll) + OCI[D)-
Together with the estimation (B4, there exists a constant x > 0 such that

ly(2) = gl + dist((u(t), v(t)), M()) < &]Z]].

= —
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Therefore the desired result follows. O

3.3. An SsN method for solving the subproblem (B.2]). Note that it is essen-
tially important to solve the subproblem ([3.2]) of PALM with a desired accuracy. In
this subsection, we discuss how to apply the SsN method to obtain an approximate
solution of the corresponding subproblem efficiently. For simplicity, we omit the
superscript or subscript k. Given o > 0, § € R"™, 4 € R™,0 € R™, we can rewrite
the subproblem ([B2]) as the following form

(3.9) in, oY),
where
_ 1 12
oy) = o)+ 5 lly = ln,
oly) = Ly(y;a,0) =oces-15(Ay —b+ a—la) +oe,-1,(Dy + 0_117).

Since the function ¢ is strongly convex and smooth, finding the solution of problem
(B3 is equivalent to solving the following system of equations

Voly) = Vely)+o  H(y—5) =0,
where
Vo(y) = ATProxp- (o(Ay — b) + @) + DT Prox,,- (0 Dy + ).

Since the two mappings Prox,-1,(-) and Prox,-1,(-) are Lipschitz continuous if
gy =111, -]l or || - ||, the following multifunction

Po(y) = oATOProxen- (o(Ay — b) + @) A + 0 DT 9Proxye- (0 Dy + ) D
is well defined. It is known from [22] that
Pe(y)d = 0p(y)d, vd e R™

holds with 9%¢(y) being the Clarke generalized Jacobian of ¢ at y. We choose
U € OProxep+ (0(Ay—b)+1) and V € OProx,q« (0 Dy+1), then c ATU A+o DTV D+
o H € 0*¢(y) := 0%¢(y) + o' H.

Now we are ready to describe the SsN method and list the details as follows.

Algorithm 2 (SsN): Input 0 >0, § € R™, 0 € R",0 € R™, pe (0,1), 7€
(0,1),7 € (0,1], and § € (0,1). Choose y° € R™. Set j = 0 and iterate:
Step 1.: Let U’ € OProx,p-(0(Ay? —b) +a), VI € OProx,q- (0 Dy’ 4 9) and
H) =cATUIA +0oDTVID + o~'H. Solve the following linear system
HIAy = ~Vo(y')

by a direct method or the preconditioned conjugate gradient method to
obtain an approximate solution Ay’ satisfying the condition below

(3.10) 17 Ay? + Vo (y/)|| <y = min(7, [ Ve(y”) 7).
Step 2.: Set o; = ¢/, where m; is the first nonnegative integer m such that
Sy’ +0mAyT) < G(y7) + o™ (Vo (y?), Ay?).

Step 3.: Set ¢/t = y/ + a;Ay’. If a desired stopping criterion is satisfied,
terminate; otherwise set 7 = j + 1 and go to Step 1.
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We need to mention that the proximal mappings Prox,-15(-) and Prox,-14(-)
are strongly semismooth if ¢(-) = || - |1 or || - ||« due to Proposition 7.4.7 of [13].
So is the proximal mapping of || - || base on Theorem 4 of [30]. It follows easily that
the gradient function V¢ is strongly semismooth. This is crucial to guarantee the
second order convergence rate of the SsSN method. One may see e.g., [26] for more
details. We just give the result below without proof.

Theorem 3.5. Given o >0, j € R™, 4 € R™ and © € R™, the sequence {y’}
generated by the SsN method converges to the unique solution y of Vé(y) = 0 and
it holds that

Iyt = gll = O(lly” = 7"*7).

3.4. The computational details of 32@(-). In this subsection, we discuss how
to compute 32@(-). In the implementation of the SsN method, for a given o > 0,
we need to compute the generalized Jacobian matrices of the proximal mappings
Prox,p+ (u) and Proxqq« (v), respectively.

Each element ¥ of 0Prox,,-(u) is a diagonal matrix with

{1}, if u; > 0,
Yii € [0, 1] , ifu; =0,
{0}, otherwise.

As for the set OProx,q+(v), we discuss it for different ¢.
(1) g() =1+ [l org(-) = Il [l
As is known from Section [2] the function Prox,4« (v) is a metric projec-

tion function of a polyhedral convex set Cy = {v | Av —b < 0}. From
[19] 27], we know that for any v € R™

(3.11) I, — A% (A, A7) 4, € oProx,q (v)

with J := {j | Aju =b;} and (-)! being the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse.
For more details, if ¢(-) = ||-||1 and ¥ € 0Prox,4- (v), then ¥ is a diagonal
matrix with

{1}, if Jui| <1,
i € [O, 1], if |’Ul| =1,
{0},  otherwise.

If g(-) = || - |loo, then we can choose V' € OProx,¢«(v) such that
Vo In, if |lv|l1 <1,
| P,VP,, otherwise
with V = diag(s) — stTS € Olla(v) and s; = 1 if (IIa (Pyv)); # 0, otherwise
S; = 0.
(2) ¢C) =11
We have
{In. }, it ol <1,
T .
IProx,y (1) — L, — Wl 0<t< 1}, it ol =1,

Toidne — ﬁ’ns}v it ol > 1.
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3.5. DCGM. In this subsection, we discuss how to deal with the large scale O(n?)
constraints. Since the number of the rows is so large that it is impossible to generate
and store the entire matrix A. We apply DCGM to improve the efficiency of
the implementation. The basic fact for the primal problem is that most of the
constraints are not active at the solution point and therefore we can afford not to
include those inactive constraint rows. Instead of dealing with all the constraints,
the idea of DCGM is that we only consider a subset of the constraints and solve a
reduced problem at each iteration.
We present DCGM below. One can see [3] for more details.

Algorithm 3 (DCGM_PALM): Choose S as a subset of {1,2,...,ny} with at
least one element of bg is negative, where bg is the vector derived by b with rows
indexed by S. Iterate

Step 1.: Find an approximate solution y* of the following reduced problem

(3.12) min {h(Asy —bs) + q(Dy)}

yeER™

by applying Algorithm 1, where Ag denotes the matrix derived by A with
rows indexed by S.
Step 2.: Check the feasibility of the remaining constraints and denote

5 = {j’Ajy* —b; >0, j€ {1,2,...,n2}\s}.
Step 3.: If S’ = @, terminate; otherwise update the set S and go to Step 1.

Remark 3.6. In the above algorithm, we add the first min{|S], |S’|} biggest values
of violated constraints into the constraint set S. As mentioned in [3], we also take
the idea of dropping some of the elements of S, i.e., we drop those constraints
that are not active. In our implementation, we use the zero vector as the initial
iteration to generate an initial subset S. We remove the constraints corresponding
to the smallest 50% values of A;y* — b, if |S’| > |S| and |S| > n(n — 1)/4. Due
to the aforementioned strategy, the number of the elements in the constraint set S
increases during the iteration. Since the number of the total constraints is finite,
DCGM can be terminated in a finite number of iterations.

4. THEORETICAL RESULTS

Let (Z,@,v) be the solution of the KKT system (BI]). In this section, we intro-
duce some theoretical results on the SRCQ and the nondegeneracy condition of the
dual problem at (%, ), and the nonsingularity of 9%¢(%).

4.1. The nondegeneracy condition and the nonsingularity of 324,0(3]). In
this subsection, we give a result about the equivalence between the dual nonde-
generacy condition at (@, o) and the nonsingularity of 92¢(y). It is known that
the nondegeneracy condition of the dual problem (3] at (u,?) takes the following
form

(4.1) ATinTe, (@) + DT1inTe, (0) = R™.

We present the theorem below.
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Theorem 4.1. Let (g,u,v) be the solution of the KKT system. Then the nonde-
generacy condition ([{1)) of the dual problem at (@, v) holds if and only if 9*p(y) is
nonsingular.

Proof. The nondegeneracy condition (&I is equivalent to

{ATtinTe, (8) + DMlinTe, ()} = {0),

which is also equivalent to

{ATlinTcl (a)}L N {Dﬁh{@ (@)}L = {0}

Therefore, we have

Yw! € linTe, (@), w? € linTe, (v), d € R™, (d, ATw') =0, (d, DTw?) =0

= d=0,

which can be written equivalently as

Yw! €linTe, (@), w? € linTe, (v), d € R™, (Ad,w') =0, (Dd,w?) =0

= d=0.

According to the structure of ¢, we separate our proof into two parts.

(1) q() =1l -llvor () = [| - flo-

Let Jy = {j|u; >0}, Jo = {j| A;o = b;}, Ay, and A, are the matrices
derived from A and A, respectively. Since Aj—b € Oh* (), we have Ay, 7 —
by, = 0. Based on the structure of 7¢, (@) and T¢, (0), the nondegeneracy
condition ([@T]) is equivalent to

Apd=0, Dde span{;l;‘-r, je Jg} = d=0.
Furthermore, based on the Moreau identity we have
Prox,-1,(Dy+ 0~ '0) = Dj+ o~ 'o —,-1c,(Dy + 0~ '0).

By BII), we have I,, — A} [A;,A% ]TA;, € OProx,q-(0Djj 4 v). For any
U € OProx, - (0(Ay — b) + ), let d € R™ such that

d"ATUAd + d" D" (I,, — AT [A;, A% Y A;,)Dd = 0.
By the formulation of OProx,p«(c(Ay — b) + @), we have

Ay, d=0.

For any vector w € R™, it is known from the singular value decom-
position of Ay, and the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of Aj, A7 that

HRan(A§2)(w) = f_l?g [AJQAEZ];]TAsz and (I,,, —/_1:52 [AJ2AEZ];]TAJ2)U/ € Ran(A:JF2)J- =

Null(A,). There exist a unique w' € Ran(A%)) and w? € Null(4,,) such
that w = w' 4+ w? with (w',w?) = 0. Tt follows that (w,w?) = 0 is equiva-
lent tow € Ran(A:Jg). Then we have the conclusion that the nonsingularity

of 9%¢(j) is equivalent to
Ajd=0, DdeRan(AL) = d=0,
which is the same as that in (£2]). The desired result follows.
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(2) aC) =11
Firstly, we know that ||o]] < 1 due to v € dq(Dy). If ||9|| < 1, then the
nondegeneracy condition ([T is equivalent to
Apd=0, Dd=0 = d=0,
which is natural since D is nonsingular. Then the Hessian of ¢ at 7 is
oA’ Ay, + oD D, which is nonsingular.
If ||7]] = 1, the nondegeneracy condition (1) holds if and only if
(4.4) Ajd=0, Dd//v = d=0.

Note that Dy = Av, A > 0 due to the third equation of the KKT condition
BI) and Assumption Hence, for any ¢ € [0, 1],

— 1 (toDy + v)(Dy + o~ 10)T
Vo= flnl_ —
oDy + v|| oDy + v
1 tov T

— I, — ——— € OProxy¢-(c Dy + ).
loDy ol ™ ~ oDy + ol Xaq (00§ +9)

For any U € OProxop-(c(Aj — b) + @), we can write an element in 9%¢(j)
as

(4.5) 0ATTA + oDTVD = 0 ATTA + —

1Dy + o=t
Combining (£3), the matrix [@H) is nonsingular if and only if
Vtel0,1], Ajd=0, d"D"(I,, —tvv")Dd=0 = d=0,
which implies the result (Z4).

This completes the proof. 0

D" (1,,, — tvv") D.

Remark 4.2. One point we need to mention is that the nondegeneracy condition
(@I) holds naturally in the case ¢(-) = || - || under Assumption It is obvious
that |9 = 1 and v = Hg—gll due to the condition Dy € dq¢*(v). From the above
proof, we know that the nodegeneracy condition ([I1]) is equivalent to
Ay d=0, Dd//v = d=0.
Therefore, if the left-hand side of the above condition holds, there exists v € R
such that d = vy and 0 = (Ad, u) = v(Ay, u). Since
o T T _ Dy _
(43,0) = {5, 4a) = (5. D70) =~ ( D 72 ) = ~I1Dgl 20,
we obtain v = 0 and the Hessian of ¢ at ¢ is nonsingular under Assumption [2.2] if

q¢) =11

4.2. The equivalence between the SRCQ and the nondegeneracy condi-

tion when ¢(-) = |||l or ¢(-) = || |lcc- As is known from the previous subsection,
we should give a good description about the dual nondegeneracy condition when
q(-) =111 or g(-) = || *||]oo- In this subsection, we consider the equivalence between

the SRCQ of the dual problem (L3)), which has the following form
(4.6) AT{d ] h*(a, d) = (A — b, d>} + DT{d ¢ (5, d) = (Dy, d>} = R™,

and the nondegeneracy condition (1)) in the case of ¢(-) = || - ||1 or || - ||cc. We first
present some basic results for further use.



20 P.P. TANG, B. JIANG, AND C.J. WANG

Proposition 4.3. For h(:) = dc(+), q(-) = - |l1 or ¢(*) = || * [0, we have
(4.7) {d ’ w4 (a,d) = (Ag — b, d>}° - {d ’ Ay —b,d) = (a, d>},
(4.8) { ¢ (@,d) = <Dg,d>}° - {d}qi(Dg,d) - <5,d>}.

Proof. We only need to prove (L8], since the validity of [@7]) follows easily. For
q(-) =111 or ¢(*) = || - ||ocs We have

{

aH(o,d) = (Dg,d) } = T, (v) N {Dy}*
and

¢(0,d) = (Dg.d)} = Te,(0)° +{Dg} = New(o) + {Dih,

{

which shows that for any d € { ¢Ho,d) = <Dg,d>} , there exist @ € R and
A >0 for i € Z(v) such that d = . NAT +aDy.

Since Dy € N¢, (v), there ex1st;€;l( )> 0 for i € Z(v) such that Dy = . Z, B AT.
From e
d €5, (D) < de argmax{(Dzj, ~ 8, (= }
& de argmax{(Dy, ‘ Az —b < }
we obtain

905, (Dy) = argmax{(Dg, z) ‘ Az —b< O}

0, ifieZ(®)Nn{j|p; >0}, }
0, ifi¢Z(v),orieZ(®)N{j|pB;=0}

an =1

Therefore, it follows that

—

(5*02)£(D§, d) = sgp {(d, 2) ’ z € 065, (DY)

(4.10)
0, i€Z(v)n{j|B; >0} }
0

— <‘%z7 > éi:
_SUP{<d’Z> ‘ (AT, 2) —=b; <0, i¢Z(v),0orieZ(m)N{j|pB; =0}

By the KKT condition of the optimization problem @I0), there exists a ﬁ with
BieRifieZI® N{j | B; > 0}, Bi>0ifi¢I(v)oriecI(®)N{j | B; = 0} such
that d = ATB. Then we can obtain

4 57 — * + 57 — <§76>7 1fd:AT§,
i (Ogd) = 2 )= { PGP
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Therefore,

{d’qi(Dg,d):@,co} - {d}
|

d igii)i = i:@(:‘i?,ﬁ), d= ATE}
i=1 i=1

- {d anm: S Bibi+ Y BilAT D), d:ATE}
i=1

i€Z(0) i#Z(0)

dld= > 31-21?}

1€Z(0)

- {d|d=3Dg+ Y BAT
i€Z(v)

= span(Dy) + Ne, (v),

where 51 >0 fori € Z(v), y = min {i}, and the fifth equality of the above

i€Z(D) Bi
" B {i\ﬁi>fl} _
formula is because Y. Bi((AT,v) —b;) = 0 implies 8; = 0 (i ¢ Z(v)). Then we
i¢Z(v)

obtain

(411) {d| ¢ (Dy.d) = (0,d)} = New®) +{Dg} = {d | - (Dg,d) = (o,d) }.
This completes the proof. 0
Theorem 4.4. For h(-) = dc(-), ¢(-) = |- |1 or ¢(-) = || - ||, the SRCQ (Z-0) of

the dual problem holds if and only if the critical cone of the primal problem (L2
C(7) = {d } h* (Ag — b, Ad) + ¢* (D, Dd) = o}
contains only the zero element.

Proof. Computing the polar cone of both sides of (L), we obtain that
(a7{a| n*(@.d) = (a5 b, } + DT{d | ¢*(5,d) = (D, d>})° — {0}.
Since
(a7{a ] h*H(a.d) = (45— b.d) } + D" {d|q""(5,d) = (Dy, d>})°

= (ar{a|nt@d) = (a5 - b,d)})o n(p™{d|q"@.d) = (Dg,d)})o

and
Vd e (AT{d‘h*j(a,d):<Ag-b,d>})° o Ade {d’h*f(ﬁ,d):(Ag—b,d}}

0(0.d) = (Dp. D)}

[e]
3

vde (D7{d|q(@.d) = <Dg,d>})o & Ddeld
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it follows from Proposition [43] that (6] is equivalent to
{a ‘ B (Ag — b, Ad) = (1, Ad)} 0 {d ‘ ¢~(Dg, Dd) = (v, Dd) } = {0}.

By the KKT condition [B1]) and the property of the directional derivative (since h
and ¢ are Lipschitz continuous), we have

{d‘ h* (Ag — b, Ad) + ¢* (D, Dd) = o}

(4.12) - {d’hf(Agj—b,Ad) = (a, Ad), ¢*(Dg, Dd) = (1‘;,Dd>}.

The desired result follows. g
Proposition 4.5. Suppose Assumption[Z2 holds. For h(-) = 6c(+), q(-) = || - |
or q(-) =+ ||lco, let (7,u,D) be a solution of the KKT system. Then

i€ ri(Oh(Aj —b)) < Ay —be ri(Ng, (@),
v € ri(0q(Dy)) < Dy e ri(Ne,(0)).
Proof. We only give a proof for the second equivalence and the first one can be

proved similarly. Since Dy € Ng, (), there exists §; > 0 for i € Z(v) such that
Dy = Y. B;AT by Proposition 23] Assumption 2 implies that Z(v) # 0. Due

i€Z(v)
to ([@9) we have that
ri(9q(Dy))
o (AT 2) —b; =0, ifieZ(®)N{j|B; >0},
=H\ | (AT, —Bi <0, ifidZ(o),0rieT®)N{)] B =0
_ [ | @Afs) —bi=0, ifieZ(0)n{j|B >0},
(AT 2) —b; <0, ifi¢Z(v),oricZ(v)N{j|B; =0} [’

which implies that v € ri(9g(Dy)) is equivalent to Z(v)N{j | 8; = 0} = 0. Therefore,
the desired result follows from the fact that Dy € ri(Nc, (v)) is equivalent to Dy =

> BiAT with 8; > 0 for all i € Z(v). O
i€Z(v)

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that Assumption[Z2 is valid. For h(-) = dc(+), q(-) =
[I-1li orq(-) = || - lloo, the SRCQ (4-0)) is the same as the nondegeneracy condition

(41) for the dual problem (L3).

Proof. If the SRCQ (£8) holds, we have Ay — b € ri(N¢, (@) and Dy € ri(Ne, (9))
due to Theorem 4] Proposition 2.1] and Proposition Based on Proposition
4.73 of [4], we obtain

lin(Tcl (’U,)) = Tcl (ﬂ’) N {Ag - b}J—7
lin(Tcz (/D)) = TCQ (’D) N {Dg}Lv
and complete the proof. O

Proposition 4.7. For h(:) = dc (), q(-) = || - |lL or q(-) = || - ||lec, the critical cone
C(y) = {0} if and only if the solution y of the primal problem ([L2) is unique.

Proof. We first prove that the critical cone C(y) = {0} implies the solution of the
primal problem is unique by contradiction. Let i and ' be two different solutions
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of the primal problem (L2]), and u/,v" are the dual solutions corresponding to y’.
Then by the KKT condition (B3I), we have

ATa+ DTo =0, u € Oh(Ay —b), v € dq(Dy),
ATv + DT =0, o' € Oh(Ay —b), v' € dq(Dy').
Let dy =1 — 9, du = v — @ and dv = v’ — ¥, we have
(4.13) AT du + DT dv = 0.
Since

u = Hcl(Aﬂ—b+ﬂ), v :ch(Dg+1_))a
u' = Hcl(Ay/ - b+u/)7 v = HC2(Dy/ —I—’U/),

by Theorem 4.1.1 of [13], it follows that

(4140w =117, (@)nag-py+ (Ady + du), dv =17, (@)n(pgy+ (Ddy + dv),

which is equivalent to

(4.15)  Ady = lng, (a)+{ag—b} (Ady + du), Ddy =z, (w)+{pg}(Ddy + dv).
Combing (£14), (AEI13), @II) and [@I2), we obtain that dy € C(y) and therefore

dy = 0, which is a contradiction.

Conversely, assume the solution of the primal problem ([2]) is unique. Let §
be this unique solution. Suppose that there exists a vector dy € C(y) but dy # 0.
Therefore, we obtain

Ady € {d | n*(A — b,d) = (@,d) } = No, (@) + {Ag - b},
Ddy € {d | ¢*(Dy.d) = (3,d) } = Noy (@) + {Dy}.
Furthermore, due to the fact that IIg(z) = 0 if E is a cone and z € E°, we have
e, (A(y +dy) —b+u) = e (Ay —b+u) + 7. @)nag-ey- (Ady) = 4,
He,(D(y +dy) +v) = e, (Dy+0) + 7, o)n(pgy+ (Ddy) = v,
which implies that
A(y +dy) —be oh*(u), D(y+dy) € dq*(v),

and (g + dy, @, v) is also a solution of the KKT system. This is a contradiction of
the uniqueness of the primal solution. The desired result follows. O

Now we conclude the following result.

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that Assumption[Z2 is valid. For h(-) = 0c(+), q¢(-) = |||
or q(-) = || - |loc, the nondegeneracy condition (4.1) of the dual problem holds if and

only if that the solution of the primal problem ([L2) is unique.

5. THE COMPUTATIONAL ISSUES OF DCGM_PALM

In this section, we discuss some important computational issues related to our
algorithm.
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(1) One of the difficulties we need to conquer is how to deal with the storage
problem of the constraint matrix and the dual variable. Due to the special
structure of the constraint matrix A, we only need to know the column index
triple of the three nonzeros for each row. For a given row index, we can
find the column index triple of the corresponding nonzeros and the column
index whose coefficient takes —1, while others take 1. We do not need to
store the constraint matrix A at all. As the number of active constraints
is much less than ns and most elements of the dual variable are zeros due
to the complementary condition, the memory requirement is acceptable for
sparse restoration. As for large sparse graphs, we also store the vectors b
and trivec(TV) in a sparse way.

(2) Before the iteration of DCGM_PALM, it is important to choose an initial
violated constraints set which is as small as possible but covers the true
active constraints with high probability. Let X be a feasible solution of
the original problem (). Given indices 1 < i < j < k < n, it is easy to
know that x;; > 0 and there is only one violated constraint related to the
triple (z;j, Tk, z;) if it exits. Fortunately, y = 0 is a natural guess solution
and we can find an initial violated constraint set including the constraints
whose corresponding components of b are less than 0.

(3) At the k-th iteration, we apply PALM to solve the reduced optimization
problem with n; variables and |S*| constraints, which is still a huge problem
when n is large. Let I* be the set of the indices of variables involved in the
constraints and y* be the approximate optimal solution of the subproblem
BI2). Since each constraint involves only three variables, for the variables
which are not involved in the constraints we set y}%c = 0. The corresponding
subproblem ([BI2]) can be replaced by solving the following problem

Yy A~ argmin {h(ASk,Ikka —bsr) +p(Dy1k)},
Yk eRrI*

which can reduce the computational cost rapidly for each subproblem (B.12])
if [I%] << ny.

(4) Another point we need to mention is the computational cost of checking
feasibility. In the implementation, we divide the constraints into different
groups and check the feasibility in parallel.

(5) Due to Remark B3] and the results in Section [ we set Hy = 1021 for the
¢, and /5, norm based problems and Hj, = 10767 for the ¢, norm based
problem in the numerical implementation.

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we implement some numerical experiments to demonstrate the
efficiency of our DCGM_PALM for the ¢, norm based metric nearness problems.
All of the numerical experiments are implemented on a Windows workstation (two
16-core, Intel Xeon E5-2667 @3.20GHz CPU, 64GB RAM). In the implementation,
all of these algorithms are written in C++ except the PROJECT AND FORGET
algorithnﬂ which is originally written in Julia.

Thttps://www.dropbox.com/sh/lg5nnhi4je21h89/A ABUUW7k5z31X TSm8x1hhN1Da?dl=0
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At each iteration of DCGM_PALM, we adopt the following relative KKT residual

|AZus + v [Asy —bs — L1/ (Asy — bs + us)||
- m 9 9
. L+ o] T+ [[Asy = bs]
| Dy — Prox,(Dy +v)|| }
1+ Dyl
and the relative gap
R, - |[pobj — dobj|

1+ |dobj|

to measure the accuracy of PALM. It is terminated if the desired relative KKT
residual ngre < tol := 10~* and the relative gap R, < tol, or the number of
the iterations of PALM reaches the maximum of 1000. For the consistency of
the stopping criteria of these algorithms, we also adopt the constraint feasibility
max{Agy — bs} < 1072 as the stopping criterion for PALM. The outer iteration
of DCGM_PALM is stopped if the the constraint feasibility of all the constraints
ns = max{Ay — b} < 1072 and the relative KKT residual of the problem with the
whole constraints is less than tol.

As for the Gurobi package, we also apply the same DCGM for the triangle in-
equalities constraints as that used in our algorithm to improve the efficiency of
Gurobi (DCGM_Gurobi), while the constraints related to the reformulations of
the /1 or o, norm are always in the constraint set. We use the barrier algo-
rithm (without presolve and crossover) with the tolerances BarConvTol < tol and
FeasibilityTol < 1072 to solve each subproblem. The same stopping criterion as
that of DCGM_PALM is adopted for the outer iteration of DCGM.

For consistency, we make a minor modification of the stopping criterion in [43]
and adopt

max { Ry, n;} < 1072

as the stopping criterion for Dykstra’s projection method. As the original coddl
for Dykstra’s projection method is for the /1 norm based problem, we rewrite it in
C++ for the ¢1, {5, ¢+ norms based problems and the same parallelization technol-
ogy mentioned in [39] is applied to improve the efficiency of Dykstra’s projection
method. The parameters for the PROJECT AND FORGET algorithm are set as
default.

In our experiments, we make the comparisons on some graphs with dissimilarity
matrices derived from real-world networks which are from the SuiteSparse Matrix
Collection [7] and the SNAP repository [25]. Before experiments, the edge weights
are removed such that the networks are undirected. Then we find the largest
connected component for further use. We follow the same approach in [43] to
obtain the dissimilarity matrix X and the corresponding weight matrix W with
each element being nonzero.

In the following subsections, we report the name of data (Graph), the parameters
(n,n.) for the numbers of vertices and edges, the relative KKT residual ngy: (for
DCGM_PALM), the relative gap R4 and the constraint feasibility 7 for the problem
with the whole constraints, the primal objective value (pobj), the iteration number
(iter) and the computing time (time) in the format of hours:minutes:seconds.

2https://github.com /nveldt /ParallelDykstras
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TABLE 1. The performances of PALM, DCGM_PALM, Gurobi,
DCGM_Gurobi for the metric nearness problem.

Graph PALM [ DCGM_PALM ] Gurobi [ DCGM_Gurobi

(n, ne) time pobj [ time(iter) pobj [ time pobj [ time(iter) pobj
{1 norm based problems

jazz .04: ; .00: 07 ) 01411 )
196, 2742) 0:04:48  2.46e+02 | 0:00:18(2) 2.46e+02 | 0:07:44 2.46e+02 | 0:01:13(2)  2.46e+02
(55231132)14) 0:09:48  7.88e+02 | 0:01:40(4) 7.88e+02 | 0:14:45  7.87e+02 0:06:02(4) 7.88e4-02
fgg"faz“f;‘s‘;“‘al 0:16:43  7.14e402 | 0:01:47(3) 7.14e+02 | 0:54:33  7.14e402 | 0:22:37(3)  7.14e+02
532‘31291726) 0:22:59  7.32e+02 | 0:01:05(3) 7.32e+02 | 0:43:34  7.32e+02 0:11:54(3) 7.32e402
Lo norm based problems

jazz .04: -00: .08: .38:

(198, 2742) 0:04:35 1.19e401 | 0:00:20(4) 1.19e4+01 | 1:08:25 1.17e+401 8:38:29(4) 1.19e+01
SmallW

(233,994) 0:07:48  1.74e+01 | 0:00:48(5) 1.74e+01 out of memory out of memory
fggefz"f;;)“ral 0:15:37  1.73e+01 | 0:00:42(2)  1.73e+01 out of memory 17:39:14(2)  1.73e+01
USAir97

(332, 2126) 0:22:09  1.80e401 | 0:00:33(2)  1.80e+01 out of memory out of memory

{~ norm based problems

jazz A ~ .00- - 05- - :39: -
(198, 2742) 0:04:24 7.49e-02 0:00:26(4) 7.49e-02 0:05:30 7.45e-02 0:32:21(10) 7.50e-02
SmallW

(233, 994) 0:07:13 8.31e-02 0:00:38(5) 8.32e-02 0:08:41 8.29e-02 0:14:42(5) 8.31e-02
celegansneural . 0. o .

(207, 2148) 0:15:36 7.60e-02 0:01:01(4) 7.60e-02 0:23:43  7.57e-02 3:17:53(17) 7.60e-02
USAir97

(332, 2126) 0:21:50 8.31e-02 0:00:51(5) 8.32e-02 0:39:49  8.30e-02 3:02:28(11) 8.31e-02

We first test the efficiency of DCGM. The performances of PALM,
DCGM_PALM, Gurobi, and DCGM_Gurobi are listed in Table [l All of the ex-
periments in Table [I] achieve the specified accuracy requirements unless being out
of memory. From the comparison, for the ¢; norm based problem, we see that
the DCGM based algorithms are more efficient and we will only adopt the DCGM
based algorithms for comparisons in the following numerical experiments. For the
{5 norm based problem, both Gurobi and DCGM_Gurobi run out of memory when
n > 300. Therefore we only compare DCGM_PALM with Dykstra’s projection
method in the numerical experiments of the ¢35 norm based metric nearness prob-
lem. For the ¢, norm based problem, the computing time of DCGM_PALM is
much less than that of PALM and we will only implement DCGM_PALM in the
numerical experiments. Although Gurobi runs better than DCGM_Gurobi, we still
adopt DCGM_Gurobi for comparison due to the fact that the memory requirement
of Gurobi grows quickly with the increasing of n.

6.1. Numerical experiments for the /; norm based metric nearness prob-
lem. In this section, we perform some numerical experiments of Dykstra’s pro-
jection method, Gurobi and our proposed algorithm for the ¢; norm based metric
nearness problem. It is known from [43] that the linear programming relaxation for
correlation clustering is equivalent to the ¢; norm based metric nearness problem.

6.1.1. Solving the £1 norm based metric nearness problem (L.3) by linear program-
ming. The ¢; norm based metric nearness problem is a polyhedral problem and
can be rewritten as a linear programming problem. By introducing some slack
variables, we can reformulate problem (2] to the following form.

(6.1) min {(c,z> ‘ Az gg},

zER?"1
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where z = [y; 9], ¢ = [Op,; trivec(W)], 05, denotes an ni-dimensional zero column
vector and

B A0 T
A= I, —I,, |, b= 0y,
_Inl _Inl Onl

The KKT condition of problem (G1]) takes the following form
ATy +c= 0, ue NR277.1+77.2 (gz — N).

As we know, there exist many optimization software packages, e.g., Gurobi,
which is an ideal solver to deal with the above linear programming problem. Hence,
we use the Gurobi package for comparison.

6.1.2. Dykstra’s projection method. Dykstra’s projection methods cannot be ap-
plied directly to solve linear programming problems and we need to add an ap-
propriate regularization term to the objective function of the linear programming
problem (G.1]). Consider the following quadric programming problem

. 1 ;= |~ -~
. — <
(6.2) Z£%1{<c,z>+272 Dz ‘Az_b},

where v > 0, D = diag([trivec(W); trivec(W)]). The dual problem of (6.32) is
min {l(gTu +0)"D Y (AT u + ¢) + (b, u}}

weRM 2 2
and the corresponding KKT system takes the following form
1~ - SO - -
—Dz+ATu4c=0, Az—b<0, u>0, (u, Az —b) = 0.
v

As proved in [29], there exists 7o > 0 such that for all v > ~¢ the optimal solution
of the quadratic programming problem ([6.2)) is the minimum ¢ norm solution
of the original linear programming problem (6.1 when D = Iop,. The function
[(2) = d2m (Az—b)+ (c, z) is polyhedral. For a convex closed polyhedral function
f, its subdifferential has an interesting property called the staircase property (see
e.g., Section 6 of [I1]), i.e, there exists 6 > 0 such that

tedf(z), It <0 = 0e0f(2).

Let Z be an optimal solution of problem (G.2)), then we have %ﬁé € 0f(z). Tt is
known that both solution sets of (G.I]) and (G.2]) are bounded. Therefore for a general
weight matrix, there also exists y1 > 0 such that for all v > ~; the solution of the
quadratic programming problem (6.2)) is also a solution of the original problem.

Due to the difficulty of determining the parameter v; exactly and the unknown
dual variables u and v such that the KKT residual of the original problem is un-
determined, we set v = 1, which is the same as that in [43], in the numerical
experiments.



TABLE 2. The performances of DCGM_PALM, DCGM_Gurobi, Dykstra’s projection method and
PROJECT AND FORGET for the ¢; norm based metric nearness problem.

Graph DCGM_PALM DCGM_Gurobi Dykstra’s projection method PROJECT AND FORGET
(nyne) Nkkt Ry 1§ pobj time(iter) Nkt Ry 1§ pobj time(iter) Ry s pobj time(iter) pobj time(iter)
Ejiﬁcg sy | 63005 27406 43503 288403 01235(4) out of memory 7.23¢-05 0.80e03 3.07e+03  L:13:15(270) | 4.04403  1:28:23(99)
fjg‘g Grog | D005 LTAOT 23803 200eh03  0:03N(G) | 25707 5505 11204 2010403 00516(1) | 462005 86203 2150103 L03(IN0) | 259403 0:39:30(26)
Eggaespgéoe) 8.80e-05 2.44e-06 9.24e-03 T7.05e+03  1:12:05(4) out of memory 6.05e-05 9.26e-03 7.39e+03  14:25:46(310) out of memory
Eﬁ{ze(iplhnew) 6.51e-05 2.10e-06 5.60e-03 1.39e+04  7:21:37(6) out of memory 8.10e-05 9.80e-03 1.30e+04  34:26:56(320) out of memory
caAstroPh -

(17903,196972) 3.40e-05 3.24e-06 8.31e-03  2.93e+04  19:56:56(4) out of memory 8.08e-05 8.44e-03  3.11e+04  180:15:39(370) out of memory

TABLE 3. The performances of DCGM_PALM and Dykstra’s projection
method for the /5 norm based metric nearness problem.

raph _ ykstra’s projection metho

Graph DCGM_PALM Dykstra’ Jocti hod

(n,ne) Nkt Ry ny pobj time(iter) Ry ny pobj time(iter)
EZ%;QfM%) 9.49¢-05  1.04¢-06  2.95¢-03  3.65e+01  0:02:40(2) | 1.99e-04  9.78¢-03  3.65e+01  0:14:43(60)
‘(’:gflr%%) 5.58¢-05  6.99¢-07  7.70e-03  2.92e+01  0:01:24(2) | 5.99e-04  5.64e-03  2.92e+01  0:16:46(40)
caHepTh

(8638, 24806) 8.30e-05 1.04e-06  2.85e-03  5.68e+01  0:11:09(2) | 5.72e-05  9.60e-03  5.68e+01  2:48:32(60)
caHepPh

(11204.117610) | 6:83¢-05  3.73¢-06  2.20-03  8.350+01  0:48:02(3) | 6.94e-04 6.900-03 8.35e+01  8:12:45(70)
ET$953§0£32972) 8.34e-05  5.62e-07  4.91e-03  1.20e+02  2:00:26(3) | 5.66e-05 8.92e-03  1.20e+02  66:43:53(120)

8¢
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6.1.3. Numerical results for the {1 norm based metric nearness problem. In this
subsection, we make the comparisons of DCGM_PALM, DCGM_Gurobi, Dykstra’s
projection method and PROJECT AND FORGET. It can be shown from Table
that although DCGM_PALM and Dykstra’s projection method can obtain the de-
sired results with the corresponding stopping criteria, The objective value obtained
by DCGM_PALM is less than that obtained by Dykstra’s projection method for al-
most all the data sets. The basic reason lies in the extra proximal term. Although
the cost of checking feasibility of the whole constraints is O(n?), the number of
the constraint generation iterations of DCGM_PALM is much less than that of
Dykstra’s projection method.

Furthermore, we can solve each subproblem of DCGM_PALM efficiently due to
the structure of the problem. Since there are only 3 nonzero elements in each row
of the constraint matrix, the number of the variables involved in the constraint set
S is less than ny in each subproblem. We take the data set caHepPh as an exam-
ple. The sizes of the constraint sets of the subproblems are 18877829, 37755658,
56648464, 84998076, 169656800 and 171628352, respectively. While the numbers
of the variables involved in the corresponding subproblems are 3304117, 3600822,
4105644, 4896376, 6164352 and 6208620, respectively, which are much less than
n1 = 62759206.

In Table[2l we can see that DCGM_Gurobi can only solve the second data prob-
lem, while PROJECT AND FORGET can only solve the first two data problems.
For other data problems, both solvers run out of memory. Although Dykstra’s pro-
jection method can solve all the data problems, its computing time is much more
than that of DCGM_PALM.

We also test some graphs with the number of nodes larger than 2 x 10* and
the number of the constraints up to 10'® . The number of the total constraints
(no_cons), the largest size of the constraint set (active_cons) of DCGM_PALM, the
computing time of DCGM and checking feasibility of the constraints (DCGM+FEAS),
the computing time of solving the subproblems (PALM) are also listed in Table [4
The graphs are sparse and the size of the constraint set in DCGM is much less than
ns. Due to the sparse restoration, the maximum memory requirement for the ¢,
norm based problems related to these data sets is less than 45G.

TABLE 4. The performances of DCGM_PALM for the ¢
norm based metric nearness problem of large data sets.

Graph

(n,me)
CA-CondMat
(21363,91342)
p2p-Gnutella25
(22663,54693)
p2p-Gnutella30
(36646,88303)

no-cons  active_cons iter Nkt Ry nf pobj time(DCGM+FEAS | PALM)

4.9e+12 21303932 5 3.21e-05  3.78e-06  9.19e-03  2.48e+04 14:28:09(3:02:52 | 11:25:17)

5.8e412 8140970 4 1.06e-05 9.74e-07  2.48e-03  1.98e+04 6:08:29(3:02:36 | 3:05:53)

2.5e+13 13198004 4 5.62e-05 6.36e-07 7.93e-03  3.15e404 22:19:22(12:59:35 | 9:19:47)

6.2. Numerical experiments for the /5 norm based metric nearness prob-
lem. In this section, we perform some numerical experiments for the £5 norm based
metric nearness problem. Since Dykstra’s projection method and the Gurobi pack-
age can only be applied to solve the quadratic programming problem, we reformu-
late the /5 norm based metric nearness problem equivalently to the problem with the
objective function being the square of the f3 norm. We have tested DCGM_PALM
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TABLE 5. The performances of DCGM_PALM for the /5
norm based metric nearness problem of large data sets.

Graph

(nyne) no-cons  active_cons iter Nkt Ry nf pobj time(DCGM+FEAS | PALM)
8%2;’313\2“) 49e+12 185711148 3 T.44e-05  3.58e-07 3.33¢-03  1.08e+02 2:31:08(2:06:13 | 0:24:55)
522565311;228;)20 58112 7736507 2 9.45005 1.31e-06  4.69c-03 9.4de0l 2:15:20(1:54:12 | 0:21:17)
p2p-Gnutellasd o 1o ogorgil 2 072005 516007 7.93e:03 1196402 8:32:33(7:56:50 | 0:35:43)

(36646,88303)

on several data sets. The computing time of DCGM_PALM for the original problem
is less than that for the squared ¢ norm problem. The reason may lie in that the
minimal value of the weight matrix is very small, which may lead to ill-conditioning
of the inner subproblem. Therefore, we only implement the numerical experiments
of DCGM_PALM for the original problem in the following implementation. The
corresponding objective values of the original problem are listed in Tables [3] and

As for the Gurobi package, we also apply DCGM and adopt the same stop-
ping criterion as that of DCGM_PALM. As shown in Table Il both Gurobi and
DCGM_Gurobi run out of memory for the data sets with n > 200. We only com-
pare our DCGM_PALM with Dykstra’s projection method for the ¢5 norm based
metric nearness problem.

Both of the algorithms can solve the o norm based metric nearness problem
with the given corresponding stopping criterion, however, the results in Table Bl
demonstrate that our DCGM_PALM is much more efficient. The number of iter-
ations for DCGM is small (less than 5), which means we only need to take a few
iterations with each iteration O(n?) cost to check the feasibility of the constraints.

The performance results of DCGM_PALM for the /5 norm based metric nearness
problem with other large data sets are listed in Table The computing time of
solving the subproblems is much less than that of the delayed constraint generation
and checking feasibility of constraints reveals that PALM can solve each subproblem
efficiently. The high efficiency is due to DCGM and the SsN based PALM. We take
the data set p2p-Gnutella30 as an example. The numbers of the constraints for the
two subproblems are 12347944 and 12427811, respectively, while the total number
of the constraints is 24604479499740. The numbers of the variables involved in
the corresponding subproblems are 11169993 and 11186321, respectively, while the
total number of the variables is 671446335. The maximum memory requirement is
less than 30G.

6.3. Numerical experiments for the /., norm based metric nearness prob-
lem. In this section, we perform some numerical experiments of Dykstra’s projec-
tion method, DCGM_Gurobi and our proposed algorithm for the /., norm based
metric nearness problem.

We first reformulate the /., norm based metric nearness problem as a linear
programming problem. By introducing some slack variables, we can write out the
problem ([2)) as the following form.

(6.3) min {(E, z) ‘ Az Sg} ,

zeR™M1HL

where ¢ = [0,,;1] and
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TABLE 6. The performances of Dykstra’s projection method for
the o, norm based metric nearness problem with different ~.

Graph Gurobi_obj obj ratio iter time

1 7.00e-01 849.74% 55  0:00:09
Harvard500 10 5.77e-01 700.62% 115  0:00:19
n = 500 8.23e-02 100 3.97e-01 482.19% 1555 0:04:17
ne = 2043 200 3.20e-01 388.40% 3175 0:08:10

500 2.60e-01 316.23% 10560 0:25:39
1 3.02e-01 364.62% 40  0:00:43

email 10 2.59e-01 312.34% 165  0:02:54
n = 1133 8.29e-02 100 2.02e-01 244.12% 1460 0:25:37
ne = 5451 200 1.81e-01 217.06% 3320 0:58:23

500 1.48e-01 178.80% 10330 2:55:34

R A0, [
A=| Ly, 1, |, b=|04 |,
—I,, -1, 0,,

where 1,,, is an n;-dimensional column vector with all elements being ones. When
we apply Dykstra’s projection method to solve problem (G3]), we need to approxi-
mate problem (G3]) by the following quadratic programming problem

1 o~ -
6.4 i G2 )+ —2"'Dz | Az <D},
64 i, @) gD | 32 <7

where D = diag([trivec(W); 1]).

In order to set an appropriate parameter v such that the solution of the quadratic
programming problem (64)) is close enough to the original problem (6.3]), we test
several different parameters « for some small scale data sets. In Table[] in addition
to some indices introduced previously, we also list the objective value (Gurobi_obj),
which is obtained by the Gurobi package with no constraint generation strategy,
the value of the parameter v (), and the ratio of the objective value obtained
by Dykstra’s projection method and that obtained by Gurobi (ratio). We can see
that the parameter v should be relatively larger (be greater than 500) such that the
original objective value obtained by Dykstra’s projection method is relatively closer
to the true objective value. However the number of the iterations grows rapidly as
v increases and so does the computing time. For the trade-off, we set v = 500 in
the following comparison.

We present the performance results of DCGM_PALM, DCGM_Gurobi and Dyk-
stra’s projection method for the /., norm based metric nearness problem in Table
[ As is seen from Table [6] for Dykstra’s projection method, the number of the
iterations is very large and it takes a lot of time. Hence in Table [l We only
list the computing time of one iteration (time_per_iter) and the estimated time
(estimated_time) for Dykstra’s projection method. We assume that the number of
the iterations for Dykstra’s projection method is 10%, though the actual number
may be larger than 10*. We observe from Table [7] that DCGM_Gurobi cannot
obtain the desired results for these data sets when n > 4000 due to the mem-
ory limitation. The computing time of Dykstra’s projection method grows rapidly
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with the increasing of n and it becomes unacceptable when n is greater than 10%.
DCGM_PALM can obtain the desired approximate solution with the given accu-
racy for these data sets and the computing time is much less than that of Dykstra’s
projection method.

In Table Bl we only present the performance results of DCGM_PALM for the
{~ norm based metric nearness problem of large data sets. The results in this
table demonstrates that our DCGM_PALM can solve the /5, norm based metric
nearness problem with n up to 3 x 10* and the number of the constraints up to
10'3. Since the size of the constraint set is much less than the total number of
the constraints and the number of the variables involved in the constraint set is
much less than the total number of the variables, the SsN based PALM solves the
corresponding subproblems efficiently and the total time cost of DCGM_PALM is
satisfactory. Take the data set p2p-Gnutella30 as an example. The numbers of the
constraints for these subproblems are 12347944, 24695888, 49391776, 98783552,
104703160 and 104860475, respectively, while the total number of the constraints
is 24604479499740. The numbers of the variables involved in the corresponding
subproblems are 11169993, 15163073, 18173253, 23562258, 24825734 and 24829265,
respectively, while the total number of the variables is 671446335. The maximum
memory requirement is less than 45G.

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have introduced an efficient DCGM_PALM to solve the ¢,
(p = 1,2,00) norm based metric nearness problem. An efficient SsN based PALM
is applied to solve each subproblem of DCGM. We take full advantage of the special
structure of the corresponding problem and overcome the storage difficulty such
that we can solve the metric nearness problem with n up to 3 x 10%, especially for
sparse graphs. DCGM_PALM can solve the £, (p = 1,2,00) norm based metric
nearness problem efficiently and the memory requirement is acceptable. Numerical
experiments on several real graph demonstrate the efficiency of our algorithm. As
far as we know, it is the first time that numerical implementations on the /., norm
based metric nearness problem can be conducted with n greater than 10°.

In theory, we have established the primal-dual error bound condition for PALM.
We have also established the equivalence between the dual nondegeneracy condition
and nonsingularity of the generalized Jacobian for the inner subproblem of PALM.
Furthermore, when ¢(-) = || - |1 or || - ||, we have established the equivalence
between the SRCQ and the nondegeneracy condition, and the equivalence between
the dual nondegeneracy condition and the uniqueness of the primal solution.
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TABLE 7. The performances of DCGM_PALM, DCGM_Gurobi and Dyk-
stra’s projection method for the ¢,, norm based metric nearness problem.

Graph DCGM_PALM DCGM_Gurobi Dykstra’s projection method
(n,ne) Nkt Ry nf pobj time(iter) Nkt Ry nf pobj time(iter) time_per_iter  estimated_time
EZ%;Q;MQQ) 7.79¢-05  7.68¢-06  6.74e-03  8.31e-02  0:11:16(4) out of memory 0:00:16 45h
fgzﬁres%) 3.16e-05 3.10e-06  1.68e-03  8.31e-02  0:04:37(6) out of memory 0:00:25 70h
Egélsespsz;};;O(s) 7.75e-05  7.08e-05  4.63e-03  8.32e-02  0:52:27(4) out of memory 0:02:39 441h
ET1H2eOIzLP1hl7619) 1.81e-05 6.62¢-06  6.10e-03  8.31e-02  11:13:40(8) out of memory 0:06:23 1063h
E?’?Qi§§oﬁ)}ég72) 6.34e-05 5.15e-06  5.92e-03  8.31e-02  63:11:53(7) out of memory 0:29:14 4872h
TABLE 8. The performances of DCGM_PALM for the £,
norm based metric nearness problem of large data sets.
Graph . . . .
(nine) no_cons active_cons iter Nkkt Ry ny pobj time(DCGM+FEAS | PALM)
ne
gﬁggggﬁfg) 4.9e4+12 52044885 4 3.87e-05  8.34e-05  8.08¢-03  8.32e-02 14:10:41(2:36:41 | 11:34:00)
?;%%“;Z;g;fzs 5.8e4+12 67528494 6  3.66e-05 7.47e-05  2.07e-03  8.32e-02 17:07:44(4:29:54 | 12:37:50)
p2p-Gnutelladd o 513 104860475 6 1.57e-05  1.55e-05  2.44e-03  8.31e-02  43:56:41(18:25:19 | 25:31:22)

(36646,88303)
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