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Abstract The alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) has been
applied successfully in a broad spectrum of areas. Moreover, it was shown in
the literature that ADMM is closely related to the Douglas-Rachford operator-
splitting method, and can be viewed as a special case of the proximal point
algorithm (PPA). As is well known, the relaxed version of PPA not only main-
tains the convergence properties of PPA in theory, but also numerically out-
performs the original PPA. Therefore, it is interesting to ask whether ADMM
can be accelerated by using the over-relaxation technique. In this paper, we
answer this question affirmatively by developing an over-relaxed ADMM inte-
grated with a criterion to decide whether a relaxation step is implemented in
the iteration. The global convergence and O(1/t) convergence rate of the over-
relaxed ADMM are established. We also implement our proposed algorithm
to solve Lasso and sparse inverse covariance selection problems, and compare
its performance with the relaxed customized ADMM in [2] and the classical
ADMM. The results show that our algorithm substantially outperforms the
other two methods.

Keywords Convex separable programming · Alternating direction method
of multipliers · Over relaxation · Convergence and convergence rate

Mathematics Subject Classification (2000) 90C25 · 90C90 · 65K05

1 Introduction

This paper considers the following structured convex programming problem

min{θ1(x) + θ2(y) | Ax+By = b, x ∈ X , y ∈ Y}, (1)
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where θ1 : ℜn1 → ℜ, θ2 : ℜn2 → ℜ are convex functions (but not necessarily
smooth), A ∈ ℜm×n1 , B ∈ ℜm×n2 and b ∈ ℜm, X ⊂ ℜn1 , Y ⊂ ℜn2 are given
closed convex sets. Throughout this paper, the matrices A and B are assumed
to have full column-rank. Problem (1) has recently found many applications
in a variety of domains such as image processing [16,19], statistical learning
[1] and communication networking [17,18].

The augmented Lagrangian function of Problem (1) is

Lβ(x, y, λ) = θ1(x) + θ2(y)− λT (Ax+By − b) +
β

2
∥Ax+By − b∥2 , (2)

where λ is the Lagrange multiplier and β > 0 is a penalty parameter. No-
tice that Problem (1) has a separable structure and it is favorable to take
this advantage in the algorithmic design. The alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM), which can be seen as a splitting version of augmented
Lagrangian method, originally introduced in [5,6] is particularly suitable for
solving (1). In fact, the ADMM decomposes the augmented Lagrangian sepa-
rately with respect to the variables x and y, and then the resulted subproblems
can be solved individually. At each iteration, the ADMM runs as follows:

xk+1 = argmin{Lβ(x, y
k, λk) |x ∈ X}, (3a)

yk+1 = argmin{Lβ(x
k+1, y, λk) | y ∈ Y}, (3b)

λk+1 = λk − β(Axk+1 +Byk+1 − b). (3c)

Since the ADMM enjoys wide applications, it has been studied extensively in
the literature. For example, the ADMM is known to be convergent under mild
conditions; see [1]. Under same conditions, it was shown the ADMM converges
with an O(1/n) rate (where n is the number of iterations)[10,11]. Furthermore,
with some additional assumptions, the works [7,8,9,13] establish local linear
convergence rate results for the ADMM.

Another important issue for the ADMM is to design its accelerated version
by slightly modifying the original ADMM with a simple relaxation scheme.
Notice that the ADMM was shown to be closely related to the proximal point
algorithms(PPA). In fact, ADMM is recovered when a special splitting form
of PPA is applied to the dual problem of (1). For proximal type algorithms,
theirs convergence rates can be improved when an additional over-relaxation
step is incorporated on the essential variables; see

Tao proposed a relaxed variant of PPA and proved its linear convergence
results[23]. Gu and Yang further proved the optimal linear convergence rate
of relaxed PPA under a regularity condition[20].

As been demonstrated by Boyd et al. in [1], the execution of ADMM is
based on the input of (yk, λk), and xk is not required at all. Thus x plays the
role of intermediary variable and (y, λ) are essential variables in the scheme
(3). It is therefore natural to ask whether it is possible to obtain a faster
ADMM type method by equipping the ADMM scheme (3) with a relaxation



Title Suppressed Due to Excessive Length 3

step on the essential variable (yk, λk). This idea leads to the method


xk+1 = argmin

x∈X
{θ1(x)− xTATλk +

β

2
∥Ax+Byk − b∥2}, (4a)

ŷk = argmin
y∈Y

{θ2(y)− yTBTλk +
β

2
∥Axk+1 +By − b∥2}, (4b)

λ̂k = λk − β(Axk+1 +Bŷk − b). (4c)

(
yk+1

λk+1

)
=

(
yk

λk

)
− γ

(
yk − ŷk

λk − λ̂k

)
, (5)

where the relaxation factor γ ∈ (0, 2). Under certain conditions, researchers
have established some results. Some scholars only introduced the relaxation
scheme on the essential variable λk. For example, Xu [21] has proved that
proximal ADMM can achieve the similar convergence result like the original

ADMM when using the relaxation factor γ ∈ (0,
√
5+1
2 ). Moreover, Ma [22]

has derived the feasible region for the relaxation parameter γ and proximal
parameter and proved the global convergence rate of proximal ADMM. On the
other hand, Ye [14] proposed a method that modified by using a self-adaptive
step size in (5), and the performance is observed to be much improved. Cai

[2] proved that if the order of the ŷk and λ̂k update is swapped in (4), the
algorithm is convergent. However, it is still not clear whether the method
is convergent when we apply the relaxation scheme on the essential variable
(yk, λk) and γ is a constant in (1, 2). In this paper, we affirmatively address this
question by introducing a simple criterion at each iteration. When the criterion
is satisfied, we can over-relax the variables of ADMMwith the constant stepsize
γ. Thus a new relaxed ADMM is proposed and will show that efficiency of the
proposed algorithm on optimization problems from statistical learning.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a formal statement
of the over-relaxed ADMM and provide some preliminaries. Convergence and
convergence rate are proved in Section 3. In Section 4, we summarize the
experimental results. Finally, some conclusions are made in Section 5.

2 The Over-relaxed ADMM

In this section, we describe our over-relaxation ADMM method for solving
problem (1).
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2.1 Algorithm

Algorithm: Over-relaxed ADMM method for solving (1).
xk+1 = argmin

x∈X
{θ1(x)− xTATλk +

β

2
∥Ax+Byk − b∥2}, (6a)

ŷk = argmin
y∈Y

{θ2(y)− yTBTλk +
β

2
∥Axk+1 +By − b∥2}, (6b)

λ̂k = λk − β(Axk+1 +Bŷk − b). (6c)

Criterion: if (λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ŷk) ≥ 0, choose γ ∈ (1, 2).{
yk+1 = yk − γ(yk − ŷk), (7a)

λk+1 = λk − γ(λk − λ̂k), (7b)

else
yk+1 = ŷk, λk+1 = λ̂k. (7c)

2.2 Variational characterization of (1)

In the following, we characterize the optimality condition of the problem (1)
as a variational inequality (VI). The VI reformulation plays a key role in our
convergence analysis.

Let the Lagrangian function of (1) be

L(x, y, λ) = θ1(x) + θ2(y)− λT (Ax+By − b). (8)

Finding primal and dual optimal variables for (1) is equivalent to finding a
saddle point for the Lagrangian. Let (x∗, y∗, λ∗) be a saddle point of (8). Then
we have

Lλ∈ℜm(x∗, y∗, λ) ≤ L(x∗, y∗, λ∗) ≤ Lx∈X ,y∈Y(x, y, λ
∗).

This saddle point problem can be combined into a systemx∗ ∈ X , θ1(x)− θ1(x
∗) + (x− x∗)T (−ATλ∗) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ X ,

y∗ ∈ Y, θ2(y)− θ2(y
∗) + (y − y∗)T (−BTλ∗) ≥ 0, ∀ y ∈ Y,

λ∗ ∈ ℜm, (λ− λ∗)T (Ax∗ +By∗ − b) ≥ 0, ∀ λ ∈ ℜm.
(9)

Compactly, (9) can be written as

VI(Ω,F, θ) w∗ ∈ Ω, θ(u)− θ(u∗) + (w − w∗)TF (w∗) ≥ 0, ∀w ∈ Ω,
(10a)
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where

w =

x
y
λ

 , u =

(
x
y

)
, F (w) =

 −ATλ
−BTλ

Ax+By − b

 ,

θ(u) = θ1(x) + θ2(y), and Ω = X × Y × ℜm.

(10b)

In this way, problem (1) is reformulated as a variational inequality (10). We
denote by Ω∗ the solution set of VI(Ω,F, θ). Note that Ω∗ is nonempty under
the nonempty assumption of the solution set of (1).

2.3 Preliminaries

Before proceeding with our analysis, we introduce some notations which will
be frequently used. First, for the iterate (xk+1, yk+1, λk+1) generated by the
relaxed ADMM (2.1), we define an auxiliary vector w̃k = (x̃k, ỹk, λ̃k) as

x̃k = xk+1, ỹk = ŷk, (11a)

and

λ̃k = λk − β(Axk+1 +Byk − b). (11b)

Note that xk is an intermediate variable and (y, λ) are essential variables
in (2.1), respectively. Accordingly, for w = (x, y, λ) and wk = (xk, yk, λk)
generated by (2.1), we use the notations

v =

(
y
λ

)
, and vk =

(
yk

λk

)
to denote the essential parts of w and wk, respectively. We denote the essential
part of w∗ in Ω∗ by use v∗ = (y∗, λ∗) and let V∗ denote all the collection of
v∗.

Now we establish the relationship between the iterates vk and vk+1 gener-
ated by the relaxed ADMM (2.1) and the auxiliary variable defined by (11).

Lemma 2.1 For given vk = (yk, λk), let wk+1 be generated by the relaxed
ADMM (2.1) and w̃k be defined by (11). Then, we have

vk+1 = vk −M(vk − ṽk), (12a)

where

M =

(
γI 0

−γβB γIm

)
. (12b)
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Proof. It follows from (7b) and (11) that

λk+1 = λk − γβ(Axk+1 +Bŷk − b)

= λk − γ
[
β(Ax̃k +Byk − b)− βB(yk − ŷk)

]
= λk − γ(λk − λ̃k) + γβB(yk − ỹk).

Together with (7a), we have the following relationship(
yk+1

λk+1

)
=

(
yk

λk

)
−
(

γI 0
−γβB γIm

)(
yk − ỹk

λk − λ̃k

)
.

The proof is complete. □

3 Convergence analysis

The following lemma shows the discrepancy of the auxiliary vector w̃k from a
solution point of VI(Ω,F, θ).

Lemma 3.1 For given vk = (yk, λk), let wk+1 be generated by the relaxed
ADMM (2.1) and w̃k be defined by (11). Then, we have

w̃k ∈ Ω, θ(u)− θ(ũk) + (w − w̃k)TF (w̃k) ≥ (v − ṽk)TQ(vk − ṽk), ∀w ∈ Ω,
(13a)

where

Q =

(
βBTB 0
−B 1

β Im

)
. (13b)

Proof. The optimality condition of the x-subproblem in (6a) is

xk+1 ∈ X , θ1(x)−θ1(x
k+1)+(x−xk+1)T {−ATλk+βAT (Axk+1+Byk−b)} ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ X .

Using the auxiliary vector w̃k defined in (11), it can be further written as

x̃k ∈ X , θ1(x)− θ1(x̃
k) + (x− x̃k)T (−AT λ̃k) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ X . (14a)

Similarly, the optimality condition of the y-subproblem can be written as

yk+1 ∈ Y, θ2(y)−θ2(y
k+1)+(y−yk+1)T {−BTλk+βBT (Axk+1+Byk+1−b)} ≥ 0, ∀y ∈ Y.

(14b)
Now, consider the {·} term in the last inequality, we have

yk+1 ∈ Y, θ2(y)− θ2(y
k+1) + (y − yk+1)T

{
−BT

(
λk − (Axk+1 +Byk − b)

)
+βBTB(yk+1 − yk)

}
≥ 0, ∀y ∈ Y.

Using the notations defined in (11), we obtain

ỹk ∈ Y, θ2(y)− θ2(ỹ
k)+ (y− ỹk)T

{
−BT λ̃k + βBTB(ỹk − yk)

}
≥ 0, ∀y ∈ Y.

(14c)
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For the definition of λ̃k given by (11), we have

(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)−B(ỹk − yk) + (1/β)(λ̃k − λk) = 0,

and it can be written as

λ̃k ∈ ℜm, (λ−λ̃k)T
{
(Ax̃k+Bỹk−b)−B(ỹk−yk)+(1/β)(λ̃k−λk)

}
≥ 0, ∀λ ∈ ℜm.

(14d)
Combining (14a), (14c) and (14d), and using the notations of (10), the asser-
tion of this lemma is proved.
□

Recall the matrix M defined in (12b) and the matrix Q defined in (13b),
let us define a new matrix H as

H = QM−1. (15)

The following properties of H will be useful in our analysis.

Proposition 3.1 The matrix H defined in (15) is symmetric and it can be
written as

H =
1

γ

(
βBTB 0

0 1
β I

)
. (16)

Moreover, when B is full column rank and γ ∈ (0, 2) and µ ≥ α, H is positive
definite.

Proof The proof is simple, so we omit it here.

Lemma 3.1 shows that the accuracy of the generated iterate to the solution
point of VI(Ω,F, θ) is measured by the term (v − ṽk)TQ(vk − ṽk). Therefore,
we need to further investigate the term (v − ṽk)TQ(vk − ṽk). Our purpose is
to write it in terms of ∥v − vk∥H and ∥v − vk+1∥H . This is given in the next
lemma.

Lemma 3.2 For given vk = (yk, λk), let wk+1 be generated by the relaxed
ADMM (2.1) and w̃k be defined by (11). Then, we have

(v− ṽk)TH(vk−vk+1) =
1

2
(∥v−vk+1∥2H−∥v−uvk∥2H)+

1

2
∥vk− ṽk∥2G, ∀v ∈ Ω,

(17)
where the matrix G = QT +Q−MTHM .

Proof Applying the identity

(a− b)TH(c− d) =
1

2
(∥a− d∥2H − ∥a− c∥2H) +

1

2
(∥c− b∥2H − ∥d− b∥2H), (18)

to the right term of (13a) with a = v, b = ṽk, c = vk, d = vk+1, we obtain

(v − ṽk)TH(vk − vk+1) =
1

2
(∥v − vk+1∥2H − ∥u− vk∥2H)

+
1

2
(∥vk − ṽk∥2H − ∥vk+1 − ṽk∥2H).
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For the last term of (19), we have

∥vk − ṽk∥2H − ∥vk+1 − ṽk∥2H
= ∥vk − ṽk∥2H − ∥(vk − ṽk)− (vk − vk+1)∥2H
(12)
= ∥vk − ṽk∥2H − ∥(vk − ṽk)−M(vk − ṽk)∥2H
= 2(vk − ṽk)THM(vk − ṽk)− (vk − ṽk)TMTHM(vk − ṽk)

(16)
= (vk − ṽk)T (QT +Q−MTHM)(vk − ṽk).

(19)

the assertion is proved.

Now, we investigate the properties of the matrix G. Using (16), we have

G = (QT +Q)−MTQ

=

(
2βBTB −BT

−B 2
β Im

)
−
(
γI −γβBT

0 γIm

)(
βBTB 0
−B 1

β Im

)
=

(
2βBTB −BT

−B 2
β Im

)
−
(
2γβBTB −γBT

−γB γ
β Im

)
=

(
(2− 2γ)βBTB (γ − 1)BT

(γ − 1)B 2−γ
β I

)
. (20)

Lemma 3.3 Let vk be the sequence generated by a method for the problem
(1) and w̃k is obtained in the k-th iteration. If H defined in the Theorem ?? is
positive definite,then we have

∥∥vk+1 − v∗
∥∥2
H

≤
∥∥vk − v∗

∥∥2
H
−
∥∥vk − ṽk

∥∥2
G
, ∀v∗ ∈ V ∗. (21)

In the following, we further investigate the term
∥∥vk − ṽk

∥∥2
G
and show how to

bound it.
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Because G =

(
(2− 2r)βBTB (r − 1)BT

(r − 1)B 2−r
β I

)
and v =

(
y
λ

)
,we have

∥vk − ṽk∥2G = (2− 2r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2 + 2− r

β
∥λk − λ̃k∥2

+ 2(r − 1)(λk − λ̃k)TB(yk − ỹk)

= (2− 2r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2 + 2− r

β
∥β(Ax̃k +Byk − b)∥2

+ 2(r − 1)β(Ax̃k +Byk − b)TB(yk − ỹk)

= (2− 2r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2 + 2− r

β
∥β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b) + βB(yk − ỹk)∥2

+ 2(r − 1){β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b) + βB(yk − ỹk)}TB(yk − ỹk)

= (2− 2r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2 + (2− r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2

+
2− r

β
∥β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)∥2 + (4− 2r)β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)TB(yk − ỹk)

+ 2(r − 1)β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)TB(yk − ỹk) + 2(r − 1)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2

= (2− r)β∥B(yk − ỹk)∥2 + 2− r

β
∥β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)∥2

+ 2β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)TB(yk − ỹk)

(22)

Notice that
λ̂k = λk − β(Ax̃k +Bỹk − b)

and

yk − ỹk =
1

r
(yk − yk+1)

Thus, we have

∥vk − ṽk∥2G =
2− r

r2
β∥B(yk − yk+1)∥2 + 2− r

β
∥λk − λ̂k∥2

+ 2(λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ỹk)

(23)

Meanwhile, we have

λk − λ̂k =
1

r
(λk − λk+1)

Substituting it in (23), we obtain

∥vk − ṽk∥2G =
2− r

r2
β∥B(yk − yk+1)∥2 + 2− r

r2β
∥λk − λk+1∥2

+ 2(λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ỹk)

(24)

Combining (22) and (24),we have

∥vk+1 − v∗∥2H ≤ ∥vk − v∗∥2H − 2− r

r2
β∥B(yk − yk+1)∥2

− 2− r

r2β
∥λk − λk+1∥2 − 2(λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ỹk).
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Now, we give the following theorem to establish the global convergence of our
algorithm for 1 < r < 2.

Theorem 3.1 For the sequence generated wk by the over relaxation ADMM,
if (λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ỹk) ≥ 0, we have

lim
k→∞

(
∥∥B(yk − yk+1)

∥∥2 + ∥∥λk − λk+1
∥∥2) = 0. (25)

and the sequence vk converges to a solution point v∞ ∈ V∗.

Proof Let (y0, λ0) be the initial iterate. For 1 < r < 2, according to (25), there
are constants C1 = 2−r

r2 β > 0, and C2 = 2−r
r2β > 0 such that

C1

∥∥B(yk − yk+1)
∥∥2+C2

∥∥λk − λk+1
∥∥2 ≤

∥∥vk − v∗
∥∥2
H
−
∥∥vk+1 − v∗

∥∥2
H

∀v∗ ∈ V∗

(26)
Summing the above inequality from k = 0 to ∞, we obtain

∞∑
k=0

(C1

∥∥B(yk − yk+1)
∥∥2 + C2

∥∥λk − λk+1
∥∥2) ≤ ∥∥v0 − v∗

∥∥2
H

and thus we obtain the assertion (25).
Furthermore, it follows from (26) that the sequence vk is in a compact set
and it has a subsequence vkj converging to a cluster point, say, v∞. Let x̃∞

be generated by (y∞, λ∞). Because B assumed to be full column rank and
equation (25), we have

B(y∞ − ỹ∞) = 0 and λ∞ − λ̃∞ = 0

Then, according to (13a), we get

θ(u)− θ(ũ∞) + (w − w̃∞)TF (w̃∞) ≥ 0, ∀w ∈ Ω,

So w̃∞ = w∞ is a solution point of (10a). Also, (26) is true for any solution
point of (10a), we have∥∥vk+1 − v∞

∥∥2
H

≤
∥∥vk − v∞

∥∥2
H

the sequence vk cannot have another cluster point and thus it converges to a
solution point v∗ = v∞ ∈ V∗.

Because yk is the corrector of ỹk−1, λk is the corrector of λ̂k−1. In most cases,
(λk − λ̂k)TB(yk − ỹk) ≥ 0 is true in practical computation, while only a very
small part of cases do not hold. The frequency of not being true depends on
whether r is close to 2. Therefore, we can first judge whether (λk−λ̂k)TB(yk−
ỹk) ≥ 0 is true or not. If it is true, we can use over relaxation method to set
r from 0 to 2; otherwise we let r = 1, which is the original ADMM method.
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4 Numerical Experiment

In this paper, we report the numerical performance of our over-relax ADMM
by solving the Lasso problem and the Sparse inverse covariance selection. We
compare our over-relax ADMM with the relaxed customized PPA proposed in
[2]. All the simulations are performed on a Laptop with 8GB RAM memory,
using Matlab R2015b.

4.1 Lasso Problem

The least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (Lasso) was first prososed
by Tibshirani in his famous work [12], and has been used as a very popu-
lar and attractive method for regularization and variable selection for high-
dimensional data in statics and machine learning. Lasso can be mathematically
formulated as

min
1

2
∥Ax− b∥22 + ρ∥x∥1, (27)

where ρ > 0 is a regularization parameter. The m × n dimensional matrix A
contains the m-dimensional independent observations of x, and the vector b
contains the m-dimensional independent observations of the response variable.
The main reason for the popularity of Lasso is that it can handle the case where
predictor variables are larger than samples and produce sparse models which
are easy to interpret.

Now, we show how to use the ADMM for solving Lasso (27). First, we
rewrite the original problem (27) into the canonical form in form of (1) that
consists of two sparable variables. Introducing a new variable y = x, the
problem can be written as

min
1

2
∥Ax− b∥22 + ρ∥y∥1

s.t. x− y = 0.
(28)

Then apply ADMM to (28), we get
xk+1 = argmin{1

2
∥Ax− b∥22 +

β

2
∥x− yk − 1

β
zk∥22}, (29a)

yk+1 = argmin{ρ∥y∥1 +
β

2
∥xk+1 − y − 1

β
zk∥22}. (29b)

zk+1 = zk − β
(
xk+1 − yk+1

)
, (29c)

The first subproblem is an unconstrained convex quadratic minimization.
Its unique solution can be given by

xk+1 := (ATA+ βI)−1(AT b+ βyk + zk). (30)

Applying the Sherman−Morrison formula to (30), we can obtain

xk+1 :=

[
1

β
I − 1

β3
AT (βI +AAT )−1A

]
(AT b+ βyk + zk). (31)
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The second subproblem is a l1 + l2 minimization, and it can be solved via
using the soft thresholding operator

ỹk := S ρ
β
(xk+1 + z̃k), (32)

where the operator is defined by

Sκ(a) = (a− κ)+ − (−a− κ)+. (33)

We refer the reader to [1] for more details.
The data was generated similarly with [1], and as follows. For different size

of m and n, we generate the matrix A with independent standard Gaussian
values, then we standardize the columns of A to have unit l2 norm. A ‘true’
value xtrue ∈ ℜn is generated with around 100 nonzero entries, each sampled
from an N (0, 1) distribution. The labels b are then computed as b = Axtrue ∈
ℜn + v, where v ∼ N (0, 10−3I), which corresponds to a signal-to-noise ratio
∥Axtrue∥22/∥v∥22 of around 200.

The regularization parameter was determined by ρ = 0.1ρmax, where ρmax =
∥AT b∥∞ is the critical value of ρ above which the solution of the lasso problem
is x = 0. The proximal parameter for the ADMM and relaxed ADMM is set
to be β = 1

δ . The termination tolerance is defined as similarly with [1], that
is,

∥rk∥2 = ∥xk − yk∥2 ≤ εpri, ∥sk∥2 = ∥yk − yk−1∥2 ≤ εdual. (34)

where

εpri =
√
pεabs + εrel max{∥xk∥2, ∥yk∥2}

εdual =
√
nεabs + εrel∥yk∥2

(35)

and we set εabs = 10−5, εrel = 10−3 for both methods. All variables were
initially set to be zero. Since (m < n) in matrixA, we use the ShermanMorrison
formula to (ATA + βI)−1 and instead factor the smaller matrix I + βAAT ,
which is then cached for subsequent x-updates.

Table 1-3 gives the iterations required and the total computational time
for ADMM, relaxed customized ADMM and our relaxed ADMM with γ = 1.8.
From the table, we can see that, the relaxed ADMM is always faster than the
other two algorithms and it requires less iteration steps and less time to reach
the termination tolerance. Thus, relaxed ADMM is more efficient than the
original ADMM and the relaxed customized ADMM. The numerical results
of three methods for the case with m = 1000, n = 1500 are plotted in Fig
1. The left part in Fig 1 presents the relationship of primal residual rk and
the number of iteration while the right part shows the relationship of dual
residual sk and the number of iteration. The green curve plots our relaxed
ADMM and the other two curves belongs to ADMM and relaxed customized
ADMM respectively. We can observe our method converges linearly and is
considerably faster than other two methods, which supports our convergence
analysis.
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Table 1 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM(εabs = 10−5, εrel = 10−3)

m× n matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

m n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
1000 1500 18 5.54e-03 1.45e-03 0.10 14 5.94e-03 3.54e-03 0.09 28 2.04e-03 3.43e-03 0.14
1500 1500 16 5.16e-03 2.26e-03 0.16 22 6.09e-03 1.06e-03 0.17 30 1.47e-03 3.26e-03 0.19
1500 3000 20 9.23e-03 2.42e-03 0.38 20 9.23e-03 2.42e-03 0.38 27 4.01e-03 5.71e-03 0.41
2000 3000 18 7.70e-03 3.63e-03 0.55 15 5.30e-03 4.33e-03 0.50 29 2.83e-03 4.72e-03 0.72
3000 3000 16 6.97e-03 2.88e-03 0.59 13 6.81e-03 2.43e-03 0.52 28 2.29e-03 5.05e-03 0.79
3000 5000 18 1.26e-02 4.17e-03 1.48 17 8.59e-03 6.06e-03 1.39 27 4.78e-03 7.30e-03 1.75
4000 5000 17 9.99e-03 3.53e-03 2.23 14 1.05e-02 6.76e-03 2.14 28 3.04e-03 5.67e-03 2.97
5000 5000 16 1.00e-02 4.69e-03 1.76 15 9.99e-03 4.53e-03 1.64 28 2.99e-03 6.64e-03 2.25
5000 10000 20 1.70e-02 6.59e-03 5.40 20 1.70e-02 6.59e-03 5.29 26 7.72e-03 1.06e-02 6.03
7000 10000 18 1.57e-02 3.78e-03 9.37 16 1.02e-02 5.64e-03 8.98 23 6.85e-03 1.11e-02 10.53
10000 10000 16 1.19e-02 6.15e-03 7.76 12 1.71e-02 9.33e-03 7.31 29 4.07e-03 8.96e-03 10.14

Table 2 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM(εabs = 10−6, εrel = 10−4)

m× n matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

m n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
1000 1500 27 7.04e-04 7.19e-05 0.17 24 7.09e-04 8.16e-05 0.15 36 2.10e-04 3.43e-04 0.19
1500 1500 23 6.28e-04 5.94e-05 0.18 19 4.46e-04 5.93e-05 0.16 38 1.66e-04 3.69e-04 0.26
1500 3000 31 9.51e-04 1.13e-04 0.47 25 8.32e-04 1.84e-04 0.43 36 4.36e-04 5.97e-04 0.55
2000 3000 28 9.04e-04 9.02e-05 0.66 22 7.37e-04 1.17e-04 0.58 38 3.39e-04 5.59e-04 0.84
3000 3000 24 8.12e-04 7.15e-05 0.72 22 6.03e-04 5.62e-05 0.69 38 2.12e-04 4.72e-04 0.95
3000 5000 30 8.85e-04 8.12e-05 1.81 24 9.09e-04 1.28e-04 1.63 34 5.00e-04 7.34e-04 1.98
4000 5000 26 9.85e-04 1.28e-04 2.77 21 9.77e-04 2.61e-04 2.49 36 3.26e-04 6.00e-04 3.29
5000 5000 24 1.02e-03 1.07e-04 2.07 18 9.55e-04 1.40e-04 1.74 38 2.80e-04 6.23e-04 2.70
5000 10000 32 1.67e-03 1.81e-04 6.62 26 1.75e-03 3.09e-04 5.96 35 7.84e-04 1.06e-03 6.94
7000 10000 28 1.42e-03 1.50e-04 11.35 25 1.14e-03 1.34e-04 10.58 34 6.78e-04 1.11e-03 11.99
10000 10000 23 1.73e-03 1.81e-04 9.03 19 1.65e-03 4.37e-04 8.76 38 4.24e-04 9.34e-04 11.84
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Fig. 1 The primal and dual residual for ADMM, relaxed ADMM and relaxed customized
ADMM.
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Table 3 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM(εabs = 10−7, εrel = 10−5)

m× n matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

m n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
1000 1500 38 6.51e-05 5.42e-06 0.20 31 6.63e-05 5.20e-06 0.17 49 2.16e-05 3.62e-05 0.25
1500 1500 33 6.37e-05 5.48e-06 0.22 24 5.94e-05 8.77e-06 0.18 48 1.82e-05 4.04e-05 0.28
1500 3000 43 9.60e-05 7.08e-06 0.62 35 1.03e-04 1.55e-05 0.50 50 3.34e-05 4.88e-05 0.66
2000 3000 40 7.96e-05 4.83e-06 0.90 31 8.21e-05 4.87e-06 0.75 44 3.69e-05 5.81e-05 0.93
3000 3000 33 8.98e-05 7.18e-06 0.88 27 8.56e-05 6.74e-06 0.75 49 2.15e-05 4.76e-05 1.13
3000 5000 40 1.09e-04 9.12e-06 2.32 32 9.37e-05 8.12e-06 1.96 46 4.85e-05 7.38e-05 2.53
4000 5000 34 1.27e-04 1.18e-05 3.27 27 1.24e-04 1.19e-05 2.84 51 2.98e-05 5.76e-05 4.13
5000 5000 33 1.07e-04 8.72e-06 2.62 26 1.01e-04 7.79e-06 2.21 49 2.91e-05 6.43e-05 3.39
5000 10000 46 1.35e-04 8.40e-06 8.48 36 1.23e-04 1.43e-05 7.20 41 1.03e-04 1.37e-04 7.69
7000 10000 38 1.61e-04 1.14e-05 13.16 31 1.62e-04 1.13e-05 12.30 45 6.61e-05 1.08e-04 14.54
10000 10000 34 1.22e-04 9.52e-06 11.99 25 1.12e-04 8.56e-06 10.32 46 4.47e-05 9.98e-05 14.33

4.2 Sparse inverse covariance selection

In this section, we consider to use the ADMM to solve the sparse inverse
covariance selection problem (SCSP), which first proposed in [3]. This problem
can be understood as a structure learning problem of estimating the topology
of the undirected graphical model representation of the Gaussian, and is a
popular method using in reverse engineering of genetic regulatory networks.
Suppose the vector ai, i = 1, ...N is a sample from a zero mean Gaussian
distribution in ℜn. i.e.,

ai ∼ N(0, Σ), i = 1, ..., N, (36)

but the positive definite covariance matrix Σ is unknown. Our task is to esti-
mate the covariance matrix Σ under the assumption that Σ−1 is sparse. Let
S = (1/m)

∑m
i=1 aia

T
i be the empirical covariance matrix of the sample, the

convex formulation of SCSP is as follows.

min{Tr(SX)− log detX + τ∥X∥1 | X ∈ Sn++} (37)

where ∥ · ∥1 denotes the l1 norm, Sn++ denotes the set of symmetric positive
definite n× n matrices, and Tr(SX) is the trace of SX. Now we show how to
apply ADMM for SCSP. First, we rewrite the original problem (37) into the
canonical form in form of (1) that consists of two sparable variables. Introduc-
ing a new variable Y = X, the problem can be written as

min Tr(SX)− log detX + τ∥Y ∥1
s.t. X − Y = 0.

(38)
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Then using ADMM or (38), we get


Xk+1 = argmin{Tr(SX)− log detX +

β

2
∥X − Y k − 1

β
Λk∥2F }, (39a)

Y k+1 = argmin{τ∥Y ∥1 +
β

2
∥Xk+1 − Y − 1

β
Λk∥2F }, (39b)

Λk+1 = Λk − β
(
Xk+1 − Y k+1

)
. (39c)

The X-minimization can be solved by the orthogonal eigenvalue decomposi-
tion. TheX-minimization can be solved by the soft thresholding operator (33).
Thus the subproblems can all have closed form solutions. We refer the reader
to e.g., [15] for more details.

The implementation details are as follows: we take the initial iterate as
Y 0 = 0, Λ0 = 0. The relaxation factor is set to be γ = 1.7 and β is all set to be
β = 1.the stopping criteria is set to be similar as (35). For different number of
features n, we always set the number of samples be 0.01∗n2. We also randomly
generated ten cases for each instance, and the results reported were averaged
over ten runs. In Tables 4-6, we report the performance of the relaxed ADMM
algorithm for different settings of the dimensions. It shows that the relaxed
ADMM is significantly faster than the ADMM and the relaxed customized

admm. For example, for n = 300 with εabs = 10−6, εrel = 10−4, ADMM
and the relaxed customized ADMM solved it to the desired accuracy with 21
and 29 iterations respectively, while the relaxed ADMM took 14 iterations.
The numerical results of three methods for the case with n = 300 are plotted
in Fig 2. The left part in Fig 2 presents the relationship of primal residual
rk and the number of iteration while the right part shows the relationship of
dual residual sk and the number of iteration. The pink curve plots our relaxed
ADMM and the other two curves belongs to ADMM and relaxed customized
ADMM respectively. We can observe our method converges linearly and is
considerably faster than other two methods, which supports our convergence
analysis.

Table 4 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM(εabs = 10−4, εrel = 10−2)

matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
200 11 1.25e-01 5.16e-03 0.20 9 1.09e-01 6.28e-03 0.15 16 1.00e-01 1.33e-01 0.28
300 9 1.55e-01 9.21e-03 0.37 7 1.20e-01 7.77e-03 0.28 16 1.25e-01 1.61e-01 0.64
500 7 2.06e-01 9.81e-02 0.88 6 2.06e-01 4.45e-02 0.78 16 1.65e-01 2.04e-01 2.19
700 6 2.40e-01 3.28e-01 1.71 6 1.43e-01 1.37e-02 1.77 16 1.98e-01 2.37e-01 5.09
900 6 2.53e-01 3.85e-01 3.26 7 8.36e-02 8.46e-03 4.11 15 3.24e-01 3.83e-01 9.14
1100 7 1.20e-01 1.95e-01 7.14 5 1.98e-01 3.47e-02 5.15 15 3.61e-01 4.19e-01 16.84
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Table 5 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM(εabs = 10−5, εrel = 10−3)

matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
200 19 1.08e-02 6.67e-05 0.35 14 1.01e-02 9.29e-05 0.25 22 1.18e-02 1.56e-02 0.40
300 15 1.49e-02 1.10e-04 0.63 11 7.29e-03 3.31e-05 0.45 22 1.47e-02 1.90e-02 0.91
500 12 1.99e-02 1.05e-03 1.53 9 1.74e-02 1.76e-04 1.21 22 1.94e-02 2.40e-02 2.96
700 11 1.92e-02 4.19e-03 3.43 8 2.72e-02 3.43e-04 2.46 22 2.34e-02 2.79e-02 7.05
900 10 3.20e-02 1.23e-02 5.85 9 1.44e-02 1.22e-04 5.35 22 2.67e-02 3.15e-02 13.64
1100 10 2.30e-02 1.59e-02 10.65 8 1.83e-02 2.92e-04 8.70 22 2.97e-02 3.44e-02 25.49

Table 6 Performance comparison of ADMM, Relaxed ADMM and Relaxed customized

ADMM (εabs = 10−6, εrel = 10−4)

matrix ADMM Relaxed ADMM Relaxed customized ADMM

n Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time Iter. ∥rk∥2 ∥sk∥2 Time
200 26 1.29e-03 1.13e-06 0.51 19 9.84e-04 4.96e-07 0.36 29 9.73e-04 1.29e-03 0.56
300 21 1.29e-03 1.11e-06 0.85 14 1.43e-03 1.96e-06 0.54 29 1.21e-03 1.56e-03 1.21
500 17 1.74e-03 1.23e-05 2.31 12 1.29e-03 9.19e-07 1.63 29 1.60e-03 1.98e-03 3.88
700 15 2.32e-03 1.33e-04 4.64 11 1.49e-03 1.25e-06 3.58 28 2.75e-03 3.28e-03 8.98
900 15 2.13e-03 1.76e-04 8.90 11 2.42e-03 4.37e-06 6.64 28 3.14e-03 3.70e-03 17.40
1100 14 2.43e-03 5.71e-04 15.61 10 2.81e-03 6.40e-06 11.15 28 3.50e-03 4.05e-03 32.00
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Fig. 2 The primal and dual residual for ADMM, relaxed ADMM and relaxed customized
ADMM. (n = 300)

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a over-relaxed ADMM method and introduce a sim-
ple criterion. We show that, when the criterion is satisfied at each iteration, we
can over-relax the variables of ADMM. We prove the global convergence of the
over-relaxed ADMM. Finally, we demonstrate the numerical performance im-
provement of the this algorithm by solving Lasso and sparse inverse covariance
selection problems. In the future, we will investigate the linear convergence rate
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of our algorithm under some regularity conditions for error bounds and extend
our over-relaxation scheme to the multi-block ADMM.
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