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Abstract

This paper investigates the computation of proximity operators for scale and
signed permutation invariant functions. A scale-invariant function remains
unchanged under uniform scaling, while a signed permutation invariant function
retains its structure despite permutations and sign changes applied to its input
variables. Noteworthy examples include the £o function and the ratios of £1/£2
and its square, with their proximity operators being particularly crucial in sparse
signal recovery. We delve into the properties of scale and signed permutation
invariant functions, delineating the computation of their proximity operators into
three sequential steps: the w-step, r-step, and d-step. These steps collectively
form a procedure termed as WRD, with the w-step being of utmost importance
and requiring careful treatment. Leveraging this procedure, we present a method
for explicitly computing the proximity operator of (£1/£2)% and introduce an
efficient algorithm for the proximity operator of £1 /2.
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1 Introduction

This paper addresses the computation of the proximity operator for scale and signed
permutation invariant functions. A scale-invariant function is characterized by its
resilience to uniform scaling: it remains unaltered when its input undergoes a constant
factor multiplication. This invariance extends to permutations, ensuring that changes
in the order of input variables do not affect the function’s value. Additionally, the
function exhibits invariance under sign changes, meaning that if any component of an
input is replaced by its negative counterpart, the function value remains consistent.
In the context of this study, a signed permutation invariant function is defined as a
mathematical function that retains its form despite permutations and sign changes
applied to its input variables.

Several well-known examples of signed permutation invariant functions, as well as
scale and signed permutation invariant functions, are presented:

e All 4, norms, where 0 < p < oo, and log-sum penalty function in R™ are signed
permutation invariant but not scale invariant, see [1, 2];

e The ¢y norm and the effective sparsity measure (””‘11 ) E, q € (0,00)\ {1} are both

scale and signed permutation invariant, see [3-7].

The proximity operator is a mathematical concept used in optimization. This
operator provides a computationally efficient way to find solutions for optimization
problems involving nonsmooth functions [8-15]. Given a proper lower semicontinuous
function f and a point @, the proximity operator of f at x, denoted as prox,(z), is
defined as:

1
prox(x) = arg min {§||u —z|34+ f(u):uc R"} :

In simpler terms, the proximity operator finds a point w that minimizes the sum of the
function f and half of the squared Euclidean distance between u and a given point .

Our focus of this paper is to study the proximity operator of scale and signed
permutation invariant functions. Our approach for computing the proximity operator
of scale and signed permutation invariant functions is based on this observation: the
space R™ is isomorphic to the Cartesian product of R and the (n —1) dimensional unit
sphere, denoted by S"~'. Mathematically, this can be expressed as:

R~ R x S* L.

That is, for w € R”, it can be converted to a pair (r,w) € R x S"~! such that u = rw,
where r = ||lu/2 and w = u/||u|2. With this conversion, the task of finding a point
u € prox;(z) transforms into finding a pair of (r,w) € R x S*~! such that u = rw.
Exploring the properties of the scale and signed permutation invariant functions f, the
process of finding this pair (r, w) involves three consecutive steps. The first step is to
solve an optimization problem with variable w only, the second step straightforwardly
yields r = (@, w), and the final step involves deciding whether to choose the origin or
the scaled vector u = rw as the resulting point. Clearly, the first step is crucial.



For all scale and signed permutation invariant functions, we will present a complete
study on the following function

P
hp(x) = <|w||1) for p=1,2.

]2

Notably, there has been a gap in existing literature concerning the proximity operator
of ho, and we have observed a recent study that addresses the proximity operator of
hi [16]. In our work, we aim to fill this gap by providing a comprehensive analysis
of the proximity operator for both h; and hy within the context of scale and signed
permutation invariant functions.

With our approach, the optimization problem for w associated with both h; and
ho is nonconvex and takes the form of a constrained quadratic programming problem
after certain simplifications. Despite the nonconvex nature of the objective functions
and the constrained sets, we adopt a distinct strategy to address them individually.

For the hy function, the objective function of the quadratic programming problem
involves only a quadratic term formulated by a structured symmetric rank-2 matrix.
Explicitly demonstrating that this matrix possesses one positive eigenvalue and one
negative eigenvalue, and the constrained set of the problem is S*~! N R?, where R}
is the first orthant of R™. While both the objective function and constrained set are
nonconvex, we are able to develop a procedure to find the optimal solution w through
the eigenvector of the matrix corresponding to the negative eigenvalue, achieved in a
finite number of iterations.

For the hy function, the objective function of the quadratic programming problem
comprises a quadratic term formulated by a rank-one symmetric matrix and one linear
term. The rank-1 matrix is negative definite, and the constrained set remains S*~1 N
R’ . Similar to the situation with ho, both the objective function and constrained
set are nonconvex. However, the procedure utilized for he cannot be directly adapted
for hi. To address this, we relax the nonconvex feasible set S~ N R’ to a convex
set {w € R} : ||w|2 < 1}. The resulting optimization problem maintains the same
objective function as the non-relaxed version, but is now constrained in a convex
domain. We establish conditions ensuring that the optimal solution to the relaxed
problem lies on S"~! N R or to be the origin. Subsequently, we propose a projected
gradient method to solve the relaxed optimization problem. Leveraging the fact that
the optimal solution is related to the proximity operator of h; at a given point, we
use this information as prior knowledge to initialize the projected gradient method.
Through numerical experiments, our findings consistently indicate that the algorithm
can successfully find the optimal w for the original, unrelaxed optimization problem.

It’s worth noting that a different approach for the proximity operator of h; has been
reported recently in [16]. That paper claimed to have derived the analytical solution
of the proximity operator of hi, relying on prior knowledge about the sparsity of the
corresponding output from this proximity operator, which, however, is unknown in
general. A bisection method was then applied for finding this desired sparsity.

The current literature, including works such as [3-6], suggests that both h; and
ho functions can effectively promote sparsity in underlying signals. However, to the
best of our knowledge, there is a lack of theoretical justification for this claim. In



this paper, we provide the theoretical proof that both h; and hy functions qualify as
sparsity-promoting functions, as defined in [17].

The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows: In Section 2, we begin by pre-
senting some properties of the proximity operators for scale and signed permutation
invariant functions. These properties allow us to focus our discussion on these prox-
imity operators within a specific set: each point lies in the first orthant of R™, and the
entries of the point are in descending order. By employing a different representation
of the points in this set, determining the proximity operators of scale and signed per-
mutation invariant functions at these points essentially reduces to solving a quadratic
programming problem constrained on a nonconvex set. We then introduce a compre-
hensive procedure called the WRD procedure, which comprises three distinct steps:
w-step, r-step and d-step. This procedure enables efficient computation of proximity
operators for scale and signed permutation invariant functions, offering a systematic
approach to solving such problems.

In Section 3, utilizing the WRD procedure, we compute the proximity operator
of hy. We are able to provide an explicit solution for the proximity operator of hy at
any point in a highly efficient manner, thereby demonstrating the effectiveness of our
approach.

In Section 4, leveraging the WRD procedure, we compute the proximity operator
of h1. We are able to develop an efficient algorithm to evaluate the proximity operator
of hy at any point, showcasing the versatility of our methodology.

The conclusion of this paper is drawn in Section 5, summarizing the findings and
contributions of our study. We discuss the implications of our results and propose
avenues for future research.

2 Scale and Signed Permutation Invariant Functions
and their Proximity Operators

All functions in this work are defined on R™ the Euclidean space of dimension n.
Bold lowercase letters, such as @, signify vectors, with the jth component represented
by the corresponding lowercase letter x;. Matrices are indicated by bold uppercase
letters such as A and B. We use R’} to denote the set of points in R™ such that all
entries of each point in the set are nonnegative. The cone of vectors  in R’} satisfying
r1 > 2 > ... > x, > 0 is denoted by R}. We use S"=1! (or B") to denote the unit
sphere (or ball) in R". We use S~ (B or BT) to denote the partial unit sphere
S*~'NRY (the partial unit ball B* NR% or B* NRY) in R™. Let P, denote the set
of all n x n signed permutation matrices: those matrices that have only one nonzero
entry in every row or column, which is +1.

The £, norm of = [r1,...,2,]" € R" is defined as ||, = (3 _, |v&[P)}/P for
1 <p<ooand |[|&||ec =max{|zg|: k=1,2,...,n}. When p =0, ||z|o represents the
number of non-zero components in @. The standard inner product in R™ is denoted
by (u,v), where u and v are vectors in R”.

We denote [n] := {1,2,...,n} as an index set up to a positive integer n. For a
subset S of [n], the notation |S| represents the cardinality of S. For a vector € R”
and a subset S of [n], zg denotes the vector that retains the entries with indices in S



of  and sets the remaining entries to zero, or the subvector of & with indices solely
from S. The specific meaning of s being referred to will be evident from the context
of the discussion.

A function f : R™ — R is considered scale invariant if for all € R™ and o > 0,
the following holds:

flaw) = f(@).
In other words, scaling the input by any positive constant does not alter the value of
the function.

A function f : R™ — R is considered signed permutation invariant if it remains
unchanged under the action of permutations and sign changes of its input variables.
Formally, a function f is signed permutation invariant if, for all permutations P € P,
and for all vectors € R™, the following holds:

f(Pz) = f(=).

A function f defined on R™ with values in R U {400} is proper if its domain
dom(f) = {r € R" : f(x) < 400} is nonempty, and f is lower semicontinuous if its
epigraph is a closed set. The set of proper and lower semicontinuous functions on R"”
to RU {+oo} is denoted by I'(R™).

The proximity operator was introduced by Moreau in [18]. For a function f €
I'(R™), the proximity operator of f at z € R" with index « is defined by

. 1 n
prox, ;(z) = argmm{gﬂm — 2|3+ f(x):xeR } .

The proximity operator of f is a set-valued operator from R — 28" the power set
of R™. In this paper, for a scale and signed permutation function, we always assume
that the set prox, ;(2z) is nonempty and compact.

2.1 Properties

The proximity operator exhibits certain properties concerning scale and signed
permutation invariant functions.
Lemma 2.1. Let x € R", P € P,, a > 0, and A > 0. The following statements hold:

(i) For a signed permutation invariant function f € T(R"), prox,,;(z) =
P~!prox, ;(Px).
(i4) For a scale invariant function f € I'(R"), prox, ;(ax) = aprox,,—z ().

Proof. The proof of the two items is based on the definitions of the proximity operator
and scale and signed permutation invariant function. We skip the details of the proof
here. |

For any vector & € R", there is a signed permutation P € P,, such that Px € R",
that is, the entries of = can be sorted in a way of [2,(1)| > |To2)| > .. = 2ol
where o (i) is the index of nonzero entry in the ith column of P. By Lemma 2.1, for a



signed permutation invariant function in I'(R™), it is sufficient to consider its proximity
operator on R

For a vector @ € R, we assert that  exhibits k blocks, characterized by (k + 1)
distinct indices {¢; : j € [k + 1]} satisfying i1 = 1, ig41 = n, and ¢; < 4;41. In these
blocks, x follows the pattern z;; = z;,,, 1 < x4, for1 <j <k—-landwx;, =z ,.In
essence, the vector & comprises k blocks, where entries within each block are identical,
yet they differ from entries in other blocks.
Lemma 2.2. Let f be a signed permutation invariant function in T'(R™), and let
A > 0. Consider x € R}, we assert that prox,¢(x) C RY. Furthermore, there exists a
point u € prox,s(x) such that u € RY.

Proof.  To establish prox,;(z) C R, we observe that the objective function from
the definition of prox,(z) is 55 /u — |3 4 f(u) for all w € R™. As f is a signed
permutation invariant function, f(u) = f(Pu) for all P € P,. Given = € R}, our
discussion can be restricted to u € R’} ; otherwise, say the first element u; of u is
negative, then (—uy — z1)% + >y o (ur — 20)? < (ur — 21)? + Y y_s(ue — x¢)*. From
the above discussion, we conclude that prox, ;(x) C RY}.

Now, suppose u € profo(m). If the vector « has one block, that is, all entries of @
are the same. Clearly, we can rearrange entries of w so that the rearranged one is in R
and is still in prox,¢(x). If vector & € R} has k > 2 blocks, characterized by (k + 1)
distinct indices {i; : j € [k + 1]}. We define u; = max{u, : i; < £ < ;41 — 1} and
wj =minfup :i; <O <djp —1} for 1 <j <k —1, and up = max{ug : ip <€ <ipypr}
and ug = min{ug : ix < € <441} We claim that uj > ugpy for 1 < j < k— 1. If these
inequalities do not hold for some 1 < ¢ < k—1, assume, without loss of generality, that
u1 < ug. One can assume that u; = u; and u;, = usz. In this case, let u be a vector
from wu by exchanging its first and the i3 components. Immediately, f(u) = f(u), and

la— |5 — |lu—=z|3 = (ug —21)* + (ug — 24,)* — (ug — 21)* — (ug — z4,)°
Q(UL— ’U@)(l‘l — $i2) <0

due to the conditions of 1 = x;, > ;, and u; < ug. This conflicts with our assumption
of u € prox, ;(x).

Finally, since all entries in each block of x are the same, arranging the entries
of u € prox, () for the indices in the same block in descending order results in
u still belonging to prox, ;(x). Thus, there exists a point u € prox,;(x) such that
u € R (|

2.2 Reformulation

Our focus of this paper is to study the proximity operator of scale and signed permuta-
tion invariant functions. Our approach for computing the proximity operator of scale
and signed permutation invariant functions is based on this observation: the space R™
is isomorphic to the Cartesian product of R and S"~!. That is, for w € R™, it can be
converted to a pair (r,w) € R x S"~! such that

u = rw,



where

r=|lulls€R and w= es L.

]2

With this conversion, the task of finding a point u € prox,(z) transforms into finding
a pair of (r,w) € R x S"~! such that u = rw.

Theorem 2.3. Let f be a scale and signed permutation invariant function in T'(R™),
and let p > 0. Consider a vector x € R and define

F(u) = llu — a3 + f(u). 1)
Then x* € pI“OX%f(IB) if and only if x* is given by
{0}, if F(0) < F((z, w*)w*);
xz* € ¢ {0, (z,w"w*}, if F(0) = F({z,w*)w*); (2)
{{z,w*)w*}, otherwise.
where w* is a solution to the following optimization problem
min{—g(w,w>2+f(w):wESZ’:l}. (3)
Proof. From the definition of proximity operator,
proxif(:c) =argmin {F(u) : u € R"}.
By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, for € R} we establish that
argmin {F(u) : w € R"} = argmin {F(u) : u € R} }.

To delve deeper into the optimization problem on the right-hand side, we express
u =rw with r >0 and w € S’fr_l. Consequently, for r = 0,

P
F(0) = £ll2[3+ £(0)
and for r > 0
Flu) = £lrw — 2|3 + f(rw)
p

= L = 2r(w,z) + ||2[3) + f(w)

(r = (w,@)? + Sl + (~5 (w,2)? + f(w)). (4)

[\l V]

In equation (4), the terms are as follows: The first term £(r — (w,x))? can always
achieve the minimum value 0 by taking » = (w, z); the second term £||z||3 is constant

with respect to the pair (r, w); and third term —&(w, z)? + f(w) is solely a function



of w. Therefore, we seek w* that minimizes the third term with respect to w, i.e.,
solving the optimization problem (3), then form the expression (x, w*)w*. Hence, the
conclusion of this theorem holds. |

In the following discussion, we use the notation F' in (1) to represent the objective
function for proxi ;(x) and denote
)

G(w) = (@, w)? + f(w). (5)

to represent the objective function of (3).

The significance of the scale and signed permutation invariance of f becomes
evident in the proof of the theorem above. The scale invariance of f facilitates the dis-
cussion from R™ to S"~!, while the signed permutation invariance narrows the focus
from S"~! to Srffl, allowing us to isolate the impact of r and w when solving an
optimization problem that involves w exclusively.

In accordance with Theorem 2.3, the process of determining the pair (r, w) involves
three distinct steps:

® w-step: In this step, the objective is to find an optimal solution w* to the
optimization problem (3).

e r-step: Following the w-step, the corresponding r* is computed as r* = (x, w*),
where w* is the output from w-step.

o d-step: This final step determines * according to (2).

Upon completing these three steps, as shown in (2), * belongs to proxi f(:c) For
ease of reference in the subsequent discussion, this procedure is referred to as WRD
(w-step, r-step, d-step).

To show the applicability of the WRD procedure, we present the proximity operator
of the ¢y norm, a typical scale and signed permutation invariant function.
Example 2.4. The prozimity operator of the Ly norm at & with index 1/p is, see,

e.g., [17, 19],
{x:}, if el > /2/p;
(prOX%”_HO(IB))i =9 {0,z;}, if || = \/Q/_p;
{0},  otherwise.

We intend to apply the WRD procedure for computing PIOXL.j|y- Assuming x € R,
and following the approach used in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we define F(u) :=
Lllu—x||3+ ||ullo. The neat step involves seeking the optimal solution to optimization
problem (3) for w € ST, where G(w) := —L£(z, w)? + ||wllo. Thus, for w € ST~
with an £y norm of k, the smallest value of G is achieved when w is aligned with the
first k entries of x, that is,

k

G( il ) = —gllw[k]||§+k22(—g$?+1)-

[ ll2 P




Here x|y keeps the first k entries of  and sets the remaining entries zeros. Therefore,
the output in the w-step of the WRD procedure is given by

T[] ; .
BB } , if x1 < V 2/ B
25 C ol 1S] 2 1} . fIpen] stoar =13, =/2/p> Tpp1;
arg min G(w) = T (k) ; .
w;gsfl (w) EME }, if 3k € [n] s.t. x> \/2/p > Tpga;

Tt S C [pl,IS| 2 1}, if 3k € [n] and p € [n— K] s.t

[EISRELE
T > \/2/p = Thg1 = Thtp > Thpptl-

This output represents the solutions to the w-step of the WRD. Subsequently, choosing
a vector w* € argmin, o1 G(w), the r-step generates r = (x,w*). With the pair
+

(r,w*), the d-step of the WRD compares the difference between F({x,w*)w*) and
F(0), resulting in

F((z, w*)w*) — F(0) = i (—g:cf +1),

where k is equal to 1 if &1 < \/2/p or is the integer such that xy > \/Q/_p > Thyl-
Clearly, the vector 0 is in pI‘OX%H,HU(.’B) if x1 < \/7, and both 0 and (x,w*)w*
are in prOX%H,HU(m) if 21 = \/2/p; otherwise (x,w*)w* is in prOX%H,HO(m). These
discussions affirm that the WRD procedure accurately recovers the prozimity operator

of the £y norm.
In the rest of the paper, we focus on computing the proximity operator of the

function below: »
[l |1 ; .
hAm={§““)’ﬁm#Q (©)

otherwise,

for p =1 and 2. This function is lower semicontinuous and for all nonzero vectors x €
R™, 1 < hp(x) < nP/2. Thus, the proximity operator of hp at any point is nonempty.
Notably, setting the value of h, at the origin to any value smaller than or equal to
1 preserves the lower semicontinuity of the function. For example, hi(0) is set to be
1 as illustrated in [16]. Therefore, our proposed WRD procedure remains applicable.
Lastly, it’s important to note that in R, our definition of h, aligns consistently with
the o norm, that is, hy(x) = ||z||o for € R.

In the next section, we consider the computation of the proximity operator of ho
first.

3 The Proximity Operator of h,

We plan to use the WRD procedure to compute the proximity operator of ho. We begin
with showing the optimization problem (3) associated with the w-step of the WRD.



Define e as a vector with all its components 1. For € R’} , we have

(w,g)?’ =w'zz'w and |w|?=w'ee w.

Set
A,z =2ee’ —pxz'. (7)

The corresponding function G in (5) becomes

G(w) = QwTAp@w,

Hence, the optimization problem (3) is a quadratic programming constrained on S’fr_l.
We promptly obtain a result concerning the proximity operator of ho at points

that are multiples of the vector e as follows:

Theorem 3.1. For p > 0 and x = ae for some a > 0, then

{ae}a if pa2 >2;
prox, (@) = { {0} U {afwlyw: w €S2}, if po® = 2;
’ {0}, if pa? < 2.

Proof. In the situation of & = ae for some o > 0, we have A, , = (2— pa?)ee’ from
(7). The objective function of problem (3) is G(w) = 1(2 — pa?)||w||]. To investigate
the minimal value of the above function on S’j_‘l and at which point the optimal is
achieved, there are three different situations according to the value of pa?.

If pa? > 2, the minimal value of fw"A, zw is achieved at w which has the

largest ¢; norm for w € Si_l. Clearly, the optimal w* must be ﬁe and G(w*) =

1(2 — pa®)n < 0. Hence, proxiy, (z) = {(ce, w*)w*} = {ae}.

2
If pa? = 2, then G(w) = 0 for all w € S?~'. Note that (ae, w)w = afw|;w.
Hence, proxi,, (z) = {0} U {a|w|1w:w € ST '}
)
Finally, if pa? < 2, then the minimal value of G on S’j_‘l is achieved at w* € {e; :
i € [n]} and G(e;) = 3(2 — pa?) > 0 for all i € [n]. Hence, proxi,, (x) = {0}. O
P

By Lemma 2.1, we restrict our attention to the proximity operator of hz on R7.
The complete discussion is presented in the following two subsections. In the first sub-
section, we conduct a comprehensive analysis of the proximity operator of ho specially
in R2. We delve into the intricacies of this operator, exploring its behavior and char-
acteristics within this constrained domain. In the second subsection, we begin with
investigating the properties of the eigenvectors of the matrix A, ;. The eigenvector
corresponding to a negative eigenvalue plays a pivotal role in determining the solution
in the w-step of the WRD procedure. By leveraging these properties effectively, we
explicitly derive the proximity operator of ho over the entire space R™.

3.1 Special case: the proximity operator of h, on R?

The following result is about the proximity operator of he on Rf.

10



Theorem 3.2. For p >0 and x € Rf not a multiple of e, write

p(a3—23)

o — %arctan (M> , if priwe > 2;
0, if prize < 2.

then, w* = [cos 0* sin 9*]T is the optimal solution to problem (3). Finally,

{0}, if prizs < 2 and pr? < 2;
_ {Oaxlel}a Zf PT1T2 < 2 and p.’I]% = 2;'
PTOX L hy () = {z1€1}, if prizs < 2 and px? > 2;

{{z, w*)w*}, if pri20 > 2.

Proof. For w € S, we have

1 1
G(w) = 5(2 = pri)wt + 5(2 = pr3)ws + (2 = prrws)wiws.

Write wy = cosf and wy = sin 6. The function G can be written as

1 1 .
G(w) = 5(2 = pa3) — L(ad — a3) + L p(a3 — a?) cos(20) + (2 — 1) sin(26)

Q8):=

It is clear that minimizing w'A,zw for w € S% is equivalent to minimizing the
function F(@) for § € [0,7/2]. By Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.3, we can restrict the
parameter 6 € [0, 7/4].

To investigate the global minimizer of @ over the interval 6 € [0, /4], we compute
the derivative of () as follows

Q'0) = %p(m% — 22)sin(20) + (2 — pr1x2) cos(26).

We consider two cases. Case 1: If 2 — pzyze > 0, Q'(0) > 0 for 6 € [0, 7/4]. Hence,
Q@ achieves its global minimum at @ = 0. That is, w* = e;. Case 2: If 2 — px122 < 0,

@’ has only one root 6* on [0,7/4], given by 0* = 1 arctan (W). Due to
1 2
Q'(0) = 2(2 — pr112) < 0 and Q'(7/4) = p(x? — x3) > 0. Hence, Q achieves its global
minimum at 6*. As a result, w* = [cos 0* sin 9*] is the optimal solution to problem
(3). This completes the w-step of the WRD procedure for proxi,, (x). The r-step
P
follows immediately with r* = (x, w*).

Finally, for the d-step of the WRD procedure, we only need to know the sign of
G(w*). For Case 1, G(w*) = G(e1) = 3(2 — pa?), which is positive if pz? < 2, zero
if pr? = 2, and negative otherwise. For Case 2, G(w*) < G(e1) = (2 — pa?) <
(2 = pz122) < 0. So, from the sign of G(w*), we conclude proxu, (). O

11



To close this subsection, a detailed examination of the proximity operator of ho
with index 1/p in R? is conducted through visual representation via plots. In addition,
the proximity operator of the £y norm with index 1/p is incorporated for comparative
analysis, considering ho as an approximation of the £y norm. The ensuing visualizations
aim to provide insights into the behavior and characteristics of the proximity operator
for hy in comparison to the ¢y norm, enhancing our understanding of their respective
properties in R2. As stipulated by Lemma 2.1, we exclusively present the behavior on
R2.

Figure 3.1(a) illustrates the proximity operator of the £y norm. Following the guid-
ance from Example 2.4, the set R? is divided into three distinct regions I, II, and III
as depicted in Figure 3.1(a) and defined as follows:

Region I = {(z1,22) : 0 < o <21 < /2/p},
Region IT = {(z1,22) : 0 < 29 < /2/p < 21},

Region ITI = {(x1,22) : v/2/p < z2 < x1}.

On Region I, the proxa ., at the corner \/2/pe is {0, /2/pe, \/2/pe1,/2/pex2}; at
each other point on the line z; = \/%, it is \/Q/_pel; and at each other point in
Region I, it is 0. On Region II, proxu ., at the point (z1,+/2/p) is {(z1,/2/p), z1€1}
and at each other point (z1, 22) is 1e;. On Region ITI, perX%”‘”0 at each point is itself.

Figure 3.1(b) showcases the proximity operator of the he on the line z; = xs.

The operator proxi,, at each point ae is 0 if a < /2/p (blue dash-dot line); {0} U

{a|w[iw: w € ST} if a = \/2/p (marked by the square); and ae itself if a > /2/p
(magenta dot line). Comparing with the proximity operator of the £y norm, the main
difference is at the point \/%e.

Figure 3.1(c) exhibits the proximity operator of the hy on Rf excluding the line
21 = x2. The set Rf partitions into three regions I, IT, and IIT as shown in Figure 3.1(c)
and defined as follows:

Region I = {(2z1,22) : 0 < za < 21 < /2/p},
Region IT = {(z1,22) : 0 < z3 < 2/(px1), 21 > /2/p},
Region ITT = {(x1,x2) : 2/(pz1) < 2 < 21,21 > /2/p}.

On Region I, the proxiy, at each point on the line z; = /2/p is {0,+/2/pe1}; the
PrOX1p, at each other point is 0. On Region II, the ProXip, at each point (x1,xz2)
is x1e; (see the red line). On Region III, the proxi,, at each point x is (x, w*)w*,
where w* is given in Theorem 3.2. Specifically, results for three lines with their slopes
0.9 (green line), 0.5 (cyan line), and 0.3 (black line) are presented, and the proxiy, at

these points are represented by dashed lines with corresponding colors.
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Fig. 3.1 The plots of the proximity operator in Ri for (a) the £g norm; (b) ho on the line with the

slope 1; and (c) h2 on Rf excluding the line with the slope 1.

3.2 General case: the proximity operator of h, on R”

In the preceding subsection, we explored the determination of the proximity operator
of hy on R? through the WRD procedure. The central concept involved parameterizing
S}F using a single variable, simplifying the resulting problem in the w-step of the WRD
procedure and facilitating ease of solution. While Srffl for n > 2 can be parameterized
by (n — 1) parameters, the ensuing problem in the w-step appears to be intricate for
direct analysis. Consequently, alternative approaches must be considered to address
and overcome the complexities associated with this scenario.

Given the pivotal role of the w-step in the WRD procedure, this subsection places
particular emphasis on this phase. It is noteworthy that the objective function G for
the w-step is characterized as a quadratic form. In this context, we invoke the following
two pertinent results.

Lemma 3.3 (Theorem 1 in [20]). Consider the following optimization problem

1
mm{EwTHw-l-bTw . ||wH2 :T}, (8)

where H is an n xn symmetric matriz, b € R™ and r a positive number. A vector w* is
a solution to this problem if and only if there is a real number \* such that (i) H+ A\*1
is positive semi-definite; (ii) (H+ N Dw* = —b; and ||w*||2 = r. Such a \* is unique.
Lemma 3.4 ([20, 21]). Consider the optimization problem (8). If b is orthogonal
to some eigenvector associated with the smallest eigenvalue, then there is no local-
nonglobal minimum for (8).

Note that both Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 consider the quadratic optimization
problems constrained on a sphere. However, our problem in w-step is restricted on
st

To investigate the applicability of Lemma 3.3 for the optimization problem in the
w-step, a crucial prerequisite is understanding the eigen-structure of the matrix A, .,
as defined in (7). This matrix is the sum of two rank-1 matrices; consequently, it
possesses at most two non-zero eigenvalues. In order to delve into the eigen-structure
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of the matrix A, ., let’s introduce a set of notations:

A= (Ll +n) — 20l 9)
a = (Ll2l}+n) - VA, (10)
a = (SNl +n) + VA, (11)
A=2n—a (12)
Ai=2n—q (13)
wi=x = (14)

= e
plle]x
a

=xr— ——e€.
pll(x

|

|
—~
—
(@)
~

Observations about the above notations are as follows: The inequality ||z||1 < v/n||z||2

implies that A > (g |lz||2 — n)2, and the inequality strictly holds if x is not a multiple
of e. This observation further implies that both a and @ (given in (10) and (11)) are
non-negative numbers. For A (given in (12)):

X=2n-a=—(Lleli—n) + VA=~ (Slalf —n) + |2lel} —n| >0,

where the equality holds if « is a multiple of e. Similarly, for A (given in (13)):

A=2m-a=—(Lel}—n) - VA<~ (Elal3 —n) - | L3 —n| <o,

where the equality holds if « is a multiple of e again. Hence, if « is not a multiple of
e, then ) is positive, while ) is negative.

The subsequent result elucidates the eigenstructure of the matrix A, 4.
Proposition 3.5. Let A, o be given in (7) for p >0 and x € R. Let a, @, A, A, w,
and W be given by (10), (11), (12), (13), (14), and (15), respectively. The following
statements hold:

(i) Assume x = ae for some o > 0. Then the matriz A, o has only zero as its eigen-
values if pa® = 2; or has (2 — pa?)n as its only non-zero eigenvalue with \/Lﬁe the
corresponding eigenvector. _

1) Assume x # ae for any a. Then the matriz A, » has only one positive eigenvalue

i) A y . Then the matriz Ap o h ly positi g lue A
and one negative eigenvalue A given as A = 2n—a and A = 2n—a. The corresponding
eigenvectors associated with X and A\ are w = € — —%—e and w = £ — —=—e,

. pllzlly pllzlly
respectively.
Proof.  Item (i). In this case, A, o = (2— pa?®) ee'. Clearly, A,z = 0 if pa® = 2,
so A,z has only zero as its eigenvalues. Otherwise, A, ; has (2 — pa2) n as its only

non-zero eigenvalue with the corresponding eigenvector \}e.

n
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Item (ii). From rank(A, z) < rank(2ee') + rank(pzz ") = 2, the matrix A, , has
at most two nonzero eigenvalues which will be found as follows. For any A, a direct
computation gives

Apa(x —Ae) = —p(z|3 — 21Nz +2(|z]1 — n))e.
If the vector £ — Me is the eigenvector of A, ., then the equation

2(z]h = nA)

—p(l=ll3 — =ll\) = Y

holds for some A and the value MIA_M) is the associated eigenvalue. Simplifying

the above equation leads to the following quadratic equation
P P
Llizlin? = (Slizl +n) A+ llzly = 0.

The discriminant of the quadratic equation with variable A is A given by (9). Since

llz||? < n|lz|3, we have A > (&llx]l3 — n)2 > 0. Hence, the above quadratic equation

2(lzfl1=n))
—X

has two real roots \; = H M and Ay = . Substituting A; and Ay into

pH Il A
yield two eigenvalues A and ) of A, 2, respectively. In this case, we know that A > 0

and )\ < 0. The eigenvectors corresponding to A and )\ are W and w, respectively. [

We remark that for € R, the largest component of w in (14), that is the first

component 1 — Wilh’ is always non-negative. Actually, by (9), (10), and (14), we have
« 20l
el T 2
p
plle]x [(§|$||§ +n)+ \/(§||$H§ +n)” = 2p||f}
2]zl - 2
2||x T — , if p|lx||5 > 2n;
S R R -
(Slll3 +n) +[Slal3 —n| | 21 — 22, if plla)3 < 2n,

which is always non-negative. This derivation also indicates that 1 —

holds if « is not parallel to e.
If the last component x,, —

result.

Theorem 3.6. For p > 0 and x € R} not being a multiple of e, if x, >

> 0 always

||93H
Wilh of w in (14) is positive, we have the following
ey then

with w = x — pHQWe is the solution to the optimization problem

the vector w* := —
llwll2

(3). FPurthermore, we have

proxiy, (x) = (x,w™) w*.

Proof.  From x € R not being a multiple of e, x, > and o being nonnegative,

fe3
pllefly?
we know that 0 # w € R} and w* € RT N S’f;l. By identifying A, «, 0, and 1 as H,

15



b, and r in (8) of Lemma 3.3, respectively, we know that A, , — Al is positive semi-
definite and (A, o — Al)w = 0 from the item (ii) of Proposition 3.5. Therefore, the
unit vector w* € R’} is the solution to the problem (3) from Lemma 3.3.

To determine proxi, (x), we notice that the first entries of both & and w* are
positive, hence (:B,w*)p > 0. Furthermore, since G(w*) = A < 0 for G given in (5),
we conclude that F(w*) < F(0) for F given in (1). This completes the proof of this
theorem. O

There are two remarks on Theorem 3.6. The first one is that under the conditions

of this theorem, simplifying the expression (x, w*) w* leads to

— I3 - & (m a )
1 = - .
M Nl - 22 + A pllzll:

Pzl

The second remark concerns the consistency of Theorem 3.6 in Rf with Theorem 3.2.
That is, if the condition x5 > ﬁ holds, then pxix2 > 2 and w* in both Theorem 3.6

and Theorem 3.2 are identical. To this end, and to have simpler expressions, let us
denote

P 2 P
ai= J(;wn%w) ~2pla? and bi= (L)l +2) - prallals.

By (10), the condition zo > Wilh implies a > b. We claim that a > |b|. If this claim
does not hold, then b must be negative and 0 < a < |b|. Squaring this inequality and
simplifying it yield pzi2o < 2. In this situation, b = §(2% — 23) + 2 — pz122 > 0. This
contradicts the negativeness of b. Hence, a > |b|. Similarly, squaring this inequality
and simplifying it leads to pzize > 2.

Further, defining § := 20* = arctan (M) and with the help of the identity

p(zf—x3)

cos0* - 1 i 1
sing* tan?3  tan 3’

we can show, after some simplifications, that the ratios of the entries of w* in both
Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.2 are the same:

cos0*  prilx| —a

sin@*  paolxl; — o’

which means that w* in both Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.2 are identical.

The next result discusses the property of the solution from the w-step under the
condition that the last component z,, — rilh of w in (14) is non-positive.
Theorem 3.7. For p > 0 and mQE RY, let w* be the optimal solution to the

optimization problem (3). If x,, < Tz then (w*), = 0.

pllell1’ n
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Proof.  Suppose that all components of w* are positive, Then w* € S?:l cS™ 1. So
w* is a local minimizer of

1
min {EwTAp@w tw € Sn_l} . (16)

As the zero vector is orthogonal any vector, it naturally follows that it is orthogonal
to w, the eigenvector of A, , associated with the negative eigenvalue A\. By Lemma
3.4, there is no local-nonglobal minimum for (16). Hence w* is the global minimizer
of problem (16). As a result, w* = ﬁ, whose last component is less than 0 by the

given condition x, < . This completes our proof. [l

a
pllzll:

To have an efficient approach for computing the proximity operator of ho, let us
access the entries of the matrix A, », which are

2 —px? 2—priwy -+ 2 — priT,
2 — prox 2—/)30% < 2 — paoTy,
Ap,m = .
2 — pxpr1 2 — prpxe - prz%

Since x € R}, the numbers of entries in each row, each column, and each diagonal are
increasing corresponding to the indices of the entries. Based on the structure of this
matrix, we define a function p that maps every pair (p, ) with p and x € R to a
non-negative integer as follows:

0, if (A,z)11 > 0;
p(p,x) :=  k, if there exists 1 < k < n such that (A, z)1x <0 and (A, 2)1(k4+1) > 0;

n, if (Ap,ac)ln < 0.

(17)

This number p(p, x) counts how many negative components in the vector 2e — pzi .
As 2e — pxix is the first column of the matrix A, 5, with the number u(p,x), we
consider three cases for the matrix A, in the following theorem.
Theorem 3.8. Let p > 0 and let © € RT. Set k = pu(p,x). Then the following
statements hold:

(i) If k =0, then ey is the global minimizer to the optimization problem (3);
(ii) If 1 <k < n, then the vector
,lb*
|:O(nk)><1:|

is the global minimizer to the optimization problem (3), where W* is the minimizer
of the problem

1
min —wTAp o W-
weSk1 2 i
H

Here Ap 2, is the k-order leading principal submatriz of Ap z obtained by removing
its last (n — k) rows and columns.
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Proof. (i) For x € RY, from the fact (Apz)11 > 0, we conclude that (A, z)i; >
(A,z)11 > 0 for all 4, j € [n]. Therefore, for all w € S, we have

1
§wTAp7ww >

1

(Ap,w)lle”% = E(Ap,m)n-

N~

= 1
(Apw)in Y wiw; = o(Apa)uwl} >

ij=1

N~

The inequalities in the above can be achieved for w = e;.
(ii) In this case, we split the matrix A, into 2 x 2 block matrix as follows

A1 Are
Are = {Am A22]

where A1, A1a, A2, and Ao are size kx k, kx (n—k), (n—k) xk, and (n—k) x (n—k),

respectively. In fact, Aj; = Ap,w[k]. We further know that all entries in Ao, Asy, and

Ao are non-negative. For any w € Sﬁfl, write
w =
w2
with w; € RF and wy € R"*. We have
wTApymw = wlTAuwl —+ ’U)IAlQ’LUQ + ’LU;A21’LU1 + w;AQQwQ Z ’LUIAllwl.
The inequality 2 — pxjx) < 0 implies ming,, wIAle < 0. Thus,

.1 o1 .1 -
min —wTAp@w > min —wIAle > min —wTAHw.
wes? 2 wes? ! 2 wesh ! 2

In particular, for all vectors w € 87}:1 with ws = 0, one has

1 _ 1 N 1
—wlTAuwl = —wTApﬁmw > min —wTApymw.
2 2 w68171

We conclude that

1
min —wTApymw = min —w'Apjw.
wes 1 2 wesht 2
This completes the proof. O

We remark that not all entries of w* in Theorem 3.8 are necessarily positive, and
some entries may be zero, as demonstrated in the following example.
Example 3.9. Let
z=[2515105] .
For this vector and two different values of p, we present the matriz A, 5, its eigenvec-
tor v associated with the negative eigenvalue, and w* the minimizer of the problem
min,,eg3 Tw'A, w.
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For p1 = 2.5, we have A, », v1, and wi as follows:

~109 —59 —34 —9 0.8598 0.8598
A _1|-59 —20-14 1 ~ |0.4481 1wt — |0:4481
e =gl 34 14 —4 6 | VT |0.2422] Y W1 T {0.2422
9 1 6 11 0.0363 0.0363

For ps = 1.8, we have A,, z, v2, and w3 as follows:

—9.25 —4.75 —2.50 —0.25 0.8795 0.8804

A _ | 475 =205 —0.70 0.65 _ | 0.4204 1 wh — | 04286

P2 = | 950 —0.70 0.20 1.10 |2 0.2043 | 9 W27 149027
~0.25 0.65 1.10 1.55 ~0.0207 0

Notice that for the values p1 = 2.5 and ps = 1.8, both meet the condition 2 —
priz4 < 0, that is p(p1, ) = p(p2,x) = 4. However, this does not determine the
positivity of all components in w*.

We can establish that ho acts as a promoter of sparsity from Theorem 3.8 under
the situation of u(p, ) = 0. This assertion is encapsulated in the subsequent result.
Theorem 3.10. For p > 0, the following inclusion holds for all x in the set {x €
R el < /2/p):

0¢c ProXip, (x).

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, it suffices to consider all points in the set R]" with their o norm

smaller than 1/2/p. For € R, we examine two scenarios. If & = ae with o < /2/p,
the result holds due to Theorem 3.1. If & # «e for any o > 0, by Theorem 3.8 we
have G(e;) = (2 — pz?) > 0, hence, the results holds as well. O

This theorem underscores the sparse-promoting nature of hy within the specified
domain.

Given p > 0 and = € R7}, Theorem 3.8 provides a clear guideline for algorithm
development when computing the optimal solution w to problem (3), eventually,
proxi,, (x). If there exists an integer & € [1,n — 1] such that 2 — prizr < 0 and
2 — ppxlka > 0, it follows that wgy1 = -+ = w, = 0. This allows us to safely trun-
cate & by removing its last n — k entries. This approach can significantly speed up the
computation process by focusing only on the relevant components of a.

We are ready now to present our algorithm for computing proxi,, based on our

WRD procedure for arbitrary & € R™. This algorithm is presented in Algorithm 1.

4 The Proximal Operator of h;

In this section, we detail the computation of the proximal operator for the function
h1 via the WRD procedure.
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Algorithm 1 Computing the Proximal Operator of hy
1: Input: Vector x € R", parameter p > 0
2. Output: The proximal operator proxi,, (x)
P

3. procedure (WRD Procedure)

4: Sort and convert « into R} via a signed permutation matrix P.

5 Compute k = p(p,x) by (17)

6 if £ =0 then

7 w=e; (see item (i) of Theorem 3.8)

8 else (w-step)

9 for k:—-1:1do

10: Forming a vector (still denoted by ) from the first & entries of x

11: if x = e for some o > 0 then

12: u = proxi,, (x) by Theorem 3.1

13: else if k = 2 then

14: return w by Theorem 3.2

15: else

16: if the last entry of w by (14), is greater than 0 then

17: return w < ﬁ by Theorem 3.6

18: end if

19: end if

20: end for

21: end if

22: Pad w with a zero block such that the resulting vector, still denoted by w, is
in ST}F_I.

23: Form u + (z,w)w (r-step)

24: Determine u { 0, if F(O).S F(u); (d-step)

u, otherwise.

25:  w < P~ lu € proxi, (x)
P
26: end procedure

We begin with showing the optimization problem (3) associated with the w-step
of the WRD procedure. For the given p > 0 and € R}, defining

Apw=—p xx'. (18)
The corresponding function G in (5) for hy becomes the quadratic form

G(w) = %wTAp,ww +e'w.
By Lemma 2.1, our focus is restricted to discussing the proximity operator of h; on
R} This discussion unfolds in the subsequent three subsections.
In the first subsection, we highlight that the method for ho, as delineated in
Section 3, cannot be directly applied to hy, despite the initial feasibility of such a trans-
fer, particularly considering their analogous reformulations. Additionally, we provide
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the explicit expression of the proximity operator of hy at specific points, highlighting
that h; serves as a function that promotes sparsity.

The second subsection conducts an in-depth examination of the proximity operator
of hy in R2. Notably, the method tailored for this task poses challenges in its extension
to higher dimensions.

In the third subsection, we introduce a strategy to transform the optimization
problem in the w-step of the WRD procedure. This transformation entails converting
a concave objective function constrained on a nonconvex set into one with the same
objective function but constrained on a closed and bounded convex set. The latter can
be efficiently solved using the nonconvex gradient projection algorithm (see [8]).

4.1 The approach for hs does not work for h;

Initially, it may seem feasible to directly apply the method for hs described in Section 3
to hy, especially given their similar reformulations. However, we want to point out that
this approach is not directly transferable to h;. This becomes evident when considering
Lemma 3.3, which leads us to the subsequent result.

Proposition 4.1. For x € R} and p > 0, we consider a quadratic optimization
problem on the unit sphere as follows

1
min {EwTAp,ww +elw:we S"_l} . (19)

A vector w* is a solution to (4.1) if and only if there is a unique \* > p||x||% such that
(Ape + NDw* = —e

with w* being a unit vector.

Proof. Problem (19) is a special case of problem (8) by identifying A, -, e, and 1 as
H, b, and r, respectively.

The matrix A, » = —pxax ' is a rank-1 matrix and has —p||z||3 as its only one non-
zero eigenvalue with the associated unit eigenvector %—. Hence, for any A > ollzl3,
the matrix A, 5 + Al is positive semidefinite.

“=7 If w* is the optimal solution to problem (19), by Lemma 3.3, there exists a

unique A* > pl|lz||3 such that (A, + M*)w* = —e with w* being a unit vector. We
claim that A* > p||z||3. If not, assume that \* = p||z||%, and let U be an orthogonal
matrix whose the first column is ﬁ Then, the equality (A, z +A*I)w* = —e leads to
0 0 [l
pl plal3 e
2 2 *
Ulw* = —e or _ Ulw*=—1| |,
pll(|3 pllz|3 *

which is inconsistent. Hence, A\* is strictly greater than p| z||3.
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“<” We show that there exists an A > p||z||3 such that ||(A, + M) tell = 1.
For A # p||x||3, the matrix A, 5 + Al is invertible and its inverse is

1 p
A D t==(14+——~ ).
(Ao A1 A( +prvn%””‘”)

For A > p||z||3, from [|(A,z + AI)"'e||2 = 1 together with the above equation, we
obtain
A = pllzlDe + pllzliz|, = A = pllz]3). (20)
To study the root the above equation, we consider two different cases: (i) € = ae for
some a > 0 and (ii)  # ae for any o > 0.
For the case of x = ae for some a > 0, one has ||z|; = an and |||z = ayv/n. It
leads from (20) that A\\/n = A(A—pa?n). This equation has two real roots and the only
root, that is larger than p||z||3, is \* = v/n + pa®n > pa?n = p||z||3. By Lemma 3.3,

w=———e (21)

is the optimal solution to problem (19).

The rest of the proof considers the case of * # ae for any a > 0. Squaring the
identity (20) from its both sides and simplifying the resulting equation lead to the
following quartic equation

where ¢ = X — p[|x||3 and

Q(q) = ¢* + 2p|z|13¢° + (P*[|=]|5 — n)® — 2pllx(lTqg — p*|||3||x|3-

Since Q(0) = —p?||z||?||z||3 < 0 and Q(q) is positive for a sufficient large g, there exists
at least one root of ) on the interval [0,00). No matter what value of (p?||z||3 — n)
will be, the number of sign changes of the polynomial @ is 1. Therefore, by Descartes’
Rule of Signs [22], we conclude that @ has exactly one positive root, say ¢*. Hence,
with \* = ¢* + plla[3,

- 1 pllzlly
W' = (Ao + XD () = o (e A0 e (22)
’ A* A = pllz|3
is the optimal solution to problem (19) by Lemma 3.3 again. O

It is evident from the preceding proof that all entries of the optimal solution w*,
as indicated in (21) and (22), are negative. Consequently, this vector w* cannot serve
as the solution to problem (3). Therefore, the methodology employed for hy is not
applicable to h1, necessitating a distinct approach.

Next, we provide the proximity operator of hy for vectors & with uniform entries.
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Theorem 4.2. For p >0 and x = ae € R™ for some a > 0, then

{0}, if a < /pf
prOX%hl (:B) = {0,:13}, ZfOé =1/ 7,

{z}, if a > \/;

Proof. In this situation, we have A, , = —pa’ee’ from (18). The objective function
of problem (3) is

2
1 1 1 1 1
G(w) = §“frAmw“*+eT“’='—QPQQHU4f+WQUW='—§PQQ<HU41—-;EE) T3

where w € S7'. Note that ||w|; € [1,y/n] for all w € ST, the above quantity
achieves its global minimum at ||w||; being 1 or /i, depending on which one is further
away to pa2 Hence, ||w*||; the ¢; norm of the optimal solution w* to problem (3) is
v if - 77 < (1+\/_) 1 or /n if -L T = (1+\/_) orllfm2 > (1+\/_) As a
result, the w- step of the WRD procedure prov1des the optimal solut1on w”* to problem
(3) as follows:

(el if L2 < L(1+ V)
w* € {fe}U{e,. i=1,...,n}, ifp#:%(l—i—\/ﬁ);
{ei:i=1,...,n}, if 25 > 3(1+/n).

The r-step of the WRD procedure simply follows with r* = (x, w*). At the d-step
of the WRD procedure, we compare F(r*w*) and F(0) with F defined in (1). Note
that

—ipa’n+/n, if /w% < i1+ n);
F(r*w*) — F(0) = G(w*) = { -, if L = 1(1+ yn);
—1pa? +1, if 25 > 3(1+/n).

We see that under the condition p% < %(1 + v/n), the quality (T*w*) - F(0) =
~LpaPnt /i > 1 =,
the condition p% =11+ n), F(rrw*) — F(O) = 1[ > 05 Under the condition

, ZEro 1f or negative 1f 4; Under

o Vi
p% > 1(1++/n), ie., —1pa? > 1;\1/5, we have F(r*w*) — F(0) = —1pa?+1 > 1}(/—
always positive. The result of this theorem follows from (2). O

The next result shows that the function h; is indeed a sparse promoting function
whose proximity operator will send the points in a neighborhood of the origin to the
origin (see [17]).
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Theorem 4.3. For p > 0, the following inclusion
0 € proxi,, (x)
P

holds for x € R with ||x||2 < \/%.

Proof. Let G be the objective function of problem (3) associated with h;. For w €
Siﬁl, we have

G(w) = ~L(@.w)’ +eTw > ~Ljz|3+1>0
for € R with ||zl < \/%. We further have F({x,w)w)— F(0) = G(w) > 0, where
F is defined in (1). Hence, 0 € proxi,, (x). O

4.2 Special case: the proximity operator of h; on R?

The following result establishes a region in which the proximity operator of h; does
not vanish on R.
Proposition 4.4. For p > 0, define two sets in Ri as follows:

2
S = {$€Ri:$1>\/j},
p
2(1+ k)
_ 2. _
Sy = {$€R¢.$2H$1,2E1> m,ﬂe[o,l]}.

Then, the origin is not in proxa, (x) for every point © € Sy U Ss.
P

Proof. For each point & € S1 U S, to prove the origin is not in proxi, (x) it is
P

sufficient to show that there exists a point, say z, in Ri such that F(z) — F(0) < 0,
where F is defined in (1).

First, we choose z = 1€, € R}. Then, F(z) — F(0) = =427 + 1 < 0 which holds
for x € 5;.

Next, we choose z = . Then, with x = i—f,

F(z) — F(0) = (1 + &%) <%pz% + ﬁ) <0,

for all points & € Ss. This completes the proof of this proposition. O

We comment on this proposition. Consider two curves parameterized by the
parameter £ € [0,1] as follows:

_ 2 _ 2(1+r)
Cl : [0,1] S K \/;(1,145) and CQ : [0,1] S K m(l,lﬁ)
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We have C1(0) = C5(0) = \/%(1,0), Ci(1) = \/%(1,1), and Co(1) = {/*2(1,1). Two

curves intersect at the point with & to be the root of the polynomial of x5+ 3x2 + 2K —

2 = 0. This root is k ~ 0.6124. The red shaded region in Figure 4.2 is the set S; U Ss.

The blue shaded region Figure 4.2 represents the set where every point is mapped to

the origin by proxi, (), as stipulated by Theorem 4.3. We will explore the blank
P

region situated between the blue and red shaded areas in the subsequent analysis.

Fig. 4.2 The proximity operator proxya,. will map all points in the blue shaded region to the origin
)

and all points in the red region to a nonzero point.

In the following analysis, our discussion distinctly excludes the instances of uniform
entries in «, which have been previously addressed in Theorem 4.2. We now focus on
the case where ¢ € Ri. This scenario can be further divided into two distinct cases:
one where x contains one zero entry, and another where it does not. We begin by
examining the situation where x includes one zero entry, as detailed in the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.5. For p > 0 and * = aey with o > 0, then

{o}, ifa<\/%;
proxuy, (x) = { {0,z}, ifa= /%

{x}, if a > \/%

&‘

Proof. The objective function of problem (3) G associated with hy for the given x is

1 1
G(w) = fipo?w% +wi +we = fipo?wf +wy +4/1 —w?,

where w; € [0,1]. A direct calculation shows that both functions — 3 pa?w? and w; +

\/1 — w? are concave with respect to wy. Together with the facts of G(e;) = —%paQ—i—l
and G(ez) =1, hence, G achieves its global minimum at w* = e;.

The r-step of the WRD procedure simply follows with r* = (x,w*) = a. At
the d-step, we compare F(r*w*) and F(0) via their difference F(r*w*) — F(0) =
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G(w*) = —2pa® + 1. Our result of this theorem immediately follows from the above
difference. g

We observe that Proposition 4.5 corroborates the findings of Proposition 4.4 for
points lying on the x1-axis. Further, (proxi,, (z))1 = proxi . (z1) for z = ae;.
P P

For = € Rf with z1 # 0, let G be the objective function of problem (3) associated
with h1. We define @ : [0, %] — R as

Q(0) = G(w(9)) with w(o){g)s((zg]

A direct computation yields

1
Q) = —5pllal3eos® (6 - 5 ) +v2sin (04 7). (23)
where the constant « is given by, with k = i—f € [0,1],
2Kk s : .
o — arctan(l_ﬁz) € [0,5), if x1 > wo; (24)
%, if Xr1 = T2.

Then, solving problem (3) involves minimizing @) over the interval [0, §]. The minimal
value of @ on this interval can be attained at 0, 7/4, or the critical points of Q. To
determine these critical points, we examine the properties of @', which is

Q/(6) = Lpllal3sin(26 — a) + Vacos (04 ).

We immediately observed that: first, the function +/2cos(f + Z) monotonically
decreases from 1 to 0 as 6 varies from 0 to Z; second, the function 1pl|x[|3sin(26 + )
monotonically increases from 1p|lx||3sin(—a) = —pziz2 to 0 as 6 ranges from 0 to
2. and from 0 to 1pllz|3cos(a) = $p(2? — 23) as 6 goes from £ to Z. Thus, Q' is
positive, and consequently @ is increasing on [§, Z]. Therefore, the optimal value of
@ will be achieved at zero or some point in the interval [0, §]. Hence, we confine our
analysis of @) to this interval.

Remarkably, we can establish that Q" has at most two zeros in the interval [0, §].
This can be demonstrated by factorizing Q' as a product of a positive function with

a convex function: )
Q') = 3pl@l3eos (6+T) L(0),
where L : [0,5] — R is defined as:

sin(20 — ) 2v/2
cos(0+5)  pllzl3

L) = (25)

We proceed to demonstrate that L is convex on the interval [0, §].
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Lemma 4.6. For p > 0 and a nonzero vector x € R} with k = 2> € [0,1), the
following statements for the function L given by (25) hold:

(i) L is convex on the interval [0, 5], where o is given in (24).
(i) L(0) is positive, zero, or megative if prixe — 1 is negative, zero, or positive,
respectively. L'(0) is nonnegative if k < @ and negative if Kk > \/52_1.
(i) L has at most two roots on the interval [0, 5.

Proof. Ttem (i). Notice that

2cos(20 — a) cos(0 + %) + sin(20 — a) sin(0 + §)
cos?(0 + Z) ’
1 8in(20 — )(sin(20) — 1) + 2 cos o
cos?(0 + ) '

'(6)

L//(Q)

Since both numerator and denominator of L” are positive, L"(¢) > 0 for all 0 € [0, §],
hence, L is strictly convex on this interval.
Item (ii). We notice that

2v/2 22

L(()) = —(1 - P$1$2)7 L/(O) = —(SC — 1'2 — ZL'llL'Q).
pl=l3 pllafz™

Hence, the statements in item (ii) hold.
Item (iii). We have

2v2 2
L(9)=L2>o, U (5) = —mre >0
27 plll 2/ cos(5+7)
Together with the convexity of L, and the value of L(0), we know that L has at most
two zeros on the interval [0, §]. O

With these preliminaries, we can now present the solution to problem (3) associated
with hy in the following theorem, which provides the outcome of the w-step of the
WRD procedure for the proximity operator of hj.

Proposition 4.7. For p > 0 and a nonzero vector x € Ri with k = 72 € [0,1), let
the function Q be given by (23), and let the function L be given by (25). Define a as
n (24). Then, the optimal solution w* to problem (3) is represented as:

o ).

where 0* is determined as follows:
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(i) Case pxix2 < 1. We choose

0, an S \/52—17,
0" =10, if 51 < i < 1, L(6p) > 0 with L'(6p) = 0;

argmin{Q(0) : 6 € {0,6:}}, if Y51 < k < 1, L(do) < 0 with L'(6) = 0.
(26)
Here 0y is the root of L on the interval (6o, 5).

(i) Case prize = 1. If K < X5

root of L on (0, 5).
(iii) Case prixze > 1. 0% is chosen to be the only root of L on the interval [0, 5].

Proof. Case priza < 1. That is, L(0) > 0 by Lemma 4.6. Then @ has no root if
L'(0) > 0. In this situation, L is positive, so is @ on [0, §]. Hence, we choose * = 0;
If L'(0) < 0, since L’ (%) > 0, there exists one and only one point 6y € (0,5) such
that L'(6p) = 0. If L(fy) > 0, Q' has no root, we choose 8* = 0. If L(fy) < 0,
then L has a unique root, say 01, on the interval (6o, §). In this situation, we choose
0* = argmin{Q(0) : 6 € {0,6,}}. All situations are summarized in (26).

Case prixe = 1. That is, L(0) = 0 by Lemma 4.6. If L/(0) > 0, we choose 6* = 0.
On the other hand, if L’(0) < 0, let 61 be the only root of L on the open interval
(0,%5), then 6* = 6;.

Case priz9 > 1. That is, L(0) < 0 by Lemma 4.6 again. Let 6 be the only root on
the open interval (0, §). Then, 0* = 61, and @Q achieves its global minimum at ¢*. O

, we choose 0* = 0; Otherwise, 0* is chosen to be the

Based on Proposition 4.7, the set of Rf \ {ee : a € R} is split into three disjoint
sets Iy, Is, and I3, as follows:

L = {(:L'l,:L'Q) GR?L
I, = {($1,$2) GRf
I3 = {(:L'l,:L'Q) GRi

111:{(.T1,.T2)611:$1> %}
112 = {(5617562) c Il I = \/%}

P’
I3 = {(ml,xg) elh: @wz <z < \/%} Ing = (z1,22) € I : @jl <z < %
I14={(361,962)€I12—‘/32+1$2>$1} Iy = (xlax2)612:\/%<x1< \/g:’rl

DX > X9, priTe < 1}
DXy > o, priTe = 1}

DXy > X9, priTe > 1}

I = {(xl,xg) cly:x > \/%}

)

I
—
/N

N

-

We further split I; as the union of I;, i = 1,2,3,4 and Is as the union of Iy,
i =1,2,3,4 as follows:

With the given sets, the proximity operator of h; from the WRD procedure is

presented in the next theorem.
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Theorem 4.8. Let p > 0. For x € I; U Iy, we have

{zlel} if.’BGIHUIQl,'

prox (w) _ {O, \/%61} Zf:l: e l1HU 122,'
1y -

Pt {0} if & € 13U Ips;

argmin{F(z) : z € {0, (xz,w*)w*}} if x € [14 U Ioy,

where w* 1is from item (i) or item (ii) of Proposition 4.7.
For x € I3, we have

prOX%hl(:c) = argmin{ F(z) : z € {0, (x, w*)w*}},

where w* s from item (iii) of Proposition 4.7.

Proof. The w-step of the WRD procedure provides w*, the solution of optimization
problem (3) associated with the function h; by Proposition 4.7. The r-step simply
follows with * = (x,w*). At the d-step, we compare F(r*w*) and F(0) with F
defined in (1). Note that

F(rrw*) — F(0) = G(w™).

If G(w*) is positive, the zero is in proxi, (x); if G(w*) is negative, r*w* is in
ProXip, (x); if G(w*) is zero, both the ze16 vector and r*w* are in proxiy, (z). The
rest of the result follows directly from Proposition 4.7. O

Figure 4.3(a) illustrates the region where the proximity operator proxi, maps
P
points to the origin. According to Theorem 4.2, all points on the line segment from

the origin to (1/v/2/p, \/v2/p) will be mapped to the origin by prox.,, . Additionally,
o

as stated in Theorem 4.8, all points under the line x5 = ‘/52_1501 in the red region are

mapped to the origin by proxi, . The remaining points in both red and blue colors
)

are obtained numerically with the assistance of Theorem 4.8.

4.3 General case: the proximity operator of h; on R"

Here, we demonstrate that if the last k entries of @ € R’ are zero, then the last k
entries of w*, the optimal solution to problem (3), are zero as well. Leveraging this
result, we proceed by assuming that all entries of € R’ are all nonzero. The primary
outcome of this subsection is the transformation of problem (3) into the one with
same objective function but constrained on a convex set. The modified problem can
be addressed using the nonconvex gradient projection algorithm in [8]. Subsequently,
we introduce an algorithm for computing the proximity operator of h; on R".

Theorem 4.9. For p > 0 and € R}, suppose that the last k > 1 entries of x are

zeros, that is,
— | ®n—k]
=[5

Then, for an optimal solution w* to problem (3), we have w[*n]\[nfk] = 0, that is, the
last k entries of w* are zero.
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Fig. 4.3 (a) The proximity operator Proxiy. will map all points in the shaded region to the origin;
P
(b) Numerical result for the region which will be mapped to the origin by the Proxip .
P

Proof. The proof hinges on iteratively reducing the dimension by one up to k steps.
Without loss of generality, we assume that k = 1. Let F' denote the objective function
of problem (3) defined on Siﬁl. Throughout this proof, we consistently treat wy,_1
as the truncation of w from its first (n — 1) entries.

Define: H : B '(0,1) — R as H(wj,_1)) := G(w). Considering the last entry of
x being zero, we have

n—1

1
H(wpp-1) = —5p{®p-1, wi_1)’+ > wi +
=1

Hi(wipn_1))
Ha(wiy, 1)

We can verify that both H; and Hy are concave functions over the domain Bi_l,
hence, the minimal value of Hy; + Hy will be achieved at wfknq] on the boundary of
the ball.

We remark that wf;, _;; cannot be the zero vector. If so, H(wrnil]) = H(0) = 1.
However, H(e1) = —2pxi+1 < 1, which contradicts wf,,_y) being the minimal solution
to H.

Next, we show that w[*n_l] must be a unit vector, that is, w[*n_l] € S’fr_Q. If
not, assume that [Jwy,_;fl2 < 1, we can show that there exists a better solution
on the boundary of B’ ~'(0,1), which contradicts the optimality of wf,_q). Write

wfnfl

,l‘bf(n—l] = ”“’[*7]”2’ we define C': [0,1] — R as follows:

n—1]

C(N) == Hi(AMB},_y)) + Ha(Mif,,_y)).
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Clearly,
1 . .
C(/\) = 7§p<m[n—1]7w[n_1]>2>\2 + <€,w[n_1]>A +v1-— )\2,

which is not constant, and concave with respect to the variable A. Therefore, the
minimal value can only be achieved at A = 1. Therefore, Hwﬁn_l]Hg = 1. In other
words, the n-th entry of the optimal solution w* to problem (3) must be 0. This

completes the proof. [l

Note that for problem (3), the feasible set S ' is nonconvex. This nonconvex
nature poses significant challenges in algorithm development. To address this, we
present the following result which allows us to consider the problem within the con-
fines of a convex set, specifically B’ (0,1). This approach provides a more tractable
pathway for algorithmic development and analysis.

Theorem 4.10. Let x € R and assume that its last entry x,, is nonzero. Let w* be
an optimal solution to the following optimization problem

1
min {EwTAp,ww +e'w:w e B0, 1)} ) (27)

where A, 5 is given by (18). Then, w* is either the origin or the optimal solution to
the optimization problem (3). Furthermore, we have

(x,w*)w* € proxi, (). (28)
P
Proof.  The proof is trivial if w* is the zero vector. If w* # 0, we now show that

[lw*||2 =1, i.e. w* is the optimal solution to the optimization problem (3). If not, we
denote the objection function of problem (27) by H, that is,

1
H(w) = §wTAp7mw +e'w.
Set w* := —2"— and define C: [0,1] — R as follows:

llw*ll2”

- 1 - %
C) = HOw) = - ( gote. %A~ ] ).
Clearly, C achieves its optimal value at either A = 0 or 1. Hence,
H(w") = C([|w*[l2) > min{C(0),C(1)} = min{H(0), H(w")}.
We conclude that w* is either the origin or the optimal solution to the optimization
problem (3).

Finally, we show the inclusion (28) holds. If w* = 0, then, for all w € S’j_‘l,

0=H(0) < H(w) = G(w),
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where G is the objective function of problem (3). Therefore, no matter which the
optimal point for problem (3) is, we know 0 € proxi,, (x).
P
If w* # 0, then w* is the optimal solution to problem (3) as well. Hence w* is the
output of the w-step of the WRD procedure and G(w*) < 0. Obviously, (z, w*)w* €
proxiy, (x) by the r-step and d-step of the WRD procedure. We conclude that the

inclusion (28) holds. O

Based on Theorem 4.10, computing proxi, () is resorting to solving optimization
P

problem (27). This problem has a concave objective function restricted on a convex set.
A popular algorithm for solving problem (27) is called nonconvex gradient projection
algorithm as follows: with an initial guess w(?), iterative

1
2pl|l3

w(k+1) = PIBi"(O,l) (w(k) — (Apﬁzw(k) =+ 6)) y (29)

where PBf(o,l) is the projection operator onto the set B (0, 1). Since BT (0, 1) is a closed
and bounded semi-algebraic convex subset of R™ and the gradient of the objective
function of problem (27) is A, zw + e with Lipschtiz constant p||z||3, the sequence
{w™)}.cn converges, see, for example [8, Theorem 5.3].

We are ready now to present our algorithm for computing proxi, based on our
WRD procedure for arbitrary @ € R™. This algorithm is presented in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Computing the Proximal Operator of hy

1: Input: Vector € R”, parameter p > 0, and an initial guess w(®
2. Output: The proximal operator proxi,, (x)
P

3: procedure (WRD Procedure)

4: Sort and convert  into R via a signed permutation matrix P.

5: Trim @ if necessary by Theorem 4.9

6: Generate w'? via (29) and denote its limit by w* (w-step)
7: Form w + (x, w*)w* by Theorem 4.10 (r-step and d-step)
8: Pad w with a zero block if necessary by Theorem 4.9

90  u<+ P lue prox%hl(:v)

10: end procedure

Due to the inherent nonconvexity of problem (27), the initial guess provided to any
algorithms for this problem significantly influences the quality of the solution obtained.
In our simulations, we have observed that choosing w(®) = am with o € [1, 2] tends
to yield satisfactory results. The numerical result with Algorithm 2 in R? is shown in
Figure 4.3(b). In comparison with Figure 4.3(a), the regions which are identified to be

mapped to the origin by proxi,, are consistent.
)
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5 Conclusions

This paper addresses the computation of proximity operators of scale and signed
permutation invariant functions. By delving into the intrinsic properties of these
functions, we introduce a procedure called WRD, which includes the w-step, r-step,
and d-step, to effectively handle the computation of proximity operators. Specifically,
we conduct a thorough investigation into two specific scale and signed permutation
invariant functions: the ratio of ¢/ and its square. For the function (¢1/f2)?, we
propose an algorithm capable of explicitly generating its proximity operator through
a few straightforward steps. Additionally, for the function ¢; /¢5, we devise an efficient
algorithm with guaranteed convergence to compute its proximity operator.

In future endeavors, we aim to explore the practical applications of these developed
algorithms, particularly in sparse signal recovery and image processing domains.
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