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Tilt stability of Ky-Fan k-norm composite optimization

Yulan Liu? Shaohua Pan' and Wen Song?

Abstract

This paper concerns the tilt stability for the minimization of the sum of a twice
continuously differentiable matrix-valued function and the Ky-Fan k-norm. By using
the expression of second subderivative of the Ky-Fan s-norm, we derive a verifiable
criterion to identify the tilt stability of a local minimum for this class of nonconvex
and nonsmooth problems. As a byproduct, a practical criterion is achieved for the
tilt stable solution of the nuclear-norm regularized minimization.
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1 Introduction

Let R™™ (n<m) represent the space of all n x m real matrices endowed with the trace
inner product (-,-) and its induced Frobenius norm || - ||p. For an integer 1 <k <n, let
U, (X):=>"",0i(X) denote the Ky-Fan xk-norm, where o;(X) means the ith largest
singular value of X € R™*". We are interested in the following composite optimization
problem

min 0, ,(X) == vf(X)+ ¥, (X), (1)

XeRnxm

where f: R™™ — R is a twice continuously differentiable function, and v > 0 is a
regularization parameter. Such a problem has an extensive application in many fields
such as matrix norm approximation [3], matrix completion and sensing [2, 24|, control
and system identification [10], signal and image processing [13|, and so on.

1.1 Related works

Tilt stability of a local minimum of an extended real-valued function, first introduced
by Poliquin and Rockafellar [22], is a kind of single-valued Lipschitzian behavior of local
minimizers with respect to one-parametric linear or tilt perturbation. Until now, many

*(ylliu@gdut.edu.cn), School of Mathematics and Statistics, Guangdong University of Technology,
Guangzhou

f(shhpan@scut.edu.cn), School of Mathematics, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou.

(wsong@hrbnu.edu.cn), School of Mathematical and Sciences, Harbin Normal University, Harbin.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.10945v1

different characterizations have been delved for it. In the original paper [22], the limiting
coderivative of the subdifferential mapping/generalized Hessian of the objective function
is used to characterize tilt stability, and a quantitative version of this characterization was
also given by Mordukhovich and Nghia [19]. Drusvyatskiy et al. [8, 9] established that
tilt stability, uniform second-order growth, and strong metric regularity of subdifferential
mapping are equivalent for any lower semicontinuous (Isc) extended real-valued function.
Chieu et al. [4] characterized tilt stability by the positive definiteness of the subgradient
graphical derivative. Recently, for the minimization of the sum of a twice continuously
differentiable convex function and a proper Isc convex function g, Nghia [20] presented
a novel characterization for tilt stability by leveraging the second-order growth of ¢
with respect to a certain set containing a subgradient of the reference point and the
subdifferential mapping d¢g having a relative approximations onto the same set, and
obtained the verifiable criterion for three classes of specific g. For the applications of the
equivalent characterization of tilt stability from [22] in different setting, see [15, 11, 18,
19].

1.2 Main contribution

Inspired by [20], this work aims to provide a verifiable characterization for the tilt-stability
of the Ky-Fan x-norm composite problem (1). Let ®,(Z) := Y7 | Ai(Z) denote the sum
function of the first x largest eigenvalues of matrices from SP, where \;(Z) is the ith
largest eigenvalue of Z. Note that W, (X) = ®,(B(X)) is the composition of &, and the
linear mapping B, where B : R"*™ — S™+7 ig defined by

B(X) = (;T )0(> for X € R™™, (2)

We first characterize the expression of the second subderivative of W,; by the chain rule
developed in [17], and then follow the same line as in [20] to establish a sufficient and
necessary criterion for identifying the tilt stability of a local minimum of problem (1); see
Theorem 4.1. This criterion is point-based and checkable. As a byproduct, we recover the
practical criterion obtained in [20] for the nuclear norm regularized problem. Different
from [20], our work establishes the equivalent characterization of tilt stability for (1) by
operating directly the expression of the second subderivative of Ky-Fan x-norm, without
using the relative approximation of the subdifferential mapping OW.

1.3 Notation

Throughout this paper, SP represents the space of all p x p real symmetric matrices, Sﬁ
denotes the set of all positive semidefinite matrices in SP, and OP** denotes the set of
all p x k real matrices with orthonormal columns and write QP := QP*P. The notation
I, means a p X p identity matrix, and I; denotes the p x p anti-diagonal matrix whose
anti-diagonal entries are all ones and others are zeros. For an integer k > 1, write
[k] .= {1,2,...,k}. For a matrix Z € SP, \;(Z) means the ith largest eigenvalue of Z,
and QP(Z) := {P € OP | Z = PDiag(\(2))P "} with \(Z) := (A (2),...,\(Z))T. For



a matrix X € R™ " ¢,;(Z) means the ith largest singular value of Z, and O™"(X) :=
{(U,V) € Q" x O™ | X = U[Diag(c(X) 0]V} with 0(X) = (61(X),...,0,(X))". For
a matrix X € R™"™ || X||2 and || X ||« denote the spectral norm and nuclear norm of X,
respectively, XT means the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of X, X;; € RHIXII for index
sets I C [n] and J C [m] denotes the submatrix obtained by removing all rows not in
and all columns not in J, and write X := Xy for I = [n]. Write

SX)=(X+X")/2 and T(X):=(X-X")/2 for X € R™™,

2 Preliminaries

Let X be a finite dimensional real vector space equipped with the inner product (-, -) and
its induced norm || - ||. An extended real-valued function h: X — R:= R U {+o0} is said
to be proper if its domain dom h:= {zx € X |h(z) < oo} is nonempty. We first recall from
the monograph [23] the regular and basic subdifferentials of h at a point x € dom h.

Definition 2.1 Consider a function h: X — R and a point x with h(zx) finite. The
reqular subdifferential of h at z, denoted by Oh(x), is defined as

Oh(z) == {v € X | liminf Ma') = hi@) = o’ =) 0},

r#r' —x HCC/ — xH

and the basic (known as limiting or Morduhovich) subdifferential of h at x is defined as
Oh(z) = {v € X | 32% — z with h(z®) = h(z) and v* — v with o* € éh(mk)}

By Definition 2.1, gh(:c) C Oh(z), gh(:c) is a closed convex set, and Oh(x) is closed
but generally nonconvex. When h is convex, Oh(z) = Oh(z), and they reduce to the
subdifferential in the sense of convex analysis. Next we recall the subderivative of h.

Definition 2.2 (see [23, Definition 7.20]) Consider a function h: X — R and a point
x € dom h. The subderivative function dh(z): X — [—o00,00] of h at = is defined as

dh(z)(w) = liminf = M@Y= )

710w —w T

for w € X,
and h is said to be (properly) epi-differentiable at x if the first-order quotient function
Arh(x)(r):= M epi-converges to the (proper) function dh(z) as T | 0.

When h: X — R is directionally differentiable, dh(x) < h/(x;-), and the inequality
becomes an equality if h is strictly continuous at x. With the subderivative function, we
introduce the critical cone to h at a point (x,v) with v € 0h(x):

Ch(z,v) == {w e X | dh(z)(w) = (v,w)}.

Next we recall the second subderivative of an extended real-valued function.



Definition 2.3 (see [23, Definition 13.3]) Given a function h: X — R, a point x €
dom h and a vector v € X. The second subderivative of h at x for v and w is defined as
h(z+1w') — h(z) — 7(v,w")

72/2 '

d’h := lim inf
(z|v)(w) Hglon

w’ —w

and h is said to be (properly) twice epi-differentiable at x for v if the second-order quotient
AZh(z|v)(-) = h(HT');Q/(;:)*T@") epi-converges to the (proper) function d*h(z|v) as T | 0.

From [23, Proposition 13.5], d?h(z|v) is Isc and positively homogeneous of degree 2,
and dom d*h(z|v) C {w € X|dh(x) < (v,w)}, and moreover, the properness of d*h(z|v)
implies that v € dh(z) and dom d*h(z|v) C Cp(z,v).

2.1 Tilt stability of a class of composite problems

We first recall the formal definition of tilt-stable local minimum from the work [22].

Definition 2.4 For a proper Isc h: X — R, a point T € dom h is called a tilt-stable local
minimum of problem mingex h(x) if there exists 6 > 0 such that the solution mapping

M;(v) := arg min {h(z) — @) — (v, —T)}
z€B(T,0)

is single-valued and Lipschitz continuous on some neighborhood of v=0 with Ms(0)={z}.

As mentioned in the introduction, Nghia [20] recently used the second subderivative
to provide a characterization for the tilt stability of the minimizer of a proper lsc convex
h. Here, we extend the characterization of [20] to a class of composite optimization

min h(z) = J(x) + g(z) (3)
rzeX
where ¥ : X — R is a twice continuously differentiable function, and ¢: X — R is a
proper lsc convex function. Obviously, h is prox-regular and subdifferential continuous,
and model (3) covers the case that g is weakly convex. From the twice continuous

differentiablity of ¥ and [23, Exercise 13.18], the second subderivative of h at = for v and
w has the following form

d*h(z|v)(w) = (V2 (x)(w), w) + d*g(z| v—VI(z))(w),¥Y w € X. (4)

Proposition 2.1 Suppose that T is a local minimizer of h with V?9(x) = 0 on an open
neighborhood N of T. Then, T is a tilt-stable solution of (3) iff there exist £ >0 and an
open neighborhood U x V of (T,0) such that for all (x,v) € gphdh N [U x V]| and w € X

d*h(z|v)(w) > (], ()



Proof: <. Suppose that (5) holds for some ¢ > 0 and neighborhood U x V of (7, 0).
Fix any w € X. Pick any z € Doh(z|v)(w) with (z,v) € gphdh N [(U NN) x V], where
DOoh(x|v)(-) is known as the subgradient graphical derivative, see [23, Definition 8.33].
Clearly, z— V29 (z)(w) € DAg(x|v—Vi(z))(w). By invoking [20, Lemma 2.4], it follows

1
(2 = V20(2)(w), w) > 5d*g(x|v—Vi(2))(w),
which along with the positive semidefinitness of V2J(z) and (4) implies that

(z,w) 2 (V20(x)(w), w) + %ng(fﬂlv—Vﬁ(w))(w)
> % [(V29(2)(w), w) + d*g(z]v—V(2))(w)]

IR

That is, (z,w) > 2¢||lw||* when 2 € DOh(z|v)(w) with (z,v) € gphOh N [(UNN) x V].
By invoking [4, Theorem 3.3|, T is a tilt-stable solution of problem (3).

—. Suppose that T is a tilt-stable solution of (3). By [8, Theorem 3.3|, there exist ¢’ > 0
and an open neighborhood U x V of (z,0) such that for any (z,v) € gphoh N U x V]

and any x € U,
h(z) = h(z) = (v,x = 2) > (¢'/2) |z — z||*.

This means that any z with (z,v) € gphdh N [U x V] is a strong local minimizer of
h(:) — (v,-) by [8, Definition 1.1]. So, by Definition 2.3, inequality (5) holds for all
(x,v)egphdh N U x V] and w € X. O

Proposition 2.2 Let T is a local minimizer of h with V*9(x) = 0 on an open neighbor-
hood N of T. Then, T is a tilt-stable solution of (3) iff KerV29(z) N W = {0} where

W= {weX| 3(z*, y*) € gphdg and w* € X with klim d?g(x®y*) (W) = 0
—00
and (2%, 4%, w*) = (T, —VI(Z),w)}.

Proof: <. Suppose on the contrary that Z is not a tilt-stable solution (3). By Propo-
sition 2.1, there exist sequences (z¥,v*) € gphdh with ¥ € N and w* € X with ||w*| =1
such that (2%, v%) = (z,0) and d?h(z*|vF)(w*) < }[lw*||%. So, from (4), it follows

1 .
(W, V202 (2w + d2g(a*|y*) (wh) < EHw’“HQ, withy* .= oF — V(%)  (6)

Obviously, y* — —V9(Z). Since |[w¥|| = 1, if necessary by taking a subsequence, we
assume that lim w* = w. Note that d®g(z*|y*)(w”) > 0 by the convexity of g, the

k—o0
inequality (6) implies that (w*, V29%(z*)wk) < }|w”||>. Taking the limit k — oo leads
to (w, V29(Z)w) < 0. This along with V29(Z) = 0 implies that w € KerV?9(Z). On
the other hand, notice V29(z*) = 0 since zF € A/, so the inequality (6) implies that



d?g(zF|y*) (wF) < %Hwkﬂz Taking the limit £k — oo leads to klim d?g(z*|y*) (wk) < 0.
— 00
This along with d?g(x*|y*)(w*) > 0 imples that lim d?g(z"*|y*)(w*) = 0. Notice that
k—o00

(zF,y*) € gphdg since (zF,v*) € gphdh and (zF,y* wF) — (T, -VI(T),w), we know
w €W, which together with w € KerV29(z) and the assumption KerV29(z) N W = {0}
yields a contradiction to ||w| = 1, then 7 is a tilt-stable solution of (3).

<. Let T is a tilt-stable solution of (3). Pick any w € KerV?9¥(z) N W. Since
w €W, there exist sequences (xk, yk) €gphdg with zF e N and w* € X such that

Jimd?g(a*|y")(w") = 0 and (2%, ", w") = (7, —VI(7), w). (7)
—00
Denote v* := y* 4+ ViI(2¥). Then v¥ — 0 and (2*,v*) € gphoh. By the tilt-stability of
T, Proposition 2.1 and (4), there is £ > 0 such that for all £ large enough,

Ul |? < dg(a®y*) (w") + (w*, V*I(a")wb).

Together with (7) and the fact w € KerV2J(Z), passing the limit k — oo leads to
)|w|?* < (w, V29(Z)w) = 0 which implies that w = 0. The desired result is obtained. O

2.2 Twice epi-differentiability of &,
For a given Z €SP, let p1(Z) > -+ > uc(Z) denote the distinct eigenvalues of Z and
Z):={iep] | \(Z) =m(Z)} foreach € [q], (8)

where [;(Z) denotes the number of eigenvalues that rank before A\;(Z) and are equal to
Ai(Z) (including \;(Z)), i.e., the eigenvalues of Z take the following form

M(Z)Z 2Ny 2)(Z) > N1 (Z) = = Xi(2) = -+ = Ap(2).

The following lemma characterizes the subdifferential of ®, and its second subderivative,
whose proofs can be found in [21, Theorem 3.5] and [25, Theorem 2.5|, respectively.

Lemma 2.1 Fiz any Z € SP with ¢ distinct eigenvalues. Pick any Q € QOP(Z). For each
l€s], let 0, = 0,(Z) with 6;(Z) defined by (8). Let r € [s] be such that k € 0,. Then,

(i) the subdifferential of ®, at Z takes the following form
r—1
2) =" Qo + { Qo Diag(6)Q), | £ € 2},
=1

where Q. := {z € RI%1| 0 < 2 <1 for each i € [|6,|] and Z‘GT =1.(2)}.

(ii) The function ®, is semi-differentiable at Z, and for any H € SP,

do,(Z)(H) = ¥/ (Z; H) Ztr (Q4,HQq,) + @1, (2)(Q4, HQs, ).



(iii) @, is properly twice epi-differentiable at Z, and for any S € 09(Z), if a matriz
H €SP is such that ‘I)IN(Z)(QJTHQGT) = (S,H) with S := S — >~} QGZQ;, then

B,.(2|S)(H) = 2Ztr (Q3 H(u(2)1, — Z)T HQy,) + 28, H(un (2)1,— 2) H).

3 Characterization of second subderivative of W,

Recall that ¥ is the composition of @, and the mapping B in (2). We use the chain rule
in [17, Theorem 5.4] to characterize the second subderivative of W,. Before doing this,
we introduce some notation for the subsequent analysis. For any X € R™*" define

={i€n]]oy(X) >0}, b(X):={i € [n]]|o;(X)=0} and c:={n+1,...,m}. (9)
Let v1(X) > -+ > vyx)(X) be the nonzero distinct singular values of X, and write
a(X):={icn]|o(X)=un(X)} Vie[s(X)] and azx)41(X):= b(X). (10)

For any (U,V) € 0™™(X), with a = a(X),b = b(X), let U} := U,I] Vo =V I!

|a]’ |af’

1 |lv. o, 0 U, U

= — d P, :=
2 Ve v Ve —v vl et

(11)

L[Ub 0 Ub}
V2 % V2V =V

It is easy to check that P € @Q"T™. Also, from [12, Theorem 7.3.7|, it follows that

Diag(c(X)) 0 0
PTB(X)P = 0 0 0
0 0 —Diag(Ilo(X))

Note that W (X) = hy(o(X)) with he(z) = S35 [aff for z € R™. Clearly, h, is
absolutely symmetric, i.e., hy(Qz) = hy(x) for any n x n signed permutation matrix Q.
By invoking [14, Corollary 2.5], I' € 0¥ (X) if and only if o(I") € dh,(c(X)) and there
exists (U, V) € O™ (X) N Q™™ (I'), i.e., a simulatenous ordered SVD of the form

X = U [Diag(c(X)) 0]V and I'= U [Diag(o(T")) 0]V . (12)

Together with |26, Lemma 2.3|, we have the following characterization for the subdiffer-
ential of ¥, at a point X € R™ ™ which was also given in |7, Lemma 3].

Lemma 3.1 Consider any X € R"*™. Let aj = a;(X) for each 1 € [s(X)+ 1] with a;(X)
defined by (10), and let r € [s(X)+ 1] be the integer such that k € a,. Then, I'€ 0W,(X)
if and only if the following assertions hold:



(i) when r € [s(X)], there exist integers 0 < ko < k — 1 and k < K1 < n such that

01(X) > 2 040 (X) > 0gp11(X) = -+ = 04(X) = - - = 0, (X)
> UH1+1(X) > > Un(X) > 0,
0a(l') = eas D iep0i(l) = K — ko with 0 < o5(T") < eg, 0,(T) =0,
where a:=[ro|, B:={Kko+1,...,k1} = ap,y:={Kk1+1,...,n} = Ufffﬁl a;

(ii) when r = s(X)+1, there exists an integer ko with 0 < kg < Kk — 1 such that

01(X) > ... 2 04(X) > 0401 (X) = =0x(X) = =0,(X) =0,
oa(l') =eq and >, 50i(I) <k — Ko with 0 <og(l) <eg,

where o := [ko] = Uj_; @i and B := {ko+1,...,n} =b(X).

Now we introduce the Lagrange multiplier set associated with (X,I") for I" € 0, (X):
A(X,T) := {M € 00, (B(X)) | B*(M) = r},

where B* : R(ntn)x(mtn) _, Rnxm denotes the ajoint of the linear operator B. The
following lemma provides a specific characterization for such a multiplier set.

Lemma 3.2 Fiz any X € R™™ and I' € 90V, (X). Pick any (U,V) € O™"(X), and
let P and Py be defined by (11) with such (U,V') and the index sets a = a(X),b = b(X)
and ¢ from (9). Let aj = a;(X) for each | € [s(X) + 1] with a;(X) defined by (10), and
let r € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that k € a,. Then, M € A(X,T) if and only if

M = ]\411 r/2 for M1 € S™ and Myy € S™ and there exists & € €. such that
I'/2 My

1 T [ R, Diag(& )R] if r € [s(X)),
M =3 By —{ PyDiag()P,  if r = s(X)+1, (13)

where §, is the same as in Lemma 2.1. When r € [s(X)], equality (13) is equivalent to

U, Diag(£)U,!

= 2My — Y U U

a;“a;
Va, Diag(€)V,,| = 2May — 3211 Vo, Vi
Un, Diag(§)V;,| =T = 02 Un Vo,
when r = s(X)+1, by writing & := (&1;&2;€3) with £1,&5 € R and & € Rl the above
equality (13) can equivalently be written as
UyDiag(é1 + &)U, = 2Mi1 = Y125 Un, Uy,

ViDiag(& + &)V, + 2V Diag(&)V." = 2Man — 71V, Vi,
UpDiag(¢ — &)V, =T — - U Vi

ar Yap
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Proof: By the definition of the linear mapping B, its adjoint B*: S*™ — R™*™ has the

form B*(M) = 2M;s for M = (]\Z\?—'} %12> with M7 € S™, Myy € S™ and Mo € R™*™,
12 22

Together with the defintion of A(X,T"), M € A(X,T) if and only if M € 0P, (B(X)) with

M= <( M F/2> for My €S and Mas € S™. By Lemma 2.1 (i), M € %, (B(X))

r/2)" My
iff there exists £ € €2, such that (13) holds. The first part then follows. The second part
is immediate by using equality (13) and the expressions of P and Py in (11). O

We are ready to provide a compact expression of the second subderivative of .

Proposition 3.1 Fiz any X € R™™ and I € 0V, (X). Pick any (U, V) € O"™(X),
and let P be defined by (11) with such (U,V) and the index sets a = a(X),b = b(X)
and ¢ from (9). Let a; = a;(X) for each | € [s(X) + 1] with a;(X) defined by (10),
and let r € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that K € a,. Then, ¥, is properly twice
epi-differentiable at X for T' with domd?V,(X|T') = Cy,(X,T), and moreover, for any
G € Cy, . (X,T), when r € [s(X)],

U, (X|0)(G Ztr (Ea (X, Q) < (r Z(/;IVO’”T) Vi B (X, G)>

and when r = s(X) + 1,

r—1
20, (X|0)(G Ztr 2, (X,G)) — 2< —ZU;”%IT,G%E;%TG>,
=1 =1

where, for each | € [s(X)], E4,(X,G) :== QPJB(G)(I/Z(X)Iner—B(X))TB(G)Pal

Proof: From [17, Example 4.7(b)|, the function ®, is parabolically regular at any Z €
S™*" for each W € 0®,(Z) and is parabolically epi-differentiable at Z for any H € S"™*™.
Since ®;, is a Lipschitz continous and convex function, dom®; = S the assumption
of the metric subregularity constraint qualification is satisfied automatically. From [17,
Theorem 5.4] with g = ®,, and F(-) = B(-), the twice epi-differentiable at X for I can be
deduced. Moreover, domd?W¥,(X|I') = Cy, (X,T). Thus, the rest only needs to establish
the expression of d?¥,(X|T)(G) for G € Cy,.(X,T). Pick any G € Cy,.(X,T). Again,
using [17, Theorem 5.4] with g = ®,, F'(-) = B(+) leads to

qu,ﬁ(Xyr)(G):M&%’F) d*®,.(Z|M")(B(G)) with Z = B(X). (16)

Let M € A(X,T') be an optimal solution of the maximum problem in (16). Then,
20, (X|D)(G) = d*@,.(Z|M)(B(G)). (17)
Case 1: r € [s(X)]. As M € A(X|T"), by Lemma 3.2, there exists £ € €, such that

P, Diag(§)P = M — ZP Pl and T — ZU Vv, = U, Diag(€)V, .  (18)

ar-ap ar Yap



From (I', G) = dV,(X)(G) and the second equality in (18), it follows that

(5 UV + U D611, @) = {1, G) =0, (X)(G) =, (B(X)) B(G)
=1

= Ztr B+, (2 (B, B(G)E,),  (19)
where the third equality is obtained by using [17, Proposmon 4.3] and the last one is due
to Lemma 2.1 (ii). By the expression of P in (11), (32—} U, v, .G) = i tr(B, B(G)R,)

and (U, Diag(£)V,", G) = (R, Diag(§) B, B(G)). Then equation (19) is equivalent to
®1,(2)(By BG)R,) = (R, Diag(O) .}, B(G)).

By the first equality of (18), using Lemma 2.1 (i) with H = B(G),Q = P and S =
P, Diag(¢)R,’ and noting that 1(Z) for each I € [s(X)] is precisely 1;(X) leads to

,.(Z|M) (B Ztr (2B, B(G)(vi(X) I 1m—B(X))'B(G)R,)

+ <Dlag(€), 2F, B(G) (v (X) Inym—B(X))'B(G)R,).

Note that Diag(¢) = U, (I =325 ' U, ViT)Va, by the second equality of (18). Together

ap Vap

with the above equality and equatlon (17) yields the desired result.
Case 2: r = s(X)+1. As M € A(X,T'), by invoking Lemma 3.2, there exists a vector
€ = (£1:62;63) € Q, with €1, & € Rl and & € Rl such that

r—1
PyDiag(é)P) =M =Y RE,FB,) and U,Diag(&4—&)y;' =T — ZU v (20

arta; ar Vay
=1

By using the second equality in (20) and the similar arguments as above, we have

<Z%Z%I+meag<a—ssvb, G) = Ztr RIB(G)R)+ @, (E] BG)E,). (21)
=1

By the expressions of P and Py in equation (11), (37— U, V.7, G) = 337~} tr(Pa—er(G)Pal)

ap ap

and (U,Diag(&-&)V, ", G) = <P0Diag(£)P(;r,B(G)>. Then equation (21) is equivalent to
P1.(2)(Fy BIG)E,) = (PoDiag(€) Py, B(@)).

By the first equality in (20), using Lemma 2.1 (iii) with H = B(G),Q = P and S =
PyDiag(¢)P, and noting that py(Z) for each [ € [s(X)+ 1] is precisely v;(X) leads to

(2| M)(B Ztr ((X) Inm — B(X))'B(G)E,)
- (Dlag(ﬁ), o B(G)(B(X))'B(G)R).

10



Substituting the expression of Py into the second term on the right hand side, we have

(Diag(¢), Py B(G)(B(X))'B(G)Py)
= (Diag(& — &), U, GV UG, + ;TG TU, zflvTGT(@
= 2(UyDiag(&; — &)V, , GVETUTG) = 2< Z U V.|, GViSy 1UTG>

where the last equality is due to the second equality in (20). Combining the above two
equations with (17) yields the desired result. The proof is completed. O

When X and I' in Proposition 3.1 have the simultaneous ordered SVD as in (12), i.e
(U, V) e O0™™(X)NQ™™(T), we have the specific expression of the second subderivative
of U, as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2 Fiz any X € R"™™ and I' € 0V, (X). Pick any (U,V) € O™ (X) N
Q™) with V = [Vi V.| for Vi € Q"™*". Let P be the matriz defined by (11) with such
(U, V) and a = a(X),b = b(X) and ¢ from (9), let a; = a;(X) for each | € [s(X) + 1]
with a;(X) defined by (10), and let r € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that k € a,. Let

() > -+ > ((T) be the nonzero distinct entries of the set {o;(I') | i € a,}, and write
B :={i€a,|o;)=GI)} forle€[g) and Bo(I'):={i € a,|oy(I') =0}. (22)
Then, for any G € Cy, (X,T), when r € [s(X)], d*¥,(X|T)(G) is equal to
r—1s(X T r—1 gq
2” U GVl azal/HF 2( T, 2
) s +ZZW<X WIS TGV s
=1 l'=r+1 =1 j=
r—1s(X T, 2
2GS U GV sl SR 2T IOVl [
+ J + [t}
jzw;rl vr(X) =y (X) 121 l,; v(X)+wr(X)
g s(X)+1 T,
2Gj (F)H[T(U GV1)lgap I3 G
2 T Tam Z : HUﬁTGVHF
j=1 U=1

r—1 r—1
L5 UG | RS <UTGV1>WOHF,

—~  u(X) n(X)=r(X)

when r = s(X)+1, d*V,(X|T)(G) is equal to the following sum

r—1 q r—1r—1 T,
2(1-¢;(I)) T 2” U GVi)lasay %
E U'GW)la + E E !
=1 j=1 v (X) s R IBJHF =1 1=1 X)+wr (X)
r—1 r—1 r—1 gq
2/|[S(U TGV, I3 U, GVHF 1+Cg T 5
—i—E E E TU GVi)la s ||5-
l:1 Vl(X) £ e ( 1)] zﬁ;”F

11



Proof: Fix any G € Cy, (X,I"). By the definition of Z,, in Proposition 3.1 and the
expression of P in (11), for each [ € [s(X)], we calculate that

Ea (X, G) = 2[S(U'GV1)],((X) Inim — Diag(o(X))TSUTGV)],,
+2[T (U GVA)] g, (1(X) I + Diag (o (X)) [T (UTGVA)]q,

1 T TATyrT
)t Ve & s
which implies that
r r S(X +1 T,
2” U le)]aza/HF 1
tr(Zq, (X, G)) LY —— U GV1?
Souexa) =3 5 AT 5 i
T S(X +1

2H[ (UTGW)]alauHF

+Z Z X)+wp(X) (23)

=1 U'=1

As (U, V) € 0»™(X)NO™™(T), we have U, (T-Y_;; LU, V,[)Va, = Diag(a,, (T')). Then

ar Yag

<UT (P B Z;;ll%l VT)VIM Ea, (X7 G)>
— 2(Diag(aq, (I')), B, B(G) (v (X)I = B(X))'B(G)R,)

=Y G (2B; B(G) (v (X)T — B(X)) ' B(G)P,)

B 26;(D)IS(UTGW)] 5JGI/HF GA) ot
_Z: 2 vr(X) — v (X Z : ’Uﬁ GVellr

26,(r )H[T(UTGW)]M/H
Pl T e 2y

By combining (23)-(24) with the equality in Proposition 3.1 for r € [s(X)], we obtain

r—1s(X)+1

s(X)+1 T
2/|[S UTGV1 Jaa 17 2¢;(T )H[ U GVi)lgjay 7
20, (X |T)( ”' £ ’ T
HXID)G) =) Z —up(X 1> Z —vp(X)
=1 I#I'=1 J=1r#l'=1
r—1s(X)+1 T
2|I[ (U GW)] aa/H G(T
2 3 A e
=1 =1

= 1 L2 ()T UGV gy, 113
+;VI(X GVHF—FZ Z Vr( +I/l/(X) . (25)

j=1 U'=1

12



Observe that the sum of the first two terms on the right hand side is equal to

r—1 r—1s(X T,
2H[S(UTG% alarHF 2” (U GV)]azal/HF
> A 50>

X) - I=1 U'=r+1 - w(X)

q r—1 T q s(X)+1 T
ZZQCJ IS UGVl /3Jal/HF eSS 2¢; (T H UG‘/l)]ﬁgal/HF

j=11=1 v (X) = vr j=1U=r+1 —
r—1s(X
_ 5 5h 2ISTGu) almlF S Z 2“ UTGVI)]W”F
2.2 (X)) — (X e < —vp(X)
—1 j— V=r+1

Sy 3 2llls Ol 3 XZH OSTC e

j=1r=1 vr(X) —ve(X j=1U=r+1 - (X)
r— r—1s(X)+1
s 2 GOISET le o I | 5 (Z 20| <UTGV1>1WHF
=1 j=1 m(X) — (X I=1 U'=r+1 —wr(X)

- 2H[8(UTGV algou "¢, >\| UTlemjaull
P ® o ZZ s o

=1 7=1U=r+1

Along with the last four terms on the right hand side of (25), the result for the case
r € [s(X)] holds. Next we focus on the case that r = s(X)+1. From (U,V) € Q™™ (X)N
Q™™(T) and the definition of ¢(T), T — S} U, V.| = U,Diag(¢(T))V,". Then,

ar Yag
2T — U, VL GV U G) = 2(UyDiag(C(D) VT, GVE, U, G)
= (Diag(¢(1), U, GV, U, GV + Vi GTUS, 'V, G Ty,

Note that in this case By, ..., 3, is a partition of the index set b, so Uy, = [Us, --- Us, Up,]
and Vj, = [V3, -+ V3, Vj,]. Then, an elementary calculation yields that

20— Y U,V GV U, G

ap Yap

GO (Us, GV, GV, + V) G SV, G U,
Bj Bj

_ ifjg)) (SWTGV)ays, (SO GTU)gy0,)
j=11=1
r—1 gq

> 25{%) (ISW TGV, [ = T GVAags, I7)-
=1 j=1

13



Together with (23) and the equality of Proposition 3.1 for r=s(X)+1, it holds that

(X[D)(C ZZ 2|lis UTG% alal/HF iim UTGvn]alal,nF

=1 1£1=1 (X)—ww(X =1 /=1 X)+vr(X)

E_J S %(,stmmmu% ~ TGV, )

1
+ Z Vz—H o GV 7.
=1

For the sum of the first three terms on the right hand side, we calculate that

r—1 r—1r—1

2 T . ,
;W(X)II[ (UTG)) aleF+l§;l/ 5 +W 0o T 0T CVi e,
r—1 q
2|[T (U GV)]apIF 2g(r) . . ,
* U'GV)a UTGV)a s,
2T ) ZZ o) (IS WTGVLugs, I = NIT WGV, )
r—1 r—1
_ 2(1 CJ( )) T, 2 2 T 9
_11;; ) H[QJG%ﬂWNF+ZLMXWBQTG%mWNF
r—1r—1 T q
[T (U'GV1)]aya, II7 21+§
2 T e £33 HHGD) A TGV s -
I=11=1 ! =1 j=0
Thus, we obtain the desired result. The proof is completed. O

As a consequence of Proposition 3.2, we obtain the second subderivatives of the
spectral norm || - || and the nuclear norm || - ||, stated as in Corollaries 3.2 and 3.1.

Corollary 3.1 Fiz any X € R™™ and I' € 0||X||«. Pick (U, V) e Q™™(X)NO™™(T)
with V.= [V V.| for Vi € Q™*™. Let a; = a;(X) for each | € [s(X) + 1] with a;(X)

deﬁned by (10). Let (1(I') > ... > Cq( ) be the nonzero distmct entries of the set
{O‘Z | i € aS(X +1} and write Bo(T') := {z € agx)41|0i(T) = 0} and [i(T") := {Z €
as(x)11 | 0i(D) = G(I)} for L € [q]. Then for any G € C, (X '), when rank(X) =n,
s(X) S(X T s(X)
UGVbaH 1
d2 XP ay | —UTGVéQ'
I X1 = 3 lZ Ryt 1+ 2 A vl

when rank(X) < n,

s(X) s(X) s(X)

2||[T UTGV)]H 1
d2|| - || (X|T)( ELN" ——ulav,?
- ) ZZ; l/z:l X))+ (X) ZZ; Vl(X)H . iz
WY 1—@ T 2 2014 G ot )
PP s Wl [+ = 5 T TGV [
=1 7=0
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Corollary 3.2 Fiz any X € R™™ and I' € 0| X||. Pick (U,V) € O»™(X)NnO™™(T)
with V- =[V1 V] for Vi € Q™*™. Let aj = a;(X) for eachl € [s(X)+1] with al( ) defined
by (10). Let Cl( ) > -+ > (') be the nonzero distinct entries of the set {O‘Z )i€ar},
and write o (T") —{ZEal\a, ) =0} and B(T):= {i € a1|oy(T') = G(T)} for I € [q].
Then, for any G € C. ||(X r),

S

q ire. 2 q -
‘ ”’“ 26;(D)|[T( UTvaBMHF
*; ZZ (%) +  (X)

Note that d?W, (X|T) is always nonnegative by the convexity of ¥;. Together with
its expression in Proposition 3.2, we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 3.3 Fiz any X € R™™ andI' € 0¥ (X). Pick (U, V) e O»™(X)NnQ™™(T)
with V=W V.| for Vi € Q™*™. For each | € [s(X)], let a; = a;(X) with a;(X ) deﬁned

by (10), and let v € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that k € a,. Write a:= \J;_{ a, 3

ar,v:=U; ):J):;l a; and By := p\(B1 U Bo) with py:= [1(T") and By := Bo(T"). Then, for

any G € Cy,,(X,T), when r € [s(X)], d®¥.(X|T)(G) =0 if and only if

(U le) (aUBLUB, ) (aUBUB, ) € Slol+HB+A] (26a)
UGV g0 = (U 'GVD)gy,» (UTGW) g5, = (U TGV 35, (26b)
(UTGV)ap, = (U'GW) . M =0, (UTGW)ap, = (UTGWV1) 0 =0,
(UTGV)ay = (UTGWV1) ], (26¢)
(U'GVi)p,, = (UTle)% =0, (U'GVi)p,y = (U'GVi)]5, =0,
(UTGVi)ae = 0, (UTGVi)g,c = 0, (UTGVi)g, e = 0; (26d)

and when r = s(X) + 1, d*V,(X|T')(G) = 0 if and only if

(U'GVi)aa € sk, (UTGVl)aBl = (UTGW)EW (27a)
(U'GWV)ae =0, (U'GWV1)ap, = (U'GWVi)},, =0, (27h)
(UTGV)ag, = (UTGW) gy = 0. (27¢)

4 Characterization of tilt stability for problem (1)

To provide a specific characterization of tilt stability for problem (1), we need the fol-
lowing technical lemma to present the critical cone of ¥, at any point (X,T") € gph 0W,.

Lemma 4.1 (see [7, Propositon 10]) Consider any X € R™™ and I' € 0¥, (X). Pick
(U, V) e O"™(X)NQ™™(T). Let a; = a;(X) for eachl € [s(X)+1] with a;(X) defined by
(10), let r € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that k € a,, and let p; = [;(T') forl =0,1,...,q
with Bi(T") defined by (22) and B4 := ?:2 B (). Then the following assertions hold.
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(i) Whenr € [s(X)], G € Cy,.(X,T) if and only if there exists @ € R such that

A (S(Us,GVao)) < @ < Ny (S(Up, GVAy).

. S(UZ GVs,) 0 0
S(U;LTGV;M): 0 WIWH 0
0 0 S(U; GVa,)

(ii) When r =s(X) +1 and [T, < k, G €Cy, (X,T) iff S{U GV3,) € S and

SUSGVz) 0 0 0

B VB

U GV, Ul GVi] = 0 00 0.
0 0 0 0

(iii) When r =s(X)+1 and |T'||«= &, G € Cy, (X,T) iff there is w € R such that

o1 ([Ug,GVay  Ug,GVil) < @ < Mg, (S(Us, GVy))»

S(UGVs,) 0 0 0
U, GV, Ul GV = 0 wlg, 0 0
T T
0 0 Us, GV, U, GV
Theorem 4.1 Let X be a local optimal solution of problem (1) with T := —vVf(X).

Suppose that there is a neighborhood N of X such that V2f(X) is a positive semidefinite
linear mapping on N'. For each | € [s(X)], let @ = a;(X) with a;(X) defined by (10) for
X =X, and let 7 € [s(X)+1] be the integer such that k € @. Write

a=Uta, B=ar v=US)a and By = B\(51 U fo)

with 1 := {i € B|oy(T') = 1} and Bo:= {i € B|oi(T) = 0}. Then X is a tilt-stable
solution of problem (1) if and only if KerV2f(X)NY = {0} where, if 7 € [s(X)],

Y= {Ge R ' 3(U,V)e 0™™(X) N 0O™™T), D e RIfolxI%l, (;T g) e slel+ial,

M(S(D)) < @ < A\, (S(0)), (EH E12> e RUBol+1Dx(1+el),

Eo  Ea
A B 0 0 0 0
BT C 0 0 0 0
such that UTGV =10 0 wlg,, 0 0 0 ;
0 0 0 D FEiy1 Eqs
0 0 0 0 FEo FEoo
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if 7 =s(X)+1 and ||T||+ < &,

T=<Ge Rnxm'H(U,V)e Q™™(X)NOM™T), A e slol, B e RleIxIA,

A B 0 0O
T
181 =T v B C 000
C € S such that U GV 0 0 0 0 0 ;
0 0 0 00

and if T = s(X) + 1 and ||T||« = &,
T = {Ge R ‘ U, V)e 0»™(X)n0™»™T), A e S, B e RleIxI81 ¢ ¢ sIAil

D e ROl 6 (D E]) < @ < M\, (S(C)), E € RIPolxlel]

A B 0 0 0
BT C 0 0 0
0 0 wl|5+| 0 0
0 0 0 D E

such that UTGV =

Proof: From Proposition 2.2 with taking ¥ = vf, ¢ = ¥, and X = R™™ X is a
tilt-stable solution of (1) if and only if KerV?f(X) NG = {0}, where

G = {G e R""™|3(X* T") € gpho¥, and G € R with Jim d? . (XFITR(GF) =0
—00
and (X*,T% G*) —» (X,T,G)}.
Hence, it is sufficient to argue that G = 7T.
Now, take any matrix G € G. Then there exist sequences (X k,l“k) € gphoV,, and
GF € R™™ such that
lim d?W,(X*T%)(G*) =0, and (X*, T, G*) - (X,T, Q). (28)

k—o0
From T* € 9V, (X¥), the convexity of W) and [14, Corollary 2.5], X* and I'* have
a simultaneous ordered SVD, i.e., there exists (U*,V¥) € O™™(X¥) N Q™™ (I'*). Note
that {(U*, V¥)} is bounded, and the multifunction R™*™ 3 Z = Q™™ (Z) is outer
semicontinuous in [5, Lemma 2.1|. Then there exist an infinite index set K C N such
that limg sy, 0o (UF, VF) = (U, V)€ 0™ (X) N O»™(T). Then

" and T =T [Diag(o(T)) 0]V

X = U |[Diag(c(X)) 0]V
with V = [V V] for V| € Q™% In the following, we argue that G € Y by three cases.
Case 1: T € [s(X)]. Note that T' € 0¥, (X). By invoking Lemma 3.1 (i) with (X,T') =
(X,T), there exist integers %y and %1 with 0 <%y < k — 1 and K < Ry < n such that
01(X) = -+ 2 05 (X) > o5 41(X) = -+ = 0,(X) = -+ = 0, (X)
> UE1+1(7) Z T 2 O-n(y) Z 07
0o(T) = eq, > iep 0i(T) = k — Ko with 0 < o4(T) < ejg, and o,(T) =0,
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where [Ro] = a, {Ro+1,...,F1} = B and {F;+1,...,n} = . Since limgsp 00 o(XF) =
0(7), there must /e\xist integers kg and k1 WithAEO < kg <k—1and Kk < k1 <Ky and an
infinite index set K C K such that for all k£ € K,

Jl(Xk) > 2> Jno(Xk) > JnoJrl(Xk) = "':Jn(Xk) == U/ﬂ(Xk)
> 041 (XF) > o > 0, (XF) > 0. (29)

Together with T'* € 9, (X*) and Lemma 3.1 for (X,T') = (X*,T'*), for each k € K,

oa(T%) = €als Ziegai(Fk) =k — Ko with 0 < o(T%) < e, and O'Q(Fk) =0 (30)

3l 81
where a:= {1, ... ,/{0},3:: {/@0—1—1, e /@1} and 7:= {k1+l,...,n}. Clearly, for all k € I?,
{i € Bloi(X*) > 0u(X*)} = {Ro+1,... Ko} := ', {Z € Bloi(XF) = ou(XF)} = B and
{ie 5\0,(Xk) < ou(XF } = {k1+1,.. El} =3 If necessary by taking an infinite
subset of K, for all k € K, the sets {i € B|os(T*) = 1}, {i € B|0 < 04(T'*) < 1} and
{i e 3 | O'Z(Fk) = 0} keep unchanged, and for convenience we always write

Bri={ieBloy(l*) =1}, == {i € B|0 < 0y(T*) < 1}, By :={i € B|oi(T") = 0}
Let BY:={i € By |oi(T) = 1}, ) = {i € By | 04(T) = 0}, By 1= {i € By | ou(T) € (0, 1)}

From the definitions of the above index sets, it is not difficult to see that
a=aUn', F=qUr’, f=HUGKUL =0 UFUY, B=BuB, U (31)
Br=BLuBLUBL, Bi=n'UBIUBL fo=PBLUBun’ (32)
By (29), s(X*) is independent of k € K and so is a;(X*) for each I € [s(XF)], where
a;(X*) is the index set defined by (10) with X = X*. Then we write a; = a;(X*) for
each | € [s(X¥)]. Let r € [s(X*)] be the integer such that x € @,, and let ¢;(I'F) >
- > (,(T'*) be the nonzero distinct entries in {o;(I'*) | i € @, }. For each [ € {2 .4},
let ﬁq i= B,(T*) with 3,(I'%) defined by (22) for I' = T'*. Clearly, B = Uj Oﬁ] From
Proposition 3.2 with (X,T) = (X*,T*), for every k € K, d2W,(X*|T%)(G¥) equals

r—1s(X*) kN Tk 1 q
QH[ (u"'a Vl azayHF 2(1— C] Flc ) AR )
T UGV -
; l’;l Vl Xk I/l/ Xk ;jzllfl( k; )H[ (( ) 1 )]‘llﬁjHF
q s(x¥) +12C (Fk)H[ ((Uk)TGkvl )]BJQI/HF 1 Uk TGkV’fHF
+le V=r+1 v (XF) —wr (XF) Zl v (XF)
s(XF)+1 (Tk N\ T~k
+Zq: (Z 2T GPv )]5 a | Zq: || )TV
j=1 =1 vr (XF) + vy (XF — v v (XF) F
r—1s(X 1 -
=S (ZH 2T GV, I | 52 20" GV -
=i =R O REIe G R B OO
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Together with lim d?W,.(X*|T%)(G*) = 0 by (28), we have the following relations

K>k—o00
( (UTGVI)(auﬁluaium)(auﬁlu@um) € Slal+Bi+BLI+B+ (34a)
V) Guauso@ iy = 0 GV s Gstos.y (34D)
(UTle)a(mUﬁi) (U le)(ﬁ DB = 0, (34c)
(T GV1)a3, = (UTle)goa =0, (34d)
(U GV1i)ag = (TU'GV1) 15 =0, (34e)
T'GV1) GroBus s = (UTGE);(BIU@U 5y =0, (34f)
[T GV)ae =0, (T'GV1)5, =0, T GV 515, = O, (34g)

and the detailed arguments are included in Appendix A. In addition, as Gk e Cy (XF,TF),
according to Lemma 4.1 (i), for each k € K there exists wy € R such that

MIS((U)GVE )] < < A5, [S(W4) TGV )]

and

kT kv k
o S((UEI) G Vgl) 0 0
S((Uh'6hvE) = 0 @klia,| 0
0 0 S(Uk)'GFVE)
Bo Bo

We assume lim 7 wi = w if necessary by taking a subsequence. From the above

K3k—o0
. . =T =
equations, it holds that Al([S(U GVl)] ) <@ < Ap, |([8(U GVl)]BIEI) and
[ST'GV)l3,5 0 0
. kT kv k ~ A
0 0 [S(U GVl)]BOBO
Take A = (U ' GV1)aa, B = (U GV C=(T'aGV D=
ake A = ( l)aa, - ( l)a(nlUglUBi)’ - ( 1)(771U31U33r)(n1U31U3i)’ -

13 0 3 0
0 TV o I B = ey mam
(Boun®)(Bon?) L (Boun3)y L (Boun?)e
and [Ey FEa] = [(UTGVl)W (U GVl)vc] Along with (34a)-(34g) and (35), and the
relations @ = a Unt, 81 =n! Uﬁl UB+,ﬁo —ﬁJrUﬁoUn in (31)-(32), we have G € T.
Case 2: 7 = 5(X)+1 and ||T||, < x. By invoking Lemma 3.1 (ii) with (X,T) = (X,T),
there exist an integer kg with 0 < kg < k — 1 such that

1K) > > 05y (K) > o1 () =+ = 0u(F) = - =0u(X) =0, (36)
(f) eo and e 0i(l) <k —Fy with 0 <oa(T) < e (37)
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where [Ro] = a and {Fo+]1,...,n} = f. Now there must exist an infinite index set KCK
such that o, (X¥) = 0 for each k € K. If not, there will exist k € N such that o,,(X*) > 0
for all K > k > k. By Lemma 3.1 (i) with (X,T) = (X*,T'*) for each k € K, we have
IT¥|l. = & for all K 3 k > k. On the other hand from limgsgoo [T« = [T« < &,
there exists k € N such that IC¥|l, < & for all K 3 k > k. Then, x = ||[T¥||, < & for all
K 3 k > max{k, k}, which is impossible. Since thakﬁoo (Xk) = 0(X), there is an

integer kg with Ky < kg < k—1 and an infinite index set K - K such that for all k € K

G1(XF) > o > 00y (X9) > Gy (XF) = -+ = 0p(XF) = - = 0 <X’f> 0, (39)
oa(TF) = ejg and ). AO‘Z(Fk) <k—Kg with 0<o7 ( by < (39)
where @ := [rg] and B\:: {ko+1,...,n}. Then, following the same arguments as those

for Case 1, the relations in (31)-(32) still hold with 7 = 0, i.e.,

G=aUn', B=BUBRUB, =n"UB, B=pBUB U, (40)
B\+:§iUﬁ+Uﬁi, 512771U31UB.1H 50=§3U50- (41)

By (38), s(X*) is independent of k € K and so is a;(X¥) for each | € [s(X*)], where
a;(X*) is the index set defined by (10) with X = X*. Hence, for each [ € [s(X*)], we
write @; := a;(X*). By (38), k € Ug(xk)41, and we let r = s(XF)+1. Let (TF) > --- >
¢4(T'*) be the nonzero distinct entries of the set {o;(T'¥) | i € @,}. For eachl € {2,...,q},
let By i= By(T"%) with f,(T'%) defined by (22) for I' = T*.

Now passing the limit K 5 k — oo, we have limp_, . d?0,.(X*|TF)(G*) = 0 by
(28). By using Proposition 3.2 with (X,T) = (X*,T'¥), for every k € K, d*¥,.(X*T*)(G*)
equals

r—1 gq r—1r—1 ENT ~k
2 kNT ~k 2” U ) G Vl )]azal/HF
ZZ H[ ((U ) G Vl alﬁ HF ZZ Vl Xk; +Vl/(Xk)
I=1 j=1 I=11'=1
RSl ((Uk)TGlek)]aIEOH% RSl )
=1 Vl(Xk) =1 Vl(Xk)
r—1 gq
2( 1+CJ ke Tk rk 2
33 2Dy oy kv, 2.
=1 j=0
Together with the limit limpg_, d?W . (X*|T*%)(G*) = 0, we have the following relations
(U le)aa € S‘ |7 (U le)a(glugl) (U le)(ﬁ Uﬁl) (43&)
(U GV1)ge =0, (U le)a(muBO) (U le)(ﬁ UA)a =0, (43b)
(U GVi)gz, = (U le)goa =0, (43c)
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whose proof is included in Appendix B. In addition, as |T¥||, < xand G* € Cllllw (XFE,TF),
according to Lemma 4.1 (ii), for each k € K, we have S((Ug )TGkVé“) € Slfl‘ and
1 1

S((Ug )TGkvg) 0 0
1 1
et whevi= | Mo
0 000
Passing the limit K > k — oo yields that S(UBTGVEI) € Slfll and
1
[ST'GVi)z5 0 0 0

lim [(UB)GVE (0GR = 0 00 0 (44)

=T = =T = =T
Take A = (U GV1)aa, B = (U GVy) C = (U GVWy) To-

a(ntUB1UBL ) (n*UB1UBL ) (n' UB1UBL)"
gether with equations (43a)-(43c) and (44), and the relations @ = aUn', 81 = n' UBU Bj{
and [y = ﬁ+ U By in (40)-(41), we conclude that G € T.

Case 3: 7 = s(X)+1 and |||+ = k. By Lemma 3.1 (ii) with (X,T') = (X,T), there exist
an integer Ko with 0 <%y < k—1 such that (36)-(37) hold. We consider two subcases.
Subcase 3.1: there is an infinite index set K' such that o, (X*) >0 for all k €
K. Note that equations (29)-(30) and the discussions after them with v = () are applica-
ble to this case. By combining equation (33) with thakﬁoo d?>W . (XF|ITF)(G*) = 0 leads

to equations (34a)-(34g) and (35). Construct A = (U GVl)(m, B = (UTle)
0

>, and F =
(Boun®)(Boun?)

. Together with equations (34a)-(34g) and (35), and the relations
U GV1 ﬁ Un)e

a(nUBUBL )
@i,

¢c=U GVﬂ(nluB&uBb(nluB&uBb’ b= ( 0 @Gn)

a=aUun!,p=n' Uﬁ1Uﬁ+,ﬁo—ﬁ+U60Un in (31)-(32), we have G € T.

Subcase 3.2: there is an infinite index set K C K such that 0.(X*) =0 for all
k € K. Note that equations (38)-(39) and the analysis after them are applicable to this
case. By combining equation (42) with lim d?W . (X*|TF)(G*) = 0 leads to

K>k—o00
=T 5 ol AT =T 7
(U GVi)as €8, (U GVi)zgu) = (T GV 550 a0 (45a)
(U GVi)ae =0, (U GVi)gs, ) = U le)(ﬁ e =0 (45Db)
(T'GV)ag, = (UTGE)gOa = 0. (45¢)
=T —T = —T =
Take A= (U GV)aa, B= (U GV) C= (U GaWy) D=

a(n' UpLUBL )’ (' UBLUBY ) (' UB1UBY )’
0 and E = 0, Along with equations (43a)-(43c) and (44), and the relations & = oo U 7',
Br=n' UﬁuﬂJr and [ —5+Uﬁ0 in (40)-(41), we conclude that G € T.
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In the following we argue T C G. Pick any G € Y. We shall prove that G € G by
the following three cases.
Case 1: 7 € [s(X)]. From G € T, there exist (U, V) € 0"™(X)n0™™(T),A e Sl B ¢

RlalxIB1l o e sIBil D e RlBolxIBol (EU E12> e RUBolI+Dx(vI+lel) and w € R such that
’ ’ "\ E21 Ex
A B 0 0 0 0
BT C 0 0 0 0
M(S(D)) <@ < \g, (S(C)) and U'GV =] 0 0 wlg; 0 0 0 (46)
0 0 0 D FE; Ep
0 O 0 0 FEs9 FEy

We construct the sequence {(X*,T* G*)}ren with TF .= T, G* := G and

B 0o 0 0
XF=X+U(0 #Ig 0|V VkeN
0 0 0

Since the set {z ef| O'Z'(Xk) = O'R(Xk)} is independent of k, we denote it by ﬁ Write
Bri={i € Bloi(T%) =1}, By:={i € B0 < :(T*) < 1} and fo:= {i € B|os(T*) = 0}
By Lemma 3.1, for all sufficiently large k, T* € 0V, (X%), ie, (X¥,T%) € gphd¥,.

Let r be the integer such that x € @, := a,(X*). We claim that for all sufficiently
large k, G* € Cy, (X*,T%). Indeed, when x ¢ (i, we have 51 = 0, ﬁ+ = B4 and

Bo = By, which along with G¥ = G and (46) implies that S(UTGkVC}T) = [w.ﬁﬁ” 10)] .

Thus, by Lemma 4.1 (i) with (X,I') = (X kTR, the claimed inclusion holds. When
K € (1, we have 5+ =0 = ﬁo, Wthh along with 5 51 = 1 and (46) implies that
S(U:;GkVT) C € SIP1l. Then, by Lemma 4.1 (i) with (X,T) = (X*,T'*%), the claimed
inclusion also holds. By comparing (46) with Corollary 3.3, it is not hard to obtain that
>0, (X*|T*)(G*) = 0 for all sufficiently large k. So, along with (X* T* G*) — (X,T, G)
and (X* . T*) € gphoV,, we can deduce that G € G.

Case 2: 7 = 5(X)+ 1 and ||T'||. < k. From G € T, there exist (U,V) € Q»™(X) N
Q»™T), A € Sl B € RlelxIAl ¢ ¢ SIA1l such that

A B 0 00
BT C 0 0 0
Ty,
UGV_ooooo (47)
0 0 0 00

Let {(X* T'*, G¥)}ren be the sequence constructed in the same way as in Case 1, and
let ﬁl, B; and B\O be the index sets defined as in Case 1. Let r be the integer such that
K € Ty = a,(XF). We claim that for all sufficiently large , GF € Cy, (X*,TF). Indeed,
when k ¢ (31, we have ﬁl = (), ﬁJr = [, and ﬂo = Bo, which along with G* = G and (47)
implies that S(UTGkV ) = 0; when x € 1, we have 5+ 0= ﬁo, which along with

22



B =P =p and (47) implies that S(Ua—Ter%r) = C € SI%1l. Thus, by Lemma 4.1 (i)
with (X,T) = (X*,T'*), the claimed inclusion holds. By comparing (47) with Corollary
3.3, it is easy to obtain that d>W,(X*T*)(G*) = 0 for all sufficiently large k. Then,
following the same arguments as those for Case 1 leads to G € G.

Case 3: 7 = s(X)+1 and ||T||s = x. From G € 7T, there exist (U,V) € O™ (X) N
Q™™ (T), A € Slol, BeRlxI8il ¢ e sl D eIRiWO'XWO' E eR!Polxlel & ¢ R such that

A B 0 0 0
BT C 0 0 0
> T —
w>o1([D E]) and U' GV 0 0 wlg, 0 0 (48)

0 0 0 D FE

Let {(X*,I'®,G*)}ren be the sequence constructed in the same way as in Case 1, and
let 51, B+ and By be the index sets defined as in Case 1. Let r be the integer such that
K € Ty = a,(XF). We claim that for all sufficiently large , G* € Cy, (X*,TF). Indeed,
when k ¢ 1, we have 51 = (), ﬁ+ = f4 and ﬁo = By, which along with Gk = G and

1 —~
(48) implies that S(UJG’C%T) = [w (\)5+| g}, when k € 1, we have ﬁ+ =0 = By,

which along with B = Bl = (1 and (48) implies that S(UgGkar) = C e SIAl. Thus,
by Lemma 4.1 (i) with (X,T) = (X*,T'*), the claimed inclusion holds. By comparing
(48) with Corollary 3.3, it is easy to obtain that d?¥,(X*|T*)(G*) = 0 for all sufficiently
large k. Then, following the same arguments as those for Case 1 results in G € G. a

As a byproduct of Theorem 4.1, we get the sufficient and necessary condition for the
tilt-stability of the nuclear norm regularized problem established in [20, Theorem 4.6].

Corollary 4.1 Let X be a local optimal solution of problem (1) with k = n, and write
T:= —vVf(X). If there is a neighborhood N of X such that V2f(X) is positive semidef-
inite on N, then X is a tilt-stable solution of (1) if and only if

KerV(X)N T = {0},

where Y 1= {U <§ 8) v’ |(U,V) e On™(X)nO»™T), Z € SO‘UBl'},
Proof: If 0,,(X) > 0, then ||T'||« = n, so that a = [n] and B = B3, B+ = Bo =7 = 0. The
desired result follows by the first part of Theorem 4.1. If ¢,,(X) = 0 and ||T||+ < n, then
~ = (). Consequently, the desired result follows from the second part of Theorem 4.1. If
0,(X) = 0 and [Tl = n, then By = By = 0 since T' € 9||X||.. Hence, a U B = [n],
Consequently, the desired result follows from the last part of Theorem 4.1. O

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions of tilt stability for the model
(3). In contrast to [20], our work establishes the equivalent characterization of tilt sta-
bility by using the second subderivative of g, without the second-order growth of g with
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respect to a certain set and a relative approximations of dg onto the same set. In par-
ticular, by characterization of second subderivative of the Ky-Fan s-norm, we derive a
verifiable criterion to identify the tilt stability of a local minimum for the model (1). A
useful criterion for the tilt stable solution of the nuclear-norm regularized minimization
is consequently presented.
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Appendix A: Proof of equations (34a)-(34g). Recall that limg_, . o(X*) =

o(X). By the definition of @; and equation (29), if necessary by taking an infinite subset
of K, there must exist integer ro and r; with 1 <7rg <r <r; < S(Xk) + 1 such that

s(X)+1 s(XF)+1
U ap=a= Uazﬂ? = U ap,n’ = U a, U m=y= U @ 9
I'=1 l=ro+1 l=r+1 I'=7r+1 l=r1+1

By using the relations in (49) and lim >0, (X*|T*)(G*) = 0, we have

Kok—o0

r—1s 1
L o (T (U TGE VI 12

0= lim
K3k—00 lzl v (XF) +vp (XF)

. P TGRVF); Al UTGV .
:I?algioo S % II[Ui(((Xg 1 ]HF_ D H 1()]7)||F

icaun! j€[n] icaun! j€[n]

and

@ SO 9 (O[T (U TGRVEN 5 4 I

= 1

K;Jimz 2 o (XF) + 0 (XF)

. 26 (T[T (U*) TGPV 5413

— hm Z J IE

=~ Xk Xk

Kalﬁoojeg\goie[n] vp(XF) + oy (XF)
vy oyl HTU "GVl

jeB\Boi€n X)+ai(X)

Along with B\\ Bo=pBLU (B}_ UpBy U B\g_) and [n] =a U BU7, we get (34a)-(34b), and

(T GV)la0 50 = 0 and [T GV 550,15 = O (50)

By using the relations in (49) and the limit lim d?>¥,. (X*|T*)(G*) = 0 and noting

K3k—o00
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that limg_, o o (XF) = limg,, . o op(X*) = 0,.(X) for any 1,1' € n' Un?, we have

r—1s(X*)+1

0= lim Y >

2/|[S(U%) " VPaa, |IF

Rok—oo 15 w571, v (XF) —vp (XF)
o Tl Uk TGkV X )+1 S Uk; TGkV
Ly i 55 §5 ISOG R | X SOV
Kok—o0 I=11/=r+1 Vl(Xk) Vl’ Xk [ Vl Xk I/l/(Xk)

S & 2SO ER Va3
todm DL D Vz(Xk)—Vz/l(Xk) :

K3k—o0 l=ro+1l'=r+1

r—1 S(Xk)+1

+ lim Y )

K3k—o0 l=ro+10'=r1+1

2[S((UF) TG VF)aa, I3
v (XF) —vp (XF)

_5 2@ ki) amsup ’”Z”%“m\ @ vaalal,uF
= nX)- I=1 I'=r+1 —wr(X)
f o Yy AW GV g, XZ”%H[S(U_TGVQ]@,Hg
Rakosoo o ooy XD - (XF) v w(X)—w(X)
which implies that (ST GV))|ap = 0, [S(T GVi)ay = 0, (ST GV1)],1, = 0 and
limg_, D acnt 2aa,cns IS ((Uk)—l—GkV1 Nasay HF = 0. Clearly, the limit 1mphes that

[S(UGV1)],ip = 0. Then, [S(U GVl)] = 0, which along with the first equality of
(50) leads to (34e). Similarly, using by using (49) and limz_, >V, (XF|TF)(GF) =0,
r—1 gq

k
0= tm 33 Syt Ehv,

_ a5 F
Kak—o0 1= =5 (XF)—vr (XF) R

ro g k
:Kalzn—lwol 1]ZOVl?§;k) ( ())()k)m ((Uk)—l—GYkaC)]Z‘ElBJ’H%7

r—1

i Lo201 erk)) KTk kN2
+K§ml_§1]§%w< 7 oem IS (UG VD)l 5117
B ) D SRR are AW
0:i(X)— 1, (X)
Z’GCV ]EB ? T
im 2(1-0,(I*)) kNT kT RN 12
%ik%mg eﬁz\ﬁ (X, () IS () GV

. —T —T .
which means that [S(U GVI)]Q[B\(B\lUBf)} = 0 and [S(U GVI)]WI[B\(@UBT)] = 0, ie.,
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[S (UTle)]a( BLUBYUB) = =0, which by the first equality of (50) results in (34c¢)-(34d); and

4 SO+ 20, (TR |[S(UF)TGR V)5
v (XF) =y (XF)

0= lim i, I
Kak%oo

j=1 U'=r+1
4L 2GHNSUR) TGV g5, IE

QLD et SETIG

E3k—o0 j=11U=r+1
q s(X*)+1 ggj(ﬂ*ﬁ)u[S((U’l‘“)TCr”LCVf)]BjaV”%m
Vi (XF) = v (XF)

+  lim
K3k~>oo

] 1 U/=ri+1

9 W TGRVRY |12 20, (D[ST "GV 12

C i ¥ 3 SO  5 20OIST OTl

jEeB\Boi€’ jE€B\Bo €Y
. . . =T 5 . T —

which implies that [S(U le)][ﬁ\(ﬁouﬁg)][n?’uﬂ =0, ie, [S(U le)][ﬁluﬂumﬁ =

Together with the second equality in (50), we obtain (34f). In addition, we also have

Kok—o0

o- m S IORGTVEE NI GVELE 5~ 05 GVl
Kok—oo =1 Vl(Xk) K3ok—oo icaun! JZ(Xk) icant O-Z(Y) ’
k k — —
el i . 7sON0 GVAE: _ s o OIU] GVl
I?Bk—)oojzl r(Xk) Kak—o00 T2 Vr(Xk) ~ vr(X) ’
jep jep

which implies that [UTGV] > =0 and [UTle]ac =0, i.e., (34g) holds.

[B1UBLUBL e
Appendix B: Proof of equations (43a)-(43c). Recall that limp_, , o(X*) =

(X ). By the definition of @; and equation (38), if necessary by taking an infinite subset
of K, there must exist integer ro with 1 < rg <7 < s(X*) + 1 such that

Ul,;lal/ == Ulglal’ 77 = Ul:m-i-lal' (51)
Rokro0 d*>V,.(X*|T*)(G*) = 0 and noting that lim ~ oi(XF) =
0.(X) = 0 for any i € n*, we have

By using (51) and lim RSk

. r— 2(1 F
0= lim S ¥, 2D [T (U TGHVE N 5,13
— 00
. 2(1 I
= lm ¥, 3 o 2L | (T(UR)TGHVE, 5 113
— 00
. 2(1 I
+§91;€rgoozl o1 Sy ST (UR) TGV, 5 17

F —T =
=zleaz]€ﬁ2<”@< 7@ GV 1%

II[T((U'“)TG’“V{“)]AZB 1%

2l K 5 e
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which implies that [T(UTle)]aunl 5= 0. Along with @ = aUn' and E = Bl U //B\J’_ U Bo

and B\Jr = B\_li_ Upge U B?r, we get that

_T J—
[T GV la,u; 08,0805 = O (52)
which implies that the second equation holds in (43a). Similarly, by using (51) and
limg_, . d*W (XFTF)(GF) =0,

ST OV s,
Rok—soo 'y i (XF)+up(XF)

|:r0 S QH[ ((Uk)TGkvl azal/HF — 2” (]IC)TC:]CV’1 )]alal’HF

12“2 v (XF) vy (XF) z%:mle U (XF) 4 (XF)
r—1 r—1 K\ T kY k

. 2[T((U*) "G V) aa, I3

+ lim Z Z I/l(Xk)—i-I/l/(Xk)

K3k—o0 l=ro+1U'=ro+1

_Z Z 2” U GVI ZJHF ZZ2H U GV)I)]UHF

i€a jealn! ient jEa

2H U’f)TGkvl)]alal/up
tplm 2 T R xh)

Kak%oo ienl jen!

= lim
K>k—o00

which implies that the first equation in (43a) holds. Hence, the equations (43a) holds.

Again by using (51) and limp_, d?W . (XF|T*)(G*) = 0, one has

0= tim 33 2D sy e, 5

K3k—o0 12 j=1 ( )

—  lim SN 2(1-¢(0Y)) Tk ky (2

- lm 33 IS @Ol
r—1 q ATk

fom Y 2;%H[&«WﬁmﬂmH%

I?Bk—)oo I=ro+1 j_

-y 3y 2 ) Dys@ a7l

€ jeB\Bo

2(1-
f o 3y AeC )u[‘s«U’f)TG’“Vf)]@-jH%
KSk%ooZeU Eﬁ\ﬁ

L =T > ~
which implies [S(U le)]aunlﬁ\(ﬁouﬁluﬁl ) =0. Along with 3\ (8o U B UﬁJr) BrUpY,
aUn' = a, we have that [S(UTle)]

BaU 50 =0 and then the second equation holds in
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(43b) with (52). In addition,

<« 0", G*VEIE

0= Ilim
K3k—o0 =1 Vl(Xk)
o SIOHIEVHE L ONETER
I?Bk—)ool 1 Vl(Xk) I?Bk—)ool_r 11 Vl(Xk)
el ||U Gv (AT > O] GV
ica ) Kak%oo Uz Xk ’

which implies that UaTUnl GV . =0, i.e., the first equation holds in (43b), and

RSOV I
Rak—00— v (X*F)
L RAS@E VL 2S5
R3k—ooi— v (X*) Rok—o0) = v (X*)
52T va,ﬁ B 2SO, I
ica ) I?Bk%ooie”l 0 (Xk) ’
which implies that [S(UTle)]aUnlﬁo = 0 and then (43c) holds with (52).
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