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Abstract. In this paper, our focus lies on the study of the second-order variational analysis
of orthogonally invariant matrix functions. It is well-known that an orthogonally invariant ma-
trix function is an extended-real-value function defined on M, ,, (n < m) of the form f oo for
an absolutely symmetric function f: R™ — [—o00,+00] and the singular values o: M, , — R™.
We establish several second-order properties of orthogonally invariant matrix functions, such as
parabolic epi-differentiability, parabolic regularity, and twice epi-differentiability when their associ-
ated absolutely symmetric functions enjoy some properties. Specifically, we show that the nuclear
norm of a real m X n matrix is twice epi-differentiable and we derive an explicit expression of
its second-order epi-derivative. Moreover, for a convex orthogonally invariant matrix function, we
calculate its second subderivative and present sufficient conditions for twice epi-differentiability.
This enables us to establish second-order optimality conditions for a class of matrix optimization
problems.
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1 Introduction

Consider convex matrix optimization problem

i Y(X) + 6(X),

where M, ,, stands for the Euclidean space of m x n real matrices, with inner product (X,Y) =
tr(XTY), 1 M, » = R is a twice continuously differentiable convex function, and 0: M,, , —
[—00,40¢] is a proper closed convex function. The problems described above represent a broad
and significant class of convex matrix optimization problems with extensive applications in many
fields, including matrix completion, rank minimization, graph theory, and machine learning. The
examples of # include the indicator function over the positive semidefinite cone [21], the nuclear
norm (defined as the sum of all singular values of a matrix) [22], the spectral norm (which represents
the largest singular value of a matrix) [12], and the matrix Ky Fan k-norm (1 < k < n) function
(which corresponds to the sum of k largest singular values of a matrix) [4]. The functions 6 in
the aforementioned examples belong to a distinguished class, which can be expressed either in the
form of

6(X) = (90 N(X), X €S

with the function g: R™ — [—o00,+00] being proper closed convex and symmetric, and X is a
function, which assigns to each matrix X € S™ its eigenvalue vector (A (X),..., A\, (X)) arranged
in nonincreasing order, referred to as spectral functions [8], or in the form of

0(X)=(foo)(X), X €My, (1.1)

with the function f: R™ — [—o00, +00] being proper closed convex and absolutely symmetric, and o
is a function, which assigns to each matrix X € M, ,, its singular value vector (o1(X),...,0,(X))
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arranged in nonincreasing order, known as orthogonally invariant matrix functions [9] or singular
value functions [10]. Recall that F': M, ,, — [—00, +00] is an orthogonally invariant matrix func-
tion if for any matrix X in M, ,, any m x m orthogonal matrix U, and any n x n orthogonal
matrix U, one has

FULXU,) = F(X).

The work of Lewis and Sendov [10,11] serves as a foundational contribution to the variational
analysis of this class of functions. Lewis [9] showed that convexity, lower semi-continuity, differen-
tiability, and essentially smoothness of the absolutely symmetric function f in (1.1) are inherited
by the orthogonally invariant matrix function . A similar observation was made by Lewis and
Sendov [10] about Fréchet differentiability, regularity, and strictly differentiability, and by Cui et
al. [2] about the C2-cone reducibility and the metric subregularity of their subdifferentials. The
calculation of various notions of subdifferentials for orthogonally invariant matrix functions, in-
cluding the limiting subdifferential, the Clarke subdifferential, and the proximal subdifferential,
which play an important role in second-order variational analysis, was demonstrated in Lewis and
Sendov [10,11]. The central question addressed in this paper is whether the remarkable pattern
observed can be extended to other significant second-order variational properties.

It was proved in Mohammadi and Sarabi [15] that important second-order variational prop-
erties of a composite function g o ¢, where g: Y — [—00, +00] is convex and ¢: X — Y is twice
differentiable with X and Y being finite-dimensional Hilbert space, can be established at any
Z € dom(go ), provided that g is parabolically regular and that the following metric subregularity
constraint qualification is satisfied: There exists a constant x > 0, such that the estimate

dist(z, dom(g o ¢)) < rdist(¢(z), domg),

holds for all 2 in a neighborhood of Z. It was observed in [3] that the metric subregularity constraint
qualification, when applied to spectral functions, is inherently satisfied. In addition, because
a quadratic expansion of parabolic nature suffices to substitute for the twice differentiability of
the inner function, Mohammadi and Sarabi [14] characterized parabolic regularity for spectral
functions and calculated their second subderivative when the symmetric functions associated with
them are convex. In the spirit of Mohammadi and Sarabi [14,15], we study second-order variational
properties, including parabolic epi-differentiability and twice epi-differentiability, of orthogonally
invariant matrix functions.

The first-order directional derivatives of the singular values, as developed in [5], serve as a
powerful tool for characterizing the first-order necessary optimality conditions in matrix cone
optimization problems. To derive the second-order necessary or sufficient conditions for the matrix
optimization problem, it is essential to examine the second-order directional derivatives of the
singular values. Zhang et al. [23] proposed a direct method to derive the formula for the second-
order directional derivative of any eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix, as presented in Torki [20].
From this, they established a corresponding formula for the second-order directional derivative of
any singular value of a matrix.

The structure of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review key concepts
from variational analysis, along with important notions related to eigenvalues and singular values,
which are central to the discussions throughout the paper. Section 3 presents explicit expressions
for the first- and second-order epi-derivatives of the nuclear norm. In Section 4, we establish a
chain rule for the subderivatives of orthogonally invariant matrix functions in (1.1). Additionally,
we derive the tangent cone and second-order tangent sets associated with orthogonally invariant
matrix sets. It is further demonstrated that the subderivative is a symmetric function with respect
to a subset of the space of signed permutation matrices. Finally, in Section 5, we compute the
second subderivative of orthogonally invariant matrix functions under the assumption that the
corresponding absolutely symmetric functions are convex. We also present sufficient conditions
for the twice epi-differentiability of orthogonally invariant matrix functions. As an application, we
derive second-order optimality conditions for a class of matrix optimization problems.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Throughout the whole paper, we will assume that m and n are natural numbers and n < m.
The notations and concepts of convex analysis that we employ are standard [6, 16, 18]. Given a
nonempty set C' C R™, the indicator function of the set C, denoted by d¢, is defined by dc(z) =0
if z € C and 400 otherwise. The support function of the set C'is defined by o¢(-) := sup (s, -)-



The distance function from a point z to the set C, denoted by dist(z, C') or do(x), is defined by
dist(z, C') = de(x) := inf{||lx — y||: y € C}. The tangent cone to C' at Z is defined by

Te(Z) = {w e R™: 3t | 0, wp, = w as k — oo with T + tpwy € C}.

The second-order tangent set to C' C R™ at & € C for a tangent vector w € To(Z) is given by
1
TZ(z,w) = {u € R™: Iy, | 0,up, — u as k — oo with T + tjw + itiuk e C}.

A set C C R™ is called parabolically derivable at z for w if TZ(Z,w) is nonempty, and for each
u € TE(Z,w), there exists € > 0 and an arc &: [0, €] — C with £(0) = z, £, (0) = w, and &/ (0) = u,
where &7 (0) = limy0[£(t) — £(0) — &/ (0)]/4¢%.

Let g: R™ — RU {£o0} be a function. The domain and epigraph of g are defined as domg :=
{z € R": g(z) < oo} and epig := {(x,7) € R" x R: g(x) < r}. g is proper if domg # @ and
g(z) > —oo for all z € domg. ¢ is convex and lower semi-continuous (Isc) if epig is convex and
closed, respectively. The function ¢ is called locally Lipschitz continuous around z relative to
C C domg with constant [ > 0 if & € C' with ¢(Z) finite, and there exists a neighborhood U of
such that

lg(z) —g(y)| < lflz —yll for all z,y e UNC.

We say that ¢ is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to C' if it is locally Lipschitz continuous
around every T € C relative to C. The directional derivative of g at Z in the direction w is defined

as

g (z;w) := lim 9(@ +tw) — 9(7)
t10 t

and the subderivative of g at  in the direction w is defined as

T+ tw') —g(z)
; :

dg(z)(w) = 1ir£1iionf 9

w! —w

It is known that if ¢ is locally Lipschitz continuous around Z relative to its domain, then dom dg(z) =
Tdomg (Z)(cf. Mohammadi and Sarabi [15, Proposition 2.2]).

In what follows, we’ll review the classical notion of second-order variational analysis. Let’s first
recall the concepts of the second subderivative and parabolic regularity for functions, respectively.
Given a function g: R™ — RU {£o0} and a point Z € R™ with ¢(Z) finite, we say g is (parabolic)
second order directionally differentiable at z if g is directionally differentiable at Z and for any
w,z € R™,

9(@ + w + 57%2) — g(7) — 7¢' (T w)
1
2

lim exists;
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and the above limit is said to be the (parabolic) second order directional derivative of ¢ at Z along
the directions w and z, denoted by ¢ (z;w, z).

Define the parametric family of second-order difference quotients for g at Z for v € R" by

9(ZT + Tw) —lg(j) — 7(v,w)

N2g(z | v)(w) = with w € R, 7 > 0.

The second subderivative of g at & for v € R™ is defined by

d?g(z | v)(w) = lim inf AZg(z | v)(w') with w € R™,

w/ —w

We say that g is twice epi-differentiable at z for v € R™ if the functions AZg(Z | v) epi-converge
to d%g(z | v) as 7 ] 0, see [18, Definition 13.6].

Now consider another kind of second-order difference quotient, which is called a parabolic
difference quotient, defined by

9(@ + 1w + §7°2) — g(7) — 7dg(7) (w)

N2g(z)(w | 2) = 5 with w,z € R",7 > 0.

1
27’

The parabolic subderivative of g at  for w with dg(z)(w) finite with respect to z is defined by

d?g(z)(w | 2) = lim inf NZg(z)(w | 2).

2/ >z



g is said to be parabolically epi-differentiable at # for w if domd?g(Z)(w | -) # 0 and for every
z € R™ and every sequence 71 | 0 there exist sequences z — z such that

— l 2 o — o d —
(@) (w | 2) = lim 9(Z + mew + 37221) — 9(T) — Tk g(fﬂ)(ﬂ})_
k— oo %7’13

We say that g is parabolically epi-differentiable at z if it satisfies the above condition at = for
any w with dg(Z)(w) finite. It has been demonstrated in Mohammadi and Sarabi [15, Proposition
4.1] that if g is locally Lipschitz continuous around Z relative to its domain and parabolically
epi-differentiable at Z for w € Tyomg(Z), then domd*g(z)(w | -) = Tg,,,(7,w) and domg is
parabolically derivable at Z for w. Below, we record an important relationship between the second
subderivative and the parabolic subderivative of functions, used extensively in our paper (see [18,

Proposition 13.64]).

Proposition 2.1. For g: R" — R U {+oc}, any point T € R™ with g(Z) finite and any vector w
with dg(z)(w) finite, let v be such that dg(Z)(w) = (v, w). Then

d*g(z | v)(w) < inf{d’g(z)(w | 2) — (v, 2)}. (2.1)

We say that a function g: R” — RU{4o00} is parabolically regular at a point Z for a vector v if
9(Z) is finite and the inequality in (2.1) holds with equality for every w satisfying dg(z)(w) = (v, w).
The critical cone of a function g: R™ — R U {£oc} at a point & for a vector v is defined by

Ky (Z,v) :=={w e R": dg(z)(w) = (v,w)}.

2.2 Eigenvalues and Singular Values

Given an m x n matrix X and index sets I C {1,...,m}, J C {1,...,n}, denote by X;; the (7, 7)th
entry of X and denote by X;; the submatrix of X obtained by removing all the rows of X not
in I and all the columns of X not in J. The matrix X; is the submatrix of X with columns
specified by I, unless otherwise specified. For any vector x € R™, let diag(x) denote the matrix
where (diag(x))i; = x; for all 4, and (diag(z));; = 0 for i # j. It’s worth noting that diag(z) may
represent an m X n, n X n, or m X m matrix (the latter when x € R™). However, the context
will always clarify which dimension is applicable. Let S™ be the space of all real n x n symmetric
matrices. Let O™ be the set of all n xn orthogonal matrices and O™ "™ denote the Cartesian product
O™ x O™. The induced Frobenius norm of X € M,, , is defined via the trace inner product by
IX|| = /tr(XTX).
If A €S", then we can arrange its n real eigenvalues in the decreasing order:

where \;(A) is the sth largest eigenvalue of A (counting multiplicity of each of them). For any
A € S", there exists U € O™ for which we have

A = U (diag(A(A)))UT with A(A) = (A1 (A),..., A (A)). (2.2)

For a given matrix A € S”, the set of such orthogonal matrices U in (2.2) is denoted by O™(A). We
say that two matrices A and B in S™ have a simultaneous ordered spectral decomposition if there
exists U € O™ such that A = U (diag(A\(4)))U” and B = U (diag(\(B)))U™. It is well-known that
any two matrices A and B in S" satisfy the inequality

(4, B) < (AMA),A(B)), (2.3)

which is known as Fan’s inequality. Moreover, equality in (2.3) amounts to A and B admitting a
simultaneous ordered spectral decomposition. We denote by [2 the number of eigenvalues, ranking
before s, which are equal to A\s(A) (including A\s(A4)) and j the number of eigenvalues, ranking
strictly after s, which are equal to A\;(A). According to [20, Proposition 1.4, Lemma 1.1}, we have
the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let A€ S" and U = [ug, ..., u,] € O™ such that

UT AU = diag(A1(A), ..., A (A)).



If we set
Us = [usfl?Jrla e aus+j§‘]a
U = (Ul Uy Uggjrgts - Unl,
then for a small perturbation matriz E € S™,
As(A+ E) = X\ (A) + \p (UL EU, + UTEUS (A (A)] — Ay) " UST EUS) + O(||E|),

where A, = diag(A\(4), ..., As—i (A); Asyip 41 (A), - .. ;An(A)).

For any X € M, ,, with rank r, there exists (U, V) € O™" for which we have a singular value

decomposition:
X =Un(X)vT, (2.4)

where ¥(X) := diag(c(X)) € M, ,, is a diagonal matrix with singular values in descending order:
o1(X)>02(X)>...20:(X)>0=0,11(X) =... = 0,(X)

on the diagonal. For a given matrix X € M,, ,, the set of such orthogonal matrices U and V in
(2.4) is denoted by O™"(X). We say that two matrices X and Y in M,, ,, have a simultaneous
ordered singular value decomposition if there exists (U, V) € O™" such that X = UX(X)VT and
Y = UX(Y)VT. The next lemma, known as Von Neumann’s trace theorem, shows precisely when
two matrices X and Y admit simultaneous ordered singular value decomposition (see [10, Theorem
4.6]).

Lemma 2.3. Any matrices X and Y in M, ,, satisfy the inequality
(X,Y) <{o(X),a(Y)). (2.5)
Equality holds if and only if X and Y have a simultaneous ordered singular value decomposition.
It is not hard to see that any two matrices X and Y in M,, ,, the estimate
[o(X) —o(Y)[| < |X =Y (2.6)
always holds. Denote the three index sets «, 3, 5y by
Q= {17 7T}7ﬂ = {T+1a"' 7”}) and 3y = {TL+1,~~~ ,m}.

Assume that pg > -+ > py > pe1 = 0 are the distinct singular values of X € M, ,,, and define
the index sets
aj:={sc€a:o5(X)=p;}foralli=1,... ¢ (2.7)

Obviously, o = Ul_, ;. Define §:= U fy. Partition U € O™ as
U=[U Uaz - Ua Uj),
where Uy, € R™¥1%! for i =1,...,t, and U € R™*IP|. Similarly,
V=[Var Vay -+ Vi Va] €O,
where V,, € Rl for 4 =1,... t,t + 1 with ;4 = 8.

For a matrix X € M,, ,, its nuclear norm is given by

X[ = Zoi(X)-

Denote B := {X: || X||. <1} as the unit sublevel set of the nuclear norm, and then its polar is the
closed convex set
B° = {Z: 01(Z) := max 0;(Z) < 1}.

1<i<n

From [22, Example 2], we know that the subdifferential of the nuclear norm at X is

X ||l = {Udiag(s)V": X = US(X)V",s € 0|o(X)|1}
= {Udiag(s)V": X =US(X)VT,s; = 1,i € as|sq| < 1,i € B}

- {UQVQTJFUBZV[;T: X =[Us Up]S(X)[Va vs]", 01(2) < 1},



where diag(s) is an m x n diagonal matrix with s on its diagonal and Z € R(m=7)x(n=r),
Define the linear operator B(-) : M, , — S™*™ by

B(X) = |;X9T )g:| ) X eMm,n-

It follows from [7, Theorem 7.3.3] that

(X)) 0 0
PTB(X)P=| 0 Om—n 0 , (2.8)
0 0 —X.(X)

where the orthogonal matrix P € O™*" is given by

p.— L [Ua Us V2Us, ~Us -Us|
V2 Ve Vs 0 Vo Vs

Obviously, for each s € aU 3, we have that o5(X) = A(B(X)). Therefore, by applying the
definition of directional derivative, we derive that ol (X; H) = N,(B(X); B(H)) for any H € M, ,,.

Similar to the symmetric case, for matrix Xo € M,, ,, we denote by Is(Xo) the number of
singular values, ranking before s, which are equal to o4(Xp) (including o4(Xp)) and js(Xo) the
number of singular values, ranking strictly after s, which are equal to o4(Xy), respectively, i.e., we
define 15(Xp) and js(Xo) such that

O'l(XO> > > Us—ls(Xo)(XO) > US—ls(Xo)+1(XO) B US(XO) T — Js+js(X0)(XO>
> Oy (Xo)+1(Xo) = -+ = 0n(Xo).

We use r5(Xp) to denote the multiplicity of o4(Xp). In later discussions, when the dependence
of ls, js and rs, s € a U B, on X( can be seen clearly from the context, we often drop Xy from
these notations. The following proposition on the directional derivatives of the singular value of a
matrix was explored in [11, Section 5.1].

Proposition 2.4. Let Xg € M, ,, of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Let H € My, be a small perturbation matriz. Then for each s € ai,i =1,...,t,

1
o' (Xo;H) = SN (ULHV,, + VIH"U,,).

For each s € B, one has that
ol (Xo; H) = oy, (UBTHV5).

Assume that n¢ > .-+ > 77}\, are the distinct eigenvalues of %(U;HV% + VaTiHTUai), and
define the index sets

) 1 ; . .
Bl = {560@-: AS(§(U£HVM +VOZHTUai)) n}} foralli=1,....t,j=1,....N;. (2.9)

Denote the distinct singular values of UBTHVB by ni” > > nf\;il > nf\tilﬂ = 0, and define

= {s € B: o, (UBTHVB) = n}i“} forall k=1,..., N1, Ney1 + 1. (2.10)

For each s € {1,...,n}, there exists ¢ € {1,...,t,t+1} such that s € a; and I5(Xy) € {1,..., |}
Furthermore, we can find j € {1,..., N;, Ny41 + 1} such that I5(Xy) € B; Define now the integer

ls(XOa H) by

I.(Xo, H) = lls(Xo)(%(UgiHVai +VO£HTUai)) if s € a,
s\ 0, : lls(Xo)(UgHVB) if s € B,

which, in fact, signifies the number of eigenvalues of %(UE HV,, + VaTi H TUai) that are equal
t0 v, x0) (3 (UZ HVa, + VI HTU,,) ), but are ranked before Ay, (xy) ( (U2 HVa, + VIHTUL,)),

including )\ZS(XO)(%(UOZ_HVM + VaTiHTUai)) for s € a, and the number of singular values of



UﬁTHVg that are equal to Uls(xo)(UﬁTHVﬂ), but are ranked before O—ls(Xo)(UBTHVﬁ)v including

Uls(Xo)(UBTHVﬁ) for s € 5. As before, we often drop Xy and H from ZS(XO, H) when the depen-

dence of I on Xo and H can be seen clearly from the context.
Similarly, [23, Theorem 3.1] derives the following explicit formulas of the (parabolic) second
order directional derivatives of the singular values.

Proposition 2.5. Let Xg € M, ,, of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Suppose that the direction H,W € M., ,,. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) For each s € «, there exists i € {1,...,t} and j € {1,...,N;} such that s € «; and

1(Xo) € Bi, and there exists Q' € Ol (%(U@_ HV,, + VI HTUai)) such that

0!/ (Xoy H, W) = X, ((Q%;;)TP; |[BOW) = 2B(H)PE (A, — i)~ PE, " B(H)] Pang]@), (2.11)

where Ay € Rimtn—ra)x(m+n=rs) js 4 diggonal matriz whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues
of PTB(X()P that are not equal to o5(Xo).
(ii) For each s € B, if 1s(Xo) € ﬂ,tjl for some k € {1,..., Nyy1}, then there exists (Q,@B’ Qgpg) €

OFMBN(UTHV;) such that
P (X3 H, W) = (QA )T [UTWV UTHV, SN (X)) UTHY, }@
O 0s 41, —2 i ﬁﬁzﬂ 3 fé; 3 aty 0)Vq B BﬂZJrl
~ T T
+ (Qﬁﬁ;jl) [Ungg - QUBTHVaEgl(XO)UEHVg} QBBZH), (2.12)

and if 14(Xo) € ﬂf\}iﬁ_l, then there exists (QBB’ @ﬁﬁ) c @IBMﬁI(UgHVﬁ) such that

T ~
o/ (Xo: H,W) = o} ([QBBM Qm} [UBTWVB - 2UBTHVCYZ;1(X0)U§HVB} o ) .

Nip1+1 Nip1+1

(2.13)

Combining Proposition 2.4 with Proposition 2.5, we obtain the following result, which is im-
portant for our development in this paper.

Corollary 2.6. Let Xo € M, ,, of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition (2.4).
Suppose that the direction H,W € My, ,,. Then for any t > 0 sufficiently small, we have

1 1
o (Xo +tH + §t2W + 0(t2)) =o(Xo) + to'(Xo; H) + 51520”()(0; HW)+ 0(t2). (2.14)

3 Twice Epi-Differentiability of the Nuclear Norm

In this section, we study the first- and second-order epi-differentiability of the nuclear norm. The
subsequent proposition is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.2.

Proposition 3.1. Let Xy, € M, , of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Let H € My, , be a small perturbation matriz. Then for s € a U 3, we have

0s(Xo+H) = 05(Xo)+ A, (PLB(H) P+ PIB(H) P (05(Xo) = As) ™' P{TB(H)P) +O(IB(H)|®),

where the columns of Py form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of B(Xo) associated with o4(Xo),
P¢ is the submatriz of P obtained by removing all the columns of Py, and As € R(mtn—rs)x(mtn—rs)
is a diagonal matriz whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues of PTB(Xo)P that are not equal
to o5(Xo).

Moreover, for any T > 0 we have the following results:

(i) For any s € « there exists i € {1,...,t} and j € {1,..., N;} such that s € «; and 15(Xo) €

t and we have

37’

0s(Xo + 7H) =04(Xo) + 7\, (PLB(H)Ps, )+
2 ) T )
- (2( L) PLBH)PE, (0u(Xo)] — A3) "' P, B(H) P, Q) ) +0(7%),

2
(3.1)



where Q' € Ol (PLB(H)P.,).
(ii) If n > r, then for s € 8 we have

0s(Xo + H) = 04(Xo) + 01, (UBTHVﬂ — UgHVazgl(Xo)UgHvﬂ) + O(||B(H)|]?).

Furthermore, if 1s(Xo) € B for some k € {1,...,Ny1}, then there cxists (QBB’@ﬂB) <
O\B\a\ﬁl(UgHVﬁ) such that

7_2 T B ~
0u(Xo +7H) = 0u(Xo)+ro, (UTHVs) + 2Ny, ((Qaﬁ;ﬂ) |~ UFHV S (X0 UL HV| Qg

~ T T

and if 15(Xo) € BF\ZLH, then there exists (QBB’@W) S (’)'m"m(UBTHVB) such that

05(Xo +7H) =0,(Xo) + 7oy, (U] HVp)
T_2 ~ QA t+1 QA T 7T -1 T A 3
+ 5o, 48 BB UB HV, X (Xo)U, HVp Qﬁﬁt+1 +O0(1°).

2 N1+l Nigp1+1
Proof Tt follows from Lemma 2.2 and (2.8) that
0s(Xo + H) = As(B(Xo + H)) = As(B(Xo) + B(H))
= As(B(Xo0)) + N, (PIB(H)Ps + PIB(H)P{ (A (B(Xo))I — As) ™' P{TB(H)P,) + O(|B(H)|*)
= 05(Xo) + A, (PTB(H) Py + PIB(H) Pi(0s(Xo)I — As) "' P{TB(H)Py) + O(|B(H)I*).
For any s € o, there exists i € {1,...,t} and j € {1,..., N;} such that s € o; and [5(Xo) € f}.

By using Lemma 2.2 with A = PY B(H)P,, and E = PL B(H)P% (05(Xo)I — AS)*P;TB(H)PM,
we have

0s(Xo+7H) = 04(Xo) + i, (TPLB(H) Py, + 7°PL B(H)PS (04(X0)I — AS)*lpgiTB(H)Pai) +0(7?)
05(Xo) + 7N, (PT B(H)P,, + 7P B(H)PS (05(Xo)I — As) "' PS"B(H)P,,) + O(%)

i

o (X0) 4 7| (PELBUD)P) +

\T .

A} ( QZBI-_) P B(H)PE (05(Xo)] — As)ngiTB(H)Painﬁi_)] +0(7?)
= 0,(Xo) + 7N, (PLB(H)Pa,) +

T2 T

5N Py,

(
)+ 7T,
(2(ay) P8P (0. (X0 = 407 P TBUDPLQY ) + O

2

In particular, we have
1
ol (Xo;H) = N (PLB(H)P,,) = R (UL HV,, + VIHTU,,).
If n > 7, then 3 # 0. For any s € 3, we have o5(Xg) = 0,

L [Us V2Ug, —Uﬂ], and A, — [EQ(XO) 0

T V2 | Vs 0 Vs 0 —Yo(Xo)|"

By some elementary calculations, we can obtain that
PIB(H)P, = SB(V{ H"U;)S",

PIB(H)P{(04(Xo)I — As) ' PETB(H) Py = =SBV H UL, (Xo)V H U,)S™,
where

S=2| 0 2, 0 e 02IBI+1bol

1{\/5% 0 V2
V2Iig 0 =2l




Therefore, we have

M, (PTB(H)P, + PTB(H)P:(04(Xo)I — As) "' PSTB(H)Py)
. (SB(VEHTU,)ST — Ss(ngTUazgl(XO)VJHTUB)ST)
=\, (SBVF HTU, — VI HT U, (Xo)VE HTU,) ST
N (B(VIHTU, ~ VIHTU,S, (XO)VJHTUB))

s

(vﬁ H"U, - VI H"U,S, (XO)VQTHTUﬁ)
_— (U[§ HVs ~ UTHV, S (Xo)UT Hvﬁ),
and then o4(Xo+ H) = 04(Xo) + 01, (UBTHV5) +O(||B(H)||?). In particular, we have o’ (Xo; H) =

o1, (UﬁTH Vj). Similar to the discussions of first-order directional derivatives of singular values, we

can obtain their second-order directional derivatives. O
Define the sum of all the singular values that are equal to o4(Xo) but are ranked before os(Xj)
by
Wy (Xo) = 0s—1.41(Xo) + - -+ + 05(Xo),

and the sum of the first s-largest singular values of Xy by
(I)S(Xo) = O'1(X0> + -+ O'S(Xo).

Lemma 3.2. Let Xo € M,,,, of rank r satisfy n > r and H € M, ,, be a small perturbation
matriz. Then, we have

U, (Xo+ H) = opo (UBTHVB — UBTHVaz;l(XO)UgHVB) +O(|B(H)|]*), (3.2)

where opo is the support function of the set B® C RIBIXIBI As g consequence,
U, (Xo+ H) = opo (UBTHVB) +O(||B(H)|1?). (3.3)
Proof From Proposition 3.1, we obtain
U, (Xo+ H) =0,41(Xo+ H)+ -+ 0,(Xo+ H)
=or11(Xo) + o1 (UTHV = UTHVa S (Xo)UTHV) + -+
on(Xo) + o, (UTHVs = UTHVL S (Xo)UT HV; ) + O(IB(H)|I)
=(o1+ -+ +o,) (VIHVs = UTHV, S, (Xo) UL HV;) + O(IB(H)?)
—ore (UTHV, — UTHV, S (Xo) UL HV; ) + O(IB(H)|).
O

Lemma 3.3. The sum of the first r-largest singular values ®,. is C? on the set of m x n matrices of
rank r. Let Xo € My, », of rank r be given and H € M, ,, be a matriz, the second-order differential
of @, at Xq in the direction H is given by

D*®,(Xo)(H,H) = tr(ZPgB(H)P,; (o, (Xo)T — Akl)‘lP,leB(H)Pkl).

ki <r

Proof Tt follows from [5, Proposition 8] that ®, is C? on the set of m x n matrices of rank r.
For any s € «, it follows from (3.1) that the second-order directional derivative of o5 at Xy in the
direction H is

(Xo+7H) — 05(Xo) — 70" (Xo: H

T2
710 5

=\ (QQZPSTB(H)PSC(JS(XO)I - As)’lPﬁTB(H)Psle)'



Denote by ki, ..., kq the set of the indices of all the leading singular values of Xy, i.e.
ok, (Xo) > o, (Xo) > -+ > o, (Xo)-
Assume that there exists k; < r such that
Ok —1(Xo0) > 05, (Xo) =+ = Oki+jx, (Xo) > ok, (Xo)-

Set Gy, = PEB(H)P,; (ok, (Xo)I — Akl)_lP,leB(H)Pkl. Then for any q € {k;, ki +1,....k +jr },
we have

(QQZI G, qu)vzq = A (QQ%; G, qu)vzq ;

where vy, is a unit eigenvector of QQZ G}, Qi, associated with eigenvalue )‘Zq (2Q£ Gr,Q1,). There-
fore, by some elementary calculations, we obtain that

D2(I)T(X0)(Ha H) = Z (Ukz + Ok + o F Ukz-i—jkl)”(XO;H)

ki <r

_ - T B T B T
- Z )\lkz (QQZ’% leQlkl) + )\lkHl (QQlkﬁlelQlkz“) tooet )\lkzﬂ'kl (QQlk‘LHkl leQlkl”k‘z)

ki <r

=Y u(207GrQ) = 3 (26,

ki<r ki <r

and the proof is complete. |
Recall from Rockafellar and Wets [18, Definition 7.20] that a function g: R" — R U {£o0} is
said to be semidifferentiable at z € R™ with ¢(Z) finite for w € R, if the (possibly infinite) limit

_ A
o 9+ 1) — g(&)
t10 t

exists. This limit is the semiderivative of g at z for w.
Lemma 3.4. Let Xo € M, ,, of rank r satisfy n > r and H € M,,,, be a small perturbation

matriz. The function ¥, is semidifferentiable at Xo for H and its semiderivative coincides with
subderivative, i.e. V! (Xo; H) = dW¥,,(Xo)(H). The reqular subdifferential of V,, at Xq is given by

O, (Xo) = {UézvﬁT: Xo=[Ua U] S(Xo)[Va V5], ZeB’C Rlﬁlxlﬂ\}.
Proof Note that ¥,,(Xo) = 0 and opeo (UBTHV5) is continuous in H. From (3.3), we have

U, (Xo + 7H') — U, (X,
W (Xoi H) = lim 2nlXo+ TH) = Wa(Xo)

710 T
H'—H

= 080 (U] HVp).

Then W, is semidifferentiable at Xy for H and also epi-differentiable. Furthermore, we have
V! (Xo; H) = d¥,,(Xo)(H) and

0w, (Xo) ={Us 2V Xo = [Ua Ug) S(Xo) [Va Vi) 0n(2) <1},
={U2V] Xo = [Ua Us]B(Xo) [Va V5] 2 e B cRIAXIIL,

O
Next, we present the main conclusion of this section. From this, the second-order epi-derivative
of the nuclear norm can be derived.

Theorem 3.5. Let Xy € M,,,, of rank r satisfy n > r and H € M,, ,, be a small perturbation
matriz. The function V,, is twice epi-differentiable at Xo. The second-order epi-derivative of Wy,
at Xo relative to any Q2 € 0V, (Xo) is given explicitly by

—2(Q,HV,E UL H)  if ¥, (Xo; H)
H

9 = <QaH>7
d \Ifn(Xo|Q>(H>{ +oo if O (Xo; H) > (O, H

(2, H).

)

10



Proof Let Q € 3\I/n(X0). Given Xo, H € M, ,, H, — H, and t;, — 0T, we focus our attention
on the second-order difference quotient
U, (Xo + tpHy) — W (Xo) — t1(Q, Hy)
17

. (3.4)

To begin with, assume that U/ (Xo; H) > (2, H). By using the relation (3.3) with H = t;,Hy, (3.4)
becomes
v, (Xo; Hy) — (2, Hy)

oy + O(IB(H)|)
5tk

which goes to +00 as k — +o0.

Assume now that W/ (Xo; H) = (Q, H). Let H, — H and t;, — 0T. Since Q € ¥, (X,), it is
possible to write Q2 = UéZVﬂT for some Z € B°. By using the development (3.2), the difference
quotient (3.4) can be written as

030 (UBTHkVﬂ - tkUngVazgl(XO)UngVB) - <Z, UéTHkVﬂ>

- +O(ty). (3.5)
3tk

Moreover, since Z € B?, it is possible to bound from below the previous quantity by

<Z, UT LV — tkUngVaEgl(Xo)UngV5> - <Z, UéTHkVﬂ>

. +O(ty)
5tk

— 9 <Z, Ungvazgl(Xo)Ungvﬁ> +O(ty)
— 9 <UBZVBT, Hkvazgl(XO)Uij> Oty
which converges to —2(Q, HV, 3,1 (Xo) UL H).
Let ¢, — 07. We have to exhibit a sequence {H}}r which converges to H such that the limit

of (3.4) equals —2(Q, HV,3,1(Xo) UL H). Let us consider Hy = H +t, H,Vo X5 (Xo)UL Hy.. The
difference quotient (3.4), which is equal to (3.5), therefore becomes

OBo (UgHVg) — (0, H) — t3(Q, H Vo X5 (Xo)UL Hy,)

T + O(ty)
3tk

_ V(X0  H) — (Q, H)
- T

—2(Q, Hy, Vo2 N (Xo) UL Hy) + O(ty),

which converges to —2(Q, HV,X;1(Xo)UL H), as required. O
This, combined with Lemma 3.3 and [17, Proposition 2.10], implies the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let Xy € M, ,, of rank r satisfy n > r and H € M,, ,, be a small perturbation
matriz. The nuclear norm is twice epi-differentiable at Xo. The second-order epi-derivative of the
nuclear norm at Xo relative to any Q € 9|| Xol|« is given explicitly by

[ (X0 | Q)(H) = D*@,(Xo)(H, H) + d* W, (Xo | Q)(H).

4 Subderivatives of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix Func-
tions

In this section, we present a chain rule for the subderivative of orthogonally invariant matrix
functions in Theorem 4.3. Similarly, we also give that of absolutely symmetric function in Theorem
4.8. These important results are central to our developments in this paper. Recall that Q4 is
a signed permutation matrix if all its components are either 0 or +1 and each row and each
column has exactly one nonzero element. Let P’} denote the set of all n x n signed permutation
matrices, and P™ denote the set of all n x n permutation matrices. Recall also that a function
f:R™ — [—00,400] is called absolutely symmetric if for every « € R™ and every n x n signed
permutation matrix Q1+, we have f(Qix) = f(z). Tt is well-known (cf. Lewis [10, Proposition
5.1]) that for any orthogonally invariant matrix function F': M, ,, — [—00, +00], there exists an
absolutely symmetric function f: R™ — [—o0, +00] satisfying

F=foo. (4.1)

11



Indeed, f can be chosen as a composite function of F' and the linear mapping x +— diag(z) with

x € R™, namely,
f = F odiag. (4.2)

A set I' € M, ,, is called an orthogonally invariant matrix set if dr is an orthogonally invariant
matrix function. Similarly, A C R” is called an absolutely symmetric set if da is an absolutely
symmetric function. Therefore, it is easy to see that for any orthogonally invariant matrix set
I' € My, there exists an absolutely symmetric set A C R™ such that

['={X € Mpn: o(X) € A}, (4.3)

where A can be chosen as
A = {z e R": diag(z) € T'}. (4.4)

Next, we are going to justify a similar result as [3, Proposition 2.3] for orthogonally invariant
matrix sets, which allows us to obtain a chain rule for the subderivative of orthogonally invariant
matrix functions via the established theory for composite functions in [13, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 4.1. Let K be an absolutely symmetric subset of R™. Then the distance function
dy-1(K) to the orthogonally invariant matriz set o~ Y(K) satisfies:

dy-1 (k) =dr 0o. (4.5)
In particular, if F' is an orthogonally invariant matriz function, then for any X € M, ,, we have
dist(X, domF') = dist(c(X), domf), (4.6)

where [ is taken by (4.1).

Proof To see that d,-1(g) is an orthogonally invariant matrix function, we fix X € M, », and
(U, V) € O™" such that X = Udiag(c(X))V7T. Then we have

dg(o(X)) = yigff( [o(X) =yl

= inf ||di X)) — di
inf [[diag(o(X)) ~ diag(y)]

> inf ||di X)) -Y

> inf |diag(o(X)) - Y]

= inf Udi XNOWT —vuyv”T
yolnf  Uding((X)) H

=  inf | X Y|
UTYVeEo—1(K)

= inf | X-Y]|
Yeo1(K)

:dg—l(K)(X).

On the other hand, it follows from (2.6) that
dy—1 X)= inf X -Y
o (K)( ) Ye;fl(K) I l

> inf X)—oY
> inf [o(X) ~o(Y)]

= inf o(X)~ |
=di(0(X)).

In particular, if F' is an orthogonally invariant matrix function, there exists an absolutely symmetric
function f: R™ — [—o0, 00| satisfying (4.1). Combining this with (4.1), we obtain that

domF = {X € M, ,,: 0(X) € domf} = o~ '(domf) (4.7)

is an orthogonally invariant matrix set and domf is an absolutely symmetric set. From (4.5), we

can deduce that dist(X,domF) = dist(c(X),domf) for any X € M,, ,,. O
To prove a chain rule for subderivatives of orthogonally invariant matrix functions, let’s first

recall a useful characterization of the subdifferential of orthogonally invariant matrix functions.
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that f: R™ — [—00,400] is a proper, convez, lsc, and absolutely sym-
metric function. Then the following properties are equivalent:

() ¥ € a(f 0 0)(X);

(ii) o(Y) € 0f(0(X)) and the matrices X and Y have a simultaneous ordered singular value
decomposition.

Proof According to Lewis [9, Theorem 2.4, Corollary 2.6], f o ¢ is convex and lsc if and only if
f is convex and lsc. The claimed equivalence then follows from Lewis [9, Corollary 2.5]. O

Theorem 4.3. (Subderivatives of Orthogonally Invariant Matriz Functions). Let f: R™ — [—o00, +o0]
be an absolutely symmetric function and let X € M, ,, with (f oo)(X) finite. If f satisfies one of
the following conditions:

(a) f is Isc and convex with Of (o (X)) # 0;

(b) f s locally Lipschitz continuous around o(X) relative to its domain.

Then for all H € M, ,,, we have

d(f o 0)(X)(H) = df(o(X)) (0" (X; H)). (4.8)

Proof Choose any H € M,, ,,. According to Proposition 2.4, ¢/(X};-) is a Lipschitz-continuous
and positively homogeneous function. Moreover, o/(X; E) + O(t?||E||?)/t — o/(X; H) as t | 0 and
E — H. Combining this with the definition of subderivative, we derive

e JOX HEE)) — fo(X))
d(foa)(X)(H)—hr{lul)nf ;

flo(X) +to’(X; E) + O] E|1*)) — f(o(X))
t

= lintl¢ (i)nf
SO0 1 o' (X B) + QD) f(o(X))

tL0 t
E—H

> df(o(X))(o"(X; H)). (4.9)

This establishes the inequality ”>” in (4.8). For the opposite inequality, let’s consider two
cases. First, if df(o(X))(¢’(X; H)) = oo, the latter inequality clearly holds. So, we’ll assume
df(o(X)) (o' (X; H)) < co. If fis convex and Isc, foo is also convex and lsc according to [9, Corol-
lary 2.6]. Furthermore, Lewis and Sendov [10, Theorem 7.1] and the non-emptiness of df (o (X))
imply that 9(f o 0)(X) # 0. Thus, it follows from Bonnans and Shapiro [1, Proposition 2.126]

that d(f o o)(X)(H) = sup (Y, H). Let e > 0 and choose Y € O(f o 0)(X) such that
Y€d(foo)(X)

d(foo)(X)(H) <(Y,H)+e. Since Y € 9(foo)(X), it follows from Proposition 4.2 that there ex-
ists (U, V) € O™" such that o(Y) € df(c(X)). Setting (YY) := UTYV and applying Proposition
2.4 and the fact that (3(Y)a,a,, 3(Vie H Uy, — UL HV,,)) =0 for any i = 1,...,t, we get

0o)(X)(H) < (Y,H)+e=(S(Y),U'HV) +e

LR

I
: B
M“ —

s
Il
-

(SO oo UL HVa,) + (S(Y) 30, UTHVs ) + €

t
1
(S )asar ULHV) + Y <z(y)wi, S (VIH U, U;HVW)> + (2(V), UTHV ) + €

i=1

-

@
Il
i

1

s
Il
-

1
SV )asair 5 (Ua, HVa, + VOZHTUai)> + <Z(Y)Bﬂ, UBTHV3> +e

N
M~
T~

s
Il
-

1
AMEW)aiar), GAUa, HVa, + VaTiHTUai)> + <a(2(y)3ﬂ), J(UBTHV3)> +e

{

(0s(Y), 04 (X3 H)) + > (0s(Y), 04(X; H)) + €
s€ay sep

Y

-

Q
w

(), %)\ls (Us, HVa, + VaTiHTUai)> +> <05(Y), o, (UBTHVﬂ)> +e
sEB

s.
= |l
—
w
m
2
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This second inequality follows from Fan’s inequality (2.3) and von Neumann’s trace inequality
(2.5) and the last inequality stems from f being lsc and convex and o(Y) € df(c(X)). As €] 0,
we obtain the opposite inequality in (4.9), thus proving (4.8) in this case. Assume that f is
locally Lipschitz continuous around o(X) relative to its domain. To prove the opposite inequality
in (4.9), we need only consider the case where df(c(X))(¢’(X;H)) < oo. By the definition of
subderivatives, there exist sequences tj | 0 and v, — o’(X; H) such that

o J@(X) + tyoy) — f(o(X))
df(o(X))(0'(X;: H)) = lim Z: .

(4.10)

Without loss of generality, we assume that o(X) 4 txvr € domf for all k € N. From (4.6), we get
dist(X + txH,domF') = dist(o(X + tx H),domf) for all k € N,
which, together with Proposition 3.1, implies that for all £ € N,

domF — X

dist (H ,
Tk

> = %dist(a(X) +txo’ (X5 H) + O(t3), domf)

- %HU(X) + tko! (X3 H) + O(t7) = (o(X) + tivn)|

Oo(t3
=|lo/(X;H) — v + otti) ’
Tk
Then for each k € N, we can find a matrix Hy € domt% satisfying
Ot} 1
|H — Hg|| < ||o"(X; H) — vg, + % ’ +E.
k

This allows us to have X + ¢t Hi € domF for all kK and H, — H as k — oo. This, coupled with
(4.10), Proposition 3.1 and the imposed assumption on f, leads us to obtain

flo(X +tpHy)) — f(o(X)) L flo(X) + trog) — flo(X +tka))]
tr 172

wwwm&xH»=m{

k—o0

> lim inf flo(X + tHy)) — f(o(X)) 1 lim o(X +tpHg) — o(X) o
k—o0 tr k—o0 tr
> d(f o o)(X)(H) 1 lim o' (X; Hy) + Ofi) - ka
—00 k

=d(f e o)(X)(H),

where [ > 0 is a Lipschitz constant of f around o(X) relative to its domain. This verifies the
inequality ”<” in (4.8), and ends the proof. O

As a direct result of Theorem 4.3, we derive a straightforward representation of tangent cones for
orthogonally invariant matrix sets. Note that reducing (4.6), which was stated for the orthogonally
invariant matrix function in (4.1), to the orthogonally invariant matrix set I" in (4.3) leads us the
estimate

dist(X,T) = dist(c(X), A) for any X € M, ,, (4.11)
where A is taken from (4.4).

Corollary 4.4. (Tangent Cone to the Orthogonally Invariant Matriz Sets). Let T' be an orthogo-
nally invariant matriz set represented by (4.3). Then for any X € T, we have

Tr(X)={H € My, ,,: 0'(X;H) € Ta(c(X))}.

Proof Using the absolutely symmetric set A from (4.3), we apply Theorem 4.3 to the absolutely
symmetric function o and then

dop(X)(H) = doa(o(X))(0"(X; H)).

The representation of the tangent cone to I' at X € I' follows from two key facts: ddor(X) = dr.(x)
and d(SA(O’(X)) = 6TA(G’(X))‘ |
In what follows, we are going to present the second-order tangent sets of orthogonally invariant
matrix sets. To this end, we begin by demonstrating that certain second-order approximations of
orthogonally invariant matrix sets possess an outer Lipschitzian property. Define the set-valued
mapping Gg: R" = M, ,, via the second-order tangent set to the absolutely symmetric set A in

(4.4) by
Gr(b) ={W € M, ,: o (X; H,W) +be T (0(X),0'(X; H))}. (4.12)
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Proposition 4.5. Assume that T is an orthogonally invariant matriz set represented by (4.3) and
that X € T and H € Tr(X). Then, the mapping Gy in (4.12) enjoys the following uniform outer
Lipschitzian property at the origin:

Gu(b) C Gu(0) + ||b]|B for any b € R™. (4.13)

Proof Let b € R™ and pick any W € Gy (b). It follows from (4.12) that ¢”(X; H,W) +b €
T3(0(X),0'(X; H)). By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a sequence t, | 0
such that

1 1
o(X) +tro' (X; H) + §tio”(X;H,W) + itibJr o(t3) € A for any k € N.
For any k sufficiently large, we conclude from (2.14) that
1 1
o <X + 1t H + 5tiW) =o(X)+tro'(X; H) + 5tio”(X;H,I/V) +o(t3),
which, coupled with (4.11), leads us to

LIl + o(£3).

DN | =

1 1
dist (X +t H + §t§W, r) = dist (U(X +tpH + 5tiW), A) <

Thus, there exists Yj, € I' such that

1 o(t3)
Bl < =|Ib]| + =2
1]l < 51I0ll + 2
X+t H+ 36 W =Yy
- 5

E € M, , such that B, — E as k — oo. This brings us to

where Fj = . Passing to a subsequence, if necessary, implies that there exists

1
IE] < SlIbl- (4.14)
Since X + t, H + %tiW —t2E, =Y}, €T, it follows from (4.3) and (2.14) that
1 1
o(X) +tpo! (X; H) + 51&%0”()(; H,W —2E) +o(t2) = o(X + t1.H + §tiw —12F) € A,
By the definition of the second-order tangent set, we get
o"(X; H,W = 2E) € TX(o(X), 0" (X; H)),

which leads us to W —2E € Gy (0). This, combined with (4.14), implies (4.13) and thus ends the
proof. O

Proposition 4.6. (Second-Order Tangent Sets of Orthogonally Invariant Matriz Sets). Assume
that T is an orthogonally invariant matrixz set represented by (4.3) and that X € T and H € Tr(X).
Then, we have

TE(X,H)={W € M, ,: o (X; HW) € T (0(X), 0’ (X; H))}, (4.15)

where A is taken from (4.4). Moreover, if the absolutely symmetric set A is parabolically derivable
at o(X) for o/ (X; H), then T is parabolically derivable at X for H.

Proof Pick any W € T2(X, H). By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a
sequence tg | 0 such that

1
X +t.H + 5tﬁvv +o(t3) el.
It follows from (4.3) and (2.14) that
1 1
o(X) 4ty (X; H) + 5tia”(x; HW) +o(t2) = o(X + tp H + §t§W +o(t2)) € A.
Thus we get 0" (X; H,W) € TZ(0(X),0’(X; H)) and prove the inclusion “C” in (4.15). To prove
the opposite inclusion in (4.15), we take any W € M, ,, satisfying o’ (X; H,W) € Tz (0(X), 0’ (X; H)).

By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a sequence t; | 0 such that

1
o(X) +tpo! (X; H) + 5tia—“(x;ltf,W) +o(t2) € A.
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Combining (2.14) with (4.11), we obtain that for any ¢ > 0 sufficiently small,
. 14 . 14
dist | X +tH + §t W,I') =dist | o | X +tH + 515 wWil,A
1
= dist (O’(X) +to'(X;H) + §t2a"(X; H, W) + o(t?), A) :

Thus we get that X +¢,H + %t%W €I, hence that W € T3(X, H). This verifies the inclusion " >”
in (4.15), and then (4.15) is proved.

To prove the parabolic derivability of I at X for H, we first show that T2 (X, H) is a non-empty
set. Suppose that the absolutely symmetric set A is parabolically derivable at o(X) for o/(X; H),
it follows from the definition of parabolically derivable that T3 (o(X), o’ (X; H)) is nonempty. Thus

there exists p € T2 (0(X),0’(X; H)) and W € M,, , such that
o"(X; H,W) +b € T2 (o(X), o' (X; H)),

where b := p — o/ (X; H,W). It is easy to obtain W € G (b) by (4.12). According to the outer
Lipschitzian property of the set-valued mapping G, there exists W € G5 (0) such that ||W7/V[7|| <
b. This leads us to o’ (X; H,W) € T3 (0(X),0’(X; H)). By (4.15), we have W € TZ(X, H), which
justifies T3(X, H) # 0. It remains to prove that for each W € TZ(X, H), there exists ¢ > 0 and
an arc {: [0,¢] — I' with £(0) = X, £/ (0) = H, and £/ (0) = W. It suffices to show that for all
t€0,¢,

1
X +tH + 5zt2W +o(t?) € T. (4.16)

Pick any W € TZ(X, H), we have 0" (X; H,W) € Tz(0(X),0'(X; H)) by (4.15). Since the abso-
lutely symmetric set A is parabolically derivable at o(X) for o/ (X; H), there exists ¢ > 0 and an
arc ¢: [0,€'] = A with ¢(0) = o(X), ¢}.(0) = ¢/(X; H), and ¢} (0) = ¢”(X; H,W). Thus we get
((t) = o(X) +to"(X; H) + 226" (X; H,W) + o(t?) € A for all ¢ € [0,€]. This, combined with
(2.14) and (4.3), implies (4.16) for some ¢ < €’. This justifies that T" is parabolically derivable at
X for H, and completes the proof. O

We proceed by proving a chain rule for subderivatives of absolutely symmetric function. We
begin with presenting a counterpart of the estimate in (4.6) for domains of absolutely symmetric
functions.

Proposition 4.7. Let F': M, , — [—00, +00] be an orthogonally invariant matriz function, rep-
resented by (4.1). Then for any x € R™, we have

dist(x, domf) = dist(diag(x), domF), (4.17)
where [ is taken by (4.1).

ProofFor any « € R", there exists a signed permutation matrix Q)+ € P’ such that o(diag(z)) =
Q+x. As pointed out before, the absolutely symmetric function f can be represented as a compos-
ite function of the orthogonally invariant matrix function F' and the linear mapping x — diag(x)
with z € R™. Thus, it follows from (4.2) that

domf = {x € R": diag(x) € domF'} (4.18)

is an absolutely symmetric set. This, combined with (4.7), implies that Q1o (X) € domf for any
X € domF'. Then by von Neumann’s trace inequality (2.5), we obtain

dist(z,domf) < [z — QLo(X)[| = |Qxz — o(X)| = [lo(diag()) — o(X)|| < [|diag(z) — X,
for all X € domF, which, in turn, leads us to
dist(z, domf) < dist(diag(x),domF). (4.19)

To prove the opposite inequality, pick any y € domf. By (4.18), we have diag(y) € domF and
then
dist(diag(x),domF) < ||diag(x) — diag(y)|| = ||z — y||,

which implies the opposite inequality in (4.19), and completes the proof. |
Note that the linear mapping = — diag(x) with € R™ is twice continuously differentiable.
This, coupled with (4.17) and [13, Theorem 3.4], brings us to the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.8. (Subderivatives of Absolutely Symmetric Functions). Let F: My, , — [—00, +00]
be an orthogonally invariant matriz function, represented by (4.1), and let its associated absolutely
symmetric function f be locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Then, for any X €
M, ., with F(X) finite and any z € R™, we have

df(0(X))(2) = dF (diag(0(X)))(diag(2)). (4.20)

Proof Since f is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain, by (2.6) we obtain that F
is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. According to [13, Theorem 3.4], we justify
(4.20). O

Similar to Corollary 4.4, we proceed to derive a refined representation of tangent cones for
absolutely symmetric sets according to Theorem 4.8.

Corollary 4.9. (Tangent Cone to the Absolutely Symmetric Sets). Let A be an absolutely sym-
metric set represented by (4.4). Then for any X € T, we have

Ta(o(X)) ={z € R": diag(z) € Tr(diag(c(X)))}.

We close this section by revealing that the subderivative of f at o(X) is a symmetric function
with respect to P’ (X)), which is a subset of P’} consisting of all n x n block diagonal matrices in
the form Q1 = diag(Q1, ..., Qs Qi11), where Q; € Rle:Ixlail is a signed permutation matrix for
any i = 1,...,t with «; taken from (2.7), ¢ being the number of distinct nonzero singular values of
X and Q;1; € RIFIXIAlis also a signed permutation matrix. Obviously, we have that P (X) C P%
and that if Q4 € P} (X), then Q10(X) = o(X).

Proposition 4.10. Assume that f: R™ — [—o00,400]| is an absolutely symmetric function and
X € M, ,, with f(o(X)) finite. Then, for any v € R™ and any signed permutation matriz Q4 €
P’ (X), we have

df (e(X))(Qxv) = df(e(X))(v),
which means that the subderivative v — df(o(X))(v) is symmetric with respect to P (X).

Proof For any v € R" and Q+ € P} (X), it follows from the absolutely symmetric property of
f that

flo(X) +7v) = f(o(X))

df(o(X))(v) = lirg%nf

o SO(X) +7Quv) — [(o(X))
> g LK)+ 70 = F(oX)
= df(0(X))(Quv).

According to Q;l = diag(Q7!, .. .,Qt_l,Q;rll) € P71 (X), we can similarly show the opposite
inequality above, and the proof is complete. O

5 Second Subderivatives of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix
Functions

This section is dedicated to the study of second order variational analysis of orthogonally invariant
matrix functions. Our objective is to compute the second subderivatives of such functions when
the corresponding absolutely symmetric functions are convex. Additionally, we derive second-order
optimality conditions for a class of matrix optimization problems. We begin our investigation of
the second subderivative of orthogonally invariant matrix functions by establishing a lower bound
for it.

Proposition 5.1. Let f: R™ — [—o00,400] be lsc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume
that py > -+ > pg are the distinct nonzero singular values of X € My, ., and that (U, V) €
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O™ (X)N O™ (Y). Then, for any H € My, we have
d*(foo)(X [ Y)(H) > d*f(o(X) | o(Y)) (o' (X; H))
+2i<z< avons PLBUH)PE (] = Aa) " PETBUDPa ) (5.0)
+2<2( Vg —UTHVLS (X )UEHV[;>,

where the columns of Py, form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of B(X) associated with p;, Pg.
is the submatriz of P obtained by removing all the columns of Py, and A, € Rmtn—lal)x(mtn—|o])
is a diagonal matriz whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues of PTB(X)P that are not equal
to w; for alli € {1,...,t}.

Proof Let H € M,,, and pick sequences Hx — H and t; | 0. Setting A, 0(X)(Hy) :=
G’(Xthk-Hk)fG'(X)

z , we obtain
A?k (Foo)(X | V)(Hy) = flo(X +tpHy)) %j;éa(X)) — t,(Y, Hy)
)0 oy o)) 000 ). Lo XY (1) o)) — 1 )
= 8, (0 (X) | 000 B 0(X) (1)) + PERELE TN =T
It follows from Y = US(Y)VT that
(Y, Hy) = (US(Y)VT, Hy) = (S(Y), UTHLV) = z: Yerscars UinVai>+< (Y)55.U? Hkvﬂ>.

Moreover, it results from Fan’s inequality (2.3), von Neumann’s trace inequality (2.5), and Propo-
sition 3.1 that

(0(Y), Ap0(X)(Hy))
:i os(Y)(0s(X + tiHy) — *Z os(Y)(0s(X + tiHy) — 05(X))

t t
1 sca; k sEB k

=33 oY)\, (PLB(Hy)Po, + txPLB(Hg)PS, (il — Aa,) ™ P, B(Hi)Pa,) + O(t7)

+) 0u(Y)a, (UBTHkvﬂ — tkUBTHkVaEgl(X)UngVﬂ) +O(t3)

S Jasass PABUHK) o, + P BUHR)PE, (1] — Aa,) ™ P, B(H)) P, )

.I\/
MH
P

+ (S(Y) 55, UL HVy — kUL HyVa S (XOUT iV ) + O(8).

Thus, we have

<U(Y)’ AtkU(X)(Hk» — <Ya Hk)
o

t
1
>2) <E(Y)aiai, 5 (Ve Hii Ua, = Ug HiVaa, ) + PB(HR)PE, (il — Aai)lPaciTB(Hk)Pai>
+2<2( ag ~UTHVa S (X )UngVﬂ> +O(t2)
t
=23~ (S0 o, PLBH)PE, (1] ~ Aa,) ™ Ps, " B(HL)Pa, )

+2<2( Jag ~UTHVa S (X )UngVﬂ>+O(t§),
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and further
D3 (o 0)(X | Y)(Hy) > A2 F(0(X) | oY) (D0 (X)(Hy)
22(2( asass PLB(H)PS (il = Aa,) ™ P, B(Hy) P, )
+2<2( Jag ~UTHVa S (X )UngVﬂ>+0(t§),

which, in turn, brings us to the lower estimate in (5.1) for the second subderivative of f oo at X
for Y because Ay, 0(X)(Hg) — o' (X; H) as k — oo. O

We now advance to a discussion concerning the critical cone of orthogonally invariant matrix
functions.

Proposition 5.2. (Critical Cone of Orthogonally Invariant Matriz Functions). Let f: R™ —
[—00, 0] be Isc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume that puy > -+ > p are the distinct
nonzero singular values of X € My, ,, and that Y € O(f oo)(X). Then, we have H € K;ox(X,Y)
if and only if ' (X; H) € K¢(o(X),0(Y)), the matrices 5(Y )a,a, and (UL HV,, + VI HTU,,)
have a simultaneous ordered spectral decomposition, and the matrices E(Y) and U HVg have a

simultaneous ordered singular value decomposition for any i = 1,...,t and (U V) 6 omm(X)N

omn(Y).

Proof Tt follows from Y € 9(f o 0)(X) and Proposition 4.2 that o(Y') € df(c(X)) and we can
find (U, V) € O™™(X)NO™"™(Y). From Theorem 4.3, we can conclude that

(Y,H)=(S(Y),UTHV)

:Z(E(Y)aiai,UiHVai>+<E( ) U Hvﬁ>

i=1

t t
=> (Vo UL HVa, ) + > <E(Y)aiai, %(VCYTiHTUai ~ U;HVW)> + <z( )35 UTHVﬂ>

i=1 i=1

i <E(Y>aiai, %(UOZHV% + VaTiHTU,L_.)> + (B(V) 3, U HV: )
< i <A(E(Y)am), %)\(U;HVW + VaTiHTUai)> + <a(z(y)ﬁ5),g(UgHVﬂ)>

. Z 3 <a—é )\l (UL HV,, + VTHTUOM)> + > {ou(¥), 00, (UTHV3) )

i=1 s€aq; sep

_ZZ (0s(Y),0l(X; H)) + > (0s(Y), 04(X; H))

i=1 s€aq; sep

=(o(Y),0'(X; H)) < df (o(X))(0"(X; H)) = d(f 0 0)(X)(H).

The condition H € Ko,(X,Y) is equivalent to equality between the left and right hand sides (and
hence throughout), and the claimed equivalence then results from o/(X; H) € K;(o(X),o(Y)),
Fan’s inequality (2.3), and von Neumann’s trace theorem (Lemma 2.3). O

The following result provides sufficient conditions for the parabolic epi-differentiability of or-
thogonally invariant matrix functions. Furthermore, it derives a valuable formula for the parabolic
subderivatives of this class of functions.

Theorem 5.3. (Parabolic Subderivatives of Orthogonally Invariant Matriz Functions). Let f: R™ —
[—00, +00] be an absolutely symmetric function and let X € M, , with (f o 0)(X) finite. Assume
that H € Tyom(foo)(X) and that f is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain and parabol-
ically epi-differentiable at o(X) for o/(X;H). Then the parabolic subderivative of orthogonally
invariant matriz function f oo at X for H with respect to W € M, ,, is

d*(foo)(X)(H | W) = d*f(o(X))(o"(X; H) | 0" (X: H,W)), (5.2)

and f o o is parabolically epi-differentiable at X for H.
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Proof Let F' := f oo and pick W € M,, ,,. Since f is parabolically epi-differentiable at o(X)
for o/(X; H), domf is parabolically derivable at o(X) for ¢/(X; H). We conclude from (4.7),
Proposition 4.6, Corollary 4.4, and (4.15) that domF is parabolically derivable at X for H and the
tangent cone of domF at X and second-order tangent set of domF at X for H € Tgomp(X) are,
respectively,

Taomr(X) ={H € My 0/ (X; H) € Taoms(o(X))}

and

Tomr (X, H) = {W € Mun: 0" (X; H,W) € Tion s (0(X), 0" (X5 H))} # 0. (5.3)

Since H € Tyomp(X) amounts to o' (X; H) € Tgoms(0(X)), we deduce from the imposed assump-
tion on f that
dom d* f(o(X))(0"(X; H) | ) = Tioms (0(X), 0’ (X5 H)). (5-4)

The proof falls naturally into two cases. Let us first assume W ¢ T3 (X, H). Combining (5.3)
with (5.4), we obtain that

& f(o(X)) (o (X H) | 0" (X; HW)) = oc.

On the other hand, by definition, it is not hard to see that the inclusion domd?F(X)(H | -) C
T3 .- (X, H) always holds for any H € Tgomr(X). Thus we have d*F(X)(H | W) = oco. This
implies (5.2) for every W ¢ T3 (X, H). Now consider an arbitrary sequence tj | 0, set Wy, := W
for all k£ € N, and obtain that

(X +tH + 23Wy) — F(X) — txdF(X)(H)
142
27k

F(X 4 txH + 563 Wy) — F(X) — tdF(X)(H)

F
APF(X)(H | W) < lim inf
—00

< lim sup T3
k—o00 §tk

Since d?F(X)(H | W) = oo for all W ¢ T3 (X, H), the inequality in the above expression can
take equality.
Turn to the case W € T2 (X, H). Combining (5.3) with (5.4), we obtain that

omF
A f(o(X) (o' (X;H) | o (X; HW)) < 0. (5.5)

Since domF' is parabolically derivable at X for H, for arbitrary sequence t; | 0, there exists a
sequence Wy, — W as k — oo such that

1 1
Xpi= X +txH + Sti Wi = X + tx H + ShW + o(t}) € domF.

Because f is parabolically epi-differentiable at o (X)) for o’ (X; H), for the vector o’/ (X; H,W) € R",
corresponding to the above ¢y, we find a sequence wy, — ¢”(X; H, W) such that

o (000! (X H) | 0" (s H W) — fim 108 = F(E) = 5 F(o () (0" (X3 )

142
k—o00 §tk

)

where yj, := 0(X) + txo’ (X; H) + 3t2wy,. It follows from (5.5) that y, € domf for all k sufficiently
large. We deduce from (4.8) and (2.14) that

(X +tpH + 13W),) — F(X) — txdF(X)(H)

F
A*F(X)(H | W) < lim inf
—00

17
< lim sup F(Xk) — F(Xl)z; tedF (X)) (H)
k— o0 14
— Jimsup f(o(Xp)) = f(o(X)) — trdf (0(X)) (0! (X; H))
k—o00 %ti
< limsup L0 = FO0) = tdf0EN@ (KGH) o FO(X)) = F )
koo otk k—oo 52
< Ef(o(X)(o'(X; H) [ o (X; H,W)) + Ch,ﬁnsup o (X; H,W) + 0;(?5) — wy
— 00 3tk

= d*f(o(X))(o'(X; H) | 0" (X; HW)),
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where ¢ > 0 is a Lipschitz constant of f around o(X) relative to its domain. On the other hand,
we conclude from the definition of parabolic subderivative that for any sequence t; | 0 and any
sequence Wi — W as k — oo, one has

F(X 4ty H + 56, W) — F(X) — t;,dF(X)(H)

lim inf
k—o00 %ti
10 + ! (X H) + Y0 (X HLI) 4 of13)) — Fo(X) — (o)) (o' (X 1)
k—o0 %ti
flo(X) +to'(X; H) + 5t%0") — f(o(X)) — tdf(o(X))(0'(X; H))

> hr?ul)nf T
w! = o’ (X H, W) 2
=d*f(o(X))(o'(X; H) | o”(X; H,W)),
which verifies the inequality ”>" in (5.2). In summary, for any W € T3 (X, H) and any sequence
tr | 0, there exists a sequence Wi, — W such that

F(X +tpH + 363 Wi) — F(X) — txdF(X)(H)
t

d*F(X)(H | W) = lim

)
k— o0

N[
Sl V]

and
CF(X)(H | W) =d*f(o(X))(o"(X; H) | " (X; H,W)),

which coupled with (5.5), leads us to T3, (X, H) C domd?F(X)(H | -). We conclude from
T3 .-(X,H) # 0 that domd?F(X)(H | -) # 0, and thus F is parabolically epi-differentiable at X
for H. O

Recall from Proposition 4.10 that the subderivative of f at o(X) is a symmetric function with
respect to a subset of P’t. The following result shows the parabolic subderivative of f at o(X)
for o/(X; H) is also a symmetric function with respect to a subset of P”.. Now suppose that N;
is the number of distinct eigenvalues of %(UCEHV%. + VaTiHTUai) fori=1,...,t and that Ny, is
the number of distinct nonzero singular values of UBTH V3. Pick the index sets ﬂ;- fori=1,...,t

T

j=1,...,N; from (2.9) and B! for k = 1,..., Ny1, Nyy1 +1 from (2.10). Denote by P% (X, H) a

subset of P’} consisting of all nxn block diagonal matrices in the form Q4+ = diag(Q1, ..., Q+, Qt+1)
such that for each i = 1,...,¢, the |a;| X || signed permutation matrix @); has a block diagonal
representation

Qi = diag (Bj,...,BY,),

and |3] x |B] signed permutation matrix ;41 has a block diagonal representation

1 t+1 t+1 t+1
Qt-‘rl_dlag (Bl a"'7BNt+laBNt+1+1)a

where B]l: € RIFIXIB is 5 signed permutation matrix for any ¢+ = 1,...,¢, 7 = 1,...,N; and
B;Jrl € RIBIXIB s also a signed permutation matrix for any k = 1,..., Nyp1, Nepp + 1. It is

obvious that P} (X, H) C P (X) C P and that if Q+ € P} (X, H), then Q+0(X) = o(X) and
Qo' (X;H)=0'(X; H).

Proposition 5.4. Let f: R" — [—00, +00] be an absolutely symmetric function and X, H € M, ,
with f(o(X)) and df(o(X))(0o'(X; H)) finite. Then, for any u € R™ and any signed permutation
matriz Q+ € P (X; H), we have

& f(o(X)) (0" (X5 H) | Qzu) = & f(o(X)) (0" (X5 H) | w),

which means that the parabolic subderivative u — d?f(o(X))(o'(X;H) | u) is symmetric with
respect to PT (X ; H).

Proof This follows by the same method as in Proposition 4.10. O
As mentioned before, we can partition any vector z € R™ into z = (2ay,- .-, 2y, 23) With
i, i = 1,...,t, taken from (2.7). Pick ¢ € {1,...,¢} and recall from (2.9) that the index set
;= U;V:ilﬁ;-. This allows us to partition further z,, and zg, respectively, into z,, = (zﬂ{, ce ZB}'VI_)

and zg = (zﬁiﬂ,...,zﬂ;]tlﬂ,zﬁtﬂ ), where zgi € RI%! for i € {1,...,t},5 € {1,...,N;}, and

Ngpr+1

Zgi+1 € RIS for k € {1,..., Niy1, Niy1 + 1}, In short, we can equivalently write z as
k

(zB%,...,zﬂ}vl,...,zﬁ{,...,zﬁ}s\jt,zﬁiﬂ,...,th+1 ,Zﬂt+1 ), (56)

Nep1 Neyp1+1
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where t, Nyy1, taken from (2.7) and (2.10), and N;,i = 1,...,¢, taken from (2.9), stand for the
number of distinct nonzero singular values of X € M,, ,, and UBTH V3, and the number of distinct

eigenvalues of %(U;HVM + VOZHTU%.), respectively. Thus, the representation of z in (5.6) is
associated with the signed permutation matrices with representation

: 1 1 t t t-‘rl t+1 t+1
diag (Bl, .. B.,..Bl,.. By B BNHI,BNHIH)

in P} (X, H), where Bji- € RIBIXIB s an signed permutation matrix for any i = 1,...,¢, j =
1,...,N;and Bit! € RIB X181 is also an signed permutation matrix for any k = 1, ..., Nyp1, Nep1+
1. Denote by R} the set of all vectors (v1,...,vy) such that v1 > ... > v,.

Proposition 5.5. Let f: R" — [—o00, +00] be lsc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume that
Y €0(foo)(X) and H € Koo (X,Y). If f is parabolically regular at o(X) for o(Y), then the
following assertions hold:

(i) There ewists z € R™ with representation (5.6), where z5: € Rlﬁjl fori e {1,...,t},j €
J
t+1
{1, Ni} and 251 € R for k€ {1,..., Nora, Nt + 1), satisfying

d*f(e(X) [o(V))(e'(X;Y)) = d*f(o(X))(o'(X;Y) | 2) = (o(Y), 2). (5.7)

(ii) There exists a matric W e M, such that o” (X; H, /V[7) = z, where Z satisfies the above
condition (i).

Proof Because Y € O(f o 0)(X) and H € Kfoo(X,Y), 0(Y) € 0f(c(X)) and ¢'(X; H) €
Ky(0(X),0(Y)) by Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 5.2, respectively. It follows from the parabolic
regularity of f at o(X) for o(Y') € 9f(c(X)) that

d*f(0(X), o(V) (o' (X: H)) = inf{d* f(o(X)) (o (X; H) | 2) = (o(Y), 2)}.

As explained above, there exists Z € R™ with representation (5.6) satisfying (5.7). It is sufficient to

show that the components of each zg: € RI5 for i € {1,...,t},j€{1,...,N;} and z i1 € RIB
J

for k € {1,..., Nty1, Nty1+ 1} have nonincreasing order. We choose |6;| x| By 51gned permutatlon

matrix B]’: foranyi=1,...,t,7=1,...,N; and |6t+1| X |6t+1| signed permutation matrix B};’H

1
t+1 € Rlﬂ ! . Let

for k=1,..., Niy1, Nier + 1 such that zy = Bizg € R and z50m = Bz,
J J k

P 1 1 t t t+1 t+1 t+1
Q4 = diag (Bl, ...,BL,,...,B!,... B B! BNM,BNHIH) ,

then Q1+ € P (X, H). Set

z= (zﬂ%,...,ZB}VI,...,zﬁf,...,Zﬁfvt,zﬂﬁl,...,Zﬂ;]til,zﬁ}svtilﬂ) (5.8)
and observe that Z = @Q+2. We deduce from Proposition 5.4 that
& f(o(X))(o' (X5 H) | 2) = & f(o(X))(0" (X5 H) | 2). (5.9)

On the other hand, suppose that

<O’(Y)ﬁ%,...,O’(Y)ﬁ]lvl,...,O'(Y)ﬂ{,...,O’(Y)ﬂJtVt,O'(Y)ﬂiJrl,...,O’(Y)ﬁt+1 ,O’(Y)ﬁHl >

Nita Nipa+1

is a partition of the vector o(Y’) corresponding to (5.6) and observe that o(Y)s: € lejl for
J

t+1
ie{l,.thie{l,....,Ni} and o(Y)y € R’ for k€ {1,..., Nep1, Neys + 1} It is not
hard to get that

t N; Nip1+1
<O’(Y>,2>:Z <O’( ﬂz ZB’L>+ Z < t+1,zﬁz+1>
i=1 j=1
t N; Nip1+1
< Z <O’( Bis ZBI> + Z < t+1,2ﬁz+1>
=1 j=1
=(o(Y),2)
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This, together with (5.9) and Z with representation (5.6) satisfying (5.7), justifies
Ef(e(X) [o(V))(e'(X;Y) = & f(o(X))(0'(X;Y) | 2) = (o(Y), ).

We conclude from the inequality (2.1) that (5.7) holds for z.
Turning now to proof (ii), pick the vector z € R™ from (5.8). We can equivalently write via the
index sets v, i = 1,...,t, from (2.7) that

Z=(Zays---» 2y, 28) With Zo, = (zﬂ{,...,z%_) and zZg = (Zﬂi+1,...,25t+1 s Zgt+ ) ,

N1 Nep1+1

i t+1
where Zpi € R‘f]' fori e {1,...,t},j€{1,...,N;},and Zger1 € R‘fk for k € {1,..., Neg1, Nepa +
1}. Tt suffices to prove that there exists a matrix We M,,, ., satistying o”(X; H, W) = z. Pick the
lovi| X || matrix Q* € Ol (%(U;HVW + VOZHTUai)), i=1,...,t, and take the two matrices
(QBB,@BI(;) € (’)'m"ﬂ‘(UBTHVﬂ). Consider the |a| x |a| block diagonal matrix

Age = diag (Q'diag(z4,)(Q")T, ..., Q'diag(z,,) (@), (5.10)

and the |B| X | 8| matrix
A = Qpp (diag(25)) 35 Qfp- (5.11)

It i.s cl'ear that Agy = Qj4 (diag(2s)) 44 @gg We claim that there exists a matrix W € M n
satisfying

PTB(W)P,, = PT. {QB(H)P;_(AS — )P TB(H) + Po Ao PT } Py, (5.12)
and .
UTWV; = UT {QHVaEgl(X)UgH + UBABﬂVBT] Vs. (5.13)
Indeed, let W = diag(Wa, a1 - - - Warar, Wpg) € Mim,p satisfy that
Woa, + W, =PT {QB(H)P;_(AS )P TB(H) + PaA,mPoﬂ Pu.,  (5.14)
foralli=1,...,t, and
o T —1 T T
Wss=U] [QHvaza (X)UTH + Uz Ay, Vi }Vﬁ. (5.15)

Set W = UWVT. Then by some elementary calculations, we can obtain that
B(W) = P,JUTWV, + VIWTULPT = P,[Woo + WL, |PT

and —~
_ T Ty, _ T
Wiy = UTUWVTV; = UTWV;.
This, together with (5.14) and (5.15), justifies that (5.12) and (5.13) hold. Next we show that

o”"(X;H,W) = z. For any s € {1,...,n}, we first consider the case s € a. There exists i €
{1,...,t} and j € {1,..., N;} such that s € o; and I, € f}. It follows from (2.11) that

o (X3 H,W) = A <(Q%})T BT [B(W) — 2B(H)PE.(Aq — pisT) " PaCiTB(H)} Pang]@)
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We now turn to the case s € 8. If [;(X) € By for some k € {1,..., Nij1}, we deduce from (2.12)
that

"0y, £7 % _1 - Trore T -1 T A
ol (X: H, W) =3, ((Qéﬂzﬂ) [UB WVs — 20T HV, 571 (Xo)U] HVﬂ}QﬂBZH
(o
= <(Qﬁﬁf“) {UBT UsAggVy Vﬁ}éﬁﬁ};“ + (@ﬁﬂ;“) {Uﬁ UsAggVy VﬂrQBﬁZ*l)
((Qﬁng) Qgﬁ (diag zﬁ))ﬂg QBﬂQﬂBfH + (Qgﬂf“) @ﬂﬁ (diag(gﬂ))gﬂ QgﬁQ3g2+1)

:)\[S (diag(2ﬁ2+1)) = (ZﬁZJrl)is = Zs.

On the other hand, if I5(X) € BHLH’ we conclude from (2.13) that

— T
UTWVg - 2UTHVQE;1(X0)U§HV5] QBWI)

T — ~
ol (X; H,W) =07, ( Qg Qgﬁo] [UTWVg - 2UBTHVQE;1(XO)U§HVﬁ}Qﬁﬁm )

Nip1+1 Nig1+1

Ngp1+1

|
=07, ([Qﬁﬁmﬁl QBﬁg} UTU345,VE V| Qi >
(e

=07, ( Nt+1+1 Qﬁﬁo} Qﬁg (diag(ig))BB @gg@Bﬂf+1 )

Nipi+1

= (26t+1 )~ = Z.
Nip1+1/ 1,

—o; (dlag(zzagt;ﬁl))(w

t+1
Nt+1+1uﬁ0)ﬁNt+1+1

In summary, we can find a matrix W € M., ,, satisfying simultaneously (5.12) and (5.13) such that
o"(X; H, /W) = Z, where Z comes from (i). O

Finally, we present a exact formula for second subderivative of orthogonally invariant matrix
functions.

Theorem 5.6. Let f: R™ — [—o0, +00] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that py > -+ > g are the distinct
nonzero singular values of X € My, ., and Y € O(f o 0)(X), and that f is parabolically epi-
differentiable at o(X) and parabolically regular at o(X) for o(Y). Then f o o is parabolically
regular at X for'Y, and for any H € Koo (X,Y) we have

d*(foo)(X | Y)(H) = &*f(o(X) | o(Y))(e'(X; H))
+2Z<2( Jasas PLBUH)PE, (5] = Aay) ™ Ps, " BUH) P, )
+2<2( ) ~UTHV, ST (X )U§HVB>,

where (U, V) € O™ (X)NO™"™(Y), the columns of P,, form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
of B(X) associated with pi;, P, is the submatriz of P obtained by removing all the columns of P, ,

and A, € Rntn=lei)x(mtn=|eil) 5 ¢ diagonal matriz whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues
of PTB(X)P that are not equal to y; for alli € {1,...,t}.

Proof Set F:= foo. Since H € Kp(X,Y), it follows from Proposition 5.2 that there exists

QiEO‘ail( aa)ﬂo‘aw\( UTHVOL1+VTHTU )),
and o A A
(Qp, Qpp) € O (Y)55) (OPHA(UT V)
for any i € {1,...,t} and (U, V) € O™"(X) N O™"(Y) such that

T

ES(V)asa; = QY )a,a (@)

(UT HVa, + VIHTU,,) = Q'diag (A( (Ua H Vo, + Vi HY al))) @)",

DN | =
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E(YW - QBBZ(Y)B,G (éﬁﬁ)T’
and

UTHV; = Q% (UT HV) (Qs5)" -

Consider the m x n block diagonal matrix
_ _ _ _ AT
A= diag (Qldiag@l)(@lﬂ o QUdiag(z,)(Q")T, Q5 (ding(24)) 55 Qﬂg>

where Ql replace the matrices Q' in the definition of the matrix A, in (5. 10) fori=1,...,t,and

Qs BB Q 5 replace the matrices Q Q gp in the definition of the matrix A in (5.11), respectively.
It is not hard to see that the same conclusmn can be achieved as the one 1n Proposition 5.5 for the
above A. We can deduce from Proposition 5.5 that there exists z € R™ with representation (5.6)

i t+1
satisfying (5.7), where gt € R‘fﬂ fori e {1,...,t},j € {/1\,...,Ni} and Zgee1 € R‘f’“ |/f£)r k €
{1,..., Nig1, Nysq + 1}, and further there exists a matrix W € M, ,, such that o’/ (X; H,W) = Zz.
This, together with ¥ = US(Y)V7T and the fact that <E(Y)aiai, LVIWTU,, — UL ani)> =0
for any ¢ = 1,...,t, we obtain that

&*f(0(X))(0'(X; H) | 0" (X: H,W)) — (Y, TV)

t

=2 {0 (X)) (0" (X; H) | 2) = 3 (S0 s, UL WV, ) = (S(V) 55, UTWV)

i=1

=d%f(o(X) | o(Y)) (o' (X;Y)) + zt:< ala“P;B(W)Pa» _ <g( )ﬁﬁ,UTWVB>

i=1

-

E2(Y)aiai Paj;- {QB(H)PaCi (As — ,Uil)_lpsiTB(H) + Poz;lozapg} Pozi>

B <E(Y)f§5’ Us [2HV“E;1(X)U§H * UﬂABﬂVBT} Vﬁ>
=’ f(o(X) | o(Y))(0'(X: H)) + (0(Y),2)

t
+23 (S )asas PLBUH)PE, (1] = Aai) ™ Ps,TBIH) oy ) +2 (S(Y) 35 ~UL HVaES (X)L HV )
=
T i T T
3 <§](Y)am,Pai {PQAWPQ}PW> - <z(y)5ﬁ, ur [UﬁAﬁﬁVﬁ }Vﬂ> .
From the definition of A and the representation of z, we deduce that

(oY), 2) =

-

(2(Y)asa,, diag(za,)) + <E(Y)ﬁﬁ’ (diag(zﬁ))ﬁﬁ>

=1

5 QS )i (@) Q'ing (20, ) @)7) + { Q335030 Q550 Q3 (d(59)) , Do)

1

~.
Il

|
Mﬁ

<Z(Y)am,P£ {Pa[leﬂ Pai> + <E(Y)ﬁﬁ,U [UﬁAﬁﬁVﬂT} Vﬂ>.
1

.
Il
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Thus, from (5.1), Proposition 2.1 and (5.2) we get

de(U(X) | U(Y))(OJ(X; H))+2 Z <Z(Y)aiom POZB(H)P& (,uil - Aai)_lpéiTB(H)Pai>

+2<2( )Bﬂ, ~UTHV, 33 (X )UEHVﬁ>
<d*F(X |Y)(H
< Wei&fmm{dQF(X)(H | W) — (Y, W)}

Wei&i,,n{de(a(X))(al(X;H) | o"(X; H W) — (Y, W)}

<A f(o(X))(0'(X; H) | o (X; H,W)) — (Y, )
— 2f(o(X) | o(Y))(e'(X; H)) +22< Jasas PLBUH)PE, (il = Aa,) ™ P2, " B(H)Pa, )
+2<2( ) ~UTHV,EH(X )U§Hvﬁ>.

It follows immediately that d*F(X | Y)(H) = . inf {PF(X)(H | W)= (Y,W)} for any H €
eMp,n

Kp(X,Y), which implies that F' is parabolically regular at X for Y. Moreover, this verifies the
proposed formula for the second subderivative of F' at X for Y for any H € Kp(X,Y), thereby
completing the proof. O

Combining Theorem 5.6 with [15, Theorem 3.8], we provide sufficient conditions for twice epi-
differentiability of orthogonally invariant matrix function.

Proposition 5.7. Let f: R™ — [—o0, +00] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that Y € O(f o o)(X) and [ is
parabolically epi-differentiable at o(X) and parabolically regular at o(X) for o(Y'). Then f oo is
twice epi-differentiable at X forY .

As an application, we present second-order optimality conditions for the following optimization
problem according to [18, Theorem 13.24]. Given a twice differentiable function ¢: M,,, — R
and an absolutely symmetric function f: R™ — [—o0, +00], consider the optimization problem

(P) min (X) + (f o 0)(X).

X €M, n
From [18, Exercise 13.18], we can derive the following conclusion.

Theorem 5.8. Let f: R™ — [—o0, +00] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that X is a feasible solution to (P)
with f being parabolically epi-differentiable at o(Xo) and parabolically regular at o(Xo) for o(Y)
and Y € O(f o 0)(Xyp). If =Vi)(Xp) € O(f o 0)(Xo), then the following second-order optimality
conditions for (P) hold.

(i) If Xo is a local minimizer of (P), then the second-order necessary condition

V2(Xo)(H, H) + & f(o(X) | o(Y))(0'(X; H)) + 2Z< Jasass PLBUH)PE, (il = Aa) ™ Ps, T BUH) P, )
+2 <2( )i —UTHVo ST (X )U§HV5> >0
holds for all H € Koo (Xo, 7V1/)(X0)).

(ii) Having the second-order sufficient condition

V2U(Xo)(H, H) + A (o(X) | (V) (0" (X: H)) + 2> (S )asar PLBUH)PE, (] = Aa)) ™ Ps,"BUH) P, )

i=1

+2(S(Y) 5 ~UTHVo S (X)UT HV) >0

holds for all H € Ko, (XO, —V’L/J(Xo)) 1s equivalent to having the existence € > 0 and ¢ > 0 such
that
V(X)) + (foo)(X) > (Xg) + (foo)(Xo) + || X — Xo||* when X € B.(Xp).
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In particular, when absolutely symmetric function f is a polyhedral function, whose epigraph
is a polyhedral convex set, we obtain from [18, Exercise 13.61] and [15, Example 3.2] that f
is parabolically epi-differentiable and parabolically regular at o(X). Moreover, it follows from
Theorem 5.6 and [15, Proposition 3.4] that domd?(f 0 0)(X | Y) = Ko, (X,Y). Further, we can
conclude the following result from [18, Proposition 13.9].

Corollary 5.9. Let an absolutely symmetric function f: R"™ — [—o0,+00] be polyhedral. Assume
that py > -+ > . are the distinct nonzero singular values of X € M, ,, and thatY € 9(foo)(X).
Then for any H € Kfox(X,Y), we have

(f 0 0)(X | Y)(H) = 6k, xv)(H +2Z< Jasas PLBUH)PE (il = Aa) ™ P5,TBH)Py, )
+2<2( )i —UTHV, ST (X )U§HVB>,

where (U, V) € O™ (X)NO™"™(Y), the columns of P,, form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
of B(X) associated with p;, P, is the submatriz of P obtained by removing all the columns of P, ,
and A, € Rntn=leil)x(mtn=|eil) 45 ¢ diagonal matriz whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues

of PTB(X)P that are not equal to y; for all i € {1,...,t}.

Remark 5.10. If the absolutely symmetric function f is £;-norm, then orthogonally invariant
matrix function f o ¢ is nuclear norm. The above corollary gives the second subderivative of
nuclear norm as that in Corollary 3.6 using a different approach.

In what follows, we present second-order optimality conditions for the optimization problem
(P) with f being polyhedral.

Corollary 5.11. Assume that Xy is a feasible solution to (P) with f being polyhedral. If —V1)(Xy) €
I(f o 0)(Xp), then the following second-order optimality conditions for (P) hold.
(i) If Xo is a local minimizer of (P), then the second-order necessary condition

V2U(X0) (H, H) +2 > (S(V )avas PLBH)PE, (] = Aa,) ™ P2, B(H)Pa, )

i=1

+2<2( ) ~UTHV,E M (X )Ugva>20

holds for all H € Koo (Xo, 7V1/)(X0)).
(ii) Having the second-order sufficient condition

v%(Xo)(H,m+2Z<E<Y>WP£B<H>P;W*Aa> P B (5.16)

+2<z( )i —UTHVo ST (X )U§HVB>>0

holds for all H € Ko, (XO, —V’L/J(Xo)) 1s equivalent to having the existence € > 0 and ¢ > 0 such
that
V(X)) + (foo)(X) > (Xo) + (foo)(Xo) + || X — Xo||* when X € B.(Xp).

In the case of f being polyhedral, the second-order sufficient condition (5.16) is consistent
with the “no-gap” second order sufficient condition in [2, Theorem 3.5], and we have provided the
specific expression for the second term in the latter.

6 Conclusion

The primary objective of this work was to explore several second-order properties of orthogonally
invariant matrix functions, with a focus on parabolic epi-differentiability, parabolic regularity, and
twice epi-differentiability. Our results are based on the concept of metric subregularity constraint
qualification, which, in this context, is automatically satisfied. For a convex orthogonally invariant
matrix function, we derive the exact formula for its second subderivatives and establish sufficient
conditions for twice epi-differentiability. Furthermore, we present second-order optimality condi-
tions for a class of matrix optimization problems. In particular, inspired by Torki [20], we adopt
a different approach to calculate the first- and second-order epi-derivatives of the nuclear norm.
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