
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

09
89

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

O
C

] 
 1

3 
D

ec
 2

02
4

Twice Epi-Differentiability of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix

Functions and Application

Jiahuan He

School of Science, Harbin University of Science and Technology,

Harbin, 150080, P.R. China

Chao Kan and Wen Song∗

School of Mathematical and Sciences, Harbin Normal University,

Harbin, 150025, P.R. China

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 Mm,n (n 6 m) of the form f ◦ σ for
an absolutely symmetric function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] and the singular values σ : Mm,n → Rn.
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 × 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

min
X∈Mm,n

ψ(X) + θ(X),

where Mm,n stands for the Euclidean space of m × n real matrices, with inner product 〈X,Y 〉 =
tr(XTY ), ψ : Mm,n → R is a twice continuously differentiable convex function, and θ : Mm,n →
[−∞,+∞] 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 θ 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 6 k 6 n) function
(which corresponds to the sum of k largest singular values of a matrix) [4]. The functions θ in
the aforementioned examples belong to a distinguished class, which can be expressed either in the
form of

θ(X) = (g ◦ λ)(X), X ∈ S
n

with the function g : Rn → [−∞,+∞] being proper closed convex and symmetric, and λ is a
function, which assigns to each matrix X ∈ Sn its eigenvalue vector (λ1(X), . . . , λn(X)) arranged
in nonincreasing order, referred to as spectral functions [8], or in the form of

θ(X) = (f ◦ σ)(X), X ∈ Mm,n (1.1)

with the function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] being proper closed convex and absolutely symmetric, and σ
is a function, which assigns to each matrix X ∈ Mm,n its singular value vector (σ1(X), . . . , σn(X))
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arranged in nonincreasing order, known as orthogonally invariant matrix functions [9] or singular
value functions [10]. Recall that F : Mm,n → [−∞,+∞] is an orthogonally invariant matrix func-
tion if for any matrix X in Mm,n, any m ×m orthogonal matrix Um and any n × n orthogonal
matrix Un, one has

F (UT
mXUn) = 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 θ. 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 ◦ ϕ, where g : Y → [−∞,+∞] is convex and ϕ : X → Y is twice
differentiable with X and Y being finite-dimensional Hilbert space, can be established at any
x̄ ∈ dom(g ◦ϕ), provided that g is parabolically regular and that the following metric subregularity
constraint qualification is satisfied: There exists a constant κ ≥ 0, such that the estimate

dist(x, dom(g ◦ ϕ)) ≤ κdist(ϕ(x), domg),

holds for all x in a neighborhood of x̄. 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 6 m.
The notations and concepts of convex analysis that we employ are standard [6, 16, 18]. Given a
nonempty set C ⊂ Rn, the indicator function of the set C, denoted by δC , is defined by δC(x) = 0
if x ∈ C and +∞ otherwise. The support function of the set C is defined by σC(·) := sups∈C〈s, ·〉.
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The distance function from a point x to the set C, denoted by dist(x,C) or dC(x), is defined by
dist(x,C) = dC(x) := inf{‖x− y‖ : y ∈ C}. The tangent cone to C at x̄ is defined by

TC(x̄) = {w ∈ R
n : ∃tk ↓ 0, wk → w as k → ∞ with x̄+ tkwk ∈ C}.

The second-order tangent set to C ⊂ Rn at x̄ ∈ C for a tangent vector w ∈ TC(x̄) is given by

T 2
C(x̄, w) = {u ∈ R

n : ∃tk ↓ 0, uk → u as k → ∞ with x̄+ tkw +
1

2
t2kuk ∈ C}.

A set C ⊂ Rn is called parabolically derivable at x̄ for w if T 2
C(x̄, w) is nonempty, and for each

u ∈ T 2
C(x̄, w), there exists ǫ > 0 and an arc ξ : [0, ǫ] → C with ξ(0) = x̄, ξ′+(0) = w, and ξ′′+(0) = u,

where ξ′′+(0) = limt↓0[ξ(t)− ξ(0)− tξ′+(0)]/
1
2 t

2.
Let g : Rn → R ∪ {±∞} be a function. The domain and epigraph of g are defined as domg :=

{x ∈ Rn : g(x) < ∞} and epig := {(x, r) ∈ Rn × R : g(x) ≤ r}. g is proper if domg 6= ∅ and
g(x) > −∞ for all x ∈ domg. g is convex and lower semi-continuous (lsc) if epig is convex and
closed, respectively. The function g is called locally Lipschitz continuous around x̄ relative to
C ⊂ domg with constant l ≥ 0 if x̄ ∈ C with g(x̄) finite, and there exists a neighborhood U of x̄
such that

|g(x)− g(y)| ≤ l‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ U ∩ C.
We say that g is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to C if it is locally Lipschitz continuous
around every x̄ ∈ C relative to C. The directional derivative of g at x̄ in the direction w is defined
as

g′(x̄;w) := lim
t↓0

g(x̄+ tw) − g(x̄)

t
,

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

dg(x̄)(w) := lim inf
t↓0

w′→w

g(x̄+ tw′)− g(x̄)

t
.

It is known that if g is locally Lipschitz continuous around x̄ relative to its domain, then domdg(x̄) =
Tdomg(x̄)(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 : Rn → R ∪ {±∞} and a point x̄ ∈ Rn with g(x̄) finite, we say g is (parabolic)
second order directionally differentiable at x̄ if g is directionally differentiable at x̄ and for any
w, z ∈ Rn,

lim
τ↓0

g(x̄+ τw + 1
2τ

2z)− g(x̄)− τg′(x̄;w)
1
2τ

2
exists;

and the above limit is said to be the (parabolic) second order directional derivative of g at x̄ along
the directions w and z, denoted by g′′(x;w, z).

Define the parametric family of second-order difference quotients for g at x̄ for v ∈ Rn by

△2
τg(x̄ | v)(w) := g(x̄+ τw) − g(x̄)− τ〈v, w〉

1
2τ

2
with w ∈ R

n, τ > 0.

The second subderivative of g at x̄ for v ∈ Rn is defined by

d2g(x̄ | v)(w) = lim inf
τ↓0

w′→w

△2
τg(x̄ | v)(w′) with w ∈ R

n.

We say that g is twice epi-differentiable at x̄ for v ∈ Rn if the functions △2
τg(x̄ | v) epi-converge

to d2g(x̄ | v) as τ ↓ 0, see [18, Definition 13.6].
Now consider another kind of second-order difference quotient, which is called a parabolic

difference quotient, defined by

△2
τg(x̄)(w | z) := g(x̄+ τw + 1

2τ
2z)− g(x̄)− τdg(x̄)(w)

1
2τ

2
with w, z ∈ R

n, τ > 0.

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

d2g(x̄)(w | z) := lim inf
τ↓0

z′→z

△2
τg(x̄)(w | z′).

3



g is said to be parabolically epi-differentiable at x̄ for w if domd2g(x̄)(w | ·) 6= ∅ and for every
z ∈ Rn and every sequence τk ↓ 0 there exist sequences zk → z such that

d2g(x̄)(w | z) = lim
k→∞

g(x̄+ τkw + 1
2τ

2
k zk)− g(x̄)− τkdg(x̄)(w)

1
2τ

2
k

.

We say that g is parabolically epi-differentiable at x̄ if it satisfies the above condition at x̄ for
any w with dg(x̄)(w) finite. It has been demonstrated in Mohammadi and Sarabi [15, Proposition
4.1] that if g is locally Lipschitz continuous around x̄ relative to its domain and parabolically
epi-differentiable at x̄ for w ∈ Tdomg(x̄), then domd2g(x̄)(w | ·) = T 2

domg(x̄, w) and domg is
parabolically derivable at x̄ 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 : Rn → R ∪ {±∞}, any point x̄ ∈ Rn with g(x̄) finite and any vector w
with dg(x̄)(w) finite, let v be such that dg(x̄)(w) = 〈v, w〉. Then

d2g(x̄ | v)(w) ≤ inf
z
{d2g(x̄)(w | z)− 〈v, z〉}. (2.1)

We say that a function g : Rn → R∪{±∞} is parabolically regular at a point x̄ for a vector v if
g(x̄) is finite and the inequality in (2.1) holds with equality for every w satisfying dg(x̄)(w) = 〈v, w〉.
The critical cone of a function g : Rn → R ∪ {±∞} at a point x̄ for a vector v is defined by

Kg(x̄, v) := {w ∈ R
n : dg(x̄)(w) = 〈v, w〉}.

2.2 Eigenvalues and Singular Values

Given an m×n matrix X and index sets I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, J ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, denote by Xij the (i, j)th
entry of X and denote by XIJ 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 XI is the submatrix of X with columns
specified by I, unless otherwise specified. For any vector x ∈ R

n, let diag(x) denote the matrix
where (diag(x))ii = xi for all i, and (diag(x))ij = 0 for i 6= j. It’s worth noting that diag(x) may
represent an m × n, n × n, or m × m matrix (the latter when x ∈ Rm). However, the context
will always clarify which dimension is applicable. Let Sn be the space of all real n× n symmetric
matrices. Let On be the set of all n×n orthogonal matrices and Om,n denote the Cartesian product
Om × On. The induced Frobenius norm of X ∈ Mm,n is defined via the trace inner product by

‖X‖ =
√
tr(XTX).

If A ∈ Sn, then we can arrange its n real eigenvalues in the decreasing order:

λ1(A) ≥ λ2(A) ≥ · · · ≥ λs(A) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(A),

where λs(A) is the sth largest eigenvalue of A (counting multiplicity of each of them). For any
A ∈ S

n, there exists U ∈ On for which we have

A = U
(
diag(λ(A))

)
UT with λ(A) =

(
λ1(A), . . . , λn(A)

)
. (2.2)

For a given matrix A ∈ Sn, the set of such orthogonal matrices U in (2.2) is denoted by On(A). We
say that two matrices A and B in S

n have a simultaneous ordered spectral decomposition if there
exists U ∈ On such that A = U

(
diag(λ(A))

)
UT and B = U

(
diag(λ(B))

)
UT . It is well-known that

any two matrices A and B in Sn satisfy the inequality

〈A,B〉 ≤ 〈λ(A), λ(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 lλs the number of eigenvalues, ranking
before s, which are equal to λs(A) (including λs(A)) and jλs the number of eigenvalues, ranking
strictly after s, which are equal to λs(A). According to [20, Proposition 1.4, Lemma 1.1], we have
the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let A ∈ Sn and U = [u1, . . . , un] ∈ On such that

UTAU = diag(λ1(A), . . . , λn(A)).
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If we set

Us = [us−lλs+1, . . . , us+jλs
],

U c
s = [u1, . . . , us−lλs

, us+jλs +1, . . . , un],

then for a small perturbation matrix E ∈ Sn,

λs(A+ E) = λs(A) + λlλs
(
UT
s EUs + UT

s EU
c
s (λs(A)I − Λs)

−1U c
s
TEUs

)
+O(‖E‖3),

where Λs = diag
(
λ1(A), . . . , λs−lλs

(A), λs+jλs +1(A), . . . , λn(A)
)
.

For any X ∈ Mm,n with rank r, there exists (U, V ) ∈ Om,n for which we have a singular value
decomposition:

X = UΣ(X)V T , (2.4)

where Σ(X) := diag(σ(X)) ∈ Mm,n is a diagonal matrix with singular values in descending order:

σ1(X) ≥ σ2(X) ≥ . . . ≥ σr(X) > 0 = σr+1(X) = . . . = σn(X)

on the diagonal. For a given matrix X ∈ Mm,n, the set of such orthogonal matrices U and V in
(2.4) is denoted by Om,n(X). We say that two matrices X and Y in Mm,n have a simultaneous
ordered singular value decomposition if there exists (U, V ) ∈ Om,n such that X = UΣ(X)V T and
Y = UΣ(Y )V T . 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 Mm,n satisfy the inequality

〈X,Y 〉 ≤ 〈σ(X), σ(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 Mm,n, the estimate

‖σ(X)− σ(Y )‖ ≤ ‖X − Y ‖ (2.6)

always holds. Denote the three index sets α, β, β0 by

α := {1, · · · , r}, β := {r + 1, · · · , n}, andβ0 = {n+ 1, · · · ,m}.

Assume that µ1 > · · · > µt > µt+1 = 0 are the distinct singular values of X ∈ Mm,n, and define
the index sets

αi := {s ∈ α : σs(X) = µi} for all i = 1, . . . , t. (2.7)

Obviously, α = ∪t
i=1αi. Define β̂ := β ∪ β0. Partition U ∈ Om as

U =
[
Uα1 Uα2 · · · Uαt

U
β̂

]
,

where Uαi
∈ Rm×|αi| for i = 1, . . . , t, and U

β̂
∈ Rm×|β̂|. Similarly,

V =
[
Vα1 Vα2 · · · Vαt

Vαt+1

]
∈ On,

where Vαi
∈ Rn×|αi| for i = 1, . . . , t, t+ 1 with αt+1 := β.

For a matrix X ∈ Mm,n, its nuclear norm is given by

‖X‖∗ :=

n∑

i=1

σi(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
o =

{
Z : σ1(Z) := max

1≤i≤n
σi(Z) ≤ 1

}
.

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

∂‖X‖∗ =
{
Udiag(s)V T : X = UΣ(X)V T , s ∈ ∂‖σ(X)‖1

}

=
{
Udiag(s)V T : X = UΣ(X)V T , si = 1, i ∈ α; |si| ≤ 1, i ∈ β

}

=

{
UαV

T
α + U

β̂
ZVβ

T : X =
[
Uα U

β̂

]
Σ(X)

[
Vα Vβ

]T
, σ1(Z) ≤ 1

}
,
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where diag(s) is an m× n diagonal matrix with s on its diagonal and Z ∈ R(m−r)×(n−r).
Define the linear operator B(·) : Mm,n → Sm+n by

B(X) :=

[
0 X
XT 0

]
, X ∈ Mm,n.

It follows from [7, Theorem 7.3.3] that

PTB(X)P =



Σn(X) 0 0

0 0m−n 0
0 0 −Σn(X)


 , (2.8)

where the orthogonal matrix P ∈ Om+n is given by

P :=
1√
2

[
Uα Uβ

√
2Uβ0 −Uα −Uβ

Vα Vβ 0 Vα Vβ

]
.

Obviously, for each s ∈ α ∪ β, we have that σs(X) = λs(B(X)). Therefore, by applying the
definition of directional derivative, we derive that σ′

s(X ;H) = λ′s(B(X);B(H)) for any H ∈ Mm,n.
Similar to the symmetric case, for matrix X0 ∈ Mm,n, we denote by ls(X0) the number of

singular values, ranking before s, which are equal to σs(X0) (including σs(X0)) and js(X0) the
number of singular values, ranking strictly after s, which are equal to σs(X0), respectively, i.e., we
define ls(X0) and js(X0) such that

σ1(X0) ≥ · · · ≥ σs−ls(X0)(X0) > σs−ls(X0)+1(X0) = · · · = σs(X0) = · · · = σs+js(X0)(X0)

> σs+js(X0)+1(X0) ≥ · · · ≥ σn(X0).

We use rs(X0) to denote the multiplicity of σs(X0). In later discussions, when the dependence
of ls, js and rs, s ∈ α ∪ β, on X0 can be seen clearly from the context, we often drop X0 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 X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Let H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation matrix. Then for each s ∈ αi, i = 1, . . . , t,

σ′
s(X0;H) =

1

2
λls

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
.

For each s ∈ β, one has that
σ′
s(X0;H) = σls

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
.

Assume that ηi1 > · · · > ηiNi
are the distinct eigenvalues of 1

2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
, and

define the index sets

βi
j :=

{
s ∈ αi : λs

(1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
= ηij

}
for all i = 1, . . . , t, j = 1, . . . , Ni. (2.9)

Denote the distinct singular values of UT

β̂
HVβ by ηt+1

1 > · · · > ηt+1
Nt+1

> ηt+1
Nt+1+1 = 0, and define

βt+1
k :=

{
s ∈ β : σs

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
= ηt+1

k

}
for all k = 1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1. (2.10)

For each s ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , t, t+1} such that s ∈ αi and ls(X0) ∈ {1, . . . , |αi|}.
Furthermore, we can find j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni, Nt+1 + 1} such that ls(X0) ∈ βi

j . Define now the integer

l̃s(X0, H) by

l̃s(X0, H) :=

{
lls(X0)

(
1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
if s ∈ α,

lls(X0)

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
if s ∈ β,

which, in fact, signifies the number of eigenvalues of 1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
that are equal

to λls(X0)

(
1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
, but are ranked before λls(X0)

(
1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
,

including λls(X0)

(
1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
for s ∈ α, and the number of singular values of
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UT

β̂
HVβ that are equal to σls(X0)

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
, but are ranked before σls(X0)

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
, including

σls(X0)

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
for s ∈ β. As before, we often drop X0 and H from l̃s(X0, H) when the depen-

dence of l̃s on X0 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 X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Suppose that the direction H,W ∈ Mm,n. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) For each s ∈ α, there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} such that s ∈ αi and

ls(X0) ∈ βi
j, and there exists Qi ∈ O|αi|

(
1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
such that

σ′′
s (X0;H,W ) = λl̃s

((
Qi

βi
j

)T

PT
αi

[
B(W )− 2B(H)P c

αi
(Λs − µiI)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)
]
Pαi

Qi
βi
j

)
, (2.11)

where Λs ∈ R(m+n−rs)×(m+n−rs) is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues
of PTB(X0)P that are not equal to σs(X0).

(ii) For each s ∈ β, if ls(X0) ∈ βt+1
k for some k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1}, then there exists (Q

β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ) ∈

O|β̂|,|β|
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
such that

σ′′
s (X0;H,W ) =

1

2
λl̃s

((
Q

β̂βt+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
WVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

+
(
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
WVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]T
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)
, (2.12)

and if ls(X0) ∈ βt+1
Nt+1+1, then there exists (Q

β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ) ∈ O|β̂|,|β|

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
such that

σ′′
s (X0;H,W ) = σl̃s

([
Q

β̂β
t+1
Nt+1+1

Q
β̂β0

]T [
UT

β̂
WVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
Nt+1+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 X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition (2.4).
Suppose that the direction H,W ∈ Mm,n. Then for any t > 0 sufficiently small, we have

σ

(
X0 + tH +

1

2
t2W + o(t2)

)
= σ(X0) + tσ′(X0;H) +

1

2
t2σ′′(X0;H,W ) + o(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 X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r be given and have the singular value decomposition
(2.4). Let H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation matrix. Then for s ∈ α ∪ β, we have

σs(X0+H) = σs(X0)+λls
(
PT
s B(H)Ps+P

T
s B(H)P c

s (σs(X0)I−Λs)
−1P c

s
TB(H)Ps

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖3

)
,

where the columns of Ps form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of B(X0) associated with σs(X0),
P c
s is the submatrix of P obtained by removing all the columns of Ps, and Λs ∈ R(m+n−rs)×(m+n−rs)

is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues of PTB(X0)P that are not equal
to σs(X0).

Moreover, for any τ > 0 we have the following results:
(i) For any s ∈ α there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} such that s ∈ αi and ls(X0) ∈

βi
j, and we have

σs(X0 + τH) =σs(X0) + τλls
(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

)
+

τ2

2
λl̃s

(
2
(
Qi

βi
j

)T

PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi
Qi

βi
j

)
+O(τ3),

(3.1)
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where Qi ∈ O|αi|
(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

)
.

(ii) If n > r, then for s ∈ β we have

σs(X0 +H) = σs(X0) + σls
(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+ O(‖B(H)‖3).

Furthermore, if ls(X0) ∈ βt+1
k for some k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1}, then there exists (Q

β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ) ∈

O|β̂|,|β|
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
such that

σs(X0 + τH) = σs(X0)+τσls
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
+
τ2

4
λl̃s

((
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)T [
− UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

+
(
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

)T [
− UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]T
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)
+O(τ3),

and if ls(X0) ∈ βt+1
Nt+1+1, then there exists (Q

β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ) ∈ O|β̂|,|β|

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
such that

σs(X0 + τH) =σs(X0) + τσls
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)

+
τ2

2
σl̃s

([
Q

β̂β
t+1
Nt+1+1

Q
β̂β0

]T [
− UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
Nt+1+1

)
+O(τ3).

Proof It follows from Lemma 2.2 and (2.8) that

σs(X0 +H) = λs(B(X0 +H)) = λs(B(X0) + B(H))

= λs(B(X0)) + λls
(
PT
s B(H)Ps + PT

s B(H)P c
s (λs(B(X0))I − Λs)

−1P c
s
TB(H)Ps

)
+O(‖B(H)‖3)

= σs(X0) + λls
(
PT
s B(H)Ps + PT

s B(H)P c
s (σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
s
TB(H)Ps

)
+O(‖B(H)‖3).

For any s ∈ α, there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} such that s ∈ αi and ls(X0) ∈ βi
j .

By using Lemma 2.2 with A = PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

and E = PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I−Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi
,

we have

σs(X0 + τH) = σs(X0) + λls
(
τPT

αi
B(H)Pαi

+ τ2PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

)
+O(τ3)

= σs(X0) + τλls
(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

+ τPT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

)
+O(τ3)

= σs(X0) + τ

[
λls

(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

)
+

τλl̃s

((
Qi

βi
j

)T

PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi
Qi

βi
j

)]
+O(τ3)

= σs(X0) + τλls
(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

)
+

τ2

2
λl̃s

(
2
(
Qi

βi
j

)T

PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi
Qi

βi
j

)
+O(τ3).

In particular, we have

σ′
s(X0;H) = λls

(
PT
αi
B(H)Pαi

)
=

1

2
λls

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
.

If n > r, then β 6= ∅. For any s ∈ β, we have σs(X0) = 0,

Ps =
1√
2

[
Uβ

√
2Uβ0 −Uβ

Vβ 0 Vβ

]
, and Λs =

[
Σα(X0) 0

0 −Σα(X0)

]
.

By some elementary calculations, we can obtain that

PT
s B(H)Ps = SB(V T

β H
TU

β̂
)ST ,

PT
s B(H)P c

s (σs(X0)I − Λs)
−1P c

s
TB(H)Ps = −SB(V T

β H
TUαΣ

−1
α (X0)V

T
α H

TU
β̂
)ST ,

where

S =
1

2



√
2I|β| 0

√
2I|β|

0 2I|β0| 0√
2I|β| 0 −

√
2I|β|


 ∈ O2|β|+|β0|.
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Therefore, we have

λls
(
PT
s B(H)Ps + PT

s B(H)P c
s (σs(X0)I − Λs)

−1P c
s
TB(H)Ps

)

=λls

(
SB

(
V T
β H

TU
β̂

)
ST − SB

(
V T
β H

TUαΣ
−1
α (X0)V

T
α H

TU
β̂

)
ST

)

=λls

(
SB

(
V T
β H

TU
β̂
− V T

β H
TUαΣ

−1
α (X0)V

T
α H

TU
β̂

)
ST

)

=λls

(
B
(
V T
β H

TU
β̂
− V T

β H
TUαΣ

−1
α (X0)V

T
α H

TU
β̂

))

=σls

(
V T
β H

TU
β̂
− V T

β H
TUαΣ

−1
α (X0)V

T
α H

TU
β̂

)

=σls

(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
,

and then σs(X0+H) = σs(X0)+σls
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
+O(‖B(H)‖2). In particular, we have σ′

s(X0;H) =

σls
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

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

can obtain their second-order directional derivatives.
Define the sum of all the singular values that are equal to σs(X0) but are ranked before σs(X0)

by
Ψs(X0) = σs−ls+1(X0) + · · ·+ σs(X0),

and the sum of the first s-largest singular values of X0 by

Φs(X0) = σ1(X0) + · · ·+ σs(X0).

Lemma 3.2. Let X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r satisfy n > r and H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation
matrix. Then, we have

Ψn(X0 +H) = σBo

(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖3

)
, (3.2)

where σBo is the support function of the set Bo ⊂ R
|β|×|β̂|. As a consequence,

Ψn(X0 +H) = σBo

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖2

)
. (3.3)

Proof From Proposition 3.1, we obtain

Ψn(X0 +H) =σr+1(X0 +H) + · · ·+ σn(X0 +H)

=σr+1(X0) + σ1

(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+ · · ·+

σn(X0) + σln

(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖3

)

=(σ1 + · · ·+ σln)
(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖3

)

=σBo

(
UT

β̂
HVβ − UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

)
+O

(
‖B(H)‖3

)
.

Lemma 3.3. The sum of the first r-largest singular values Φr is C2 on the set of m×n matrices of
rank r. Let X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r be given and H ∈ Mm,n be a matrix, the second-order differential
of Φr at X0 in the direction H is given by

D2Φr(X0)(H,H) =
∑

kl≤r

tr
(
2PT

kl
B(H)P c

kl
(σkl

(X0)I − Λkl
)−1P c

kl

TB(H)Pkl

)
.

Proof It follows from [5, Proposition 8] that Φr is C2 on the set of m × n matrices of rank r.
For any s ∈ α, it follows from (3.1) that the second-order directional derivative of σs at X0 in the
direction H is

σ′′
s (X0;H) = lim

τ↓0

σs(X0 + τH)− σs(X0)− τσ′
s(X0;H)

τ2

2

= λl̃s

(
2QT

ls
PT
s B(H)P c

s (σs(X0)I − Λs)
−1P c

s
TB(H)PsQls

)
.
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Denote by k1, . . . , kq the set of the indices of all the leading singular values of X0, i.e.

σk1(X0) > σk2(X0) > · · · > σkq
(X0).

Assume that there exists kl ≤ r such that

σkl−1(X0) > σkl
(X0) = · · · = σkl+jkl

(X0) > σkl+1
(X0).

Set Gkl
:= PT

kl
B(H)P c

kl
(σkl

(X0)I−Λkl
)−1P c

kl

TB(H)Pkl
. Then for any q ∈ {kl, kl+1, . . . , kl+ jkl

},
we have (

2QT
lq
Gkl

Qlq

)
vlq = λl̃q

(
2QT

lq
Gkl

Qlq

)
vlq ,

where vlq is a unit eigenvector of 2QT
lq
Gkl

Qlq associated with eigenvalue λl̃q (2Q
T
lq
Gkl

Qlq ). There-

fore, by some elementary calculations, we obtain that

D2Φr(X0)(H,H) =
∑

kl≤r

(σkl
+ σkl+1 + . . .+ σkl+jkl

)′′(X0;H)

=
∑

kl≤r

λl̃kl

(
2QT

lkl
Gkl

Qlkl

)
+ λl̃kl+1

(
2QT

lkl+1
Gkl

Qlkl+1

)
+ · · ·+ λl̃kl+jkl

(
2QT

lkl+jkl

Gkl
Qlkl+jkl

)

=
∑

kl≤r

tr
(
2QTGkl

Q
)
=

∑

kl≤r

tr
(
2Gkl

)
,

and the proof is complete.
Recall from Rockafellar and Wets [18, Definition 7.20] that a function g : Rn → R ∪ {±∞} is

said to be semidifferentiable at x̄ ∈ Rn with g(x̄) finite for w ∈ Rn, if the (possibly infinite) limit

lim
t↓0

w′→w

g(x̄+ tw′)− g(x̄)

t

exists. This limit is the semiderivative of g at x̄ for w.

Lemma 3.4. Let X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r satisfy n > r and H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation
matrix. The function Ψn is semidifferentiable at X0 for H and its semiderivative coincides with
subderivative, i.e. Ψ′

n(X0;H) = dΨn(X0)(H). The regular subdifferential of Ψn at X0 is given by

∂̂Ψn(X0) =
{
U
β̂
ZV T

β : X0 =
[
Uα U

β̂

]
Σ(X0)

[
Vα Vβ

]T
, Z ∈ B

o ⊂ R
|β̂|×|β|

}
.

Proof Note that Ψn(X0) = 0 and σBo(UT

β̂
HVβ) is continuous in H . From (3.3), we have

Ψ′
n(X0;H) = lim

τ↓0

H′→H

Ψn(X0 + τH ′)−Ψn(X0)

τ
= σBo

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
.

Then Ψn is semidifferentiable at X0 for H and also epi-differentiable. Furthermore, we have
Ψ′

n(X0;H) = dΨn(X0)(H) and

∂̂Ψn(X0) =
{
U
β̂
ZV T

β : X0 =
[
Uα U

β̂

]
Σ(X0)

[
Vα Vβ

]T
, σ1(Z) ≤ 1

}
,

=
{
U
β̂
ZV T

β : X0 =
[
Uα U

β̂

]
Σ(X0)

[
Vα Vβ

]T
, Z ∈ B

o ⊂ R
|β̂|×|β|

}
.

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 X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r satisfy n > r and H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation
matrix. The function Ψn is twice epi-differentiable at X0. The second-order epi-derivative of Ψn

at X0 relative to any Ω ∈ ∂̂Ψn(X0) is given explicitly by

d2Ψn(X0 | Ω)(H) =

{
−2〈Ω, HVαΣ−1

α UT
αH〉 if Ψ′

n(X0;H) = 〈Ω, H〉,
+∞ if Ψ′

n(X0;H) > 〈Ω, H〉.
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Proof Let Ω ∈ ∂̂Ψn(X0). Given X0, H ∈ Mm,n, Hk → H , and tk → 0+, we focus our attention
on the second-order difference quotient

Ψn(X0 + tkHk)−Ψn(X0)− tk〈Ω, Hk〉
1
2 t

2
k

. (3.4)

To begin with, assume that Ψ′
n(X0;H) > 〈Ω, H〉. By using the relation (3.3) with H = tkHk, (3.4)

becomes
Ψ′

n(X0;Hk)− 〈Ω, Hk〉
1
2 tk

+O(‖B(Hk)‖2),

which goes to +∞ as k → +∞.
Assume now that Ψ′

n(X0;H) = 〈Ω, H〉. Let Hk → H and tk → 0+. Since Ω ∈ ∂̂Ψn(X0), it is
possible to write Ω = U

β̂
ZV T

β for some Z ∈ Bo. By using the development (3.2), the difference

quotient (3.4) can be written as

σBo

(
UT

β̂
HkVβ − tkU

T

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHkVβ

)
−
〈
Z,UT

β̂
HkVβ

〉

1
2 tk

+O(tk). (3.5)

Moreover, since Z ∈ Bo, it is possible to bound from below the previous quantity by
〈
Z,UT

β̂
HkVβ − tkU

T

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHkVβ

〉
−
〈
Z,UT

β̂
HkVβ

〉

1
2 tk

+O(tk)

=− 2
〈
Z,UT

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHkVβ

〉
+O(tk)

=− 2
〈
U
β̂
ZV T

β , HkVαΣ
−1
α (X0)U

T
αHk

〉
+O(tk)

which converges to −2〈Ω, HVαΣ−1
α (X0)U

T
αH〉.

Let tk → 0+. We have to exhibit a sequence {Hk}k which converges to H such that the limit
of (3.4) equals −2〈Ω, HVαΣ−1

α (X0)U
T
αH〉. Let us consider Hk = H + tkHkVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHk. The

difference quotient (3.4), which is equal to (3.5), therefore becomes

σBo

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
− 〈Ω, H〉 − tk〈Ω, HkVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHk〉

1
2 tk

+O(tk)

=
Ψ′

n(X0;H)− 〈Ω, H〉
1
2 tk

− 2〈Ω, HkVαΣ
−1
α (X0)U

T
αHk〉+O(tk),

which converges to −2〈Ω, HVαΣ−1
α (X0)U

T
αH〉, as required.

This, combined with Lemma 3.3 and [17, Proposition 2.10], implies the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let X0 ∈ Mm,n of rank r satisfy n > r and H ∈ Mm,n be a small perturbation
matrix. The nuclear norm is twice epi-differentiable at X0. The second-order epi-derivative of the
nuclear norm at X0 relative to any Ω ∈ ∂̂‖X0‖∗ is given explicitly by

d2‖ · ‖∗(X0 | Ω)(H) = D2Φr(X0)(H,H) + d2Ψn(X0 | Ω)(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 Q± 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 Pn

± denote the set of all n × n signed permutation
matrices, and Pn denote the set of all n × n permutation matrices. Recall also that a function
f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] is called absolutely symmetric if for every x ∈ R

n and every n × n signed
permutation matrix Q±, we have f(Q±x) = f(x). It is well-known (cf. Lewis [10, Proposition
5.1]) that for any orthogonally invariant matrix function F : Mm,n → [−∞,+∞], there exists an
absolutely symmetric function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] satisfying

F = f ◦ σ. (4.1)
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Indeed, f can be chosen as a composite function of F and the linear mapping x 7→ diag(x) with
x ∈ Rn, namely,

f = F ◦ diag. (4.2)

A set Γ ⊂ Mm,n is called an orthogonally invariant matrix set if δΓ is an orthogonally invariant
matrix function. Similarly, ∆ ⊂ Rn is called an absolutely symmetric set if δ∆ is an absolutely
symmetric function. Therefore, it is easy to see that for any orthogonally invariant matrix set
Γ ⊂ Mm,n, there exists an absolutely symmetric set ∆ ⊂ Rn such that

Γ = {X ∈ Mm,n : σ(X) ∈ ∆}, (4.3)

where ∆ can be chosen as
∆ = {x ∈ R

n : diag(x) ∈ Γ}. (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 Rn. Then the distance function
dσ−1(K) to the orthogonally invariant matrix set σ−1(K) satisfies:

dσ−1(K) = dK ◦ σ. (4.5)

In particular, if F is an orthogonally invariant matrix function, then for any X ∈ Mm,n, we have

dist(X, domF ) = dist(σ(X), domf), (4.6)

where f is taken by (4.1).

Proof To see that dσ−1(K) is an orthogonally invariant matrix function, we fix X ∈ Mm,n and

(U, V ) ∈ Om,n such that X = Udiag(σ(X))V T . Then we have

dK(σ(X)) = inf
y∈K

‖σ(X)− y‖

= inf
y∈K

‖diag(σ(X))− diag(y)‖

≥ inf
Y ∈σ−1(K)

‖diag(σ(X)) − Y ‖

= inf
Y ∈σ−1(K)

‖Udiag(σ(X))V T − UY V T ‖

= inf
UT Ȳ V ∈σ−1(K)

‖X − Ȳ ‖

= inf
Ȳ ∈σ−1(K)

‖X − Ȳ ‖

= dσ−1(K)(X).

On the other hand, it follows from (2.6) that

dσ−1(K)(X) = inf
Y ∈σ−1(K)

‖X − Y ‖

≥ inf
Y ∈σ−1(K)

‖σ(X)− σ(Y )‖

= inf
y∈K

‖σ(X)− y‖

= dK(σ(X)).

In particular, if F is an orthogonally invariant matrix function, there exists an absolutely symmetric
function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] satisfying (4.1). Combining this with (4.1), we obtain that

domF = {X ∈ Mm,n : σ(X) ∈ domf} = σ−1(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(σ(X), domf) for any X ∈ Mm,n.

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 : Rn → [−∞,+∞] is a proper, convex, lsc, and absolutely sym-
metric function. Then the following properties are equivalent:

(i) Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X);
(ii) σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(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 ◦ σ is convex and lsc if and only if
f is convex and lsc. The claimed equivalence then follows from Lewis [9, Corollary 2.5].

Theorem 4.3. (Subderivatives of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix Functions). Let f : Rn → [−∞,+∞]
be an absolutely symmetric function and let X ∈ Mm,n with (f ◦ σ)(X) finite. If f satisfies one of
the following conditions:
(a) f is lsc and convex with ∂f(σ(X)) 6= ∅;
(b) f is locally Lipschitz continuous around σ(X) relative to its domain.
Then for all H ∈ Mm,n, we have

d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H) = df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)). (4.8)

Proof Choose any H ∈ Mm,n. According to Proposition 2.4, σ′(X ; ·) is a Lipschitz-continuous
and positively homogeneous function. Moreover, σ′(X ;E)+O(t2‖E‖2)/t→ σ′(X ;H) as t ↓ 0 and
E → H . Combining this with the definition of subderivative, we derive

d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H) = lim inf
t↓0

E→H

f(σ(X + tE)) − f(σ(X))

t

= lim inf
t↓0

E→H

f(σ(X) + tσ′(X ;E) +O(t2‖E‖2))− f(σ(X))

t

= lim inf
t↓0

E→H

f(σ(X) + t(σ′(X ;E) + O(t2‖E‖2)
t

))− f(σ(X))

t

≥ df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)). (4.9)

This establishes the inequality ”≥” in (4.8). For the opposite inequality, let’s consider two
cases. First, if df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) = ∞, the latter inequality clearly holds. So, we’ll assume
df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) <∞. If f is convex and lsc, f ◦σ 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 ∂f(σ(X))
imply that ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) 6= ∅. Thus, it follows from Bonnans and Shapiro [1, Proposition 2.126]
that d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H) = sup

Y ∈∂(f◦σ)(X)

〈Y,H〉. Let ǫ > 0 and choose Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) such that

d(f ◦σ)(X)(H) ≤ 〈Y,H〉+ ǫ. Since Y ∈ ∂(f ◦σ)(X), it follows from Proposition 4.2 that there ex-
ists (U, V ) ∈ Om,n such that σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(X)). Setting Σ(Y ) := UTY V and applying Proposition
2.4 and the fact that

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, 12 (V
T
αi
HTUαi

− UT
αi
HVαi

)
〉
= 0 for any i = 1, . . . , t, we get

d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H) ≤ 〈Y,H〉+ ǫ =
〈
Σ(Y ), UTHV

〉
+ ǫ

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
HVαi

〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉
+ ǫ

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
HVαi

〉
+

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

,
1

2

(
V T
αi
HTUαi

− UT
αi
HVαi

)〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉
+ ǫ

=
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

,
1

2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉
+ ǫ

≤
t∑

i=1

〈
λ
(
Σ(Y )αiαi

)
,
1

2
λ
(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
〈
σ(Σ(Y )

β̂β
), σ(UT

β̂
HVβ)

〉
+ ǫ

=

t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

〈
σs(Y ),

1

2
λls

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
∑

s∈β

〈
σs(Y ), σls

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)〉
+ ǫ

=
t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

〈σs(Y ), σ′
s(X ;H)〉+

∑

s∈β

〈σs(Y ), σ′
s(X ;H)〉+ ǫ

= 〈σ(Y ), σ′(X ;H)〉+ ǫ

≤df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) + ǫ.
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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 σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(X)). As ǫ ↓ 0,
we obtain the opposite inequality in (4.9), thus proving (4.8) in this case. Assume that f is
locally Lipschitz continuous around σ(X) relative to its domain. To prove the opposite inequality
in (4.9), we need only consider the case where df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) < ∞. By the definition of
subderivatives, there exist sequences tk ↓ 0 and vk → σ′(X ;H) such that

df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) = lim
k→∞

f(σ(X) + tkvk)− f(σ(X))

tk
. (4.10)

Without loss of generality, we assume that σ(X) + tkvk ∈ domf for all k ∈ N. From (4.6), we get

dist(X + tkH, domF ) = dist(σ(X + tkH), domf) for all k ∈ N,

which, together with Proposition 3.1, implies that for all k ∈ N,

dist

(
H,

domF −X

tk

)
=

1

tk
dist(σ(X) + tkσ

′(X ;H) +O(t2k), domf)

=
1

tk
‖σ(X) + tkσ

′(X ;H) +O(t2k)− (σ(X) + tkvk)‖

=

∥∥∥∥σ′(X ;H)− vk +
O(t2k)

tk

∥∥∥∥.

Then for each k ∈ N, we can find a matrix Hk ∈ domF−X
tk

satisfying

‖H −Hk‖ <
∥∥∥∥σ′(X ;H)− vk +

O(t2k)

tk

∥∥∥∥+
1

k
.

This allows us to have X + tkHk ∈ domF for all k and Hk → H as k → ∞. This, coupled with
(4.10), Proposition 3.1 and the imposed assumption on f , leads us to obtain

df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) = lim
k→∞

[
f(σ(X + tkHk))− f(σ(X))

tk
+
f(σ(X) + tkvk)− f(σ(X + tkHk))

tk

]

≥ lim inf
k→∞

f(σ(X + tkHk))− f(σ(X))

tk
− l lim

k→∞

∥∥∥∥
σ(X + tkHk)− σ(X)

tk
− vk

∥∥∥∥

≥ d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H)− l lim
k→∞

∥∥∥∥σ′(X ;Hk) +
O(t2k)

tk
− vk

∥∥∥∥
= d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H),

where l ≥ 0 is a Lipschitz constant of f around σ(X) relative to its domain. This verifies the
inequality ”≤” in (4.8), and ends the proof.

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 Γ in (4.3) leads us the
estimate

dist(X,Γ) = dist(σ(X),∆) for any X ∈ Mm,n, (4.11)

where ∆ is taken from (4.4).

Corollary 4.4. (Tangent Cone to the Orthogonally Invariant Matrix Sets). Let Γ be an orthogo-
nally invariant matrix set represented by (4.3). Then for any X ∈ Γ, we have

TΓ(X) = {H ∈ Mm,n : σ
′(X ;H) ∈ T∆(σ(X))}.

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

dδΓ(X)(H) = dδ∆(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)).

The representation of the tangent cone to Γ at X ∈ Γ follows from two key facts: dδΓ(X) = δTΓ(X)

and dδ∆(σ(X)) = δT∆(σ(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 GH : Rn ⇒ Mm,n via the second-order tangent set to the absolutely symmetric set ∆ in
(4.4) by

GH(b) = {W ∈ Mm,n : σ
′′(X ;H,W ) + b ∈ T 2

∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H))}. (4.12)
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Proposition 4.5. Assume that Γ is an orthogonally invariant matrix set represented by (4.3) and
that X ∈ Γ and H ∈ TΓ(X). Then, the mapping GH in (4.12) enjoys the following uniform outer
Lipschitzian property at the origin:

GH(b) ⊂ GH(0) + ‖b‖B for any b ∈ R
n. (4.13)

Proof Let b ∈ Rn and pick any W ∈ GH(b). It follows from (4.12) that σ′′(X ;H,W ) + b ∈
T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)). By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a sequence tk ↓ 0

such that

σ(X) + tkσ
′(X ;H) +

1

2
t2kσ

′′(X ;H,W ) +
1

2
t2kb+ o(t2k) ∈ ∆ for any k ∈ N.

For any k sufficiently large, we conclude from (2.14) that

σ

(
X + tkH +

1

2
t2kW

)
= σ(X) + tkσ

′(X ;H) +
1

2
t2kσ

′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2k),

which, coupled with (4.11), leads us to

dist

(
X + tkH +

1

2
t2kW,Γ

)
= dist

(
σ(X + tkH +

1

2
t2kW ),∆

)
≤ 1

2
t2k‖b‖+ o(t2k).

Thus, there exists Yk ∈ Γ such that

‖Ek‖ ≤ 1

2
‖b‖+ o(t2k)

t2k
,

where Ek :=
X+tkH+ 1

2 t
2
kW−Yk

t2
k

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

E ∈ Mm,n such that Ek → E as k → ∞. This brings us to

‖E‖ ≤ 1

2
‖b‖. (4.14)

Since X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kW − t2kEk = Yk ∈ Γ, it follows from (4.3) and (2.14) that

σ(X) + tkσ
′(X ;H) +

1

2
t2kσ

′′(X ;H,W − 2E) + o(t2k) = σ(X + tkH +
1

2
t2kW − t2kEk) ∈ ∆.

By the definition of the second-order tangent set, we get

σ′′(X ;H,W − 2E) ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)),

which leads us to W − 2E ∈ GH(0). This, combined with (4.14), implies (4.13) and thus ends the
proof.

Proposition 4.6. (Second-Order Tangent Sets of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix Sets). Assume
that Γ is an orthogonally invariant matrix set represented by (4.3) and that X ∈ Γ and H ∈ TΓ(X).
Then, we have

T 2
Γ(X,H) = {W ∈ Mm,n : σ

′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H))}, (4.15)

where ∆ is taken from (4.4). Moreover, if the absolutely symmetric set ∆ is parabolically derivable
at σ(X) for σ′(X ;H), then Γ is parabolically derivable at X for H.

Proof Pick any W ∈ T 2
Γ(X,H). By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a

sequence tk ↓ 0 such that

X + tkH +
1

2
t2kW + o(t2k) ∈ Γ.

It follows from (4.3) and (2.14) that

σ(X) + tkσ
′(X ;H) +

1

2
t2kσ

′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2k) = σ(X + tkH +
1

2
t2kW + o(t2k)) ∈ ∆.

Thus we get σ′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)) and prove the inclusion “⊂” in (4.15). To prove

the opposite inclusion in (4.15), we take anyW ∈ Mm,n satisfying σ′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)).

By the definition of second-order tangent set, there exists a sequence tk ↓ 0 such that

σ(X) + tkσ
′(X ;H) +

1

2
t2kσ

′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2k) ∈ ∆.
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Combining (2.14) with (4.11), we obtain that for any t > 0 sufficiently small,

dist

(
X + tH +

1

2
t2W,Γ

)
= dist

(
σ

(
X + tH +

1

2
t2W

)
,∆

)

= dist

(
σ(X) + tσ′(X ;H) +

1

2
t2σ′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2),∆

)
.

Thus we get that X+ tkH+ 1
2 t

2
kW ∈ Γ, hence that W ∈ T 2

Γ(X,H). This verifies the inclusion ”⊃”
in (4.15), and then (4.15) is proved.

To prove the parabolic derivability of Γ at X for H , we first show that T 2
Γ(X,H) is a non-empty

set. Suppose that the absolutely symmetric set ∆ is parabolically derivable at σ(X) for σ′(X ;H),
it follows from the definition of parabolically derivable that T 2

∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)) is nonempty. Thus

there exists p ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)) and W̃ ∈ Mm,n such that

σ′′(X ;H, W̃ ) + b ∈ T 2
∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)),

where b := p − σ′′(X ;H, W̃ ). It is easy to obtain W̃ ∈ GH(b) by (4.12). According to the outer

Lipschitzian property of the set-valued mappingGH , there existsW ∈ GH(0) such that ‖W−W̃‖ ≤
b. This leads us to σ′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2

∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)). By (4.15), we have W ∈ T 2
Γ(X,H), which

justifies T 2
Γ(X,H) 6= ∅. It remains to prove that for each W ∈ T 2

Γ(X,H), there exists ǫ > 0 and
an arc ξ : [0, ǫ] → Γ with ξ(0) = X , ξ′+(0) = H , and ξ′′+(0) = W . It suffices to show that for all
t ∈ [0, ǫ],

X + tH +
1

2
t2W + o(t2) ∈ Γ. (4.16)

Pick any W ∈ T 2
Γ(X,H), we have σ′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2

∆(σ(X), σ′(X ;H)) by (4.15). Since the abso-
lutely symmetric set ∆ is parabolically derivable at σ(X) for σ′(X ;H), there exists ǫ′ > 0 and an
arc ζ : [0, ǫ′] → ∆ with ζ(0) = σ(X), ζ′+(0) = σ′(X ;H), and ζ′′+(0) = σ′′(X ;H,W ). Thus we get
ζ(t) = σ(X) + tσ′(X ;H) + 1

2 t
2σ′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2) ∈ ∆ for all t ∈ [0, ǫ′]. This, combined with

(2.14) and (4.3), implies (4.16) for some ǫ ≤ ǫ′. This justifies that Γ is parabolically derivable at
X for H , and completes the proof.

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 : Mm,n → [−∞,+∞] be an orthogonally invariant matrix function, rep-
resented by (4.1). Then for any x ∈ Rn, we have

dist(x, domf) = dist(diag(x), domF ), (4.17)

where f is taken by (4.1).

Proof For any x ∈ Rn, there exists a signed permutation matrixQ± ∈ Pn
± such that σ(diag(x)) =

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 7→ diag(x)
with x ∈ Rn. Thus, it follows from (4.2) that

domf = {x ∈ R
n : diag(x) ∈ domF} (4.18)

is an absolutely symmetric set. This, combined with (4.7), implies that QT
±σ(X) ∈ domf for any

X ∈ domF . Then by von Neumann’s trace inequality (2.5), we obtain

dist(x, domf) ≤ ‖x−QT
±σ(X)‖ = ‖Q±x− σ(X)‖ = ‖σ(diag(x))− σ(X)‖ ≤ ‖diag(x)−X‖,

for all X ∈ domF , which, in turn, leads us to

dist(x, 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)‖ = ‖x− y‖,
which implies the opposite inequality in (4.19), and completes the proof.

Note that the linear mapping x 7→ diag(x) with x ∈ Rn 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 : Mm,n → [−∞,+∞]
be an orthogonally invariant matrix 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 ∈
Mm,n with F (X) finite and any z ∈ Rn, we have

df(σ(X))(z) = dF (diag(σ(X)))(diag(z)). (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).

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 ∆ be an absolutely sym-
metric set represented by (4.4). Then for any X ∈ Γ, we have

T∆(σ(X)) = {z ∈ R
n : diag(z) ∈ TΓ(diag(σ(X)))}.

We close this section by revealing that the subderivative of f at σ(X) is a symmetric function
with respect to Pn

±(X), which is a subset of Pn
± consisting of all n× n block diagonal matrices in

the form Q± = diag(Q1, . . . , Qt, Qt+1), where Qi ∈ R|αi|×|αi| is a signed permutation matrix for
any i = 1, . . . , t with αi taken from (2.7), t being the number of distinct nonzero singular values of
X and Qt+1 ∈ R|β|×|β| is also a signed permutation matrix. Obviously, we have that Pn

±(X) ⊂ Pn
±

and that if Q± ∈ Pn
±(X), then Q±σ(X) = σ(X).

Proposition 4.10. Assume that f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] is an absolutely symmetric function and
X ∈ Mm,n with f(σ(X)) finite. Then, for any v ∈ Rn and any signed permutation matrix Q± ∈
Pn

±(X), we have
df(σ(X))(Q±v) = df(σ(X))(v),

which means that the subderivative v 7→ df(σ(X))(v) is symmetric with respect to Pn
±(X).

Proof For any v ∈ Rn and Q± ∈ Pn
±(X), it follows from the absolutely symmetric property of

f that

df(σ(X))(v) = lim inf
τ↓0

v′→v

f(σ(X) + τv′)− f(σ(X))

τ

= lim inf
τ↓0

v′→v

f(σ(X) + τQ±v
′)− f(σ(X))

τ

≥ lim inf
τ↓0

w→Q±v

f(σ(X) + τw) − f(σ(X))

τ

= df(σ(X))(Q±v).

According to Q−1
± = diag(Q−1

1 , . . . , Q−1
t , Q−1

t+1) ∈ Pn
±(X), we can similarly show the opposite

inequality above, and the proof is complete.

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 : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be lsc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume
that µ1 > · · · > µt are the distinct nonzero singular values of X ∈ Mm,n, and that (U, V ) ∈
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Om,n(X) ∩ Om,n(Y ). Then, for any H ∈ Mm,n, we have

d2(f ◦ σ)(X | Y )(H) ≥ d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H))

+ 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
,

(5.1)

where the columns of Pαi
form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of B(X) associated with µi, P

c
αi

is the submatrix of P obtained by removing all the columns of Pαi
, and Λαi

∈ R
(m+n−|αi|)×(m+n−|αi|)

is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues of PTB(X)P that are not equal
to µi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , t}.

Proof Let H ∈ Mm,n and pick sequences HK → H and tk ↓ 0. Setting △tkσ(X)(Hk) :=
σ(X+tkHk)−σ(X)

tk
, we obtain

△2
tk
(f ◦ σ)(X | Y )(Hk) =

f(σ(X + tkHk))− f(σ(X))− tk〈Y,Hk〉
1
2 t

2
k

=
f(σ(X) + tk △tk σ(X)(Hk))− f(σ(X))− tk〈σ(Y ),△tkσ(X)(Hk)〉

1
2 t

2
k

+
〈σ(Y ),△tkσ(X)(Hk)〉 − 〈Y,Hk〉

1
2 tk

=△2
tk
f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(△tkσ(X)(Hk)) +

〈σ(Y ),△tkσ(X)(Hk)〉 − 〈Y,Hk〉
1
2 tk

.

It follows from Y = UΣ(Y )V T that

〈Y,Hk〉 =
〈
UΣ(Y )V T , Hk

〉
=

〈
Σ(Y ), UTHkV

〉
=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
HkVαi

〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HkVβ

〉
.

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

〈σ(Y ),△tkσ(X)(Hk)〉

=

t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

σs(Y )(σs(X + tkHk)− σs(X))

tk
+
∑

s∈β

σs(Y )(σs(X + tkHk)− σs(X))

tk

=

t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

σs(Y )λls
(
PT
αi
B(Hk)Pαi

+ tkP
T
αi
B(Hk)P

c
αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(Hk)Pαi

)
+O(t2k)

+
∑

s∈β

σs(Y )σls
(
UT

β̂
HkVβ − tkU

T

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHkVβ
)
+O(t2k)

≥
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(Hk)Pαi

+ tkP
T
αi
B(Hk)P

c
αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(Hk)Pαi

〉

+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HkVβ − tkU

T

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHkVβ

〉
+O(t2k).

Thus, we have

〈σ(Y ),△tkσ(X)(Hk)〉 − 〈Y,Hk〉
1
2 tk

≥2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

,
1

2

(
V T
αi
HT

k Uαi
− UT

αi
HkVαi

)
+ PT

αi
B(Hk)P

c
αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(Hk)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHkVβ

〉
+O(t2k)

=2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(Hk)P

c
αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(Hk)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHkVβ

〉
+O(t2k),
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and further

△2
tk
(f ◦ σ)(X | Y )(Hk) ≥ △2

tk
f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(△tkσ(X)(Hk))

+ 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(Hk)P

c
αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(Hk)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HkVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHkVβ

〉
+O(t2k),

which, in turn, brings us to the lower estimate in (5.1) for the second subderivative of f ◦ σ at X
for Y because △tkσ(X)(Hk) → σ′(X ;H) as k → ∞.

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

Proposition 5.2. (Critical Cone of Orthogonally Invariant Matrix Functions). Let f : Rn →
[−∞,+∞] be lsc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume that µ1 > · · · > µt are the distinct
nonzero singular values of X ∈ Mm,n, and that Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X). Then, we have H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y )
if and only if σ′(X ;H) ∈ Kf (σ(X), σ(Y )), the matrices Σ(Y )αiαi

and 1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)

have a simultaneous ordered spectral decomposition, and the matrices Σ(Y )
β̂β

and UT

β̂
HVβ have a

simultaneous ordered singular value decomposition for any i = 1, . . . , t and (U, V ) ∈ Om,n(X) ∩
Om,n(Y ).

Proof It follows from Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) and Proposition 4.2 that σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(X)) and we can
find (U, V ) ∈ Om,n(X) ∩Om,n(Y ). From Theorem 4.3, we can conclude that

〈Y,H〉 =
〈
Σ(Y ), UTHV

〉

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
HVαi

〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
HVαi

〉
+

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

,
1

2

(
V T
αi
HTUαi

− UT
αi
HVαi

)〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

,
1

2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
HVβ

〉

≤
t∑

i=1

〈
λ
(
Σ(Y )αiαi

)
,
1

2
λ
(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
〈
σ
(
Σ(Y )

β̂β

)
, σ

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)〉

=

t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

〈
σs(Y ),

1

2
λls

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)〉
+
∑

s∈β

〈
σs(Y ), σls

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)〉

=

t∑

i=1

∑

s∈αi

〈σs(Y ), σ′
s(X ;H)〉+

∑

s∈β

〈σs(Y ), σ′
s(X ;H)〉

= 〈σ(Y ), σ′(X ;H)〉 ≤ df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) = d(f ◦ σ)(X)(H).

The condition H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y ) is equivalent to equality between the left and right hand sides (and
hence throughout), and the claimed equivalence then results from σ′(X ;H) ∈ Kf (σ(X), σ(Y )),
Fan’s inequality (2.3), and von Neumann’s trace theorem (Lemma 2.3).

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 Matrix Functions). Let f : Rn →
[−∞,+∞] be an absolutely symmetric function and let X ∈ Mm,n with (f ◦ σ)(X) finite. Assume
that H ∈ Tdom(f◦σ)(X) and that f is locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain and parabol-
ically epi-differentiable at σ(X) for σ′(X ;H). Then the parabolic subderivative of orthogonally
invariant matrix function f ◦ σ at X for H with respect to W ∈ Mm,n is

d2(f ◦ σ)(X)(H |W ) = d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )), (5.2)

and f ◦ σ is parabolically epi-differentiable at X for H.
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Proof Let F := f ◦ σ and pick W ∈ Mm,n. Since f is parabolically epi-differentiable at σ(X)
for σ′(X ;H), domf is parabolically derivable at σ(X) for σ′(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 ∈ TdomF (X) are,
respectively,

TdomF (X) = {H ∈ Mm,n : σ
′(X ;H) ∈ Tdomf (σ(X))}

and
T 2
domF (X,H) = {W ∈ Mm,n : σ

′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ T 2
domf (σ(X), σ′(X ;H))} 6= ∅. (5.3)

Since H ∈ TdomF (X) amounts to σ′(X ;H) ∈ Tdomf (σ(X)), we deduce from the imposed assump-
tion on f that

domd2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | ·) = T 2
domf (σ(X), σ′(X ;H)). (5.4)

The proof falls naturally into two cases. Let us first assume W /∈ T 2
domF (X,H). Combining (5.3)

with (5.4), we obtain that

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )) = ∞.

On the other hand, by definition, it is not hard to see that the inclusion domd2F (X)(H | ·) ⊂
T 2
domF (X,H) always holds for any H ∈ TdomF (X). Thus we have d2F (X)(H | W ) = ∞. This

implies (5.2) for everyW /∈ T 2
domF (X,H). Now consider an arbitrary sequence tk ↓ 0, setWk :=W

for all k ∈ N, and obtain that

d2F (X)(H |W ) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

F (X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kWk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)

1
2 t

2
k

≤ lim sup
k→∞

F (X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kWk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)

1
2 t

2
k

.

Since d2F (X)(H | W ) = ∞ for all W /∈ T 2
domF (X,H), the inequality in the above expression can

take equality.
Turn to the case W ∈ T 2

domF (X,H). Combining (5.3) with (5.4), we obtain that

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )) <∞. (5.5)

Since domF is parabolically derivable at X for H , for arbitrary sequence tk ↓ 0, there exists a
sequence Wk →W as k → ∞ such that

Xk := X + tkH +
1

2
t2kWk = X + tkH +

1

2
t2kW + o(t2k) ∈ domF.

Because f is parabolically epi-differentiable at σ(X) for σ′(X ;H), for the vector σ′′(X ;H,W ) ∈ Rn,
corresponding to the above tk, we find a sequence wk → σ′′(X ;H,W ) such that

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )) = lim
k→∞

f(yk)− f(σ(X))− tkdf(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H))
1
2 t

2
k

,

where yk := σ(X)+ tkσ
′(X ;H)+ 1

2 t
2
kwk. It follows from (5.5) that yk ∈ domf for all k sufficiently

large. We deduce from (4.8) and (2.14) that

d2F (X)(H |W ) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

F (X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kWk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)

1
2 t

2
k

≤ lim sup
k→∞

F (Xk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)
1
2 t

2
k

= lim sup
k→∞

f(σ(Xk))− f(σ(X))− tkdf(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H))
1
2 t

2
k

≤ lim sup
k→∞

f(yk)− f(σ(X))− tkdf(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H))
1
2 t

2
k

+ lim sup
k→∞

f(σ(Xk))− f(yk)
1
2 t

2
k

≤ d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )) + c lim sup
k→∞

∥∥∥∥σ′′(X ;H,W ) +
o(t2k)
1
2 t

2
k

− wk

∥∥∥∥

= d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )),
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where c ≥ 0 is a Lipschitz constant of f around σ(X) relative to its domain. On the other hand,
we conclude from the definition of parabolic subderivative that for any sequence tk ↓ 0 and any
sequence Wk →W as k → ∞, one has

lim inf
k→∞

F (X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kWk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)

1
2 t

2
k

= lim inf
k→∞

f(σ(X) + tkσ
′(X ;H) + 1

2 t
2
kσ

′′(X ;H,W ) + o(t2k))− f(σ(X))− tkdf(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H))
1
2 t

2
k

≥ lim inf
t↓0

w′→σ′′(X;H,W )

f(σ(X) + tσ′(X ;H) + 1
2 t

2w′)− f(σ(X))− tdf(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H))
1
2 t

2

=d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )),

which verifies the inequality ”≥” in (5.2). In summary, for anyW ∈ T 2
domF (X,H) and any sequence

tk ↓ 0, there exists a sequence Wk →W such that

d2F (X)(H |W ) = lim
k→∞

F (X + tkH + 1
2 t

2
kWk)− F (X)− tkdF (X)(H)

1
2 t

2
k

,

and
d2F (X)(H |W ) = d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W )),

which coupled with (5.5), leads us to T 2
domF (X,H) ⊂ domd2F (X)(H | ·). We conclude from

T 2
domF (X,H) 6= ∅ that domd2F (X)(H | ·) 6= ∅, and thus F is parabolically epi-differentiable at X

for H .
Recall from Proposition 4.10 that the subderivative of f at σ(X) is a symmetric function with

respect to a subset of Pn
±. The following result shows the parabolic subderivative of f at σ(X)

for σ′(X ;H) is also a symmetric function with respect to a subset of Pn
±. Now suppose that Ni

is the number of distinct eigenvalues of 1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
for i = 1, . . . , t and that Nt+1 is

the number of distinct nonzero singular values of UT

β̂
HVβ. Pick the index sets βi

j for i = 1, . . . , t,

j = 1, . . . , Ni from (2.9) and βt+1
k for k = 1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1+1 from (2.10). Denote by Pn

±(X,H) a
subset ofPn

± consisting of all n×n block diagonal matrices in the formQ± = diag(Q1, . . . , Qt, Qt+1)
such that for each i = 1, . . . , t, the |αi| × |αi| signed permutation matrix Qi has a block diagonal
representation

Qi = diag
(
Bi

1, . . . , B
i
Ni

)
,

and |β| × |β| signed permutation matrix Qt+1 has a block diagonal representation

Qt+1 = diag
(
Bt+1

1 , . . . , Bt+1
Nt+1

, Bt+1
Nt+1+1

)
,

where Bi
j ∈ R

|βi
j|×|βi

j| is a signed permutation matrix for any i = 1, . . . , t, j = 1, . . . , Ni and

Bt+1
j ∈ R

|βt+1
k

|×|βt+1
k

| is also a signed permutation matrix for any k = 1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1. It is
obvious that Pn

±(X,H) ⊂ Pn
±(X) ⊂ Pn

± and that if Q± ∈ Pn
±(X,H), then Q±σ(X) = σ(X) and

Q±σ
′(X ;H) = σ′(X ;H).

Proposition 5.4. Let f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be an absolutely symmetric function and X,H ∈ Mm,n

with f(σ(X)) and df(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H)) finite. Then, for any u ∈ Rn and any signed permutation
matrix Q± ∈ Pn

±(X ;H), we have

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | Q±u) = d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | u),

which means that the parabolic subderivative u 7→ d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | u) is symmetric with
respect to Pn

±(X ;H).

Proof This follows by the same method as in Proposition 4.10.
As mentioned before, we can partition any vector z ∈ Rn into z = (zα1 , . . . , zαt

, zβ) with
αi, i = 1, . . . , t, taken from (2.7). Pick i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and recall from (2.9) that the index set
αi = ∪Ni

j=1β
i
j . This allows us to partition further zαi

and zβ, respectively, into zαi
= (zβi

1
, . . . , zβi

Ni

)

and zβ = (zβt+1
1
, . . . , zβt+1

Nt+1

, zβt+1
Nt+1+1

), where zβi
j
∈ R

|βi
j | for i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni}, and

zβt+1
k

∈ R|βt+1
k

| for k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1}. In short, we can equivalently write z as

(
zβ1

1
, . . . , zβ1

N1
, . . . , zβt

1
, . . . , zβt

Nt

, zβt+1
1
, . . . , zβt+1

Nt+1

, zβt+1
Nt+1+1

)
, (5.6)
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where t, Nt+1, taken from (2.7) and (2.10), and Ni, i = 1, . . . , t, taken from (2.9), stand for the
number of distinct nonzero singular values of X ∈ Mm,n and UT

β̂
HVβ , and the number of distinct

eigenvalues of 1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
, respectively. Thus, the representation of z in (5.6) is

associated with the signed permutation matrices with representation

diag
(
B1

1 , . . . , B
1
N1
, . . . , Bt

1, . . . , B
t
Nt
, Bt+1

1 , . . . , Bt+1
Nt+1

, Bt+1
Nt+1+1

)

in Pn
±(X,H), where Bi

j ∈ R
|βi

j |×|βi
j| is an signed permutation matrix for any i = 1, . . . , t, j =

1, . . . , Ni and B
t+1
k ∈ R|βt+1

k
|×|βt+1

k
| is also an signed permutation matrix for any k = 1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1+

1. Denote by Rn
↓ the set of all vectors (v1, . . . , vn) such that v1 ≥ . . . ≥ vn.

Proposition 5.5. Let f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be lsc, convex, and absolutely symmetric. Assume that
Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) and H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y ). If f is parabolically regular at σ(X) for σ(Y ), then the
following assertions hold:

(i) There exists z̄ ∈ Rn with representation (5.6), where zβi
j
∈ R

|βi
j|

↓ for i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈
{1, . . . , Ni} and zβt+1

k
∈ R

|βt+1
k

|

↓ for k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1}, satisfying

d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;Y )) = d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;Y ) | z̄)− 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉. (5.7)

(ii) There exists a matrix Ŵ ∈ Mm,n such that σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ) = z̄, where z̄ satisfies the above
condition (i).

Proof Because Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) and H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y ), σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(X)) and σ′(X ;H) ∈
Kf(σ(X), σ(Y )) by Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 5.2, respectively. It follows from the parabolic
regularity of f at σ(X) for σ(Y ) ∈ ∂f(σ(X)) that

d2f(σ(X), σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) = inf
z
{d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | z)− 〈σ(Y ), z〉}.

As explained above, there exists ẑ ∈ Rn with representation (5.6) satisfying (5.7). It is sufficient to

show that the components of each zβi
j
∈ R

|βi
j| for i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} and zβt+1

k
∈ R|βt+1

k
|

for k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1+1} have nonincreasing order. We choose |βi
j |× |βi

j| signed permutation

matrix Bi
j for any i = 1, . . . , t, j = 1, . . . , Ni and |βt+1

k | × |βt+1
k | signed permutation matrix Bt+1

k

for k = 1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1 such that z̄βi
j
= Bi

jzβi
j
∈ R

|βi
j|

↓ and z̄βt+1
k

= Bt+1
k zβt+1

k
∈ R

|βt+1
k

|

↓ . Let

Q± := diag
(
B1

1 , . . . , B
1
N1
, . . . , Bt

1, . . . , B
t
Nt
, Bt+1

1 , . . . , Bt+1
Nt+1

, Bt+1
Nt+1+1

)
,

then Q± ∈ Pn
±(X,H). Set

z̄ =

(
z̄β1

1
, . . . , z̄β1

N1
, . . . , z̄βt

1
, . . . , z̄βt

Nt

, z̄βt+1
1
, . . . , z̄βt+1

Nt+1

, z̄βt+1
Nt+1+1

)
(5.8)

and observe that z̄ = Q±ẑ. We deduce from Proposition 5.4 that

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | z̄) = d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | ẑ). (5.9)

On the other hand, suppose that
(
σ(Y )β1

1
, . . . , σ(Y )β1

N1
, . . . , σ(Y )βt

1
, . . . , σ(Y )βt

Nt
, σ(Y )βt+1

1
, . . . , σ(Y )βt+1

Nt+1

, σ(Y )βt+1
Nt+1+1

)

is a partition of the vector σ(Y ) corresponding to (5.6) and observe that σ(Y )βi
j
∈ R

|βi
j|

↓ for

i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} and σ(Y )βt+1
k

∈ R
|βt+1

k
|

↓ for k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1}. It is not

hard to get that

〈σ(Y ), ẑ〉 =
t∑

i=1

Ni∑

j=1

〈
σ(Y )βi

j
, zβi

j

〉
+

Nt+1+1∑

k=1

〈
σ(Y )βt+1

k
, zβt+1

k

〉

≤
t∑

i=1

Ni∑

j=1

〈
σ(Y )βi

j
, z̄βi

j

〉
+

Nt+1+1∑

k=1

〈
σ(Y )βt+1

k
, z̄βt+1

k

〉

= 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉 .
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This, together with (5.9) and ẑ with representation (5.6) satisfying (5.7), justifies

d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;Y )) ≥ d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;Y ) | z̄)− 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉.

We conclude from the inequality (2.1) that (5.7) holds for z̄.
Turning now to proof (ii), pick the vector z̄ ∈ Rn from (5.8). We can equivalently write via the

index sets αi, i = 1, . . . , t, from (2.7) that

z̄ = (z̄α1 , . . . , z̄αt
, z̄β) with z̄αi

=
(
z̄βi

1
, . . . , z̄βi

Ni

)
and z̄β =

(
z̄βt+1

1
, . . . , z̄βt+1

Nt+1

, z̄βt+1
Nt+1+1

)
,

where z̄βi
j
∈ R

|βi
j |

↓ for i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni}, and z̄βt+1
k

∈ R
|βt+1

k
|

↓ for k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1+

1}. It suffices to prove that there exists a matrix Ŵ ∈ Mm,n satisfying σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ) = z̄. Pick the

|αi| × |αi| matrix Qi ∈ O|αi|
(

1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
, i = 1, . . . , t, and take the two matrices

(Q
β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ) ∈ O|β̂|,|β|

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)
. Consider the |α| × |α| block diagonal matrix

Aαα = diag
(
Q1diag(z̄α1)(Q

1)T , . . . , Qtdiag(z̄αt
)(Qt)T

)
, (5.10)

and the |β̂| × |β| matrix

A
β̂β

= Q
β̂β̂

(diag(z̄β))β̂β Q̂
T
ββ . (5.11)

It is clear that A
β̂β

= Q
β̂β

(diag(z̄β))ββ Q̂
T
ββ. We claim that there exists a matrix Ŵ ∈ Mm,n

satisfying

PT
αi
B(Ŵ )Pαi

= PT
αi

[
2B(H)P c

αi
(Λs − µiI)

−1P c
αi

TB(H) + PαAααP
T
α

]
Pαi

(5.12)

and
UT

β̂
ŴVβ = UT

β̂

[
2HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αH + U
β̂
A

β̂β
V T
β

]
Vβ . (5.13)

Indeed, let W = diag(Wα1α1 , . . . ,Wαtαt
,W

β̂β
) ∈ Mm,n satisfy that

Wαiαi
+WT

αiαi
= PT

αi

[
2B(H)P c

αi
(Λs − µiI)

−1P c
αi

TB(H) + PαAααP
T
α

]
Pαi

, (5.14)

for all i = 1, . . . , t, and

W
β̂β

= UT

β̂

[
2HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αH + U
β̂
A

β̂β
V T
β

]
Vβ . (5.15)

Set Ŵ = UWV T . Then by some elementary calculations, we can obtain that

B(Ŵ ) = Pα[U
T
α ŴVα + V T

α Ŵ
TUα]P

T
α = Pα[Wαα +WT

αα]P
T
α

and
W

β̂β
= UT

β̂
UWV TVβ = UT

β̂
ŴVβ .

This, together with (5.14) and (5.15), justifies that (5.12) and (5.13) hold. Next we show that

σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ) = z̄. For any s ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we first consider the case s ∈ α. There exists i ∈
{1, . . . , t} and j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} such that s ∈ αi and ls ∈ βi

j . It follows from (2.11) that

σ′′
s (X ;H, Ŵ ) = λl̃s

((
Qi

βi
j

)T

PT
αi

[
B(Ŵ )− 2B(H)P c

αi
(Λs − µiI)

−1P c
αi

TB(H)
]
Pαi

Qi
βi
j

)

= λl̃s

((
Qi

βi
j

)T [
PT
αi
PαAααP

T
α Pαi

]
Qi

βi
j

)

= λl̃s

((
Qi

βi
j

)T

Qidiag(z̄αi
)(Qi)TQi

βi
j

)

= λl̃s

(
diag

(
z̄βi

j

))
=

(
z̄βi

j

)
l̃s
= z̄s.
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We now turn to the case s ∈ β. If ls(X) ∈ βt+1
k for some k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt+1}, we deduce from (2.12)

that

σ′′
s (X ;H, Ŵ ) =

1

2
λl̃s

((
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
ŴVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββt+1

k

+
(
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
ŴVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]T
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)

=
1

2
λl̃s

((
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
U
β̂
A

β̂β
V T
β Vβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

+
(
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

)T [
UT

β̂
U
β̂
A

β̂β
V T
β Vβ

]T
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)

=
1

2
λl̃s

((
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)T

Q
β̂β

(diag(z̄β))ββ Q̂
T
ββQ̂ββ

t+1
k

+
(
Q̂ββ

t+1
k

)T

Q̂ββ (diag(z̄β))ββ Q
T

β̂β
Q

β̂β
t+1
k

)

=λl̃s

(
diag

(
z̄βt+1

k

))
=

(
z̄βt+1

k

)
l̃s

= z̄s.

On the other hand, if ls(X) ∈ βt+1
Nt+1+1, we conclude from (2.13) that

σ′′
s (X ;H, Ŵ ) =σl̃s

([
Q

β̂β
t+1
Nt+1+1

Q
β̂β0

]T [
UT

β̂
ŴVβ − 2UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X0)U

T
αHVβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
Nt+1+1

)

=σl̃s

([
Q

β̂β
t+1
Nt+1+1

Q
β̂β0

]T [
UT

β̂
U
β̂
A

β̂β
V T
β Vβ

]
Q̂ββ

t+1
Nt+1+1

)

=σl̃s

([
Q

β̂βt+1
Nt+1+1

Q
β̂β0

]T
Q

β̂β̂
(diag(z̄β))β̂β Q̂

T
ββQ̂ββ

t+1
Nt+1+1

)

=σl̃s



(
diag

(
z̄βt+1

Nt+1+1

))

(βt+1
Nt+1+1∪β0)β

t+1
Nt+1+1


 =

(
z̄βt+1

Nt+1+1

)
l̃s
= z̄s.

In summary, we can find a matrix Ŵ ∈ Mm,n satisfying simultaneously (5.12) and (5.13) such that

σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ) = z̄, where z̄ comes from (i).
Finally, we present a exact formula for second subderivative of orthogonally invariant matrix

functions.

Theorem 5.6. Let f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that µ1 > · · · > µt are the distinct
nonzero singular values of X ∈ Mm,n and Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X), and that f is parabolically epi-
differentiable at σ(X) and parabolically regular at σ(X) for σ(Y ). Then f ◦ σ is parabolically
regular at X for Y , and for any H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y ) we have

d2(f ◦ σ)(X | Y )(H) = d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H))

+ 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
,

where (U, V ) ∈ Om,n(X)∩Om,n(Y ), the columns of Pαi
form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors

of B(X) associated with µi, P
c
αi

is the submatrix of P obtained by removing all the columns of Pαi
,

and Λαi
∈ R(m+n−|αi|)×(m+n−|αi|) is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues

of PTB(X)P that are not equal to µi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , t}.
Proof Set F := f ◦ σ. Since H ∈ KF (X,Y ), it follows from Proposition 5.2 that there exists

Q̄i ∈ O|αi|
(
Σ(Y )αiαi

)⋂
O|αi|

(1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))
,

and
(Q̄

β̂β̂
, ̂̄Qββ) ∈ O|β̂|,|β|

(
Σ(Y )

β̂β

)⋂
O|β̂|,|β|

(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and (U, V ) ∈ Om,n(X) ∩Om,n(Y ) such that

Σ(Y )αiαi
= Q̄iΣ(Y )αiαi

(
Q̄i

)T
,

1

2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

)
= Q̄idiag

(
λ
(1
2

(
UT
αi
HVαi

+ V T
αi
HTUαi

))) (
Q̄i

)T
,
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Σ(Y )
β̂β

= Q̄
β̂β̂

Σ(Y )
β̂β

(̂̄Qββ

)T
,

and
UT

β̂
HVβ = Q̄

β̂β̂
Σ
(
UT

β̂
HVβ

)( ̂̄Qββ

)T
.

Consider the m× n block diagonal matrix

Ā = diag

(
Q̄1diag(z̄α1)(Q̄

1)T , . . . , Q̄tdiag(z̄αt
)(Q̄t)T , Q̄

β̂β̂
(diag(z̄β))β̂β

̂̄Q
T

ββ

)
,

where Q̄i replace the matrices Qi in the definition of the matrix Aαα in (5.10) for i = 1, . . . , t, and

Q̄
β̂β̂
, ̂̄Qββ replace the matrices Q

β̂β̂
, Q̂ββ in the definition of the matrix A

β̂β
in (5.11), respectively.

It is not hard to see that the same conclusion can be achieved as the one in Proposition 5.5 for the
above Ā. We can deduce from Proposition 5.5 that there exists z̄ ∈ Rn with representation (5.6)

satisfying (5.7), where zβi
j
∈ R

|βi
j|

↓ for i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, j ∈ {1, . . . , Ni} and zβt+1
k

∈ R
|βt+1

k
|

↓ for k ∈
{1, . . . , Nt+1, Nt+1 + 1}, and further there exists a matrix Ŵ ∈ Mm,n such that σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ) = z̄.

This, together with Y = UΣ(Y )V T and the fact that
〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, 12 (V
T
αi
ŴTUαi

− UT
αi
ŴVαi

)
〉
= 0

for any i = 1, . . . , t, we obtain that

d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ))− 〈Y, Ŵ 〉

=d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | z̄)−
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, UT
αi
ŴVαi

〉
−
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
ŴVβ

〉

=d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;Y )) + 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉 −
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(Ŵ )Pαi

〉
−
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂
ŴVβ

〉

=d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;Y )) + 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉

−
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi

[
2B(H)P c

αi
(Λs − µiI)

−1P c
αi

TB(H) + PαĀααP
T
α

]
Pαi

〉

−
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂

[
2HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αH + U
β̂
Ā

β̂β
V T
β

]
Vβ

〉

=d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) + 〈σ(Y ), z̄〉

+ 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉
+ 2

〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉

−
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi

[
PαĀααP

T
α

]
Pαi

〉
−
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂

[
U
β̂
Ā

β̂β
V T
β

]
Vβ

〉
.

From the definition of Ā and the representation of z̄, we deduce that

〈σ(Y ), z̄〉 =
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, diag
(
z̄αi

)〉
+

〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,
(
diag

(
z̄β
))

β̂β

〉

=
t∑

i=1

〈
Q̄iΣ(Y )αiαi

(Q̄i)T , Q̄idiag
(
z̄αi

)
(Q̄i)T

〉
+

〈
Q̄

β̂β̂
Σ(Y )

β̂β
̂̄Q
T

ββ, Q̄β̂β̂

(
diag

(
z̄β
))

β̂β

̂̄Q
T

ββ

〉

=

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi

[
PαĀααP

T
α

]
Pαi

〉
+
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
, UT

β̂

[
U
β̂
Ā

β̂β
V T
β

]
Vβ

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

d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) + 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉

≤d2F (X | Y )(H)

≤ inf
W∈Mm,n

{d2F (X)(H |W )− 〈Y,W 〉}

= inf
W∈Mm,n

{d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H,W ))− 〈Y,W 〉}

≤d2f(σ(X))(σ′(X ;H) | σ′′(X ;H, Ŵ ))− 〈Y, Ŵ 〉

=d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) + 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
.

It follows immediately that d2F (X | Y )(H) = inf
W∈Mm,n

{d2F (X)(H | W ) − 〈Y,W 〉} for any H ∈
KF (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 ∈ KF (X,Y ), thereby
completing the proof.

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 : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X) and f is
parabolically epi-differentiable at σ(X) and parabolically regular at σ(X) for σ(Y ). Then f ◦ σ is
twice epi-differentiable at X for Y .

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 ψ : Mm,n → R

and an absolutely symmetric function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞], consider the optimization problem

(P ) min
X∈Mm,n

ψ(X) + (f ◦ σ)(X).

From [18, Exercise 13.18], we can derive the following conclusion.

Theorem 5.8. Let f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be an absolutely symmetric function, and be lsc, convex,
and locally Lipschitz continuous relative to its domain. Assume that X0 is a feasible solution to (P )
with f being parabolically epi-differentiable at σ(X0) and parabolically regular at σ(X0) for σ(Y )
and Y ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X0). If −∇ψ(X0) ∈ ∂(f ◦ σ)(X0), then the following second-order optimality
conditions for (P ) hold.

(i) If X0 is a local minimizer of (P ), then the second-order necessary condition

∇2ψ(X0)(H,H) + d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) + 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
≥ 0

holds for all H ∈ Kf◦σ

(
X0,−∇ψ(X0)

)
.

(ii) Having the second-order sufficient condition

∇2ψ(X0)(H,H) + d2f(σ(X) | σ(Y ))(σ′(X ;H)) + 2

t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
> 0

holds for all H ∈ Kf◦σ

(
X0,−∇ψ(X0)

)
is equivalent to having the existence ǫ > 0 and c > 0 such

that
ψ(X) + (f ◦ σ)(X) ≥ ψ(X0) + (f ◦ σ)(X0) + c‖X −X0‖2 when X ∈ Bǫ(X0).
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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 σ(X). Moreover, it follows from
Theorem 5.6 and [15, Proposition 3.4] that domd2(f ◦ σ)(X | Y ) = Kf◦σ(X,Y ). Further, we can
conclude the following result from [18, Proposition 13.9].

Corollary 5.9. Let an absolutely symmetric function f : Rn → [−∞,+∞] be polyhedral. Assume
that µ1 > · · · > µt are the distinct nonzero singular values of X ∈ Mm,n and that Y ∈ ∂(f ◦σ)(X).
Then for any H ∈ Kf◦σ(X,Y ), we have

d2(f ◦ σ)(X | Y )(H) = δKf◦σ(X,Y )(H) + 2
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
,

where (U, V ) ∈ Om,n(X)∩Om,n(Y ), the columns of Pαi
form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors

of B(X) associated with µi, P
c
αi

is the submatrix of P obtained by removing all the columns of Pαi
,

and Λαi
∈ R(m+n−|αi|)×(m+n−|αi|) is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the eigenvalues

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

Remark 5.10. If the absolutely symmetric function f is ℓ1-norm, then orthogonally invariant
matrix function f ◦ σ 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 X0 is a feasible solution to (P ) with f being polyhedral. If −∇ψ(X0) ∈
∂(f ◦ σ)(X0), then the following second-order optimality conditions for (P ) hold.

(i) If X0 is a local minimizer of (P ), then the second-order necessary condition

∇2ψ(X0)(H,H) + 2
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
≥ 0

holds for all H ∈ Kf◦σ

(
X0,−∇ψ(X0)

)
.

(ii) Having the second-order sufficient condition

∇2ψ(X0)(H,H) + 2
t∑

i=1

〈
Σ(Y )αiαi

, PT
αi
B(H)P c

αi
(µiI − Λαi

)−1P c
αi

TB(H)Pαi

〉

+ 2
〈
Σ(Y )

β̂β
,−UT

β̂
HVαΣ

−1
α (X)UT

αHVβ

〉
> 0

(5.16)

holds for all H ∈ Kf◦σ

(
X0,−∇ψ(X0)

)
is equivalent to having the existence ǫ > 0 and c > 0 such

that
ψ(X) + (f ◦ σ)(X) ≥ ψ(X0) + (f ◦ σ)(X0) + c‖X −X0‖2 when X ∈ Bǫ(X0).

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.

27



Acknowledgements

The research of the second author was supported by the National Natural Sciences Grant of China
(No.11701126). The research of the third author was supported by the National Natural Sciences
Grant of China (No. 11871182).

References

[1] Bonnans, J.F., Shapiro, A.: Perturbation Analysis of Optimization Problems. Springer, New
York (2000)

[2] Cui, Y., Ding, C. and Zhao, X.: Quadratic Growth Conditions for Convex Matrix Optimiza-
tion Problems Associated with Spectral Functions. SIAM J. Optim. 27(4): 2332-2355 (2017)

[3] Daniilidis, A., Lewis, A., Malick, J. and Sendov, H.: Prox-Regularity of Spectral Functions
and Spectral Sets. J. Convex Anal. 15(3): 547-560 (2008)

[4] Ding, C.: Variational Analysis of the Ky Fan k-norm. Set-Valued Var. Anal. 25: 265-296
(2017)

[5] Ding, C., Sun, D. and Toh, K.C.: An Introduction to a Class of Matrix Cone Programming.
Math. Program. 144(1-2): 141-179 (2014)
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