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Abstract

Interior point methods for solving linearly constrained convex programming involve a vari-
able projection matrix at each iteration to deal with the linear constraints. This matrix often
becomes ill-conditioned near the boundary of the feasible region that results in wrong search
directions and extra computational cost. A matrix-free interior point augmented Lagrangian
continuous trajectory is therefore proposed and studied for linearly constrained convex pro-
gramming. A closely related ordinary differential equation (ODE) system is formulated. In
this ODE system, the variable projection matrix is no longer needed. By only assuming the
existence of an optimal solution, we show that, starting from any interior feasible point, (i)
the interior point augmented Lagrangian continuous trajectory is convergent; and (ii) the
limit point is indeed an optimal solution of the original optimization problem. Moreover,
with the addition of the strictly complementarity condition, we show that the associated La-
grange multiplier converges to an optimal solution of the Lagrangian dual problem. Based
on the studied ODE system, several possible search directions for discrete algorithms are
proposed and discussed.

1 Introduction

Consider the following linearly constrained convex programming problem

min f(x)
s.t. Ax = b, xi ≥ 0, i = 1, ..., s,

(P)

where x ∈ Rn, 0 ≤ s ≤ n, f(x) is convex and twice continuously differentiable, A is an m by
n matrix with full row rank. As a blanket assumption, we assume that the optimal value for
problem (P) is finite and attainable. In addition, the following notations are used in this paper:

Rn
s+ = {x ∈ Rn|xi ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ s}, Rn

s++ = {x ∈ Rn|xi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ s},
P+ = {x ∈ Rn

s+|Ax = b}, and P++ = {x ∈ Rn
s++|Ax = b}.
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The Lagrangian function L : Rn × Rm × Rs → R associated with (P) is defined for every
(x, y, z) ∈ Rn × Rm × Rs by

L(x, y, z) = f(x) + yT (Ax− b)−
s

∑

i=1

xizi,

and the Lagrangian dual problem associated with (P) is

max L(y, z)
s.t. z ≥ 0,

(D)

where L(y, z) = inf
x
L(x, y, z).

In interior point methods, the linear constraint Ax = b is maintained at each iteration,
which means that an m × m linear system is generally involved. For example, in the primal
affine scaling algorithm [10] for problem (P) with s = n, a projection matrix PAX = I −
XAT (AX2AT )−1AX where X = diag (x) is used at each iteration. However, if m is very large,
then the inverse of the m × m matrix could be quite expensive. In addition, as x moves to
the boundary of P+, the matrix (AX2AT ) could become ill-conditioned. This paper focuses
on avoiding this possible ill-conditioning problem caused by the linear constraints for problem
(P). Our strategy is to only maintain the positivity of x while relaxing the equality constraint
Ax = b. This can be accomplished by combining the traditional interior point methods with
the augmented Lagrangian method. We call this new method the matrix-free interior point
augmented Lagrangian method. Much attention will be paid to the trajectory of this method,
which is actually the solution of an ordinary differential equation (ODE) system.

In particular, we are interested in the continuous solution trajectory of the following ODE
system

{

dx
dt

= −U2
[

∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b)

]

, x(t0) = x0 ∈ Rn
s++,

dy
dt

= σ2(Ax− b), y(t0) = y0 ∈ Rm,
(1)

where

1

2
≤ γ < 1, t0 ≥ 0, σ1 > 0, σ2 > 0,

x ∈ Rn
s++, u ∈ Rn, {ui}si=1 = {xγi }si=1, ui = 1 for i = s+ 1, . . . , n,

X = diag (x) ∈ Rn×n, U = diag (u) ∈ Rn×n.

Let us explain where the ODE system (1) comes from. Problem (P) can be written equivalently
as

min f(x) + δRn
s+
(x)

s.t. Ax = b, x ∈ Rn,
(P ′)

where δRn
s+
(x) is the indicator function of Rn

s+ defined as

δRn
s+
(x) =

{

0 if x ∈ Rn
s+,

+∞ otherwise.

Then the Lagrangian function L̃ : Rn × Rm → R associated with problem (P ′) is defined for
every (x, y) ∈ Rn ×Rm as

L̃(x, y) = f(x) + δRn
s+
(x) + yT (Ax− b),
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and the augmented Lagrangian function L̃σ1 : Rn × Rm → R associated with problem (P ′) is
defined for every (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rm as

L̃σ1(x, y) = f(x) + δRn
s+
(x) + yT (Ax− b) +

σ1
2
‖Ax− b‖2, (2)

where σ1 > 0 is a parameter. To solve problem (P ′), the augmented Lagrangian method can be
used. The augmented Lagrangian method was first proposed by Hestenes [12] and Powell [20].
Since then researchers have studied the augmented Lagrangian method in many different ways.
For example, in [23, 24], the augmented Lagrangian method and the proximal point method
were studied by Rockafellar, and its convergence rate was obtained. In [31], the exponential
method of multipliers, which operates like the usual augmented Lagrangian method except that
it uses an exponential penalty function in place of the usual quadratic, was analyzed by Tseng
and Bertsekas. In [13], the augmented Lagrangian methods and proximal point methods for
convex optimization were considered by Iusem, and by using the generalized distances (Breg-
man distances and φ−divergences), the generalized proximal point methods and the generalized
augmented Lagrangian methods were proposed and studied. In [2], the augmented Lagrangian
methods with general lower-level constraints were considered by Andreani et al., and the global
convergence was obtained by using the constant positive linear dependence constraint qualifica-
tion. In [27], the augmented Lagrangian method for nonlinear semidefinite programming was
studied by Sun et al., and the linear convergence rate was obtained under the constraint nonde-
generacy condition and the strong second-order sufficient condition. Zhao et al. [37] considered
a Newton-CG augmented Lagrangian method for solving semidefinite programming problems
from the perspective of approximate semismooth Newton methods, and the convergence rate
was analyzed by characterizing the Lipschitz continuity of the corresponding solution mapping
at the origin. However, the method in [37] may encounter numerical difficulty for degenerate
semidefinite programming problems. In order to tackle this numerical difficulty, Yang et al. [35]
employed a majorized semismooth Newton-CG augmented Lagrangian method coupled with a
convergent 3-block alternating direction method of multipliers introduced by Sun et al. [28].
In [11], a new splitting version of the augmented Lagrangian method with full Jacobian de-
composition for separable convex programming was proposed by He et al., and the worst-case
convergence rate measured by the iteration complexity in both the ergodic and nonergodic senses
was obtained.

Applying the augmented Lagrangian method to problem (P ′), from any initial point (x0, y0) ∈
Rn
s+ × Rm, for k = 1, 2, · · · , we have the following iteration scheme

Step 1. Compute
xk+1 = argmin

x
L̃σ1(x, y

k).

Step 2. Compute
yk+1 = yk + τkσ1(Ax

k+1 − b),

where τk > 0 is the step size. In Step 1, we need to minimize a convex function over Rn
s+.

There are many methods to solve this subproblem. One of them is the interior point method.
Particularly, we can use a first-order interior point method which is extended directly from the
method in [32]. In [32], Tseng et al. proposed a first-order interior point method for linearly
constrained smooth optimization which unifies and extends the first-order affine scaling method
and the replicator dynamics method (see [4]) for standard quadratic programming. Notice that
the method in [32] cannot be applied to the subproblem in Step 1 directly except s = n in
problem (P). However, we can just replace xi with 1 in X for s + 1 ≤ i ≤ n to handle this,
and the resulting search direction has the same form as dx

dt
in the ODE system (1) (we restrict

1
2 ≤ γ < 1). In fact, if γ = 1, the direction dx

dt
in the ODE system (1) is the first-order affine
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scaling direction. The affine scaling algorithm was first introduced by Dikin [8] in 1967. Since
then many researchers have studied the affine scaling algorithm in many different ways. For
instance, the affine scaling algorithm in linear programming was studied by Dikin [9], Saigal
[25], Tseng and Luo [33], Tsuchiya [34], and so on. The affine scaling continuous trajectory was
also studied for linear programming, for example, by Adler and Monteiro [1], Liao [14], Megiddo
and Shub [17], Monteiro [18]. For convex quadratic programming and more general convex
programming, the affine scaling algorithm was studied by Gonzaga and Carlos [10], Monteiro
and Tsuchiya [19], Sun [29, 30], Tseng et al. [32], Ye and Tse [36]. The affine scaling algorithm
for convex semidefinite programming was studied by Qian et al. [21]. Since this interior point
method for the subproblem in Step 1 is an iterative method, in each iteration of the augmented
Lagrangian method, x can be updated several times and y may be updated only once. Hence
we may wonder at each iteration of the augmented Lagrangian method, whether x could be only
updated once. This is part of the motivation of this paper, and the ODE system (1) is exactly
the continuous realization of this idea.

For simplicity, in what follows, ‖ · ‖ denotes the 2-norm. Ck stands for the class of kth order
continuously differentiable functions. Unless otherwise specified, xj denotes the jth component
of a vector x, and I denotes the identity matrix, the dimension of I is clear from the context.
For any index subset J ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, we denote xJ as the vector composed of those components
of x ∈ Rn indexed by j ∈ J , and denote QJJ as the submatrix of Q composed by choosing the
indexed rows and columns in J .

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. First, a potential function for the ODE
system (1) is introduced in Section 2. Furthermore, it is verified that the ODE system (1)
has a unique solution in [t0,+∞). With the help of this potential function, in Section 3, we
prove that every accumulation point of the continuous trajectory x(t) of the ODE system (1)
is an optimal solution for problem (P). In Section 4, we show the strong convergence of the
continuous trajectory x(t) and verify that the limiting point has the maximal number of the
positive components in {x1, . . . , xs} among the optimal solutions. Then with the addition of the
strictly complementarity condition, we show that the associated Lagrange multiplier (y(t), z(t)S)
converges to an optimal solution of the Lagrangian dual problem (D). In Section 5, two numerical
examples are provided to show the performance of the solution trajectory of the ODE system
(1). Several possible search directions for discrete algorithms which are derived from the ODE
system (1) are discussed briefly in Section 6. Finally, some concluding remarks are drawn in
Section 7.

2 Properties of the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1)

The following assumptions are made throughout this paper.

Assumption 2.1. There exists a point x∗ ∈ P+ such that f(x∗) is the optimal value of problem
(P).

Assumption 2.2. f(x) ∈ C2 on Rn
s+.

Assumption 2.3. The matrix A has full row rank m.

Theorem 2.4 below guarantees the existence and uniqueness for the solution of the ODE
system (1) .

Theorem 2.4. For the ODE system (1), there exists a unique solution (x(t), y(t)) with a max-
imal existence interval [t0, α), in addition, xi(t) > 0 for i = 1, . . . , s on the existence interval.
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Proof. By Assumption 2.2, the right-hand side of the ODE system (1) is locally Lipschitz con-
tinuous on Rn

s++×Rm. From Theorem IV.1.2 in [5], there exists a unique solution (x(t), y(t)) for
the ODE system (1) on the maximal existence interval [t0, α), for some α > t0 or α = +∞ such
that (x(t), y(t)) ∈ Rn

s++ × Rm. Since x(t) ∈ Rn
s++, xi(t) > 0 for i = 1, . . . , s on the existence

interval. The proof is completed.

Later in this section, it will be shown that α = +∞ (Theorem 2.9). To simplify the presen-
tation, in the remaining of this paper, x(t) (or U(t)) and y(t) will be replaced by x (or U) and
y, respectively, whenever no confusion would occur.

The next three lemmas lay the foundation for our potential function which will be introduced
in (4). Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 are Lemmas 10 and 11 in [22], respectively.

Lemma 2.5. (see [6]) Suppose f is differentiable (i.e., its gradient ∇f exists at each point in
domf). Then f is convex if and only if domf is convex and

f(y) ≥ f(x) +∇f(x)T (y − x) (3)

holds for all x, y ∈ domf .

Proof. See Section 3.1.3 in [6].

Lemma 2.6. Let a be any positive constant. Then for any scalar x > 0, g(x) = x−a−a·ln x
a
≥ 0

and g(x) = 0 if and only if x = a. Furthermore, g(x) → +∞ as x → 0+ or x → +∞.

Lemma 2.7. Let a be any positive constant and 1 < r < 2. Then for any scalar x > 0,
g(x) = 1

2−r
(x2−r−a2−r)− a

1−r
( 1
xr−1 − 1

ar−1 ) ≥ 0 and g(x) = 0 if and only if x = a. Furthermore,
g(x) → +∞ as x → 0+ or x → +∞.

Next we introduce a potential function for the ODE system (1). With the help of this
potential function, the boundedness of the optimal solution set is no longer needed in the con-
vergence proof of the ODE system (1). Instead, only the weaker Assumption 2.1 is needed. In
1983, Losert and Akin [15] introduced a kind of potential function for both the discrete and
continuous dynamical systems in a classical model of population genetics. Their potential func-
tion can be extended for our purpose. In [22], a similar potential function is also used for the
study of the generalized central paths for problem (P). In order to define our potential func-
tion, we first introduce some notations. For any x ∈ Rn

s+, B(x) = {i | xi > 0, i = 1, . . . , s}
and N(x) = {i | xi = 0, i = 1, . . . , s}. Obviously, for any x ∈ Rn

s+, B(x) ∩ N(x) = ∅ and
B(x) ∪ N(x) = {1, . . . , s}. Then the potential function V (x, x′, y, y′) for the ODE system (1)
can be defined as

V (x, x′, y, y′) = I(x, x′) +
1

2σ2
‖y − y′‖2, (4)

where

I(x, x′) =

n
∑

i=s+1

1

2
(xi − x′i)

2+























































s
∑

i=1

(xi − x′i)−
∑

i∈B(x′)

x′i · ln
xi
x′i

if γ = 1
2 , B(x′) ⊆ B(x), (5)

s
∑

i=1

x
2−2γ
i

−(x′

i)
2−2γ

2−2γ

− ∑

i∈B(x′)

x′

i

1−2γ

(

1
x
2γ−1
i

− 1
(x′

i
)2γ−1

)

if 1
2 < γ < 1, B(x′) ⊆ B(x), (6)

+∞ if B(x′) * B(x), (7)
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and (x, y) ∈ Rn
s+ × Rm is the variable, (x′, y′) ∈ Rn

s+ × Rm is the parameter.

A direct application of function V (x, x′, y, y′) in (4) results in the following Theorems 2.8
and 2.9.

Theorem 2.8. Let (x(t), y(t)) be the solution of the ODE system (1) on the maximal existence
interval [t0, α). Then (x(t), y(t)) is bounded on [t0, α).

Proof. We can choose the x∗ in Assumption 2.1. Then there exist a y∗ ∈ Rm and a z∗ ∈ Rn

such that (x∗, y∗, z∗) satisfies the following KKT conditions for problem (P)















Ax∗ = b, x∗ ∈ Rn
s+,

(x∗)T z∗ = 0, z∗ ∈ Rn
s+,

∇f(x∗) +AT y∗ = z∗,
z∗i = 0, for s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(8)

Hence the convex function f(x) + δRn
s+
(x) + (y∗)T (Ax − b) attains the minimum at x∗ which

implies
f(x∗) ≤ f(x) + (y∗)T (Ax− b), ∀x ∈ Rn

s+. (9)

Since x∗ ∈ Rn
s+, we can define V1(x, y) as follows

V1(x, y) = V (x, x∗, y, y∗), ∀(x, y) ∈ Rn
s+ × Rm. (10)

From Theorem 2.4, V1(x(t), y(t)) is well defined on [t0, α), and from Lemma 2.5 and (9) we have

dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
= (x− x∗)TU−2 · dx

dt
+

1

σ2
(y − y∗)T · dy

dt

= (x∗ − x)T
[

∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b)

]

+ (y − y∗)T (Ax− b)

= (x∗ − x)T∇f(x)− σ1‖Ax− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax− b)

≤ f(x∗)−
[

f(x) + (y∗)T (Ax− b)
]

− σ1‖Ax− b‖2

≤ −σ1‖Ax− b‖2 ≤ 0,

which indicates that
V1(x(t), y(t)) ≤ V1(x

0, y0), ∀t ∈ [t0, α). (11)

From Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, we know that for (x, y) ∈ Rn
s+×Rm if ‖x‖ → +∞ or ‖y‖ → +∞, we

must have V1(x, y) → +∞. Hence from (11), (x(t), y(t)) must be bounded on [t0, α).

Theorem 2.9. Let the maximal existence interval of the solution (x(t), y(t)) of the ODE system
(1) be [t0, α). Then α = +∞.

Proof. Assume α 6= +∞. From Theorem 2.8, we know that there exists an M > 0 such that
‖x(t)‖ ≤ M and ‖y(t)‖ ≤ M for all t ∈ [t0, α). Furthermore, from Assumption 2.2, we know
that there exists an L > 0 such that for every i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxi
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Lxi, ∀t ∈ [t0, α), (12)

and for any i ∈ {s+ 1, . . . , n}, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxi
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ L and

∣

∣

∣

∣

dyj
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ L ∀t ∈ [t0, α). (13)

6



For any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, from inequalities (12), (13), and ‖x(t)‖ ≤ M , we know that (without
loss of generality we assume M ≥ 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxi
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ LM ∀t ∈ [t0, α), (14)

furthermore, x(t) is continuous on [t0, α), and it is not hard to see that lim
t→α−

x(t) exists. We

denote this limit as x(α). Evidently x(α) ∈ Rn
s+. According to the Extension Theorem in §2.5,

[3], we know that the solution (x(t), y(t)) will go to the boundary of the open set (0,+∞) ×
Rn
s++×Rm. But because of the hypothesis, α 6= +∞, and (x(t), y(t)) is bounded, so there must

exist at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , s} such that xi(α) = 0. From inequality (12), we know that if
t ∈ [t0, α),

dxi
xi

≥ −Ldt.

Integrating the above inequality, we have for every t ∈ [t0, α)

lnxi(t)− lnxi(t0) ≥ −L(t− t0).

Since xi(t) → xi(α) = 0 as t → α−, lnxi(t) − lnxi(t0) → −∞ as t → α−, but −L(t − t0) ≥
−L(α− t0). This is a contradiction. Thus α = +∞ and the proof is completed.

From Theorem 2.9, we can define the limit set for the solution of the ODE system (1). Let
(x(t), y(t)) be the solution of the ODE system (1), the limit set of {(x(t), y(t))} can be defined
as follows

Ω1(x0, y0) =

{

(p1, p2) ∈ Rn × Rm | ∃ {tk}+∞

k=0 with lim
k→+∞

tk = +∞

such that lim
k→+∞

(x(tk), y(tk)) = (p1, p2)

}

.

3 Optimality of the cluster point(s)

From Theorem 2.8, we know that the limit set Ω1(x0, y0) is nonempty. In this section, we will
show that for any (x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), x(1) is an optimal solution for problem (P). First we
need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. (Barbalat’s Lemma [26]) If the differentiable function f(t) has a finite limit as
t → +∞, and ḟ is uniformly continuous, then ḟ → 0 as t → +∞.

Theorem 3.2. For any (x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), x(1) is an optimal solution for problem (P).

Proof. We can choose the x∗ in Assumption 2.1, and y∗ as the corresponding Lagrange multiplier
for constraint Ax = b (see the proof of Theorem 2.8). Note that when i ∈ N(x∗), we have
x∗i = 0. From Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, it is easy to see that V1(x, y) ≥ 0 for all (x, y) ∈ Rn

s++ ×Rm.
Therefore, for all t ∈ [t0,+∞), V1(x(t), y(t)) is bounded below. This along with the fact that
dV1(x(t),y(t))

dt
≤ 0 implies that V1(x(t), y(t)) has a finite limit as t → +∞.

From Theorem 2.8, we know that the solution (x(t), y(t)) of the ODE system (1) is contained
in the bounded closed set C = {(x, y) ∈ Rn × Rm|‖x‖ ≤ M, ‖y‖ ≤ M} for some M > 0. From
the proof of Theorem 2.8, we have

dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
= (x∗ − x)T∇f(x)− σ1‖Ax− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax− b), (15)
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which is continuously differentiable with respect to x according to Assumption 2.2, hence when
C is compact, there must exist a constant L1 > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t1 −dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ L1‖x(t1)− x(t2)‖ = L1‖
∫ t2

t1

dx

dt
dt‖.

Using inequality (14), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t1 −dV1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ √
nL1LM |t1 − t2|,

thus dV1(x(t),y(t))
dt

is uniformly continuous with respect to t. Hence from Barbalat’s Lemma and
(15), we have that

lim
t→+∞

(x∗ − x)T∇f(x)− σ1‖Ax− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax− b) = 0. (16)

For any (x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), from the definition of Ω1(x0, y0), we know that there exists
a sequence {tk}+∞

0 with tk → +∞ as k → +∞ such that x(tk) → x(1) and y(tk) → y(1) as
k → +∞. Then since (x∗ −x)T∇f(x)−σ1‖Ax− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax− b) is continuous at x(1), from
(3), (9), and (16), we have

0 = lim
t→+∞

(x∗ − x)T∇f(x)− σ1‖Ax− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax− b)

= lim
k→+∞

(x∗ − x(tk))
T∇f(x(tk))− σ1‖Ax(tk)− b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax(tk)− b)

= (x∗ − x(1))T∇f(x(1))− σ1‖Ax(1) − b‖2 − (y∗)T (Ax(1) − b)

≤ f(x∗)−
[

f(x(1)) + (y∗)T (Ax(1) − b)
]

− σ1‖Ax(1) − b‖2

≤ −σ1‖Ax(1) − b‖2 ≤ 0,

which implies Ax(1) = b and

f(x∗) = f(x(1)) + (y∗)T (Ax(1) − b) = f(x(1)).

Furthermore, Theorem 2.4 and the definition of Ω1(x0, y0), x
(1)
i ≥ 0 for i = 1, ..., s. Hence x(1)

is an optimal solution for problem (P). Thus the theorem is proved.

4 Convergence of the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1)

Now, it comes to the key results of the paper. To simplify the notation, we define

z(x, y) = ∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b), (17)

and z(t) = z(x(t), y(t)), where (x(t), y(t)) is the solution of the ODE system (1). Let S =
{1, . . . , s} and S̄ = {s + 1, . . . , n}. Theorem 4.3 below shows that x(t) converges as t → +∞,
and under the strict complementarity condition, (y(t), z(t)S) converges to an optimal solution
of the dual problem (D). First we need the weak convergence of the ODE system (1) and the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. ([16]) Let f : Rn → R be a twice continuously differentiable convex function. If
f(·) is constant on a convex set Ω̄ ∈ Rn then ∇f(·) is constant on Ω̄.
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Theorem 4.2. Let (x(t), y(t)) be the solution of the ODE system (1). Then

lim
t→+∞

U2
[

∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b)

]

= 0,

and
lim

t→+∞
Ax− b = 0.

Proof. From (2), we can define L̃σ1(x(t), y(t)) and from (17) we have

dL̃σ1(x(t), y(t))

dt
= −‖Uz(x, y)‖2 + σ2‖Ax− b‖2. (18)

Furthermore, from Theorems 2.8 and 3.2, it is not hard to see that

lim
t→+∞

L̃σ1(x(t), y(t)) = f(x∗). (19)

From Theorem 2.8, we know that the solution (x(t), y(t)) of the ODE system (1) is contained
in a bounded closed set {(x, y) ∈ Rn × Rm|‖x‖ ≤ M, ‖y‖ ≤ M} for some M > 0. Moreover,
−‖Uz(x, y)‖2 + σ2‖Ax − b‖2 is continuously differentiable with respect to (x, y) according to
Assumption 2.2, hence when (x, y) is in this bounded closed set, there must exist a constant
L2 > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dL̃σ1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t1 −dL̃σ1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ L2‖(x(t1), y(t1))− (x(t2), y(t2))‖

≤ L2

(

‖x(t1)− x(t2)‖+ ‖y(t1)− y(t2)‖
)

= L2

[

‖
∫ t2

t1

dx

dt
dt‖+ ‖

∫ t2

t1

dy

dt
dt‖

]

.

Using (13) and (14), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dL̃σ1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t1 −dL̃σ1(x(t), y(t))

dt
|t=t2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ L2(
√
nLM +

√
mL)|t1 − t2|,

thus
dL̃σ1 (x(t),y(t))

dt
is uniformly continuous with respect to t. Hence from (18), (19), and Bar-

balat’s Lemma, we have that

lim
t→+∞

−‖Uz(x, y)‖2 + σ2‖Ax− b‖2 = 0.

Furthermore, from Theorem 3.2, we know

lim
t→+∞

Ax− b = 0,

hence
lim

t→+∞
−‖Uz(x, y)‖2 = 0,

which implies
lim

t→+∞
U2

[

∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b)

]

= 0.

Thus the proof is completed.

Theorem 4.3. Let (x(t), y(t)) be the solution of the ODE system (1). Then the following results
hold.
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(a) For any (x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), (x(2), y(2)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), and any optimal solution (ỹ, z̃)
of problem (D), ‖y(1) − ỹ‖ = ‖y(2) − ỹ‖.

(b) x(t) converges to an optimal solution of problem (P) which has the maximal number of
positive components in {x1, . . . , xs} among all optimal solutions.

(c) If there exists a pair of primal and dual optimal solutions satisfying the strict complemen-
tarity, then (y(t), z(t)S) converges to an optimal solution of problem (D).

Proof. (a) It should be noticed that from (8), (y∗, z∗S) is an optimal solution of problem (D).
Hence the optimal solution set of problem (D) is not empty. Assume ‖y(1) − ỹ‖ < ‖y(2) − ỹ‖.
We can define V2(x, y) as follows

V2(x, y) = V (x, x(1), y, ỹ), (20)

for any (x, y) ∈ Rn
s+×Rm. From Theorems 2.4 and 2.9, V2(x(t), y(t)) is well defined on [t0,+∞),

and from Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 3.2 we have

dV2(x(t), y(t))

dt
≤ f(x(1))−

[

f(x) + (ỹ)T (Ax− b)
]

− σ1‖Ax− b‖2.

Since (ỹ, z̃) is an optimal solution of problem (D), we have

f(x(1)) = f(x∗) = L(ỹ, z̃) = inf
x

L(x, ỹ, z̃)

≤ f(x) + (ỹ)T (Ax− b)−
s

∑

i=1

xiz̃i

≤ f(x) + (ỹ)T (Ax− b),

which implies
dV2(x(t), y(t))

dt
≤ −σ1‖Ax− b‖2 ≤ 0.

Furthermore V2(x, y) is bounded below by zero, hence lim
t→+∞

V2(x(t), y(t)) exists. Since (x
(1), y(1)) ∈

Ω1(x0, y0), there exists {t̄k}+∞

k=0 with t̄k → +∞ such that

lim
k→+∞

(x(t̄k), y(t̄k)) = (x(1), y(1)).

This along with (20) and (4) implies

lim
t→+∞

V2(x(t), y(t)) = lim
k→+∞

V2(x(t̄k), y(t̄k)) =
1

2σ2
‖y(1) − ỹ‖2. (21)

Similarly, since (x(2), y(2)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0) and ‖y(1) − ỹ‖ < ‖y(2) − ỹ‖, we have

lim
t→+∞

V2(x(t), y(t)) ≥
1

2σ2
‖y(2) − ỹ‖2 > 1

2σ2
‖y(1) − ỹ‖2,

which contradicts with (21). Hence the hypothesis is not true and we have ‖y(1)− ỹ‖ ≥ ‖y(2)− ỹ‖.
Similarly, we can show that ‖y(1) − ỹ‖ ≤ ‖y(2) − ỹ‖ and thus ‖y(1) − ỹ‖ = ‖y(2) − ỹ‖.
(b) Without loss of generality, we assume that the optimal solution x∗ in Assumption 2.1 has the
maximal number of positive components in {x1, . . . , xs} among all optimal solutions. For any
(x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), from Theorem 3.2, we know that x(1) is an optimal solution of problem
(P). From (10), (11), and Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, it is easy to see that for each i ∈ B(x∗) , xi(t) is
bounded below by some positive constant ci. So from Theorem 3.2, x(1) must have the maximal
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number of positive components in {x1, . . . , xs} among all optimal solutions and B(x(1)) = B(x∗),
N(x(1)) = N(x∗).

From (4) and (20), we have

V2(x, y) = I(x, x(1)) +
1

2σ2
‖y − ỹ‖2,

where

I(x, x(1)) =

n
∑

i=s+1

1

2
(xi − x(1)i)

2 +











































∑

i∈N(x(1))

xi +
∑

i∈B(x(1))

(xi − x(1)i − x(1)i · ln xi

x(1)
i
) if γ = 1

2 , B(x(1)) ⊆ B(x),

∑

i∈N(x(1))

x
2−2γ
i

2−2γ +
∑

i∈B(x(1))

[

x
2−2γ
i

−(x(1)
i)

2−2γ

2−2γ

− x(1)
i

1−2γ

(

1
x
2γ−1
i

− 1

x(1)2γ−1
i

)]

if 1
2 < γ < 1, B(x(1)) ⊆ B(x),

+∞ if B(x(1)) * B(x).

(22)

From Lemmas 2.6, 2.7, and (22), it is straightforward to see that I(x, x(1)) ≥ 0 for any x ∈ {x ∈
Rn
s+ | xi > 0 if i ∈ B(x(1))} and I(x, x(1)) = 0 ⇐⇒ x = x(1). For any (x(2), y(2)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0),

we also have B(x(2)) = B(x(1)) = B(x∗), hence I(x, x(1)) is continuous at x(2). Then since
lim

t→+∞
V2(x(t), y(t)) exists from the proof of (a), we have that

lim
t→+∞

V2(x(t), y(t)) =
1

2σ2
‖y(1) − ỹ‖2 = I(x(2), x(1)) +

1

2σ2
‖y(2) − ỹ‖2,

this along with (a) implies that I(x(2), x(1)) = 0. Thus x(1) = x(2).

(c) Without loss of generality, we assume that x∗ and (y∗, z∗S) satisfy the strict complementarity.
According to Assumption 2.2 and Lemma 4.1, ∇f(x) is constant on the optimal solution set
of problem (P). For (x(1), y(1)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0), if y(1) = y∗, then y(t) converges to y∗ by (a). In
this case, from ∇f(x∗) = ∇f(x(1)), (8), and (b), we have that z(t)S converges to z∗S . Obviously,
(y∗, z∗S) is an optimal solution of problem (D) by (8).

Now we consider the case of y(1) 6= y∗. For z(x(1), y(1)), from Theorem 4.2 and B(x(1)) =
B(x∗), we know that for s+1 ≤ i ≤ n or i ∈ B(x∗), z(x(1), y(1))i = 0. By the strict complemen-
tarity, for i ∈ N(x∗), z∗i > 0, thus there exists a 0 < λ̄ < 1 such that for 0 ≤ λ ≤ λ̄ we have that

z
[λ]
i > 0 for i ∈ N(x∗) with

z[λ] = (1− λ)z∗ + λz(x(1), y(1)).

Moreover, for s + 1 ≤ i ≤ n or i ∈ B(x∗), z
[λ]
i = 0 for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1. Let y[λ] = (1 − λ)y∗ + λy(1).

Then from ∇f(x∗) = ∇f(x(1)), we have z(x∗, y[λ]) = z[λ]. Hence for 0 ≤ λ ≤ λ̄, (x∗, y[λ], z[λ])

also satisfies the KKT conditions (8), which implies that (y[λ], z
[λ]
S ) is an optimal solution of

problem (D) for 0 ≤ λ ≤ λ̄. If there is a (x(2), y(2)) ∈ Ω1(x0, y0) such that y(2) 6= y(1), then there
exists a 2-dimensional plane passing through y(1), y(2), and y∗. On this 2-dimensional plane, we
denote the circle centered at y[λ̄] with radius ‖y(1)−y[λ̄]‖ by C1 and denote the circle centered at
y∗ with radius ‖y(1) − y∗‖ by C2. Then from (a), we know that y(2) should be on the two circles
C1 and C2 simultaneously. But this is impossible since the two circles C1 and C2 have only one
point in common. Hence y(1) = y(2) and y(t) converges as t → +∞. This along with (b), we
have that z(t) converges to z(x(1), y(1)).
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For i ∈ N(x∗), if z(x(1), y(1))i < 0, then there exists anN1 > t0 such that for t ≥ N1, z(t)i < 0

which implies that x
(1)
i ≥ x(N1) > 0. But this contradicts with N(x(1)) = N(x∗). Thus for

i ∈ N(x∗), z(x(1), y(1))i ≥ 0. Furthermore, for s + 1 ≤ i ≤ n or i ∈ B(x∗), z(x(1), y(1))i = 0.
Then it is easy to see that (x(1), y(1), z(x(1), y(1))) satisfies the KKT conditions (8). Hence
(y1, z(x(1), y(1))S) is an optimal solution of problem (D). Thus the proof is completed.

5 Numerical examples

In this section, we show the performance of the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1) on
two examples. The first example is from [22], and has the following form

min F (x, y)
s.t. y ≥ 0,

(23)

where x ∈ R and y ∈ R are variables, the optimal solutions are on the x-axis {(x, 0)|x ∈ R}, and
F (x, y) ∈ C2 . For the details of this example, see Section 4 in [22]. The problem (23) is actually
a specific instance in [7], where a class of examples are proposed to show that the central path
may fail to converge. The problem (23) is a special case of problem (P) with A = 0.

We plot the central path and the solution trajectories of the ODE system (1) with different
initial points for problem (23). For our solution trajectories, we let γ = 0.75, σ1 = σ2 = 1, and
t0 = 0. A Matlab solver ode23s is used to compute the trajectories of the ODE system (1).
For the central path, a Matlab code provided by Prof. Karas of [7] is used. In Fig. 1 (a), cp
represents the central path and sp represents the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1).
Both paths have the same initial point (−1.5, 1). Fig. 1 (b) is just a magnified display of the
solution trajectory in Fig. 1 (a). Fig. 2 shows the solution trajectories with 6 different initial
points.
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1
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Initial point: [-1.5,1]

(a) Trajectories of cp and sp (b) Trajectory of sp

Figure 1: Trajectories of the central path (cp) and solution path (sp) for problem (23)

Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 clearly show that for problem (23), the central path is a zig-zag path with
large swing, while the solution trajectories of the ODE system (1) do converge.

Next, we show the performance of the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1) and primal
(first-order) affine scaling trajectory for the following problem

min f(x) = 1
24‖x+ c‖4 + cTx

s.t. Ax = b, x ≥ 0,
(24)
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Figure 2: Trajectories of the solution paths with different initial points for problem (23)

where x ∈ R3, c = (1, 1, 1)T , b = (1, 2)T , and

A =

(

1 0 1
0 1 2

)

.

It is easy to verify that x∗ = (0, 0, 1)T is the unique optimal solution of problem (24), and
(x∗, y, z) satisfies the KKT conditions of problem (24) which are equivalent to

(

y
z

)

∈ H = {
(

y
z

)

∈ R5|3 + y1 + 2y2 = 0, 2 + y1 = z1, 2 + y2 = z2, z3 = 0, z ≥ 0}.

This implies that H is actually the optimal solution set of the corresponding dual problem.

The primal (first-order) affine scaling trajectory can be characterized by the following ODE
system

dx
dt

= −XPAXX∇f(x), x(t0) = x̃0, (25)

where X = diag(x), PAX = I − XAT (AX2AT )−1AX, and x̃0 needs to satisfy Ax̃0 = b and
x̃0 > 0. We plot the primal affine scaling trajectory and the solution trajectory of the ODE
system (1) from Matlab solver ode23s. For the direction in (25), the involved linear system
caused by the matrix (AX2AT )−1 is solved by left division operator “\” in Matlab. For ode23s,
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the relative error tolerance “RelTol” is set as 1.0e−6, and the absolute error tolerance “AbsTol”
is set as 1.0e − 9. For our solution trajectory, we set γ = 0.75, σ1 = σ2 = 1, and t0 = 0. In
Fig. 3, the magenta trajectories and the blue trajectories represent the coordinate behaviors
of the solution trajectory x(t) of the ODE system (1) and the primal affine scaling trajectory,
respectively. The two green dashed lines show the behaviors of our solution trajectory y(t),
and the green line represents (y1(t) + 2y2(t))/3, which should converge to −1 according to the
definition of H. The initial point x̃0 for the primal affine scaling trajectory is x̃0 = (0.5, 1, 0.5)T ,
and the initial point (x0, y0) for the solution trajectory of the ODE system (1) is x0 = (1, 1, 1)T

and y0 = (0, 1)T .

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

t

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

Figure 3: Trajectories of the primal affine scaling path (ap) and solution path (sp) for problem
(24)

Fig. 3 shows that both the primal affine scaling trajectory and our solution trajectory of the
ODE system (1) converge, and our solution trajectory actually converges faster than the primal
affine scaling trajectory.

Table 1 lists the results at the end point x(T ) of the solution trajectory of the ODE system
(1) and the primal affine scaling trajectory for various integral intervals [0, T ]. In Table 1,
sp represents the solution path of the ODE system (1), and ap represents the primal affine
scaling path. min(x(T )) means the minimum coordinate value of x(T ), and κ(T ) represents the
condition number of the matrix AX2AT (the inverse of AX2AT is involved in the affine scaling
direction) at point x(T ) for the primal affine scaling trajectory. In Table 1, NaN means that
ode23s failed due to the ill-conditioning.

Table 1 clearly shows that for the degenerate case where AX2AT is singular at some point on
the boundary of the feasible region, the interior point method could encounter ill-conditioning
problem, while our method is matrix-free.
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Table 1: Performance of solution path (sp) and affine scaling path (ap) for problem (24)

‖x(T )− x∗‖∞ ‖Ax(T )− b‖ min(x(T )) κ(T )

T sp ap sp ap sp ap ap

10 2.7e-2 9.7e-2 1.6e-3 2.5e-12 1.5e-2 4.9e-2 1.2e+3
102 5.2e-4 1.3e-2 3.5e-5 4.1e-11 2.2e-4 6.3e-3 7.9e+4
103 5.6e-6 1.3e-3 4.4e-7 2.8e-10 2.3e-6 6.6e-4 7.2e+6
104 5.6e-8 1.3e-4 5.6e-9 1.1e-8 2.3e-8 6.7e-5 7.0e+8
105 5.5e-10 1.3e-5 1.3e-10 5.1e-7 2.2e-10 6.7e-6 7.0e+10
106 5.3e-12 1.3e-6 7.8e-13 2.2e-6 2.2e-12 6.6e-7 7.0e+12
107 4.9e-14 1.1e-6 4.0e-15 2.6e-6 2.0e-14 8.9e-8 5.9e+14
108 4.0e-16 1.1e-6 5.0e-16 2.5e-6 1.6e-16 7.2e-9 3.5e+15
109 4.0e-18 NaN 0 NaN 1.7e-18 NaN NaN

6 Further discussion

In this section, we discuss about the possible search directions and algorithms which derived
from the ODE system (1). For the ODE system (1), the simplest implementation way is the
explicit Euler scheme. In fact, from any initial point x0 ∈ Rn

s++, this algorithm have the forms

xk+1 = xk + αkdkx, k = 0, 1, ..., (26)

and
yk+1 = yk + αkdky , k = 0, 1, ..., (27)

where αk is the step size,

dkx = −U(xk)2[∇f(xk) +AT yk + σ1A
T (Axk − b)] = −U(xk)2z(xk, yk),

and
dky = σ2(Ax

k − b).

In order to guarantee the optimality of the algorithm, some line search strategies and restrictions
may be needed to decide the step size αk.

At (xk, yk), some semi-implicit directions can also be generated by the ODE system (1). One
possible way is that

xk+1 − xk = hkd
k
x = −hkU(xk)2[∇f(xk+1) +AT yk + σ1A

T (Axk − b)]

≈ −hkU(xk)2[∇f(xk) +∇2f(xk)(xk+1 − xk) +AT yk + σ1A
T (Axk − b)],

where hk represents the step size. This dkx can be calculated approximately as

dkx ≈ −U(xk)
[

I + hkU(xk)∇2f(xk)U(xk)
]−1

U(xk)[∇f(xk) +AT yk + σ1A
T (Axk − b)],

which is a new search direction. If we want to follow the particular solution trajectory of the ODE
system (1) with the initial point (xk, yk), xk should move a small hk along the search direction
dkx. However, because of the residual, the point xk + hkd

k
x may not be in Rn

s++. Moreover, our
purpose is not simulating any particular solution trajectory of the ODE system (1), instead, we
aim at finding the limit point of the solution path. Thanks to Theorem 4.3, the limit point of
x(t) from any initial point is an optimal solution for problem (P). Hence we can do a line search
along this search direction, and hk can be regarded as a positive parameter. This direction
dkx involves an inverse of a n × n symmetric positive definite matrix, which needs too many
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calculations for large scale problems. Hence, in practice, the solution of the corresponding linear
equations could be solved approximately.

Another semi-implicit search direction dkx can be generated from the following form

xk+1 − xk = hkd
k
x = −hkU(xk)2[∇f(xk+1) +AT yk + σ1A

T (Axk+1 − b)]

≈ −hkU(xk)2[∇f(xk) +∇2f(xk)(xk+1 − xk) +AT yk

+σ1A
TA(xk+1 − xk) + σ1A

T (Axk − b)],

where hk also represents the step size. Then dkx can be calculated approximately as

dkx ≈ −U(xk)
[

I + hkU(xk)(∇2f(xk) + σ1A
TA)U(xk)

]−1

U(xk)[∇f(xk) +AT yk + σ1A
T (Axk − b)].

Similar to the discussion of the first semi-implicit search direction, hk can be regarded as a
positive parameter and the step size can be decided by a line search.

Now in order to obtain more search directions, we make a division of the index set {1, 2, · · · , n}.
Let Bi (i = 1, 2, · · · , p) be p nonempty index sets with p ≤ n such that Bi ∩ Bj = ∅ for i 6= j

and
p
⋃

i=1
Bi = {1, 2, · · · , n}. For the explicit Euler scheme of the ODE system (1), the iteration

(26) can be divided to p sequential steps according to the index division, which means that xkBi

moves to xkBi
+αk(dkx)Bi

sequentially from i = 1 to p at each iteration. Then when we calculate

xk+1
Bi

, we may use xk+1
Bj

instead of xkBj
for 1 ≤ j < i, and this generates a new iteration. But

there comes a question: how to decide the step size? One possible solving way is to calculate
the step size αk

i for each xkBi
respectively. The αk

i may be different from each other, which seems
unreasonable since then the search direction at each iteration can not be derived from the ODE
system (1) directly, but this can be solved by bring in a weighted vector for the ODE system
(1). Actually if we replace dx

dt
in the ODE system (1) by

dx

dt
= −WU2

[

∇f(x) +AT y + σ1A
T (Ax− b)

]

,

whereW = diag(w1, w2, · · · , wn) is a diagonal matrix with wj = αk
i if j ∈ Bi, then corresponding

to this weighted ODE system, the new iteration can be derived from the following semi-implicit
form

xk+1
B1

− xkB1
= hk(d

k
x)B1 = −hk

(

WU(xk)2[∇f(xk) +AT yk + σ1A
T (Axk − b)]

)

B1

xk+1
B2

− xkB2
= hk(d

k
x)B2 = −hk

(

WU(xk)2[∇f(xk+1
B1

, xkB2
, · · · , xkBp

) +AT yk

+ σ1A
T (A(xk+1

B1
, xkB2

, · · · , xkBp
)T − b)]

)

B2

...

xk+1
Bp

− xkBp
= hk(d

k
x)Bp

= −hk

(

WU(xk)2[∇f(xk+1
B1

, · · · , xk+1
Bp−1

, xkBp
) +AT yk

+ σ1A
T (A(xk+1

B1
, · · · , xk+1

Bp−1
, xkBp

)T − b)]
)

Bp

.

It is evident that with step size equals to one, the above form generates the new iteration.
Furthermore, it is easy to see that by similar proofs, the same results of the ODE system (1)
hold for this weighted ODE system.
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For the division Bi (i = 1, 2, · · · , p) of index set {1, 2, · · · , n}, there are many other search
directions which can be generated from the ODE system (1). Here we enumerate two more
possible implementations. One possible implementation way is the following semi-implicit form

xk+1
B1

− xkB1
= hk(d

k
x)B1 = −hk

(

U(xk)2[∇f(xk+1
B1

, xkB2
, · · · , xkBp

) +AT yk

+ σ1A
T (A(xk+1

B1
, xkB2

, · · · , xkBp
)T − b)]

)

B1

xk+1
B2

− xkB2
= hk(d

k
x)B2 = −hk

(

U(xk)2[∇f(xkB1
, xk+1

B2
, · · · , xkBp

) +AT yk

+ σ1A
T (A(xkB1

, xk+1
B2

, · · · , xkBp
)T − b)]

)

B2

...

xk+1
Bp

− xkBp
= hk(d

k
x)Bp

= −hk

(

U(xk)2[∇f(xkB1
, · · · , xkBp−1

, xk+1
Bp

) +AT yk

+ σ1A
T (A(xkB1

, · · · , xkBp−1
, xk+1

Bp
)T − b)]

)

Bp

.

Similarly, the dkx can be calculated approximately as

(dkx)Bi
≈ −U(xk)BiBi

[

I + hkU(xk)BiBi
(∇2f(xk) + σ1A

TA)BiBi
U(xk)BiBi

]−1

U(xk)BiBi
[∇f(xk) +AT yk + σ1A

T (Axk − b)]Bi
, (28)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , p, and hk can be regarded as a positive parameter and the step size can be
decided by a line search. It is interesting to see that for this implementation, the iteration for
xk can also be divided to p sequential steps. Hence similar to the discussion before, when we
calculate xk+1

Bi
, we can use xk+1

Bj
instead of xkBj

for 1 ≤ j < i, and decide the step size αk
i by

the line search respectively. However, this new search direction in this new iteration scheme
seems not be able to be derived from the ODE system (1), since each αk

i may be not equal to
hk. Hence in this situation, we may regard this new iteration scheme as a partially updated
algorithm in the sense that at each iteration, for the dkx in (28), we only move one xkBi

along

(dkx)Bi
, and proceed this process from i = 1 to p sequentially and then loop.

In the above discussion, we only considered the dkx. For dky , we can use σ2(Ax
k − b) or

σ2(Ax
k+1− b). Different choice can lead to different algorithms. It should be noticed that, some

of the above search directions involve the inverse of the n × n matrix or the block sub-matrix,
but the condition number of them can be controlled by the restriction of the hyperparameters.
In this section, we only discuss the possible search directions for discrete algorithms briefly, and
the study of these algorithms can be the future research.

7 Concluding remarks

Ill-conditioning subproblems arise in the computation of many interior point algorithms for lin-
early constrained convex programming problems. In this paper, we have developed a matrix-free
interior point augmented Lagrangian continuous trajectory for these problems. This continuous
trajectory can be viewed as the solution of the ODE system (1) and only matrix-vector product
is required in this ODE system (1). It has been proved that starting from any interior feasible
point, this continuous trajectory would always converge to some optimal solution of the original
problem. Therefore, a stepping stone is laid for developing a matrix-free numerical scheme to
follow this convergent continuous trajectory. In particular, we discuss several possible search
directions for discrete algorithms briefly, and further study could be the future research.
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