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Abstract Optimization problems involving minimization of a rank-one con-
vex function over constraints modeling restrictions on the support of the deci-
sion variables emerge in various machine learning applications. These problems
are often modeled with indicator variables for identifying the support of the
continuous variables. In this paper we investigate compact extended formu-
lations for such problems through perspective reformulation techniques. In
contrast to the majority of previous work that relies on support function argu-
ments and disjunctive programming techniques to provide convex hull results,
we propose a constructive approach that exploits a hidden conic structure in-
duced by perspective functions. To this end, we first establish a convex hull
result for a general conic mixed-binary set in which each conic constraint in-
volves a linear function of independent continuous variables and a set of binary
variables. We then demonstrate that extended representations of sets associ-
ated with epigraphs of rank-one convex functions over constraints modeling
indicator relations naturally admit such a conic representation. This enables us
to systematically give perspective formulations for the convex hull descriptions
of these sets with nonlinear separable or non-separable objective functions, sign
constraints on continuous variables, and combinatorial constraints on indica-
tor variables. We illustrate the efficacy of our results on sparse nonnegative
logistic regression problems.
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1 Introduction

We consider specific classes of the general mixed-binary convex optimization
problem with indicator variables

I;Inllil{H(.’D) s (z,2) e XX Z, (1 —2)=0, Vie[d}, (1)

where H : R™ — R is a convex function, X x Z C R? x {0, 1}d denotes the
feasible set, and [d] := {1,...,d}. Each binary variable z; determines whether
a continuous variable x; is zero or not by requiring x; = 0 when z; = 0 and
allowing x; to take any value when z; = 1. The sets X and Z model restrictions
on continuous and binary variables, respectively.

The most commonly studied constraints defining Z are cardinality, hier-
archy and multicolinearity constraints. For example, the cardinality set, i.e.,
Z={z¢€{0,1}4: 1Tz < &}, is widely used in the best subset selection prob-
lem in statistics [12, 14]. Several other restrictions for Z also arise in statistical
problems; e.g., hierarchy constraints of the form of z; < z; are used in [15, 30],
constraints on a subset of indicator variables to prevent multicollinearity are
proposed in [11], constraints linking the indicator variables associated with re-
gression coefficients in the same group in group variable selection are explored
in [31, 35], and constraints for cycle prevention in causal graphical variable
selection problems in regression problems are examined in [37, 40].

Various other constraints on both continuous and discrete variables emerge
as means to enforce priors from human experts to enhance interpretability
and/or improve prediction performance, see e.g., [19]. Among these, nonneg-
ativity constraints on continuous variables naturally appear in a range of ap-
plications, including signal recovery [6], portfolio selection [5, 27], healthcare
and criminal justice [44], chemical process simulation [19, 20], and spectral
decomposition [8].

Problem (1) is NP-hard [41], and as a result in the literature its convex
surrogates like lasso [28, 47] as well as branch-and-bound based exact meth-
ods [12] have been studied. In this paper, we study the epigraph associated
with (1), i.e., the set

{(r,z,2) ERx X xZ: Hx) <7, 2;(1—2,)=0, Vi € [d]},

and provide its closed convex hull characterization. The primary challenge in
this class of problems stems from the complementary constraints between z;
and z;. Whenever an a priori bound on the magnitude of the continuous vari-
ables |z;| is known, these constraints can be linearized via the big-M method.
However, finding a suitable bound on the continuous variables to set the big-
M parameter can be very challenging, and the resulting big-M formulations
are known to be weak. Dating back to Ceria and Soares [17], the perspective
functions have played a significant role in offering big-M free reformulations of
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mixed-binary convex optimization problems. In particular, Frangioni and Gen-
tile [23] introduce perspective cuts based on a linearization of perspective func-
tions. Aktiirk et al. [1] then show that perspective relaxations can be viewed
as implicitly including all (infinitely many) perspective cuts. Gunliik and Lin-
deroth [26] examine a separable structure where the objective function of (1)
constitutes a sum of univariate functions, taking the form H(z) = >,y hi(2:)
for some lower semicontinuous and convex functions h; : R — R, and study
the mixed-binary set

(2)

e Pi(@i) <7,
H:={(rz,z) ERX X x Z: e hilwi) <7
2:(1—2) =0, Vi e |[d

when X = R% and Z = {0, 1}d. Using the perspective reformulation technique,
[26] presents an ideal formulation of the closed convex hull of H (clconv(H))
in the original space of variables. Xie and Deng [52] revisit the separable struc-
ture and give a perspective formulation of clconv(#H) when X =R% Z = {z €
{0, 1}d : 1"z < k} for some integer 1 < x < d, and the functions h; are convex
and quadratic. Bacci et al. [7] extend these findings to convex differentiable
functions under certain constraint qualification conditions. More recently, un-
der this separable function assumption, using a support function argument,
Wei et al. [50] further generalize [52] and provide an ideal perspective for-
mulation for clconv(#H) when X = R% Z C {0,1}" modeling combinatorial
relations, and the functions h; : R — R are lower semicontinuous and convex.

In a number of important applications, including portfolio optimization
in finance [16, 48], sparse classification and regression in machine learning
[4, 12, 13, 14, 22, 29, 32, 52] and their nonnegative variants [5, 6], and outlier
detection in statistics [25], the objective function H constitutes a finite sum of
rank-one convex functions, taking the form H(x) = > cn1 hy (ajTa:) for some
convex functions h; and vectors a; € R?. For example, in the case of sparse
least squares regression, N denotes the number of samples and hj(aJTw) =
(a;rw - bj)Q, where a; represents the feature or input vector and b; represents
the label or output; or in the case of logistics regression we have h; (a;'—a:) =
log(1 + exp(—bja;-'—a:)). As a result, a growing stream of research [2, 6, 24, 36,
38, 48] studies (1) when H(x) is a non-separable quadratic function. More
recently, a number of papers [3, 5, 27, 49, 50] offer strong perspective-based
relaxations for rank-one non-separable objective functions by analyzing the
closed convex hull of the mixed-binary set

3)

h(aTx) <7,
T:=<(r,x,z) eRx X x Z:

J,‘i(l — Zi) =0, Vi € [d}

under various assumptions on A(-), X, and Z. In particular, Atamtiirk and
Goémez [3] examine rank-one convex quadratic functions when X = R? and
Z = {0,1}". Wei et al. [49] extend these findings by allowing constraints on
the binary variables, that is, Z C {0, 1}". Following up on this, Wei et al. [50]
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give a perspective formulation of the closed convex hull of T (clconv(7)) in
the original space of variables when X = R¢, Z C {0, 1}d, and the function
h: R — R is lower semicontinuous and convex. Nonetheless, the formulations
in [49, 50] require including a nonlinear convex inequality for each facet of
conv(Z\ {0}). Note that conv(Z\ {0}) itself may be complicated and may
require an exponential number of inequalities for its description even when
Z is a simple boolean set itself. In a separate thread, when Z = {0,1}d,
Atamtiirk and Gémez [5] examine clconv(7) when h is a convex quadratic
function and there are additional nonnegativity requirements on some of the
continuous variables, i.e., X = {x € R?: x;, > 0, Vi € T} for some Z C
[d], and propose classes of valid inequalities for clconv(7). However, these
inequalities given in the original problem space require a cutting-surface based
implementation, which may result in numerical issues. To address such issues,
Han and Gémez [27] present compact extended formulations for clconv(T)
when Z = {0,1}%. These extended formulations are not only applicable to
general lower semicontinuous and convex function h, but are also easier to
implement as they can be embedded within standard branch-and-bound based
integer programming solvers.

In this paper, by linking the perspective formulations to conic program-
ming, we propose a conic-programming based approach to address constrained
optimization of rank-one functions with indicator variables. Our approach gen-
eralizes the existing results by studying simultaneously both sign restrictions
on continuous variables and combinatorial constraints on binary variables.
Specifically, we provide perspective formulations for cl conv(#) and clconv(T)
when X ={x € R? : z; > 0, Vi € Z} for some Z C [d], Z C {0, 1}% and all func-
tions are proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex. The crux of our approach
relies on understanding the recessive and rounding directions associated with
these sets involving complementarity constraints. Based on this understanding,
we reduce the given complementarity constraints to fewer and much simpler
to handle complementarity relations in a lifted space. For example, in the case
of the set 7 when X does not contain any sign restrictions, following this
approach we analyze a set involving a single complementarity constraint with
a single new binary variable. In this way, our approach provides an effective
way to arrive at compact extended formulations for ¢l conv(#) and clconv(T)
in a more direct manner while simultaneously handling arbitrary Z C {0, l}d
and arbitrary sign restrictions included in X'. In contrast, the proof techniques
in [3, 5, 27, 49, 50] are based on support function arguments and disjunc-
tive programming methods, which have resulted in addressing restrictions on
the sets X and Z in separate studies through different approaches. The key
contributions of this paper and its organization are summarized below.

o We derive the necessary tools for the study of the separable and nonsep-
arable sets in Section 2. We begin by studying perspective functions in
Section 2.1. Specifically, we analyze the epigraph of perspective functions
in Lemmas 1 and 2, and establish that such epigraphs are indeed convex
cones. We conclude this subsection by introducing a mixed-binary set that
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will serve as the primary substructure for the sets H and 7. Using the
conic representation of perspective functions from Lemmas 1 and 2, we
show that this set is an instance of conic mixed-binary sets of the following
form

S(AK) ={(a,0) eR" x A: A;a; + B;6; €Ky, Vi [p]}, (4)

where A C {0,1}", K = x;¢[q Kj, K; is convex cone containing the origin
for every i € [p], and the matrices A;, B; have appropriate dimensions. We
use the notation o = (evy,..., ) to denote the vector @ € R™ in terms
of its subvectors a; € R™i i € [p], where Zie[p] m; = m. Motivated by
this observation, we study and characterize the convex hulls of S(A,K) in
Section 2.2. We show in Proposition 1 that conv(S(A,K)) = S(conv(A), K)
as long as A C {0,1}" and K; is a convex cone containing the origin for
all ¢ € [d]. We then establish a simple condition in Theorem 1 under which
cleonv(S(A4,K)) = S(conv(A), cl(K)) holds. These results highlight that
the complexity of the convex hull characterizations of sets of the form
S(A,K) is solely determined by the complexity of the characterization of
conv(A).

¢ In Section 3, we discuss the constrained optimization of both separable
and rank-one functions with indicator variables through the lens of conic
mixed-binary sets. Specifically, we derive compact extended formulations
for clconv(H) and clconv(7) when X = {x € R? : x; > 0,Vi € T} for
some index set Z C [d] and Z C {0,1}%.

— In Section 3.1, we investigate the separable case and establish cl conv(H)
in Theorem 2. This result extends Wei et al. [50, Theorem 3] to proper
(rather than real-valued) lower semicontinuous convex functions and by
allowing for nonnegativity restrictions on x.

— In Section 3.2, we explore the non-separable case and examine the set
7 when X = R? and Z C {0,1}*. We establish an extended descrip-
tion for clconv(7) in Theorem 3. Our description requires a single new
binary variable w and relies on the convex hull description of an asso-
ciated set A; involving w and z variables. This therefore reduces the
complexity of characterizing clconv(7) in this setting to understand-
ing the complexity of conv(A;). We show that conv(A4;) admits simple
descriptions in several cases of interest such as when Z is defined by
a cardinality constraint or by weak or strong hierarchy constraints. In
this setting, clconv(7T) in the original space was first given in [50, The-
orem 1]. In contrast to our result, Wei et al. [50, Theorem 1] provide
ideal descriptions for clconv(7) that rely on explicit linear inequality
description of the set conv(Z\ {0}) and adding a new nonlinear convex
constraint based on every facet of conv(Z\ {0}). Our extended formu-
lation, however, can immediately take advantage of any relaxation of
A and opens up ways to benefit from the long-line of research on con-
vex hull descriptions of binary sets and related advanced techniques
in optimization software. More recently, for Z = {0, l}d and 7 = @,
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Han and Gémez [27, Proposition 3] provide an extended formulation
involving 2d new continuous variables, that are subsequently projected
out in [27, Proposition 4] to recover [50, Theorem 1]. In contrast, our
extended formulation works for any boolean set Z C {0, 1}d and relies
on only one additional binary variable.

— In Section 3.3, we continue to explore the non-separable setting of T
when X = {x € R? : z; > 0,Vi € T} for some index set Z C [d] and
Z C {0,1}*. In Theorem 5, we establish an extended formulation for
clconv(T) using d new binary variables and d new continuous variables.
Such an extended formulation for cl conv(7) when Z contains combina-
torial constraints and X contains sign restrictions has not been provided
in the literature before. When Z = {0, l}d, we recover [27, Proposi-
tion 3]. Moreover, our result extends [27] by allowing combinatorial
constraints on binary variables, i.e., Z C {0, 1}d, and extended-valued
functions. Note that the proof techniques from [27] rely on explicit dis-
junctive programming arguments and the Fourier-Motzkin elimination
method, and therefore, they cannot be easily adapted to handle com-
binatorial constraints on Z (see Remark 3).

¢ Finally, in Section 4, we compare the numerical performance of formula-
tions discussed in Section 3 on sparse nonnegative logistic regression with
hierarchy constraints. We observe that our new relaxations are of high qual-
ity in terms of leading to both good quality continuous relaxation bounds
and also significant improvements in the branch and bound performance.

Notation. We use R to denote the extended real numbers. The indicator func-
tion 17(:z) = 1 if ¢ € Z and = 0 otherwise. Given a positive integer n, we let
[n] := {1,...,n}. We use boldface letters to denote vectors and matrices. We
let 0 and 1 denote the vectors with all zeros and ones, respectively, while e;
denote the ith unit basis vector. Given a vector & € R™, we define sign(x) as
vector in R™ whose ith elements is +1 if z; > 0, —1 if z; < 0, and 0 if z; = 0.
For a set S C R™, we denote by rint(S),rec(S), cl(S), conv(S), cl conv(S) its
relative interior, recessive directions, closure, convex hull and closed convex
hull, respectively. Given a boolean set Z, we denote its continuous relaxation
by relax(Z), and for a boolean set A involving binary variables w, the set
relax,, (A) refers to partial continuous relaxation of A obtained by removing
the integrality restriction on only the variables w.

2 Technical Tools

In this section we build theoretical tools necessary for our study of separa-
ble and nonseparable sets. In Section 2.1, we begin by examining perspec-
tive functions, recognizing that their epigraphs are convex cones, and relating
their epigraphs back to the sets H and 7 of our interest as well as the conic
mixed-binary sets S(A,K). We then study the convex hull characterization
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of §(A,K) in Section 2.2 and conclude with technical tools to handle a sim-
ple linking constraint in taking convex hulls and the closure operation in an
extended space.

2.1 Perspective function and its closure
Perspective function plays an important role in our analysis. For a proper lower

semicontinuous and convex function h : R? — R with h(0) = 0, we define its
perspective function ht : R4 x R, — R as

wh(x/w), ifw >0,
ht(x,w) == {0, ifw=0and x =0,
00, otherwise.

The epigraph of h™ is given by
epi(ht) == {(t,z,w) ER xR xRy : ¢t >ht(z,w)}.

Note that our definition of perspective function h™ is almost matching with
the classical definition of the perspective function given in [18, 34] as

~ ) = {wh(a:/w), if w >0,

h(x,w )
400, otherwise,

where the main distinction between h* and & is that At (0,0) = 0 whereas

h(0,0) = +oo. We first establish that the epigraph of the perspective function
h™T is a convex cone under standard assumptions.

Lemma 1 Let h : R? — R be a proper lower semicontinuous and convex
function with h(0) = 0. Then, epi(h™) is a convex cone containing the origin.

Proof Since h is assumed to be proper, lower semicontinuous and convex, the
perspective function At is proper and convex. This follows from [43, p. 35].
Therefore, the set epi(h™) is convex. Moreover, (0,0) € epi(h™) as A7 (0,0) =
0. Additionally, epi(h™) is indeed a cone, i.e., for any A > 0 and (t,z,w) €
epi(ht), we have (\t, \x, \w) € epi(h'). This is because for any w > 0 and
any (t,z,w) € epi(h™), we have wh(z/w) < t or Awh(Ax/(Aw)) < At. We
thus conclude that epi(h™) is a cone containing the origin. a

While epi(ht) is a convex cone under standard assumptions, it is not closed.
Therefore, we also study the closure of the perspective function. Recall that for
a proper lower semicontinuous and convex function h : R¢ — R with h(0) = 0,
the closure of the perspective function h™ : R¢ x Ry — R is defined as

wh(x/w), if w>0,
h™ (2, w) := ¢ limg o s h(x/s), if w=0,

400, otherwise.



8 Soroosh Shafiee, Fatma Kiling-Karzan

It is well known that the closure of E, and consequently AT, is given by h™; see
for example [34, Proposition 2.2.2]. The epigraph of h™ is given by epi(h™) =
{(t,z,w) ER x RY x Ry :t > h™(z,w)}. We analyze the cone generated by the
perspective function and its closure in the next lemma.

Lemma 2 Let h : R* — R be a proper lower semicontinuous and convex
function such that h(0) = 0. Then, cl(epi(h™)) = epi(h™). If, additionally,
epi(h) does not contain a line, epi(h™) is pointed.

Proof Note that the perspective function h™(x,w) coincides with its closure
h™(x,w) for w > 0 and (0,0) € dom(h™). Then, by lower semicontinuity of h™
(see [43, p. 37 and Theorem 13.3]), we conclude cl(h™) = h™. Therefore, we
have cl(epi(h™*)) = epi(h™).

To see that epi(h™) is pointed, suppose both (—t, —&, —w), (t, &, w) €epi(h™).
Then, we must have w = 0. The closure of the perspective function at (z,0)
satisfies

h™(x,0) = eréw h(z/w) =sup{g 'z :g € dom(h*)},
where h* denotes the conjugate of h and the last equality follows from [43,
p. 37 and Theorem 13.3]. Thus, as both (—t, —&, 0), (¢, x, 0) € epi(h™), we have

h™(&,0) =sup{g'Z:g € dom(h*)} <t
h™(—,0) = sup {—gT:T: 1g € dom(h*)} < —t,

which enforces that g ' = # for all g € dom(h*). Hence, for any v € R, the
function h satisfies

h(y&)= sup g @—h*(g)= sup ~t—h*(g) =1 —h(0) =1t
gedom(h*) ge€dom(h*)
where the first equality holds because h = h** (as h is a proper lower semicon-
tinuous and convex function and thus [43, Theorem 12.2] applies), the second
equality follows from the observations that g '@ = ¢, the third equality follows
from the definition of biconjugate function and the relation h(0) = h**(0) = 0.
If (t,) # 0, we have (yt,y&) € epi(h) for any v € R, which contradicts our
assumption that epi(h) does not contain a line. Hence, we have shown that
(—t,—x,—w), (t,Z,w) € epi(h™) only if (t,&,w) = 0, implying that epi(h™) is
pointed. This then completes the proof. a

Lemma 2 extends [42, Proposition 4] to non-differentiable proper functions.
For univariate functions, the requirement that epi(h) does not contain a line
means that h is a nonlinear function. We next recall that whenever epi(h)
admits a conic representation so will epi(h™) under a minor condition.

Remark 1 Suppose that the function h : R? — R is lower semicontinuous and
convex, and its epigraph admits the conic representation

epi(h) = {(t,z) e R x RY: Just. Hyt + Hyx + H,u + Hy € H}
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for some appropriate matrices H;, H,, H,, and Hy, and a regular cone H.
Provided that H,u € H implies that H,u = 0, Ben-Tal and Nemirovski [9,
Proposition 2.3.2] show that the epigraph of h™ admits the conic representation

epi(h™)={(t,z,w) € R x R x Ry :Ju s.t. Hyt + Hyx + Hyu + How € H} .

While [9] present this conic representation only for conic quadratic repre-
sentable functions, the result and its proof immediately extend to regular
cones H as discussed in [9, Section 2.3.7]. O

We end this subsection by introducing the mixed-binary set

W::{(B,'r,é)eRqXRpr; hilBi) < i, Vi€ ol _ } (5)
ﬁi,l(l — 51) = O7 Cl,Bl S Ci, Vi e [p]

where AC{0,1}", h; : R—R is a proper lower semicontinuous convex function

with h;(0) = 0, C, is a closed convex cone, and j3; 1 denotes the first component

of the subvector 8;. The set W will serve as the primary substructure for char-

acterizing the closed convex hulls of the sets H and 7 in Section 3. Note that

by the definition of the perspective function, the set W can be reformulated as

h+ i ’6i < iy VE 5
W=l (8.y.6) crIx ke x A 1 0 <y Vel |
CiBi € Ci, Vi € [p]

We next show that W is an instance of the conic mixed-binary set (4).

Lemma 3 Consider the mized-binary set W as defined in (5). Then, for all
i € [p], by letting

0" 1 0
T
0
oy = (ﬂ,,’}/z), A, = €1 s Bz = (1) s Kl = epl(hj') X Ci, (6)
0

0’ o
C; 0

and K = X ;e Ki, we arrive at W = S(4,K).

Proof Note that for every i € [d] the constraint h) (8i1,0;) < 7; is simply
(vi, Bin, 6i) € epi(h;). As h; is a proper lower semicontinuous convex function
with h;(0) = 0, by Lemma 1, epi(h;") is a convex cone containing the origin.
Thus, letting «; := (B8;,y;) for all i € [p], we can express the requirements
(74, Bi1,0;) € epi(h™) and C;B; € C; in the conic form A;a; + B;d; € K; with
the data given in (6). Hence, we have W = S(A,K) with K = x;¢,) K;. O

In the next subsection, we first characterize the closed convex hull of S(4,K),
and then provide a description for clconv(W) using its conic mixed-binary
representation.
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2.2 Conic binary sets

Our results in this subsection and also later on rely on Carathéodory’s theorem.
Carathéodory’s theorem states that if a point lies in the convex hull of a finite-
dimensional set, it can be written as a convex combination of a finite number
of points from the original set. We first establish a description for the convex
hull of §(A, K).

Proposition 1 Consider the set S(A,K) defined as in (4), where A C {0,1}",
K = Xcq Ki, and each K; is a convex cone containing the origin for every

i € [p]. Then, we have conv(S(A,K)) = S(conv(A),K).

Proof We will proceed by showing that conv(S(A,K)) C S(conv(A),K) and
conv(S(4,K)) 2 S(conv(A), K). The first direction trivially holds as K is con-
vex and conv(ANDB) C conv(A)Nconv(B). Therefore, we focus on establishing
conv(S(A,K)) D S(conv(A),K). Consider (&, d) € S(conv(A), K). Then, as
d € conv(A), by Carathéodory’s theorem, we have § = > kelq] A0 for some
finite ¢, 6" € A, and A\, > 0 with Zke[q} Ar = 1. For each k € [q], we construct

the vector a* with subvectors a¥ as follows

a;,, ifd;=0
ak = 071/51, 1f517£0and 5521
0, if §; # 0 and 6F =0

Next, we prove that (af,§%) € S(A,K) by showing that A;af + B;6F € K;
for all k € [¢] and i € [p]. Consider any index i € [p]. Note that as (&, d) €
S(conv(A),K), we have A;&; + B;o; € K;. If §, = 0, then A;&; € K;. Also,
we have &f = 0 for all k € [g] because §; = Y40 AkdF = 0, A, > 0, and
8k € {0,1} for every k € [g]. Thus, the point (af,§¥) satisfies A;af + B;6F =

17
A,a; € K; for every k € [q] If 6; 75 0, then Al(&l/&) + B; € K, as K;
is a cone. Moreover, as &; # 0, there exists at least one index k € [g] with
§F = 1. For any k € [q] such that 6% = 1, by definition (a¥,dF) = (a;/d;, 1)
and thus it satisfies A;af + B;0F = A;(&;/6;) + B; € K;. Finally, for any
k € [q] such that 6% = 0, as §; # 0, by definition (a,d¥) = (0,0) and thus it
satisfies A;a¥ + B;6¥ = 0 € K; as K; contains the origin. All in all, we have
shown that A;af + B;0% € K; for all k € [¢] and i € [p], which implies that
(o, 6%) € S(A,K) for all k € [q].

We next prove that (&, §) = > kelq] (e, 8%). Recall that § = > kelq] Py L
where 6 € A for all k € [q]. Then, §; = > kelq] ApoF = Zke[q]zsle A holds

for all i € [p]. Moreover, for any i € [p] with §; # 0, from the definition of a*,
we deduce that

Z )\kaf = Z )\kaf + Z )\kaf =
kelq]

ke(q]:6k=1 k€[q]:6F=0

Qi

_i Z A = @y,

v ke[q]:éle

=]
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where the last equality follows from §; = Zke[q]: sF=1 Ak. Furthermore, for
any i € [p] with §; = 0, by the definition of a* we have > keld] Aok =
>kejg Wi = o Thus, we conclude that (@,0) = > kelq] A (aF, 8%), which
shows (@, d) € conv(S(A4,K)), as desired. O

The main result of this section depends on the following conditions.

Assumption 1 There exist a point § € A with §; = 1 for every i € [p]. For
any (@, 0;) € R™ x Ry, if A;a; + B;6; € cl(K;), then A;a; + B;o; € K.
Additionally, B; € K; for every i € [p].

The first condition in Assumption 1 holds without loss of generality. Sup-
pose that there exist an index ¢ € [d] such that for any § € A, §; = 0. In
this case, the continuous subvector «; has no link with the binary value ;.
Hence, the convex hull of S(A,K) can be computed from the convex hull of
a lower dimensional set obtained by eliminating the subvector «; from a and
the value 0; from &. The elimination process continues until the first condition
is met. In addition, the second condition implies that K; and its closure coin-
cides for any §; > 0. All closed cones K; and also all cones that arise as the
epigraph of the perspective function h™ of any proper lower semicontinuous
and convex function h with h(0) = 0 satisfy this second condition; see the
proof of Lemma 2.

The next theorem gives the closed convex hull characterization of S(A, K).

Theorem 1 Under assumptions of Proposition 1 and Assumption 1, we have
cleonv(S(A4,K)) = S(conv(A), cl(K)).

Proof We proceed by showing that clconv(S(A,K)) C S(conv(A), cl(K)) and
cleonv(S(A4,K)) D S(conv(A),cl(K)). The first direction trivially holds as
conv(A) is a bounded polytope, K is a convex set, and clconv(4A N B) C
clconv(A)Ncl conv(B). Therefore, in the sequel we focus on cl conv(S(A,K)) D
S(conv(A),cl(K)). Consider any (a,8) € S(conv(A),cl(K)). Then as § €
conv(A), by Carathéodory’s theorem, we have § = > kelq] 6% for some finite
g, ¥ € A, and A\, > 0 with Zke[q} Ar = 1. Moreover, we also have A;a; +
B;d; € cl(K;). For all i € [p], we let &; := & - sign(8;) and &; = a; - (1 —
sign(6;)) so that (&, ;) = (é&,6;) + (&4,0), and we define the vectors & and
& based on the subvector &; and &, respectively.

We first prove that (&,d) € conV(S(A K)). Recall that § € conV(A)
Consider any index i € [p]. If §; = 0, then é&; = 0, which implies that A;é&; +
B;6; = 0 € K; as K; contains the origin. Moreover, if 6; # 0, then &; = a&; and
A;é;+ Bo; = Aja; + B;o; € cl(K;). Then, as §; # 0, by the second condition
in Assumption 1, we conclude that A;é&;+B;0; € K;. Hence, A;é&;+ B;60; € K;
for all i € [p], and we have (&,d) € S(conv(A),K). Then, the claim follows
from Proposition 1 as S(conv(A),K) = conv(S(4, K)).

We next show that (&, 0) € S(conv(A),cl(K)). Consider any index i € [p].

Recall that &; = a; - (1 — blgn(éz)) f 0; # 0, then a; = 0 and we have A;&; =
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0 € cl(K;) as K; contains the origin. Additionally, if §; = 0, then &; = @&
and we have A;&; = A;a; + B;d; € cl(K;) (as (&,0) € S(conv(A), cl(K)) and
(@,8) = (&,8) + (&,0)). Thus, these two observations together imply that
(&,0) € S(conv(A),cl(K)).

Next, we write (&, 0) as the sum of limit points in S(A,K). By the first
condition in Assumption 1, for any j € [d], there exists a vector 87 € A with
5; = 1. Using these binary vectors and introducing the vectors &?,j € [d],

J

with subvectors &; := &; and d{ := 0 for i # j, we have

(6,0) = lim. o Y, g (69 /2, 89).

Note that the points (dj/s,sj)ie S(A,K) for any € > 0 and j € [d]. First
consider any j € [d] such that §; # 0. Then, from &; = a; - (1 — sign(d;))
we deduce that d; = &; = 0. As by definition d{ = 0 for all i # j, we
conclude that for any j € [d] such that §; # 0 we must have &/ = 0. Then,
for all i € [p], Ai(&l/e) + B;d! = B;d) € K; where the last relation follows
from B; € K; (see Assumption 1). Thus, we conclude (&7 /¢,d7) € S(A,K)
for all j € [d] such that §; # 0. Now consider any j € [d] such that ¢; = 0.
Then, by definition we have d; = &; and af = 0 for ¢ # j. Hence, we
have Ajdg = Aja; + B;5; € c(K;) (as (a,8) € S(conv(A),cl(K))) and
Bje € cl(K;) (as B; € K; by Assumption 1). Since cl(K;) is a convex cone,
we deduce that Ajdg: + Bje € cl(K;). Since ¢ > 0 and thus by applying
the second condition in Assumption 1 we conclude Ai(dg/e) + ngg € K;.
Moreover, for i # j, we have Ai(dg/s) + Bzgf = Blgf € K, where the last
relation follows from B; € K; (see Assumption 1). Altogether, these show that
(& /e,87) € S(A,K) for all j € [d].
Using these relations, we may thus write

(@, 8) = lim, o Y kelq (1 —ed)(é&, d) + Yield e(al e, 87).

Then, (&,d) is written as the limit of convex combinations of points from
S(A,K). Thus, (&, d) € clconv(S(A,K)), as desired. |

In Section 3 we will see that the set W plays a crucial role in characterizing
the closed convex hulls of H and 7. Thus, we next present the characteriza-
tion of clconv(W) using its conic representation discussed in Lemma 3 and
Theorem 1.

Proposition 2 Consider the mized-binary set W as defined in (5). If for any
1 € [p] there exists a point § € A with §; =1, then

hY i 1572 < iy Vi € ,
cleonv(W) = { (B,7,8) € R? x RP x conv(A) : T(Bi,0:) <~ i € [p] '
C;B; € C;, Vi€ [p]
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Proof Recall that Lemma 3 states that W = S(A,K) with the parameters
specified in (6). By Lemma 1, each epi(h;) is a convex cone containing the
origin. Hence, K; := epi(h;") x C; is also a convex cone containing the origin
(as C; is a closed convex cone as well by assumption). Therefore, the require-
ments of Proposition 1 are met. In the following we verify the conditions in
Assumption 1. The first condition holds as we have assumed that for any
i € [p| there exists a § € A with §; = 1. For all ¢ € [p], by Lemma 2, we
have cl(K;) = epi(h]T) x C; as C; is assumed to be closed. Thus, the second
condition of Assumption 1 easily follows from the definitions of the perspective
function and its closure. Finally, notice that h;" (0, 1) = h(0) = 0, implying that
(0,0,1) € epi(h;). Additionally, 0 € C; as C; is a closed convex cone. Hence,
B; € K, for all i € [p], and the last condition of Assumption 1 also holds.
Therefore, from Theorem 1 we deduce that clconv(WW) is obtained by replac-
ing the set A and the cones K; with conv(A) and cl(K;), respectively. Finally,
as K; = epi(h;) x C;, from Lemma 2 we deduce that cl(K;) = epi(hT) x C;,
which then concludes the proof. a

We finally conclude by introducing a lemma, which illustrates how to char-
acterize the convex hull of a set that is obtained by adding a simple linking
constraint to the direct product of sets and a sufficient condition for taking the
closure of a set in an extended formulation form. This technical result allows
us to study separable structures such as the one arising in H in a simplified
manner as well as taking the closure of convex hulls given in a lifted space.
The proof of this lemma is presented in Appendix A.

Lemma 4 The following holds:
(i) Let V = {(t,pn) : 3t s.t. (u,t) €U, 1Tt =71} for some set U. Then

conv(V) = {(r, ) : 3t s.t. (u,t) € conv(U), 1"t =7}

(i) Let V={p :3In € U s.t. An = p, Bn = b} for some non-empty convex
set U, matrices A and B, and vector b. Suppose that there exists a point
n* € rint(U) satisfying the condition Bn* = b. If additionally n=0 is the
only vector in the set rec({n € cl(U) : An =0, Bn = b}), then

(V) ={p:3In € clUf) s.t. An =, Bn = b}.

3 Applications

In this section we analyze the convex hull of the sets H and 7 defined in (2)
and (3), respectively. We assume that all univariate functions vanish at zero.
This in fact holds without loss of any generality if zero is in the domain of the
functions. In this case, we can always define a new function by subtracting the
constant term h(0) from h.
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We will employ a simple yet powerful proof strategy to characterize the
closed convex hull of the sets H and 7. In the first step, we identify the re-
cessive directions of the given set, and study the associated sets that are aug-
mented by adding these recessive directions. In particular, such augmented
sets admit extended formulations with new binary variables and complemen-
tary restrictions that model the recessive directions. In the second step, we
demonstrate that the original complementary restrictions can be eliminated
from these new sets in the extended space. Finally, using perspective func-
tions, we transform these new sets into the form of the set YW and leverage
Proposition 2 along with Lemma 4.

3.1 Separable functions

As a warm up for the subsequent sections, we start by analyzing the separable
function case in this subsection. Recall the mixed-binary set

Yicig hi(wi) <7, }

H=<(r,z,2) ERXx X x Z: ‘
zi(1—2) =0, Vi€ [d]

This type of set arises as substructure in a number of applications such as
Markowitz portfolio selection [23], network design [26], sparse learning [13, 52],
and low-rank regression [10]. The result of this section relies on the following
assumption.

Assumption 2 The set X = {x ¢ R : z; >0, Vi € T}. For any i € [d],
there exists a point z € Z C {0, 1}d such that z; = 1. The function h; : R — R
is proper, lower semicontinuous and convex with h;(0) =0 for all i € [d].

Theorem 2 Under Assumption 2, the set H defined in (2) satisfies
cleconv(H) = {(T,a:,z) ER X X x conv(Z) : Zie[d] hT (@, 2) < 7'}.

Theorem 2 extends [50, Thereom 3| by allowing sign-constrained continu-
ous variables and proper functions. Wei et al. [50] prove the convex hull result
by showing that the support function of H and the set presented in Theorem 2
coincide when 7 = @ and h is real-valued. In contrast, our proof is constructive
and make use of the hidden conic structure introduced by the perspective func-
tion. As a by product, it allows us to easily include nonnegativity constraints
on the set X.

We demonstrate the importance of the requirement imposed on the binary
set Z in Assumption 2 with an example. If Z = {0}, then the set H simplifies
to H = {(7,0,0) : 7 > 0}. Thus, clconv(H) = H. In contrast, Theorem 2 with
no restriction on Z would suggest that the set {(7,x,0) : 3,y hf (2:,0) < 7}
gives the closed convex hull of H, which may not be correct in this simple case.
The requirement on the binary set Z, however, holds without loss of generality.
If there exist an index ¢ € [d] such that for any z € Z, z; = 0, then x; = 0 due
to the logical constraint x;(1 — z;) = 0. Thus, we can eliminate z; and z; from
the set H and compute clconv(H) from a lower dimensional set.
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Proof of Theorem 2 We first introduce the auxiliary mixed-binary set

H= {(-’B,zt) €X x ZxR: hi(wi) < ti, Vi € [d], }

By letting B; := (z;),v :=t,0 := 2,A:= Z,C; = 1,C; = Ry, the set H can
be represented as an instance of the set W defined as in (5). Hence, applying
Proposition 2 yields

cleonv(H) = {(z,2,t) € X x Zx R : hI (4, 2) < t;, Vi€ [d]}.

In the following we characterize clconv(#) in terms of clconv(#). Notice that
H={(r,x,z): It s.t. (x,2,t) € H, 1"t =1} Therefore, applying Lemma 4 (i)
yields conv(H)={(r,z, z) : 3t s.t. (x,2,t) € conv(H), 17t = 7}. By letting

p=(1,z,2), n:=(r,x 2,t), U :=R x conv(H),
A= Iy, 0], B:=(-1,0,0,1)", b:=0,

we can apply Lemma 4 (ii) to conclude that
cleonv(H) = {(1,2,2) : It s.t. (1,2, 2,t) €R x cleonv(H), 1"t =7}. (7)

This holds because the first requirement of Lemma 4 (ii) is trivially satisfied
as the variable 7 is free to choose from the set U. In addition, An = 0 if
n € {(0,0,0,t) : 1Tt = 0} = {0}, where the equality holds because, by
definition of U, AT (0,0) = 0 < ¢; enforcing t to be the vector of all zeros. The
proof concludes by using the relation (7) and then applying Fourier-Motzkin
elimination [21] to project out ¢. O

We conclude this section by a remark for the case of totally unimodular
binary sets. The set Z = {z € {0,1}¢: Fz < f} is totally unimodular if the
matrix F' is totally unimodular and the vector f is integer-valued. Recall that
every square submatrix of a totally unimodular matrix has determinant 0, +1
or —1. Examples of totally unimodular sets include cardinality constraint set,
in which Z = {z € {0,1}¢ : 17z < &} for some & € [d], weak hierarchy set,
where Z = {z € {0,1}¢: z4 < > ic(a—1) %}, and strong hierarchy set, where
Z={z2€{0,1}4: 24 <z, Vie[d-1]}.

Remark 2 Suppose that the set Z = {z € {0,1}¢ : Fz < f} is totally uni-
modular. Then, under Assumptions 2, we have

conv(H) = {(T,w,z) ERx X x[0,1]: Yicl M (@i, z) <7, Fz < f} .
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3.2 Rank-1 functions with X = R¢

Recall the mixed-binary set
T={(rz,2) ERxXx Z: hla"z) <7, 2;(1—2)=0, Vie[d},

where we assume that the vector a € R? satisfies a; # 0 for all i € [d]. In this
section we will consider the case that X = R?. This type of set appears as a
substructure in sparse regression [12, 52] and sparse classification [13, 50].

For a given set Z C {0, 1}d, we construct a graph Gz = (V, E), where
V' = [d] denotes its nodes, E denotes its edge, and {i,j} € F if and only if
i # j and there exits a vector z € Z with z; = z; = 1. The structure of
Z, as represented by its associated graph Gz, plays an important role in the
description of conv(T).

3.2.1 Connected graph

Our result relies on the following assumption.

Assumption 3 The set X = R?. The set Z C {0,1}" satisfies Z # {0}. The
graph Gz associated with Z is connected. The vector a € R satisfies a; # 0
for all i € [d]. The function h : R — R is proper, lower semicontinuous, and
convex with h(0) = 0.

Theorem 3 Under Assumption 3, the set T defined in (3) satisfies
h(a"x,w) <7, }

cleonv(T) =< (1,2,2) E R xR xR : Jw € R s.t.
(w, z) € conv(4;)

where Ay = {(w,z) € {0,1} x Z: w<1Tz}.

Theorem 3 provides a compact extended formulation for clconv(7) by
introducing a single binary variable w and finitely many linear constraints de-
scribing conv(A;). The variable w embeds the entire complexity of describing
cleconv(T) into the complexity of characterizing conv(A;), a polyhedral set.
Another advantage of Theorem 3 is that it does not require a complete de-
scription of conv(A;) to be known in advance when solving the mixed-binary
problem with a solver; one can simply provide the binary formulation for A
to the solver instead of conv(A;). Moreover, as the set A; is defined by linear
inequalities and today’s commercial optimization solvers have advanced fea-
tures to dynamically generate effective cuts for binary (or mixed-integer) sets
defined by linear inequalities, solvers easily and automatically generate strong
cuts that approximate the convex hulls of such sets as Aq. This is in particular
crucial when conv(A;) is difficult to characterize completely. In such cases, our
formulation enables the users to rely on the optimization software to generate
effective cuts on the fly.

In contrast to our compact extended formulation, Wei et al. [50, Thereom 1]
give an ideal formulation in the original space of variables for cl conv(7). This
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ideal formulation, however, relies on an explicit formulation for conv(Z\ {0}).
Specifically, [50, Proposition 1] shows that

conv(Z\ {0}) = conv(Z) N {z €{0,1}": vTz>1, ¥y e .7:}

for some finite set F C RY. Using this observation, Wei et al. [50, Theorem 1]
proves that

h(aTz) < Z
clconv(’T):{(T,m,z)eRdede: (a’z) <7, = € conv(2), } (8)

h(a'z,v"z) <7, Vy€F

This description of clconv(7T) requires access to F, i.e., the explicit inequality
description of conv(Z\ {0}) which may not be easy to attain. Furthermore, the
set F can be very complex with possibly exponentially many (in the dimension
d) inequalities and then the set in (8) will have exponentially many nonlinear
convex inequalities. Nonlinear convex constraints as opposed to linear ones are
often more expensive to handle by the optimization solvers, and this makes the
ideal formulation given in (8) quite impractical from a computational stand-
point whenever |F| is large. Furthermore, to the best of our knowledge, the
cut generation strategies for the nonlinear constraints as opposed to the linear
ones are rather limited in today’s optimization solvers. Thus, the nonlinear
inequalities included in formulation (8) would have a rather limited effect on
the solvers in terms of generating further cuts on the fly beyond what the user
specifies.

To prove Theorem 3, we first make an observation about the recessive
direction of T.

Lemma 5 Under Assumption 3, if (1,x,z)€clconv(T), then for any € €R™
satisfying a' & = 0 we have (1, + &, 2) € cleconv(T).

Proof As Gz = (V, E) is a connected graph, there exists a path of length k > d
visiting all nodes in the graph. Let 41,...,ix4+1 be the nodes we visit in such
a path. Then, there is an edge between node i; to node ¢;41, and hence, by
definition of Gz, there exists a binary vector z! € Z such that zfl = zglﬂ =1
for any [ € [k]. Additionally, let M := @ and M be the set of nodes we visit
after j — 1 steps in a such path for any j € [k + 1]. Note that each M; is a set
containing only unique values from the set [d]. For instance, M; = {i;} and
M1 = [d] as we visit all nodes after k steps.
Based on &, we construct the vectors x,1 € [k], as follows
b Xgemi YT Djem %

T = i €,
I4+17
iy Qipyq

where e; € R? denotes the ith unit basis of R?. By construction, for every
I € [k], = satisfies @' x! = 0, and the support of ! is covered by the binary
vector z! € Z. Note also that

l ZjeMl a;T; ZjeMl a;T;
le[k]

Qa a;
lelk] “ 41
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D jem, GTj D iem, GTj D ieMo BT
e, — €, | - —————e

(2] il

a; a; a;
le[k] (2 T41 1
2 jemiys YT ‘
+ ] e'Lk+1
a1k+1

J_fiei =x

Z Zje/\/ll a;rj — Zje/\/ll,l a‘j‘rje' . Z
1 T

as,

le[k+1] i€ld]

where the first equality follows from the construction of ', the second equality
holds because ¢ v, a;7; = 0 (as Mo = @) and 3¢ vy, ., 0T = a'z=0
(as Mg41 = [d]). The third equality holds by rearranging the summation,
while the final equality follows from the fact that for any [ € [k + 1] the
expression D c v, @575 — X ienm, , %L = @i, T, if we visit node i; for the
first time after [ — 1 step and = 0 otherwise, and the fact that the path we
consider visits all nodes. Hence, we conclude Zle[k] x! = .

As h(a"z!) = h(0) = 0, and the support of A\x! and 2! are the same, we
conclude that (0, Ax!, 2!) € T for every A\ € R and [ € [k]. Since clconv(T) is
both closed and convex, we have

_ o . )\_k 1 1 1
(me+@,z) = AETOO T(T,CB,Z) + Z — (0, z", 2")| € clconv(T),

>

where the equality holds as Zle[k] 2! = z. Thus, the claim follows. a
Inspired by the set 7, we then introduce the mixed-binary set

h(s) <1, a'x=s,

T =< (1,2, 25w eRxRIxRIxRxR : ., (9
{( ) s(1 —w) =0, (w,z)EAl} ©)

where A is defined as in Theorem 3. Note that 7 admits the representation
T = {(T,:c,z) c3s,w st (1,2, 2,8,w) €T, x;(1 —2;) =0, Vi€ [d]}

However, we establish that clconv(7) can be obtained solely from 7T using the
result of Lemma 5. In particular, all individual complementary relations be-
tween the continuous variables x; and the binary variables z; can be dropped in
the description of clconv (7). This results in a considerably simpler represen-
tation involving only a single complementary relation (between the continuous
variable s and the binary variable w) given in 7. In fact, we will see that the
variable w essentially models the logical constraint z =0 = a'x = 0.

Proposition 3 Under Assumption 3, we have
cleonv(T) = cleonv ({(7, @, z) : s, w s.t. (1,@,2,s,w) €T }),

where T is as defined in (9).
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Proof By Lemma 5, the set
R:={(7,2,2) eRxR'xR?": 7=0, 2=0, a'z =0}
is contained in rec(7). Thus, clconv(7T) = clconv(T 4+ R). Define the set
T ={(r,2,2) ERxR*x Z: h(a'z) <7, 2=0 = a'z=0}.

We first prove that 7/ = T + R by showing that T+ R C T and T+R D T".

(©) This is immediate as 7 C 7’ and by definition of 7’ for any & such
that @' = 0 we have (0, z, 0) is a recessive direction in 7.

(D) Consider any (,,2) € T'. Then, h(a"z) <7 and z € Z. If z =0,
then as (7,2, 2) € T’ we have a' = 0 which implies h(a"x) = h(0) =0 < 7.
Then, (1,z,2) = (7,0,2) + (0,2,0) € T + R (as (1,0,z) € T always holds
and also a’x = 0 implies (0,x,0) € R). Else, there exists i € [d] such that
z; = 1. Define & := = — %ei. Then, a' = 0 implying a' (x — &) = a'x
and h(a'(x — x)) = h(a"x) < 7. Moreover, since = — T = ‘ifmei, we have
(z; — %;)(1 — 2;) = 0 satisfied for all i € [d]. Therefore, (T,@ — Z,z) € T from
which we conclude that (7, x, 2) = (1,2—, 2)+(0,2,0) € T+R (asa'@ =0
implies (0,Z,0) € R).

Thus, we showed that 7/ = 7 + R. Now, note that (r,z,z) € 7' if and
only if there exists w € {0,1} such that w < 17z and (a'z)(1 —w) = 0. This
easily holds because there exists w € {0, 1} satisfying (a'z)(1 — w) = 0 and
w<1Tzifand only if z =0 = a'x = 0. Therefore, (7,x,2) € 7' if and
only if there exists w € {0,1} and s € R such that (7,z,s,z,w) € T. Put it

differently, we have 7' = Proj, ., .(7), which implies that
cleonv(T) = cleonv(T + R) = cleonv(T") = clconv(Proj, ,, .(T)).
Hence, the claim follows. O
Based on Lemma 2 and Proposition 3, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.
Proof of Theorem 3 Recall the definition of 7 and A;. By letting
Bi=(s,x), y:=1, 6 := (w,2), A:=A,, C;=[-1,a"], C; = {0},

we can represent the set T as an instance of the set W defined as in (5). Then,
Proposition 2 yields

hm(s,w) <7, a'x=s, }

cleonv(T) =< (1,2, z,5,w) ERXRIXRIXRXR:
(w, z) € conv(4y)

In the following we characterize cl conv(7) in terms of cl conv(T ). From Propo-
sition 3, we deduce

cleonv(T) = cl (conv(Proj, , ,(T))) = cl (Proj, , . (conv(T))).
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By letting
M = (T7m7z)7 T’ = (T’ m? z’ S’ w)’ u = COHV(T)7
A :=[I;.1, 0], B:=0", b:=0,

we observe that Proj, , ,(conv(T)) = {p : In € U s.t. An = p, Bn = b}
as in Lemma 4 (ii). Note also that the first requirement of Lemma 4 (ii) is
trivially satisfied as the matrix B equals zero. In addition, n € cl(U) satisfies
An=0ifn e {(0,0,0,5,w):s=a'x=0,(w,0) € conv(A;)} = {0}, where
the equality holds because, by definition of A; we have 0 < w < 1"z which
enforces w = 0 as z = 0. Thus, we can apply Lemma 4 (ii) to conclude that

cleonv(T) = {(7,x,2) : Is,w s.t. (1, x, z,s,w) € clconv(T)}. (10)
This completes the proof. a

It is important to note that the description of conv(A;) may not be readily
available from conv(Z) even if Z is an integral or a totally unimodular set.

Ezample 1 Consider the set Z = {z € {0,1}? : 21 = 2}, which is integral
and totally unimodular. By definition, the resulting A; is given by 4A; =
{(w,2z) € {0,1}® : w < 21 + 22, 21 = 22}. Furthermore, conv(4;) = {(w,2) €
[0,1]3 : w < 21, 21 = 2z2}. We thus observe that the continuous relaxation of A;
and its convex hull conv(A;) are different. For example, the point z; = 2o = 0.5
and w = 1 is in the continuous relaxation of A; but it is not in conv(4;). O

In the sequel we examine the description of conv(A;) for some simple inte-
gral sets Z of interest. The proofs of these results are provided in Appendix A.
We start with the case when Z is defined by a cardinality constraint, which
leads to an immediate totally unimodular representation of A;.

Lemma 6 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}¢: 17z < k} for some x € [d]. Then
conv(4;) = {(w,z) € [0, N w<1T2, 172 < K}.

We next study the case of weak hierarchy constraints; in this case, A; also
admits a totally unimodular representation.

Lemma 7 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}%: 25 < Yicla—1 %i}- Then

conv(Ay) = {(wvz) €10, w < ¥iepam #ir 24 < Diepa—yy Zv} :

For general Z, in the same spirit of [50], we can take advantage of the fact
that the set conv(Z\{0}) is a polytope to give an explicit description of
conv(A;) based on the description of conv(Z\{0}). In particular, suppose
that conv(Z\ {0}) admits the following representation

2! ,j >1, Vke Kk,
) (11)

conv(Z\{0}) =<{zeR?: F'z >0,
(Z\{0}) { - szfgl,VZeﬁ

Note that the representation of conv(Z\ {0}) in (11) is without loss of gener-
ality as we can always scale each inequality to have right hand side value in

{~1,0,1}.
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Lemma 8 Given the representation conv(Z\ {0}) in (11), we have

2T fif >w, Vk €K,
conv(Ay) = (w,z) e R FO2 >0, 2T f7 <1, Vie L,
szf §sz]j', Vke C,Vlie L

We conclude this section by examining the case of strong hierarchy constraints.
Unlike the previous two cases, the set A; does not immediately admit a to-
tally unimodular representation. Therefore, we utilize Lemma 8 to characterize
conv(A;) for strong hierarchy constraints.

Lemma 9 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}¢: 24 < 2;, Vi € [d — 1]}. Then,

wSZz _ Zl—(d_2)zda
conv(4) = {(waz> O vie- }

3.2.2 General graph

We now examine a general graph Gz partitioned into p € [d] connected sub-
graphs. Without loss of generality, we assume that the subvector z; is associ-
ated with the variables in the ith partition. Such indexing allows us to simplify
the evaluation of the rank-1 function as

hia'x) = Z h(a; x;) (12)

i€[p]

because it is not possible to have two indices j, k € [d] with z; = z; = 1 from
two different subgraphs. Our result relies on the following assumption.

Assumption 4 The set X = R%. The set Z C {0, 1}d. The graph Gz associ-
ated with Z is partitioned into p € [d] connected subgraphs, while the subvector
z; corresponds to the variables in the ith partition. For any partition i € [p],
there exists a subvector z; # 0. The vector a € RY satisfies a; # 0 for all
i € [d]. The function h : R — R is proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex
with h(0) = 0.

Theorem 4 Under Assumption 4, the set T defined in (3) satisfies

Zie[p] h(a @, wi) <7 }

cleonv(T) =< (1,x,2) ERXxRIxR?: Jw e RP s.t.
(w, z) € conv(A4,)

where Ay = {(w,z) € {0,1}" x Z:w; <17z, Vi€ [p]}.
Wei et al. [50, Thereom 2] give an extended formulation for conv(7) that

involves 2p(d + 1) additional variables. Their formulation relies on having a
description of conv(Z;), where Z; := {z € Z:z; =0, Vj # i}, as the system
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of linear inequalities C;z < ¢; for every i € [p]. In particular, they suppose
that for every i € [p] we have access to a finite set F; C R? satisfying

conv(Z;\ {0}) = conv(Z;) N {z c{0,1}%: 4T z2>1, Vv € .7:2},
and based on this Wei et al. [50, Theorem 2] provide clconv(7) as the set
{(T,w,z) eR xR x[0,1]9: 3% € R, 2 € [0,1]%,¢ € R”,w € [0, 1]? s.t.
> el Tt =, > el Zi=21"t=71Tw=1, C;z° < cyw;, Vi € [p]
W (@' &, w;) < ti, h™(a &'~ 2) <7, Vv € Fi, Vi € [p}}.

In contrast, Theorem 4 provides a compact extended formulation for ¢l conv(7)
by introducing a single binary vector in w € RP and more importantly replac-
ing the complexity of having explicit descriptions of convex hulls of several
sets such as conv(Z;) and conv(Z;\ {0}) with the complexity of a single set
A, that is obtained from Z by adding p additional binary variables and p
additional linear constraints.

Inspired by the set T, we introduce the mixed-binary set

h(s;) < ti, a] x; = si, Vi € [p]

T =< (x,2,8 w,t) cRTIIPIPIP . 5. (1 ;) =0, Vi € [p] . (13)
(w,z) € A,

Theorem 4 relies on the following auxiliary results, whose proofs are omit-
ted for brevity because they follow the same path as those in Section 3.2.1.
Additionally, the proof of Theorem 4 is relegated to Appendix A.

Lemma 10 Under Assumption 4, if (1,@,z) €clconv(T), then for any & € R™
satisfying a; ®; = 0 for all i € [p], we have (T, + Z, z) € clconv(T).

Proposition 4 Under Assumption /4, we have
clconv(7) = clconv ({(T,:mz) c3ds,w,t s.t. (x,z,8,w.t) € 7~'7 17t = T}) ,

where T is as defined in (13).

We provide a characterization for A, in Lemma A.1 in Appendix A.

3.3 Rank-1 functions with sign-constrained continuous variables

Recall the mixed-binary set
T={(r2,2) ERxXxZ: h(a"z) <7, z;(l—2%)=0, Vie[d}.

In this section we consider the case where X = {& € R? : x; > 0,Vi € T}
for some Z C [d] and Z C {0,1}%. This type of set appears as a substructure
in fixed-charge network problems [51], smooth signal estimation [27], outlier
detection [25], and nonnegative least squares regression. Our result relies on
the following assumption.
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Assumption 5 The set X = {x € R? : x; > 0, Vi € I} for some set T C [d].
For any i,j € [d], there exists a point z € Z C {0, 1}d such that z; = z; = 1.
The vector a € R? satisfies a; # 0 for all i € [d]. The function h : R — R is
nonlinear, proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex with h(0) = 0.

Examples of boolean sets Z that satisfy Assumption 5 include cardinality
constraint set with parameter x € [d]\{1}, weak hierarchy set, and strong
hierarchy set. Note that when the parameter of the cardinality constraint is
set k = 1, we have Z = {z € {0,1}* : 1Tz < 1}. This case is simple as Z
is totally unimodular, and the logical constraint x;(1 — z;) = 0, Vi € [d] along
with 1Tz < 1 enforces that at most one z; can be nonzero. Since h(0) = 0,
we infact have h(a'x) = > ie(q) P(aiz;). Thus, Remark 2 is applicable and we
arrive at

conv(T) =< (1,2,2) ER x X x [0,1]¢: R (a2, 2;) < T, Z 7 <1
i€[d] i€[d]

In the following we consider more challenging binary sets Z.

Theorem 5 Under Assumption 5, the set T defined in (3) satisfies

Zie[d] h™(a;s;,w;) <,
0<s; <z, Viel,

)
a's=a'zx,

cleonv(T) =X (1,2, 2) ERx X xR%: Is,w s.t.
(w, z) € conv(£2)
where 2 := {(w,z) € {0,1}" x 2: 1Tw <1, w < z}.

Remark 3 When Z = {0, 1}d and h is real-valued, Han and Gémez [27, Propo-
sition 3] give an extended formulation for cl conv(7T). Their proof involves two
steps. The first step is based on [27, Theorem 1], which employs a support
function argument and a disjunctive programming method to obtain a lifted
description of clconv(T) with 2d? + 6d + 4 additional variables. The second
step employs the Fourier-Motzkin elimination method to reduce the number
of additional variables to 2d. Extending this proof technique to include com-
binatorial constraints on Z, however, is not straightforward (if possible at all)
as both steps heavily rely on the properties of the unconstrained set {0, 1}d.
For example, even if Z = &, the support function argument requires the un-
derlying graph of Z to be connected, as shown in [50, Theorem 1]. In contrast,
Theorem 5 introduces 2d additional variables w, s and leverages the relation
between the original binary variables z and the newly introduced the binary
variables w through the set 2. As a result, Theorem 5 reduces the complexity
of characterizing cl conv(7) to the complexity of characterizing conv(£2). 0O

To prove Theorem 3, we first make an observation about the recessive
direction of T.



24 Soroosh Shafiee, Fatma Kiling-Karzan

Lemma 11 Under Assumption 5, if (1,2, z) € clconv(T), then for any @ €
X satisfying a' & = 0 we have (1,2 + &, z) € clconv(T).

Proof Based on @, we introduce the index sets Ky = {k € [d] : arzy > 0}
and Ko = {k € [d] : axZi, < 0}. If Ks = K< = &, then & = 0 and the claim
trivially holds. In the following we assume that < and K. are both nonempty
(as @' = 0 either one of K~ and K. being nonempty implies the other is
also nonempty).

For every k € K< and | € K., we construct the vector

AT Ty AR TR
= = e+ [ =2 e
Zjel(:< ;T qu;c> Aqxq

By construction, z*! satisfies
aTxFl — (akalfljk>/(2jelc< a;Z;) + (akali'lfk)/(zqelc< aqTq) =0
since Y5 ajT; = — Yk agZq as @' @ = 0. We also have 2 € X as
sign(z') = sign(z;) and sign(z}') = sign(z;) and & € X. Furthermore by
Assumption 5, there exits a binary vector z* € Z such that zf! = 2} = 1.
Thus, the support of ¥ is covered by the binary vector z*.. Finally, note that

S S ol LR S D L

a;T; a,T
ke lEK < ke lEK < JG’C 73 keks €K< qers I
= E Trer + E e = E T;e; = .
keKs leK< i€[d]

Since h(a'z*) = h(0) = 0 and the support of x* is covered by 2", we
conclude (0, \x*! 2¥) € T for every A € R, k € K+, and | € K.. Define
= |Ks |- |[K<]|. Then, as clconv(T) is both closed and convex, we have

(r,z, 2) Z Z (0, \™, 2"y | € cl conv(T).

keKs leIC<

(T’ T+ :i’ Z) - kgr-fl:loo

Hence, the claim follows. a
We next introduce the auxiliary mixed-binary set
Te:= {(T,w,z) cds,w, t st (x,8,z,w,t) € ’7A'7 a'z=a's 17t = 7'},
where
h(aisi) <, Vi € [d},
T={ (@, z,8,w,t) EXXxRIX X xRIXR?: 5;(1 —w;) =0, Vi € [d], , (14)
(w,z)ef2, s; <z, VieT

and {2 is as defined in Theorem 5. We jlrst establish that the closed convex
hull of 7 can be obtained from the set T .
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Proposition 5 Under Assumption 5, we have clconv(T) = clconv(T ).
Proof From Lemma 11, we deduce that the set

R:={(7,2,2) ERXx X xR":7=0, 2=0, a'Z =

o
——

rove the

is contained in rec(7). Thus, clconv(T) = cleconv(T + R). We pi
R 2 T, (which

proposition by showing that clconv(7T) C clconv(T ) and T +
immediately implies clconv(7T + R) 2 clconv(T)).

(©) Let (r,z,2) € T.If a"x = 0, thenbysettmgsfw*tfﬂwe
see that (7,2, z) € T . Thus, we next focus on the case of @'« # 0. In this
case, (7,,z) may not necessarily be in T ,. Nonetheless, we will show that
(1,x,2z) € conv(T). To this end, we introduce the set K~ = {k € [d] :
(axzr)(aTx) > 0}, and the vector § := > kek. Thek. We next define the
points

~k ok ok a'é
(7%, &%, 27) = T,:I;—(S—ﬁ—ﬁek,z , VkeKs.

Note here that by definition of s, we have a, # 0 and z, # 0 for all k € <.
By construction, we have #% o (1 — 2¥) = 0 as (7,2, 2) € T, and also

a'd
a'2F=a'z—a'd+ —a'e,=a'zx.

nd (7%, &% 2%) € T for all
T frallkelC> To see

Thus, we have h(a'2F) = h(a'z) < 7 = #F
k

S

&k ))ek and W" := ej. Recall

gk

k € IC> Moreover We clalm that (7
this, define §* := (( &%) /ar)er, tF = (
that £ € K< and so zx # 0 and by deﬁmtlo * = z. Then, as (1,z,2) €
T we have z3,(1 — z;) = 0 which implies z; = 1. Thus, we deduce w* <
2%, Then, by construction of §* w*, £* we immediately conclude that the
following conditions

(&F, 8% 28wk t*) e T, a'&F =a' 8", 1TEF < #F

are satisfied. Furthermore, we have (7,@,2) = > ;o Ak(fk, 8k, 2), where
Ae = (arwr)/(a’d) (as we assumed that @'« # 0, the set K~ is nonempty
and a'd # 0, recall also the definition of K~ implies (axzy)/(a’d) > 0 for
all k) with Ay > 0 and >, Ax = 1. Thus, the point (,, 2) € conv(T ),
which establishes 7 C conv(T,), as desired. Since conv(7) is the smallest
convex set containing 7, we conclude conv(7) C conv(T ). Taking closure of
both side proves that clconv(7) C clconv(T ).

(D) Let (1,z,2) € Ts. Then, there exists s € X with s; < z; for all
i € T and w € {0,1}" with w < 2z, 5;(1 —w;) = 0 for all i € [d], and
1"w < 1 such that a' = a’s and Yicfq Mlaisi) < 7. We will next show
that (7,x,2) € T+R. From w € {0,1}" and 1T w < 1 we deduce that at most
one element of w is equal to 1. Then, through the constraints s;(1—w;) = 0 for
all i € [d] and w < z, we deduce that s has at most one nonzero element and
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si(1 — z;) = 0 for all i € [d] as well. Hence, the constraint } .y h(aisi) <7
implies that (7,s,2z) € T. Moreover, the vector € = x — s satisfies € € X
(as s; < z; for all i € ) and a'® = 0 (as a'x = a's). Thus, we have
(0,&,0) € R. Therefore, (1,x,2) = (1,8,2) + (0,2,0) € T + R, as required.
This implies that 7 + R D T . This completes the proof. O

We next show that conv(7 ) can be obtained from conv(%).

Lemma 12 Under Assumption 5, we have

_ ‘ ~
conv(T,) = {(T,a:,z) . 3s,w,t 5.t (x,8,2,w,t) € con:(T) } ’

1Tt=7,a's=a'x
where T is as defined in (14).

Proof Let U := R x ’7A', Vi = {(r,z,s8,z,w,t) € R . aTx = a's}, and
Vo = {(1,2,8,z,w,t) € R+ : 1Tt < 7). By definition, we have

conv(T ) = conv(Proj, , . (U N V1 NVy)) = Proj, , . (conv(Ud NV N Va)).

Hence, the claim will follow if we prove that conv(U N'V; NVsy) = conv(U) N
V1 N Vs. From Lemma 4(i), we have conv(Ud N'V; N V) = conv(U N V1) N Vs.
Therefore, in the sequel we will show that conv(Ud N V;) = conv(Uf) N V.

As V; is convex, it is sufficient to show conv(U) N V; C conv(U N Vy).
Take a point (7, &, s, Z,w,t) € conv(U) N V;. Since this point is in V;, we
have @' = a 5. Additionally, as the point is in conv(l/), by Carathéodory’s
theorem, we have (7, %, 8, 2z, w,t) = Zke[q] e (TF, 2% 8% 2% wk tF) for some
finite ¢, (7%, 2", s*, 2% w” t¥) € U, and N\ > 0 with Zke[q] Ar = 1. Define
the sets

Ke={kelg: a's"<a'2"}, Ko:={ke[g:a's"=az"},
Ks = {k€[q]: a's" > aTa:k}.

We consider two possible scenarios.

(i) If |[K=| = ¢, then |[K.| = |[Ks| = 0 and (7%, z*, sk, 2 w* tF) € V) for
every k € [q]. Thus, (7%, x*, s* 2k w* t¥) € U NV, for every k € [q], which
implies that (7, &, 8, Z,w,t) € conv(d N V).

(ii) If |[K=| < ¢, then |[K.| > 0 and |[Ks| > 0 because a'® = a'5. In
the following we will use a rounding scheme that iteratively replace the points
(7F, ¥, 8% 2F w tF) with new points (7%, & 8% 2F wk t*). Pick an index
j € K< and an index | € K<, and consider the following construction

(17,87, 8%, 27w, t7) k=3
(#F &P gk 2Rk EF) = (ot 4+ (NN (@7 - s7), s 2L wl) k=1

(r*,xk, 8", 25 wh, ") kg 4.1}
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By construction, we have

E k .k Jk _k k 4k § : ~k sk sk sk .~k 1k
)\k(T y L ,8,2,W at): )\k(T y L ,8,2,W 7t )
kelq] kelal

Moreover, from (77,27, 87, 279, w’, /) € U, we deduce 0 < sf < xf for every
i €Z.Then, 0 < st <zl <alt(N\;/\)(x] —s]) =2l for every i € Z. Thus, we
conclude that (7%, &%, 8%, 2% ¥ tF) € U for every k € [¢]. Defining the index
sets K— = {kelgl:a’8* =a"&"}, one can show that IK=| > |K=| because
the index j now satisfies the condition a'8’ = a'#7. We next replace the
points (7%, 2*, ¥, z* w", t*) with the new points (7%, &%, 5%, 2% w*, t*), and
repeat the same rounding scheme. In this way, after at most ¢ iterations, we

will obtain a set of points (7%, &%, 8% 2F @" t*), k € [q¢], for which |l€:| =q.
Hence, (7F, :fc’i, gk 2k wF %) e U NV, for every k € [q] and we conclude that
(7,&,8,z,w,t) € conv(U NVy). This completes the proof. O

Given Lemmas 2 and 12, and Proposition 5, we are now ready to prove
Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem &5 Recall the definition of T and £2. By letting
Bi = (a;si,x;), v:=1t, 6§ :=(w,z), A:=1,
0 17(i)
Ci= | 1z(i)/a; 0 |, C;=R%, Vield],
—1z(i)/a; 17(2)

we can represent the set 7 as an instance of the set W defined as in (5). Then,
Proposition 2 yields

h”(aisi,wi) <t Vi € [d]
cleonv(T)={ (@, z, s, w,t) eRTIHITdHd. g e ¥ 5 <u; Viel

(w, z) € conv({?)

~

In the following we characterize cl conv(7T) in terms of cl conv(7T). From Propo-
sition 5 and Lemma 12, we deduce that clconv(T) coincides with

cl (Projmc,z ({(r,@,z,s,w,t) € R x conv(T):1Tt =7, a's= aT:c})).
By letting

= (r,x, z2), n:=(r,¢,z,s,w,t), U =Rx conv(’]A'),

~10707 0T o 1T]T
b

A= [I45, 0], B := 0 a0 —aT 0T 0T

=0,

we observe that

Proj, 5 » ({(T, x,z,8,w,t) € R x conv(7A’) 1"t=7, a's= aTm})
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={pu:3In el st. An=pu, Bn=>}

as in Lemma 4 (ii). Note also that the first requirement of Lemma 4 (ii) is
trivially satisfied as the variable 7 is free to choose from the set &/ and the
variable x is linearly dependent to the variable s. In addition, we have

rec({necl(f): An=0, Bn=>b})

h™(a;s;,w;) < t;, Yi € [d]
S,€X, 5, <0,VicT
(w,0) € conv({?)
a's=0,1"t=0
h™(a;8;,0) <t;, Vig¢g T

= rec (0,0,0,8,0,t):5,=0,0<¢t;,Viel ,
a's=0,1"t=0

= rec (0,0,0,s,w,t):

~

where the first equation holds by the definition of conv(7) and the fact that
Amn = 0 implies (7, x, z) = (0,0, 0). The second equation follows from (w, z) €
conv({?2), which implies 0 < w < z and as z = 0 we deduce w = 0. Moreover,
x = 0 implies 0 < s; < z; for all i € 7 and so s; = 0 for all i € Z. This also
results in h™(a;s;,0) = h™(0,0) = 0 < ¢; for all ¢ € Z. Since the function h is
nonlinear, proper, lower semicontinuous and convex, the set {(u,v) : A" (u,0) <
v} is a convex closed pointed cone thanks to Lemma 2. Consequently, the origin
is an extreme point of the set, meaning that .., (ais;,t;) = (0,0) only if
s; = t; = 0. Hence, the second requirement of Lemma 4 (ii) also follows, and
we can apply Lemma 4 (ii) to conclude that

(z,z,s,w,t) € clconv(T), }

T

clconv(7) =< (1,@, 2z) : ds,w,t s.t.
7 {( ) 1Tt=7, a’'x=a's

The proof concludes by projecting out the variable ¢t using the Fourier-Motzkin
elimination approach. a

We conclude this section by characterizing conv({2) where 2 = {(w, z) €
{0, 1}d x Z: 17w < 1, w < 2} for some simple integral sets Z. The proofs
of the subsequent results are provided in Appendix A. We start with the case
when Z is defined by a cardinality constraint. In this case, the resulting set {2
admits an immediate totally unimodular representation.

Lemma 13 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}¢ : 172 < k}, where k € [d]\{1}. Then
conv(2) = {(w,2) €[0,1]: 1Tw <1, w<z 172 <k}

We next characterize conv(f2) for the weak and strong hierarchy sets. Un-
like the previous case, {2 does not immediately admit a totally unimodular
representation. Nonetheless, it turns out that the set 2\{0} is totally uni-
modular for weak hierarchy constraints. Using Lemma A.2 (i) in Appendix A,
which provides a description of conv({2) based on conv(§2\0), the following
lemma analyzes the weak hierarchy constraints.
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Lemma 14 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}4: 24 < Yiela—1 %it- Then,

1Tw<1, w<z, 24 <Y 0%
conv({2) = {('w,z) € [0, 1]+ 2iela-] } :

T
Tw <) ica %

We conclude this section by examining the strong hierarchy constraints. In
this case, neither the set {2 nor 2\ {0} admits an immediate representation

with totally unimodular matrices. Using Lemma A.2 (ii) in Appendix A, the
following lemma analyzes the strong hierarchy constraints.

Lemma 15 Suppose Z = {z € {0,1}¢: 24 < z;, Vi € [d — 1]}. Then,

weR:, 29>0, 1Tw<1,
zzioJrZie[d] z
2)<H<1-1Tw, Vjeld—1]
ZZ:U)Z, Vle[d—l],

0< 2} <z <w, Vi,je[d-1]
2} = wq, Vj € [d]

conv(2)={ (w,z):32°,...,2¢ s.t.

4 Numerical Results

In this section we study the numerical performance of our conic formulations
on a nonlinear logistic regression problem with quadratic features. The result-
ing exponential cone programs are modeled with JuMP [39] and solved with
MOSEK 10 on a MacBook Pro with a 2.80 GHz processor and 16GB RAM.
In these experiments, we set the time limit to 300 seconds and the number of
threads of the solver to 4.

In the nonlinear logistic regression problem with quadratic features, for an
input data ¢ € RP, we construct the lifted feature vector

a = ((¢x)kep)s (D7) ke (Pkd)k1episk) € RY,

where d = p(p + 3)/2. We denote the coefficients of the nonlinear classifier
and its support by the vectors € R? and z € {0,1}¢. With slight abuse
of notation, we use the notation @ = ((zx)kepp], (Zrk)relp]> (Trt)kicp)i>k)) tO
refer to the elements of x. In a similar fashion, we use the notation z =
((zr)rep)s (2rk)kelp)> (260)kiep)i>k)) for z. We examine the following sparse
logistic regression problem

. 1
min N Z log(1 + eXp(_bja;’rw)) +A Z Zi + M||5'3||§
FE[N] i€[d] (15)

st. zeERY, z€Z, 2;(1—2)=0, Vi € [d],
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where (aj,b;) ] represents the (nonlinear) feature-label pairs constructed
from the input vector (¢;);ec(n) in the training data, and A, 4 € R, denote
the regularization coefficients. We use the set

Z = {Z € {0,1}‘1 Cozpk < 2k, 2Rl < zk, 2zl < 21, Yk, € [p] st > k‘}

to capture strong hierarchy constraints. We consider various reformulations
of (15) using the convex hull results presented in Section 3. Namely, based on
Theorem 2, we introduce the separable reformulation as

min —ZtJrlOg +>\ZZZ+MZTZ

JE[N] i€[d] i€[d]
s.t. :EERi, z€Z, u,v RV,
(separable)
(’ri7 Ziaxi) S ICTSOC? Vi € [d],
(’Uj, 1, —tj), (Uj, 1, —bjaij — tj) S ICeXpa V] S [N],
uj +vj <2 Vj € [N].

where Kexp = {(£1,82,83) 1 &1 > 526%7 §2 >0} U{(£1,0,&3) : &1 >0, &3 <0}
and Kysoe = {(€1,&2,8&3) 1 1€ > €2, €1, & > 0} denote the exponential and the
rotated second-order cones, respectively. Furthermore, based on Theorem 3,
we introduce the rank; reformulation as

min —Zt-ﬁ-log +)\Zzz+u2n

JE[N] i€[d] i€[d]
st. x,r €RL, (w,2) € Ay, u,v,t € RV,
o ) ’ (rank;)
(rh Ziaxi) S ICrsom Vi € [d]a
(vj,wj,ftj),(uj,wj,fbja;r:cftj) GICeXp, V] € [N],
u; +v; <2, VJE[N]

where A, := {(w,z) € {0,1}N x Z : w; < > icldjiazi0 %> V7 € [N]}. Note
that Lemma 9 implies that the set

Ay = {('w z) e RNV x R?: wj < ZkJE[P]:Dkv%k»%‘ﬁéo(Zk cr }
v T ) *

’LU] S Zké[p]:ajk?éo Zk’vj € [N]
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generates valid cuts for the binary set Ay. Finally, based on Theorem 5, we
introduce the rank{” formulation as

. 1
min NZ ti+10g(2)+)\Zzi+qui
JE[N] i€[d] i€[d]

st. zreRy, (w,z) €2y, u,v,t,s € RV

(735 2i, i) € Krsocs Vi € [d],

Zie[d] Qj;Sji = ajTCC, Vi € [N], (rank])
0 < sji < Lyq;, 20y Ti, Vi € [d],Vj € [N],

(vji, wji, —tji) € Kexp, Vi € [d],Vj € [N],

(wji, wji, —bja;;Sj; — tj;) € Kexp, Vi € [d],Vj € [N],

uij + vij < 2, Vi € [d],Vj € [N].

where 2,:={(w, 2) € {0, 1}V*IxZ:w 1< 1, wy; <1yq,,20y 2i, Vi€[d],V] €[N]}.
It is easy to verify that the set

Wik +wi+wik < 2K+ 2 — 2k,
2, = (w,z) € RV X R wj g+ wj ek < 21,
Vj € [N], Vk,l € [p] s.t. I > k,a;p,aj; #0

generates valid cuts for the binary set (2.

We examine the relaxation quality and branch and bound (B&B) per-
formance of different reformulations of (15) in terms of the optimality gap,
solution time, and number of B&B nodes. Namely, we examine the separable,
rank-one, and rank-one-plus relaxations obtained by relaxing the integrality
restrictions of the boolean sets involved. For example, relax(§2;) corresponds to
the continuous relaxation of the set (2, etc. Note that all of the additional in-
equalities obtained from the sets A, or 2, are directly included as constraints
in the corresponding formulations. Thus, our implementation does not rely on
specific MOSEK functionalities like cut generation or adding cuts on the fly,
and these additional inequalities are utilized both in the convex relaxations at
the root node and throughout the nodes of the branch-and-bound tree.

Inspired by [48, Section 6], we conduct a numerical experiment in which
the input data (¢;);cn) is sparse. Specifically, we randomly assign ¢;; to
either a point sampled from a standard Gaussian distribution with a mean of
zero and variance of one with probability 7 or set it to zero with probability
1 — m, using a threshold value 7 € (0,1]. We then randomly generate a true
coefficient vector &y € [—1,1]%. Using the vector o, we finally generate the
label b; € {—1,1} by sampling from a Bernoulli distribution with P(b; =
1a;) = 1/(1 + exp(—a] ).

We examine the quality of following relaxations:

— In natural relazation, we drop the complementary constraints in (15). It is
easy to see that the relaxed problem is solved by z* = 0.
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— In separable relazation, we replace Z in (separable) with relax(Z).
In rank; relazation, we replace A, in (rank;) with relax(Ay).

— In rank, , relazation, we replace Ay in (rank;) with relax(A, N A,).
In rank| relazation, we replace (2, in (rank;) with relax(£2;).

— In mnkfv relaxation, we replace (2, in (rank]") with relax(§2, N §2.).

Note that [50, Theorem 1] cannot be applied directly when a complete de-
scription for conv(Z\{0}) is not available. Nonetheless, the suggested valid
inequalities from set A, can still be employed to obtain a convex relaxation.
As a result, we propose the subsequent relaxation as a substitute for [50, The-
orem 1]

min % Z ti+log(2)+)\Zzi+qui

JEIN] i€(d] ic|d)
st. zreRL, (w,z) € relax(Ay), u,v € RN t e RV,
(ranky )
(7”'1‘, Zis xl) S ]Crsoca Vi € [d],
(Ukjawkja 7tj)7 (ukjvwkjv 7bjaij - tj) S ICexpv v] S [NLVk S [4}7
uij + vij < 2, Vj € [N],Vk € [4],

where the set

wi; =1, w25 = 3 ic(dliayit0 i
4xXN d —
Aw = ('LU, Z) eR N % {0, 1} w3 = Zk,le[p]:l>k,ajk,ajl;£0 2k + 21— 2k,

Wyj = Zke[p]:ajk;éo Zk> Vj € [N]

Note that there are two main differences between rank, , and rank; ,, formu-
lations. First and foremost, through Theorem 3 we have the variables w in
rank, , restricted to be binary whereas in rank; ,, they are continuous and
indeed are simply explicit functions of other variables. And second, while the
strengthening via valid inequalities in both formulations involves the same set
of valid inequalities, in rank; , this strengthening is done in the lifted space in
a linear form, and in rank, ,, it is essentially done in the original space of the
variables through nonlinear inequalities.

In the first experiment we set A = 1072, u = 10~%,p = 50,d = 1325, 7 = 0.1
and N € {10,50,100,200}. In Figure 1 we report the optimality gap and
solution time for different convex relaxations. In determining the optimality
gap, we compare the objective value of the given relaxation against the best
known feasible solution for the instance (among the ones found by the B&B
method applied to any of the formulations of (15) presented in (separable),
(rank;) and (rank]"). This solution corresponds to the optimal solution if the
time limit has not been reached in the B&B algorithm, or the best feasible
solution reported by MOSEK if the time limit has been reached.

The results in Figure 1 suggest that the qualities of the convex relaxations
based on the (rank;") formulation are the best. In particular, rank relaxation
attains an average gap smaller than 5%. Moreover, adding valid inequalities to
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the sets Ay and 2, significantly improve the quality of the rank; and rank re-
laxations. For example, the rankfv relaxation attains the average gap smaller
than 1%, which is 5 times smaller than the gap attained by rankf. However,
adding these valid inequalities comes with a computational downside. Specifi-
cally, the optimization problems now involve more constraints, which result in
longer solution times. It is also worth to note that the optimality gap of the
rank; relaxations is significantly superior to that of the separable and natural
relaxations, albeit at the expense of relatively longer solution times.

Finally, we highlight that the optimality gap of the continuous relaxations
from rank; , and rank; ,, with the latter being inspired by [50, Theorem 1],
are identical. This is due to the fact that when the variables w are relaxed to
be continuous the projection of rank; , in the original space leads to precisely
the same inequalities as in rank; ,. Nonetheless, it takes roughly twice as long
to solve the rank; , relaxation than the rank; , relaxation. This is expected as
the rank; ,, relaxation introduces a considerably larger number of constraints
and variables compared to the rank; , relaxation. It is also important to note
that a complete implementation of [50, Theorem 1] requires using a character-
ization of conv(Z\{0}) which may possibly involve an exponential number of
constraints. In contrast, rank; , relaxation handles this complexity through the
use of binary variables w, making the rank; , relaxation much more applicable
in practice.

We next examine the B&B performance of these alternative formulations
of (15) in which we always keep the variables z as binary but we create two
variants for each of the rank; and rankj formulations based on whether the
variables w are kept as binary or w are relaxed to be continuous:

— In separable reformulation, we consider (separable).

— In rank; reformulation, we consider (rank;).

— In rank, , reformulation, we replace Ay in (rank;) with relax,, (Asp).

— In rank, , reformulation, we replace Ay in (rank;) with A, N A,.

— In rank ., reformulation, we replace Ay in (rank;) with relax,, (A, NA4,).
— In rank; ., reformulation, we consider (rankj ).

— In rank| reformulation, we consider (rank;).

— In mnki,. reformulation, we replace (2; in (rank]”) with relaxq, (£2,).

— In mnkfv reformulation, we replace §2, in (rank]") with §2, N £2,.

—In mnk{nv reformulation, we replace 2y, in (rank]") with relax,, (2, N 2.).

Figure 2 reports the true optimality gap computed using the best known
heuristic solution (in our experiments this was usually obtained by a vari-
ant of (rank;) formulation) as discussed earlier, the optimality gap reported
by the solver, the number of B&B nodes, and the solution time.

We start by analyzing the true optimality gap and solver gap in Figure 2. As
also seen in Figure 1, in terms of true optimality gap, the formulations based on
(rank]") consistently outperform those based on (rank;) in terms of the true
optimality gap. This is primarily because the relaxations based on (rank])
can produce high-quality lower bounds, even though these formulations take
longer to solve and thus result in significantly fewer number of nodes explored
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Fig. 1: Comparison of different continuous relaxations for p = 50 and = = 0.1
as N varies.

in B&B. Among rank; and rank] variants, the ones where the variables w are
kept as binary perform better in terms of the optimality gaps than the ones
where w are relaxed to be continuous even though having w binary results
in fewer B&B nodes. This is because when w are binary, the solver is able
to leverage the structure of the sets A, and (2, to generate further cuts and
results in higher quality relaxations. Among rank; variants, the performance of
rank; , seems to be best and rank; ,, seems to be the worst. As the continuous
relaxation of rank; ,, takes longer to solve compared to those based on (rank ),
its B&B can explore only a smaller number of nodes, and therefore, results in
a worse optimality gap.

When we examine the gaps reported by the solver, we still observe that the
same phenomena, but this time the associated gaps reported by the solver are
considerably larger than the true optimality gaps. This is because for this class
of problems, the heuristic methods utilized by the solver are not very advanced,
and the good quality feasible solutions of a formulation are often found at
integral nodes in the B&B tree, so essentially by chance. Therefore, the B&B
procedure for the formulations that admit quick to solve node relaxations often
results in high quality feasible solutions. Consequently, in the case of expensive
lifted formulations such as (rank]) while the actual optimality gaps are very
close to zero, the solver is unable to report this gap due to the inferior quality
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of the feasible solution found in the associated B&B tree. To address this
issue, BARON introduces the concept of “relaxation-only constraints” [45, 46].
These constraints are active during the relaxation step, but are disregarded
during the local search step. To the best of our knowledge, MOSEK 10 does not
support this feature, and thus in our figures we report both the true optimality
gap and the solver reported gap for the formulations tested.

In the second experiment we set A = 1072, u = 1074, N = 100,7 = 0.1
and p € {10,20, 30, 40,50}, which translates to d € {65,230, 495, 860, 1325}.
Figure B.1 and Figure B.2 in Appendix B compare the quality of different
continuous relaxations and also report the performance of the B&B algorithm,
respectively. The observations from Figure B.1 are very similar to the ones
in Figure 1; thus we omit this discussion for brevity. Despite the similarity
between the observations in Figure B.2 and Figure 2, it is worth noting that
when p = 10, the B&B performance is slightly different. In particular, when
p = 10, all methods except rankfr and rankf_m can solve the optimization
problem in less than 20 seconds. This implies that the integer programs may
be relatively simple to solve when the dimension is small. As a result, stronger
relaxations may not be needed when dealing with small scale instances.

In the last experiment we set A = 1072, u = 1074, p = 50,d = 1325, N =
100 and 7= € {0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9}; see Figure B.3 and Figure B.4 in Ap-
pendix B for the quality of different continuous relaxations and the B&B
performance. In all of these instances time limit was reached in B&B, so the
solution time is not reported in Figure B.4. As the value of 7 increases, we
notice that the optimality gap of the rank; relaxation gets closer to that of sep-
arable relaxation. This is expected as the binary variable w; models whether
ajT:c = 0 or not. When 7 is large, the probability of such event is low. As a
result, w; is assigned a value of 1 with high probability, which make the rank;
relaxations much less effective. As a final observation, we note that the value
of 7 seems to not affect the quality of the rank; relaxations; in particular these
relaxations continue to be of high quality even for high values of .
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A Additional Proofs

Proof of Lemma J As for assertion (i), let i :=R x U and V := {(,p,¢t) :
17t = 7}. By construction, V is the projection of &/ NV onto (1, u)—space.
Hence, conv(V) = conv(Proj, ,(UNV)) = Proj, ,(conv(Ud NV)). Therefore, in
the remainder of the proof we characterize convex hull of /NV. As V is convex,
to prove conv(U N'V) = conv(U) NV it suffices to show that conv(Ud) NV C
conv(U NV).

Take a point (7, i1, t) from conv(U) N V. Since (7, 1,t) € V, we have 7 =
17t. On the other hand, since (7, x,t) € conv(U), we can always express it
as a convex combination of a finite number of points in U, that is, (7, i1,t) =
Zke[q] e (TF, pF %) for some finite g, (7%, u*,t*) € U, and N\ > 0 for all
k € |q] satisfy 32,1,y Ae = 1. Notice that there is no restriction on 7 in the

definition of U. Hence, we can take 7k = 1Ttk for all k € [q]. Therefore, we
have (75, uk t¥) € V for all k € [¢]. We thus deduce (TF, u* tFy e UNVY
for all k£ € [¢q]. Moreover, because t = che[q] Apt?, we have >keld) ApTh =
ke M(1TF) = 1T (30, Mt*) = 17t = 7. Hence, this proves that any
point (7, fx,t) can be written as a convex combination of points from U NV
as desired. Therefore, conv(Ud N'V) = conv(U) NV, and the claim follows by
projecting onto (7, p)—space.

As for assertion (ii), note that the set V is the affine transformation of the
convex set U = {n € U : By = b}, that is, V = AU. We then have

(V) = cl(rint(V)) = cl(A(rint(U))) = cl(A(rint(cL())))
= cl(rint(A(clU)))) = cl(A(clU))).

The first equality holds since a convex set and its relative interior have the same
closure. The second equality holds as the linear transformation and the relative
interior operators are interchangeable for convex sets (see [43, Theorem 6.6));
thus, we have rint(V) = rint(AU) = A(rint(i)). The third equality holds as
the relative interior of a convex set and the relative interior of its closure are
the same. The fourth equality follows from the convexity of cl(i/), which allows
us to interchange the linear transformation and the relative interior operators.
Finally, the last inequality holds as the closure of the relative interior of a
convex set equals the closure of the set. Since we assumed that there exists a
point n* € rint(U) satisfying the condition Bn* = b, we have cl(d) = {n €
cl(U) : Bn = b} thanks to [43, Corrolay 6.5.1]. Thus, we showed that

(V) = cl(A(cd(V))) = cl({p : In € d(U) s.t. An = p, By =b}).

As we assumed that n = 0 is the only 1 € rec(cl(V)) with An = 0, by [43,
Theorem 9.1], we have cl(A(cl(V)))=A(cl(V)). This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 6 Note that the matrix
-1 11

A:
{0 1’
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is totally unimodular. Recall that if A is totally unimodular, then the matrix
[AT, I, —I]7 is also totally unimodular. By definition, A; = {(w,2) €
{0,134 w <172z, 17z < k}. As the feasible set of A; will be represented
by the matrix [AT, I, — I]T and an integer vector, the set A; is totally
unimodular, and conv(4;) is thus given by the continuous relaxation of A;. O

Proof of Lemma 7 Note that the matrix

A [1 -1) 0}
0-1; ;1

is totally unimodular as every square submatrix of A has determinant 0, 41,
or —1. Moreover, it is easy to see that

Ay ={(w,2) € {0, 1} w<1T2, 24 <Y1y g2}
={(w,2) € {0,1}': w < Zie[d—l] Ziy Zd < Zie[d—l] zi}y

which implies that the feasible set of A; can be represented by the matrix
[AT, I, —I]7 and an integer vector. Thus, the new representation of A; is
totally unimodular, and conv(A;) is given by its continuous relaxation. a

Proof of Lemma 8 The set Ay can be written as

A = ({0} x {0}) U ({0, 1} x 2\ {0}).

Since conv(A x B) = conv(A) x conv(B) and conv(A U B) = conv(conv(A) U
conv(B)), we arrive at

conv(A;) = conv (({0} x {0}) U ([0,1] x conv(Z\{0})))
F'2>0,0<w< A\

=< (w,z) eR™ 3N € [0,1] st 2T fF >\, Vhk €K,
szl‘gA, VieL

The proof concludes by projecting out the variable A using the Fourier-Motzkin
elimination approach. g

Proof of Lemma 9 By [50, Lemma 3], we have

1<>. z; — (d — 2)zq,
conv(Z\{0}) =Sz € [0,1): Zle[dfl] (@=2)za. | (A.1)
zg <z, Vie[d—1]
The proof concludes by applying Lemma 8. O
Proof of Theorem 4 Recall the definition of T and A,. By letting

Bi = (si,x;),v:=¢t, 0 :=(w,z), A=A, C;, = [—1,aiT], C; = {0}, Vi € [p],
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we can represent the set 7 as an instance of the set W defined as in (5). Then,
Proposition 2 yields
h”(si,wi) < ti, Vi € [p]
cleonv(T)={ (, z, s, w, t) eRETAHPTPHP ax; = s;, Vi€ [p|
(w, z) € conv(A4,)

In the following we characterize clconv(7T) in terms of clconv(T). Let 7' :=
{(1,2,2): s, w,t s.t. (x,2,8,w.t) € T,1"t =7} By Proposition 3, we have
cleonv(T) = ¢l (conv(Proj, , .(T"))) = cl (Proj, , . (conv(T"))).

Moreover, applying Lemma 4 (i) yields
conv(T")={(r,2,2) : 3s,w, t s.t. (@, 2,5, w,t) € conv(T), 1Tt =7}
By letting
wi=(r,z,z2), n:=(r,xz,z,8wt), =R x conv(7~'),
A :=[I1 494, 0], B:=(-1,0,0,0,0,1,)", b:=0,
we observe that Proj, , .(conv(7")) = {p : In € U s.t. An = p, Bn = b}

as in Lemma 4 (ii). Moreover, the first requirement of Lemma 4 (ii) is trivially
satisfied as the variable 7 is free in the set /. In addition, we have the set
{mecld): An=0, Bn=">b}
w,0) € conv(4,), 1Tt=0
={(0,0,0,s,w,t) : ( )T () ,
si=a; x;, K™ (s, w;) <t;, Vi € [p]

={(0,0,0,s,w,t): w=0, s=0, K"(0,0) <t;, Vi€ [p], 17t =0} = {0},

where the first equation holds by the definition of clconv(7) and the fact that
An = 0 implies (1,2, z) = (0,0,0), and the second equation holds because,
by definition of A, we have 0 < w; < 1T z; which enforces w; = 0 as z; = 0
for all i € [p], and the last equation holds as the function h satisfies h(0) = 0,
which along with 17t = 0 implies ¢ = 0. Thus, we can apply Lemma 4 (ii) to
conclude that

cleonv(T) = {(1, 2, 2) : Is,w, t s.t. (x, 2,8, w,t) € cleonv(T), 17t = T}

The proof concludes by projecting out the variable t using the Fourier-Motzkin
elimination approach. O

The convex hull of A, relies on the set
Zi={z €RY:32c Zst. 2, =2, 2, =0,Yj #i}
for every i € [p]. In particular, given any i € [p], we assume that

2TFE> 1, ke K,
. (A2)
z! ng, vieL,;

3

conv(Z;\ {0}) = {Zi €RY: Fz >0,
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Lemma A.1 Given the representation of conv(Z;\ {0}) as in (A.2) for any
i € [p], then
0<w<1 1Tw<1, FPz >0, Vic[p,
2] £ > wy, Vie [p),Vk € K,
conv(A,) = { (w,z) e RPHd; LIk [p]
2 f7 <1, Vie[p|,Vie L,
2 <z fh vielp,VkeKVieL

?

Proof of Lemma A.1 The set A, can be written as the union of p 4 1 sets.
Namely,

A, = ({0} x {0}) U ({0,e:} x (Xkepi—17 {0} x Zi\ {0} Xpeqin,..py {0})) -
i€lp]

Since conv(A x B) = conv(A) x conv(B) and conv(A U B) = conv(conv(A) U

conv(B)), we arrive at

0<A<1,1"A<1 w<A,

Fiozi Z 0, VZ S [p}

Z;rfz >N\, Vi€ [pLVkJ e K,

?

ZZ-T J <\, Vie [p],Vl eL;

conv(4,) = { (w,z) € RPT: IN € RP s.t.

The proof concludes by projecting out the variable A using the Fourier-Motzkin
elimination approach. a

Proof of Lemma 13 Note that the matrix

1T o7
A=1|TI -1
o' 1T

is totally unimodular. To see this, we partition the rows of A into the two
disjoint sets {1} and {2,...,d+ 2}. As such, A is totally unimodular because
every entry in A is 0, +1, or —1, every column of A contains at most two
non-zero entries, and two nonzero entries in a column of A with the same
signs belong to either {1} or {2,...,d + 2}, whereas two nonzero entries in a
column of A with the opposite signs belong to {2,...,d + 2}. Hence, by [33,
Theorem 2], the matrix A is totally unimodular. As the feasible set of 2 is
represented by the matrix [AT, I, — I|T and an integer vector, the set {2 is
totally unimodular, and conv({?2) is given by its continuous relaxation. O

We next provide ideal and lifted descriptions of conv(f2) for general Z.
Lemma A.2 (i) is particularly useful when the set 2\ {0} is totally unimodular.
In this case, we can provide an ideal description for conv(2). On the other
hand, Lemma A.2 (ii) is useful when the set Z is totally unimodular.

Lemma A.2 The following holds.
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(i) Suppose that conv(§2\ {0}) admits the following ideal representation

ST >1, Vkelc,}

conv(2\ {0}) =<8 € R¥ . F°§ > 0,
V( \{ }) { = 5Tfl_§1, vieLl

Then, we have
5Tf,j >0, Vk e K,
conv(2)={d e R FO§ >0, 6T f <1, VieL,
STf <6'fH VkeKVieLl

(ii) Let O; = {z € R%: z; = 0}. Then, we have

weRL, 1Tw< 1,

z = 2:'0 + ZiE[d] 21
20 (1-1Tw) - conv(2)
zt € w; - conv(2\0;), Vi € [d]

conv(2) = { (w,z):32°,...,2¢ s.t.

Proof For case (i), notice that the set {2 can be written as the union of two
sets 2 = ({0} x {0}) U (2\ {0}). We thus have

conv(£2) = conv (({0} x {0}) U (conv(£2\{0})))
ST >\ VkeKk,
=<6 R I\ [0,1] s.t. FO§ >0, I = :
STf <\ VIeL
The proof concludes by projecting out the variable A using the Fourier-Motzkin

elimination approach.
For case (ii), note that the set {2 can be written as the union of d+ 1 sets,

that is, 2 = ({0} x 2) U (Uieq) ({ei} x (2\05))). We thus have
conv(£2)
— conv (({o} x conv(£)) | (Ui {ei} conV(Z\Oi)))
1"x<1,
Juw®, ... wd w=(1-1"Nw’+ 37,y Aw'
=q(w,z): 32% .27 st 2= (1-1TA)20+ 30,y N2’
A e R (w?, 2%) € {0} x conv(Z)
(w', 2%) € {e;} x conv(Z\O;), Vi € [d]

The proof concludes by introducing the new variables 2° = (1 — 17 X)2° and
zt = \;2' for every i € [d], and then projecting out the variable A using the
observation that w = A. O
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Armed with Lemma A.2, we are ready to provide characterizations for
conv({?2) in the cases of weak and strong hierarchy constraints.

Proof of Lemma 14 First, note that
A0} = {(w,2) € {0, 1} w<z, 1Tw<1, Yy g2 > 1)
Based on this let us consider the matrix

1, -1,
A=|1] 0,
0;— (_1d7170>—r

This matrix is totally unimodular as we can partition rows of A into the
subsets [d] and {d + 1,d + 2} such that they satisfy the requirements of [33,
Theorem 2]. Thus, the set 2\{0} is represented by constraints based on the
matrix [AT, I, — I]T and an integer vector. Thus, £2\{0} admits a totally
unimodular representation, and conv({2\{0}) is given by its continuous relax-
ation. The proof concludes by applying Lemma A.2 (i). O

Proof of Lemma 15 Note that Z is totally unimodular. Hence, the continuous
relaxation of Z gives conv(Z). For any ¢ € [d — 1], we also have Z\O; = {z €
{0,139 : 2, = 1, z4 < z;, Vj € [d— 1]}. It is easy to see that the continuous
relaxation of Z\O; gives its convex hull. Besides, we have Z\O4 = {1}. The
proof follows by applying Lemma A.2 (ii). O
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B Additional Numerical Results
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Fig. B.1: Comparison of different continuous relaxations for N = 100, 7 = 0.1

as p (and thus d) varies.
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