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The projection onto the epigraph or a level set of a closed proper convex function can be achieved by finding
a root of a scalar equation that involves the proximal operator as a function of the proximal parameter.
This paper develops the variational analysis of this scalar equation. The approach is based on a study
of the variational-analytic properties of general convex optimization problems that are (partial) infimal
projections of the the sum of the function in question and the perspective map of a convex kernel. When
the kernel is the Euclidean norm squared, the solution map corresponds to the proximal map, and thus the
variational properties derived for the general case apply to the proximal case. Properties of the value function
and the corresponding solution map—including local Lipschitz continuity, directional differentiability, and
semismoothness—are derived. An SC' optimization framework for computing epigraphical and level-set
projections is thus established. Numerical experiments on 1-norm projection illustrate the effectiveness of
the approach as compared with specialized algorithms.
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1. Introduction The Moreau proximal map of a closed proper convex function f that maps
a finite-dimensional Euclidean space E; to R:=RU {400} is given by the minimizing set

Py f(z) =argmin { f(u) + (1/2)\)[|z —u|*} (A >0).

UE]Ef

The proximal map is a central operation of algorithms for nonsmooth optimization, including first-
order methods such as proximal gradient and operator splitting [3, 35]. Geometrically, the proximal
map corresponds to the Euclidean projection P,y onto the epigraph epi f; see Fig. 1. Indeed, for
all positive A and xy := P, f(x),

(x, f(22)) = Pepi p(, f22) = N). (1)

Thus, the projection of an arbitrary point (z,) € E; X R € epi f corresponds to the proximal map
of the base point = using the parameter A that is the unique positive root of the function

0< A= f(z)) = A—a (2)
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FIGURE 1. The proximal map z := P f(z) corresponds to the projection of the pair (z, f(zx)—\)) onto the epigraph
of f; see (1).

This connection between epigraphical projection and the proximal map—described by Beck [4],
Bauschke and Combettes [3, Section 29.5|, Chierchia et al. [11, Proposition 1], and Meng et
al. [31, 32]—is a defining feature of a class of epigraphical first-order methods for structured convex
optimization over E; that operate through a sequence of projections onto the epigraphs of the
underlying functions. In effect, these methods operate on an equivalent optimization problem over
E; x R [11, 43, 44, 45].

This paper develops a general analysis that provides, among other things, the variational prop-
erties of the maps

(z, \) =z := Py f(x) and (x, A) = f(zy),

defined on E; x R. This analysis and its supporting calculus allows us to determine the sensitivity

of the epigraphical projection with respect to the simultaneous variation of the base point x and

the scaling parameter A. Although the resulting mathematical statements are key for our deeper

understanding of epigraphical first-order methods, the overall analysis applies much more generally.
The approach we take is based on the variational analysis of the optimal value function

Prws: (@, A) EE, xR inf f(u)+w™(L(u,x), A) (3)

’U.G]Ef

and its corresponding solution map. Here, L is a linear map, and the perspective transform w™ of
a closed proper convex function w is defined by epiw™ = clR (epiw x {1}). When the linear map
L is defined as (u, ) — = —u, the value function (3) is the infimal convolution of the functions f
and w™ (-, A). For this reason, we refer to this value function as the generalized convolution of these
two functions.

The convex calculus we establish in Section 3 for the analysis of the generalized convolution (3)
provides a key tool for understanding several important cases. These include the variational prop-
erties of infimal convolution (Section 3.3); parametric constrained optimization (Section 3.4); the
Moreau envelope of a convex function and the corresponding proximal map (Section 4); and epi-
graphical and level-set projections, including an SC' optimization [20, 36] method for numerically
evaluating these projections (Section 7).

1.1. Contributions and related work The perspective map used in generalized convolu-
tion (3) first appears in Rockafellar [38, Corollary 13.5.1], without a particular name attached to
it. More recently, Combettes [13], Combettes and Miiller [14, 15], and Aravkin et al. [1], describe in
detail the properties and applications of this map. Our systematic study of parametric optimization
problems with perspective maps, outlined in Section 3, appears to be new.
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1.1.1. Infimal convolution Section 3.3 establishes the variational properties of infimal con-
volution, which occurs when the map L is (u,x) — x — u. These results complement the functional
smoothing framework described by Beck and Teboulle [5, Section 4.1] and Burke and Hoheisel [8, 9],
wherein a smooth approximation to a function f is constructed through the infimal convolution
with the perspective map of a smooth and strongly convex regularizer w. Bougeard et al. [7] and
Stromberg [42] provide early contributions to this topic. Theorem 3 describes the Lipschitzian
properties of the corresponding optimal solution map—as a function of (z, ). Corollary 3 estab-
lishes sufficient conditions for this solution map to be semismooth* [23]. These conditions hold,
for instance, when f is piecewise linear-quadratic. This analysis complements the study of the
proximal case by Meng et al. [31, 32] and Milzarek [33].

1.1.2. Parametric constrained optimization A general form of parametric constrained
optimization occurs when we specialize the convolution kernel w in (3) to be the indicator function
to a closed convex set. Section 3.4 focuses the variational analysis of the generalized convolution
operation to obtain formulas for the sensitivity of the optimal value of parametric optimization
problems with relaxed linear constraints. This analysis includes perturbations to the relaxation
parameter and to the right-hand side.

1.1.3. Moreau envelope and proximal map In Section 4 we further focus our analysis
of infimal convolution on the prozimal case, which occurs when w = 1| - ||3. Here we develop the
variational properties of the Moreau envelope and the associated proximal map as a function of
the base point x and the proximal parameter A, simultaneously. We also establish conditions under
which the proximal map is semismooth*. Special attention is given to the limiting properties as
A} 0 (Propositions 4 and 5) and to continuity and smoothness properties of the proximal map
(Corollaries 7 and 8 and Proposition 6). Milzarek’s dissertation [33] includes a related analysis
that generalizes the proximal parameter A to a positive-definite matrix, but makes no statements
regarding the limiting case where A (or its matrix counterpart) vanishes, as we do in our general
analysis. See also Attouch’s seminal monograph [2].

1.1.4. Proximal value map In Section 5 we describe the main continuity properties of the
proximal value function

0< A f(Pf(2)), (4)

where & € E is held fixed. Corollary 11 establishes its Lipschitzian properties and Corollary 12
characterizes it as the derivative of the map A — Ae, f(Z) on R, ;. Proposition 7 describes sufficient
conditions under which the proximal value function is semismooth.

1.1.5. Post compositions, and epigraphical and level-set projection We use our anal-
ysis of the proximal value function (4) to establish, via Proposition 8, novel variational formulas
for the Moreau envelope and proximal map of post-compositions, i.e., functions of the form g o,
where the scalar function ¢ is increasing and convex, and v is closed proper convex. As a con-
sequence, Corollary 14 provides a refined version of the epigraphical projection conditions in (1),
including analogous results for the projection onto the level set of f (Corollary 13). This analysis
does not require the function to be finite-valued, and extends existing results [3, 4]. Importantly,
Corollary 14 shows that the root of the aligning equation (2) coincides with the unique minimizer
of a strongly convex scalar optimization problem. It follows from Proposition 7 that the objective
for this problem is continuously differentiable with a locally Lipschitz derivative. We use this latter
property to derive a novel SC!' optimization method to find the root of the function (2) and its
analog in the level-set case. Numerical experiments in Section 7.2 show that for projection onto
the 1-norm unit ball, the resulting SC! method is competitive with two specialized state-of-the-art
methods: CONDAT [16] and IBIS [30].
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1.2. Notation Let I'((E) denote the set of functions f : E — R that are proper closed convex,
i.e., the epigraph epi f = {(z,a) €E xR | f(z) < a} contains no vertical lines and is closed convex.
Its level sets are given by lev,f:={x € E | f(x) <a}. The Fenchel conjugate of any function f :
E— R is f*(y) =sup,cp{(y, z) — f(x)}. The Jacobian of a differentiable map F : R™ — R™ at
x € R™ is denoted by F”(z). We denote the Euclidean projection of z onto C' by Pr (). Throughout,
fractions such as (1/(2X)) are abbreviated as (1/2)).

For a set C' C I, its indicator function is 6c : E — R given by d¢(z) :=0 if x € C and 6¢(x) =
+0o otherwise. The subdifferential of dc is the normal cone of C, ie., No(Z) := 00c(Z) :=
{veE |{(v,z—z) <0 (z€C)}, which is empty if Z ¢ C. The relative interior of C' is the set ri C' [38,
Section 6], and the horizon cone is C* :={veE |I{ N} 10, {z € C}: \pxyp —v}. The horizon
function of f € Ty(E) is the closed proper convex and positively homogeneous function f<:E — R
defined via epi f>° = (epi f)°°.

Let fi :E— R. Then we say that the sequence {f} epi-converges to a function f:E — R if

V{xy} — x: liminf, o fu(zr) > f(2),

Veel: { Har} — x: limsup,_, o fu(zr) < f(z),

and we write f, — f. The sequence {f;} is said to converge continuously to f if

lim fi,(x)=f(x) VzxeE and {z;} — =z,

k—o0

and we write f, — f. Furthermore, {f;} is said to converge pointwise to f if
lim fy(z)=f(z) VzekE,
k—o0
and we write f, = f. We extend these notions to families of functions {fx} {0} via

HhSf o= YN0 A S (Eeipec)).

2. Properties of the perspective map The perspective map w™ that appears in the gen-
eralized infimal convolution (3) provides a mechanism for controlling, through the parameter A,
the degree to which the functions f and w are combined. Beck and Teboulle [5] and Burke and
Hoheisel [8] promoted this technique for generating smooth approximations to nonsmooth func-
tions.

We work with the following definition of the perspective map of w, which appears in Rockafel-
lar [38, Corollary 13.5.1]:

Aw (z/A) if A>0,
W' (z,A) €E, x Ri» ¢ w™(2) it A=0, (5)
+o0 it A<0.

For positive values of the parameter A, the perspective map corresponds to epi-multiplication:
A*w)(z) == Aw (x/N).

The following result confirms the consistency of the perspective map (5) as the parameter A
decreases towards zero.

LEMMA 1 (Variational convergence of epi-multiplication). Let¢ €T'o(E). Then as A0,
(Ax @) (x) = ¢>=(x) for all x € dom ¢, and A = ¢.
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Proof. The pointwise convergence of (A * ¢) over dom¢ follows from [38, Corollary 8.5.2]. To
prove epi-convergence, observe that, for all A >0 and z € E, (Ax¢)(z) = ¢™ (2, \). Hence,

liminf (A * ¢)(z) =liminf ¢™ (z,\) > ¢"(Z,0) = ¢><(z) VZe€R,

T—T T—T

L0 L0

where the inequality follows because w™ is a support function [38, Corollary 13.5.1] and thus
closed [25, Proposition 2.1.2].

Fix any sequence {\;} ] 0 and take € dom¢. Then (A * ¢)(Z) — ¢>°(Z). Hence, in particular,
with z; :=Z (k € N),

limsup (Ax + ¢)(wx) < 6%(2) (6)
for all z € dom ¢. Now let Z ¢ dom ¢, take & € dom ¢ and define xj := A&+ (1 — A\;)T — Z. Then
A 1 _ A
it — o o+ (E-1)2) 0@  ¢(i+(E-1
o)y St =o)L+ (1)) 0@ o (i (1) )
t>0 13 rvi 11—\,
for all k£ € N sufficiently large. Hence for such k € N,
M+ (1= Xp)x - .
(e = e (2GR < (1206 @)+ o)
Take the limit superior to obtain (6) here. This establishes epi-convergence. t

The following result summarizes key properties of the perspective map. It also provides a support-
function representation, which means that it can be written as the support function op(y) =
In(y) =sup,ep (z, y) for some set D.

ProprosITION 1 (Properties of perspective map). For w € T'y(E,), the following hold:
(a) W™(2,A) = Oepiw+ (2, —A), hence w™ € To(E, x R) is sublinear with domw™ =R, (domw x {1});
(b) (wﬂ—)*(yu /6) = (5epiw* (Z/, _/B)!

(¢) for all (z,\) € domw™,

Q™ (2, \) = {(y,=B) ly€ow(z/N), B=w*"(y)} iFA>0, .

{(y,—P) |y € 0w™>(2), (y,5) €epiw*} if A=0.

Proof. For Parts (a) and (b) see [38, Corollary 13.5.1]. Part (c) follows from [13, Proposition 2.3]
or [1, Lemma 3.8]. O

The expression for the subdifferential (7), evaluated at the origin, reduces to Jw™(0,0) =
{(y,—p) € epiw*}, which is just the epigraph of w* under the reflection (z,\) > (z,—A). This fol-
lows because the subdifferential formula 0w™(0) = 0 4om.+(0) = domw*; cf. [39, Corollary 8.25].
Combettes [13, Corollary 2.5] provides a simplified characterization of Proposition 1 under the
additional assumption that w is supercoercive [3, Definition 11.11].

3. Partial infimal projection with perspective maps Our main objective in this section
is to deduce the variational properties of the generalized infimal convolution py, ., ; defined by (3).
Throughout this section, we make the assumptions that L is a linear map from E; x E, to E,, for
Euclidean spaces E;, i € {f,z,w}, that f € T'o(E;) and w € I'x(E,,), and that range L C R;domuw.
Under these standing assumptions, it follows from Theorem 1 below that p; , ; is convex.
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3.1. Infimal projection We lead with a general result on infimal projections.

THEOREM 1 (Conjugate and subdifferentials of infimal projection). For a functioni €
[o(E; x Ey), the infimal projection

prx € By —inf ¢(z,u) (8)

s convem and

(a) p =*(-,0), which is closed and convex;

(b) 0 ( )={v | (v,0) € 0Y(x,u)} for all u € argminip(z,-);

(c) p* €To(B1) if and only if dom e (-, 0) #0;

(d) peTy(E,) if dom*(-,0) £ 0D, and hence the infimum in (8) is attained when finite.

Proof. For convexity of p and Parts (a,b,d,e), see, e.g., [26, Theorem 3.101]. Part (¢) follows from
Part (b) via Rockafellar [38, Theorem 23.5]. O

2. Generalized infimal convolution The following auxiliary result is used in this section
to derive conjugate and a subdifferential formulas for the value function py ,, ¢.

LEMMA 2 (Domain and conjugate of linear-perspective composition). The function
n:(u,z,\) €Ey xE, x R» w™(L(u,x),\)

is closed proper convez, i.e., n € 'o(E; x E, x R). The nonempty domain and its (possibly empty)
relative interior are given by

domn :{(’U,,.’E,A) ‘)\ZO; L(u,m) E)\'dOHlQ)},
ri(domn) = {(u,z,A) [ A >0, L(u,z) € A-ri(domw) } .

If ri(dommn) is nonempty, then n* is the indicator to the set

C={(w,zp) |yl (y,—p) €epiw”, L*(y) = (w,2) } . 9)

Proof. Proposition 1(a) asserts that n € I'y(E; x E, x R), and also yields the expression for its
domain. Now assume that ri (dom) is nonempty, and that there exists an element (u,x) such that
L(u,z) € \-ri(domw) for some A > 0. Define the linear map L : (u,z,\) — (L(u,x),\). Then,

0 # {(u,z,t) | t>0, L(u,z) €t-ri(domw) }

= {(uw,2,\) | It >0: L(u,z) €t-ri(domw), A=t}

= L7'R,, (domw x {1})

O L1 (R, (domw x {1}))

@ i (LR, (domw x {1}))

= r1i (L 'domw™) =ri (domn),
where (i) uses [38, Corollary 6.8.1] and (ii) uses [38, Theorem 6.7] and the fact that
L7'ri(Ry (domw x {1})) #0 .

To derive the formula for n*, observe that by our reasoning above L~'ri (domw™) = ri (domn) # 0.
Hence, by [38, Theorem 16.3] and Proposition 1(b),

0 (w,z,1) = (W o L) (w Z )
= it {7 ) | Z70) = (0,200}
= inf {(w")” ( )|L*(U) (w,2) }
1nf{5epw (u, =) [ L*(u) = (w, 2) }

= 5C(w Z, 1),
which establishes (9) O
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We can now deduce the subdifferential and conjugate of the generalized convolution (3).

THEOREM 2 (Conjugate and subdifferential of the generalized convolution). Under the
assumptions of Lemma 2, suppose in addition that

I(u,z) €ri(dom f) x E, : L(u,z) € Ry ri(domuw). (10)

Then the following hold for the convex function pr .. ; defined in (3).
(a) Py (Y, ) = inf, {f*(w) | 3a: (a,—p) €epiw®, L*(a)=(~w,y)} and the infimum is attained
when finite.
(b) For all (x,\) € dompy . s and all u € argminueEf{f(u) +w™(L(u,z),\) },

Oprw. (T, ) = (0, —w* () |y € B (L(T2)/\) » (0,v) € D(d,y)} if A>0,
w. £ {(v,—B) |y € 0w (L(,z)), (0,0) € D(a,y), (y,B)E€epiw*} if A\=0,

where D(u,y) :=0f(u) x {0} + L*(y).

(¢) Piw. s €Lo(Ey x R) if and only if there exist w € dom f*,a € domw*, (y,u) € E, x R such that
(a,—p) € epiw* and L*(a) = (—w,y). In this case, pr . s € I'o(E; x R) and the infimum is
attained when finite.

Proof. Set p = pr.s. Part (a). Observe that p(z,\) = inf, ¥ (u,x,\) for ¢ = ¢ + n with
¢(u,z,A) = f(u) (and n as in Lemma 2). We hence compute

P (y, 1) = (0,9, 1)
= (¢+n)"(0,y,1)
= ($2f5)¢*(w7275)+n*(_w7y_zau_5)
= inf f* () + 6o(—w, y, )
= nf {f*(w) [Ja: (a,—p) €epiw’, L(a) = (-w,y)}.

Here the first identity uses Theorem 1. The second is clear from our definitions above. The third
relies on [38, Theorem 16.4] and the fact that assumption (10) is, in view of Lemma 2(b) and the
fact that ri(dom¢) =ri(dom f) x E, x R, equivalent to the condition ri(domn) Nri(dom ¢) # 0.
The fifth uses the fact that ¢*(v,y, ) = f*(v) + 001 (y, ) and Lemma 2 b). The last identity is
simply the definition of the set C' in said proposition.

Part (b). By (10) we can apply [38, Theorems 23.8-23.9] to find

O (u,z,\) = df (1) x {0} x {0} + L*0w™ (L(u,x,\))
=0f(u) x {0} x {0} + (L* x id)0w™ (L(u,z), A).

Apply Proposition 1(c) and combine with Theorem 1 to obtain the desired result.
Part(c) follows from Theorem 1(d). O

3.3. Infimal convolution We now consider the value function

p%f:(a:,)\)EEXRI—)irelﬁf(u)—i—w“(m—u,)\), (11)

which corresponds to the standard infimal convolution between f and w™. This is a special case
of (3) where L(u,x) =2z —w and E; = E with i = f, 2, w. The following result specializes Theorem 1.
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COROLLARY 1 (Conjugate and subdifferential of infimal convolution). For the func-
tion p,. 5 given by (11), assume that f,w € I'o(E) and

Hu,z) €ri(dom f) x E: x —u € R, ri(domw). (12)

Then the following hold.

(a) p:;,f(:l/a M) = f* (y) + 5epiw* (y7 _:U’) .
(b) For all (x,\) € domp, s and all @ € argmin, g { f(u) +w™(x —u,\)} we have

{(y,—B) |yedf(u)Now (%), B=w"(y)} if A>0,
{(y,=B) [y af(u)now=(z—u), (y,B)€epiw*} if A=0.

Op.f(x,\) =

(c) pi s €To(E) if and only if domp}, ; = (dom f* x E) Nepiw* # 0. In this case, p, ;€ To(E) also,
and the infimum is attained when finite.

Proof. Use Theorem 2(a)—(c) and observe that L*(a) = (—a,a). O
3.3.1. Infimal convolution solution map Thus far, our analysis has focused exclusively on

the variational properties of the optimal value function (3) and its specializations. We now turn
our attention to the optimal solution map

P,;:(x,\) €E, x R— argmin f(u) +w” (x —u, \) (13)

u€E¢

for the infimal convolution defined by (11). In this section we describe the variational-analytic
properties of the solution map, including (Lipschitz) continuity and (directional) smoothness. To
this end, we introduce required technical machinery from variational analysis [34, 39].

Let S:E; = E, be a set-valued map between spaces E; and E,. The domain and graph of S,
respectively, are the sets dom S := {z | S(z)#0} and gphS := {(z,u) €EE; X Ey |[u€ S(z)}. The
outer limit of S at T is

Limsup S(x) = {y € E, | Haw} — . {ys € S(ax)} =y}

T—T

Now let A C E. The tangent cone of A at & € A is T(z) := Lim suptw( —x)/t. The regular normal
cone of A at T € A is the polar of the tangent cone, i.e., Na(Z) := {v ] (v y) <0 VyeTs(z)}.
The limiting normal cone of A at & € A is N4(&) := Limsup,_,, Na(z). The coderivative of S at
(z,y) € gph S is the map D*S(Z | y) : E; 2 E; defined via

veD*S(@|y)(y) <= (v,—y) € Ngns(Z,9)-
The graphical derivative of S at (Z,y) is the map DS(z |y) : E; = E, given by
veDS(z|y)(u) <= (u,v) € Tyns(T,y),

or, equivalently, DS(z | y)(u) = DS(z|y)(u) = lesup 4o M [39, Eq. 8(14)]. The strict

graphical derivative of S at (z,y) is D.S(z |y):E; = E, glven by

nsoig {0 St
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We adopt the convention to set D*S(z) := D*S(z | u) if S(Z) is a singleton, and proceed analogously
for the graphical derivatives.

The above generalized derivatives possess the following definiteness properties when applied to
a maximally monotone operator 7' : E = E, which (by definition) satisfies the inequality

(v—w,z—y)>0 Y(v,w)eT(x)xT(y),

and there is no enlargement of gphT without destroying this inequality. Our conclusion relies on
Minty parameterization.

LEMMA 3. Let T:E=E be mazimally monotone and let (y,u) € gphT. Then the pair (w,z) €
E x E satisfies (w, z) >0 if one of the following conditions hold:
(a) we D*T(y|u)(z);
(b) z€ D.T(y|u)(w);
(¢) z€ DT (y | u)(w).

Proof. Part (a). See [34, Theorem 5.6].

Part (b). For z € D.T(y | u)(w) there exist {z,} — z,{tx | 0}, {(yx,ur) € gph T} — (y,u), and
{wy} = w such that

2k € T(yk + tkwk) —u, VkeN. (14)

Now let A >0 and set Jyr := (AT +id)~*. By Minty parameterization [3, Remark 23.23], there
exists {z}} such that (yx,ur) = (Jar(zk), (zx —Jr(x)/A) for all k € N. Combining this with (14)
yields zy, + tp(Azp + wi) € (AT +id ) (yx + trwy). Thus, as yp = Jar(xy), we have tywy, = Jar(zh +
tr( Az +wy) — Jar(zr) (k € N). Because Jyr is firmly nonexpansive [3, Proposition 23.8] and hence
1-Lipschitz, it follows that [Jwg|| < [[Azx + wi|| (k € N), hence |w|| < [|Az + w|. We infer that
—(A/2)||1z]|* < (2, w) . Since A > 0 was arbitrary, letting A | 0 gives the desired inequality.

Part (c). Follows from Part (b) and the fact that DS(z | a)(w) C D,S(Z | u)(w) for all w € E;.

n

We record another auxiliary result. Here we call S:E; = E, proto-differentiable at (z,u) € gph S
if for any z € DS(z | u)(w) and any {t;} | 0 there exist {wy} — w and {z;} — Z such that z;, €
(S(z + tywy) —w)/ty, for all ke N.

LEMMA 4. Let S:E; = E; be given by S = F + T, where F is smooth and T is proto-
differentiable at (z,u— F(z)). Then S is proto-differentiable at (Z,u).

Proof. Let z € DS(z | u)(w) and {t,} } 0. Then z — F'(z)w € DT (z | u — F(z))(w), cf. [39,
Exercise 10.43]. By assumption on 7', there exist Z; — z — F'(Z)w and wy, — w such that Z, €
[T(f—i—tkwk) - (I_L - F(i’))]/tk, i.e., 2k- + [F(:Y:—l—tkwk) — F((I?)]/tk € [S(.f —|—tk.wk) — ’L_L]/tk for all kK € N.
Therefore, zy, 1= Z + [F(Z + tywy) — F(Z)]/ty — z and 2y, € [S(T + tywy) — ]/t for all k € N which
shows the proto-differentiability of S at (z,u). O

The next and main result in this subsection is based on the implicit mapping framework described
by Rockafellar and Wets [39, Theorem 9.56] together with Lemma 3.

THEOREM 3 (Variational properties of the solution map). Let f€T((E) andletw:E —
R be strictly convez, level-bounded and twice continuously differentiable. Let T € E and X > 0, set
§:=P,;(Z,A) and V := V3w (%) Then for the solution map P, ; from (13) the following hold:
(a) We have dom P, ; CE xR, and P, ¢(-,\) is single-valued for all A > 0.
(b) If V is positive definite, then P, ; is locally Lipschitz at (z,)).
(c) If V is positive definite and Of s proto-differentiable at (y,Vw (%)), then P, ¢ is is direc-
tionally differentiable' at (z,\). Concretely, for all (d,A) € E x R, we have

P, (3, 1); (d, A)) = [Xp(af) (g ‘ Vo (“’;y» n v] _1<Vd— ?V(f - g)) .

!In fact, semidifferentiable at (Z,\) in the sense of [39, p. 332].
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Proof. Set P:= P, ;. Part (a). For A >0 and z € E, the function u— f(y) + w™(z —y, ) is Isc,
proper, strictly convex and level-bounded, and therefore attains a unique minimum.

Part (b). Without loss of generality, let E =R", and observe that, for A > 0, we have P(z,\) =
{y|0€S(z,\y)}, where S(z, A\, u) :=0f(y) — Vw (%) (A>0). Use [39, Exercise 10.43] to deduce

1. (z—-9)T- 1 . _ T—7
0y Ty vy g0y <oy < 070 (3] v (222 ) .
A A A A
Hence, (r,7,0) € D*S(Z,\,7|0)(y) if and only if

1- z—9)T 4 1- . _ T—7

r=-=Vy, WZ%VZJ, —<Vye D*(0f) y‘Vw < ().

A A A
Invoke Lemma 3(a) and use V > 0 to deduce y = 0, hence r =0 and v = 0. Therefore, by [39,
Theorem 9.56 (a)], we see that P has the Aubin property at (z,\) for ¢, and since P is single-valued,
it is locally Lipschitz at (Z,\).

Part (c). With the definitions from Part (b), recall that the implication

(r,7,0) € D*S(z,\,5]0)(y) = (r,7)=0,y=0

D*S(i',j\,g‘())(y) = |

was proved. Now let

0

0eD.5(7510)(9) :%pr*(af) (;,yw (“”Ay» (w),

w

see [39, Exercise 10.43], i.e.,
1 -
~5VweD.(0f) <y | Vw (xAy)) (w).

By Lemma 3(b), we find that w = 0. Since df is assumed to be proto-differentiable at (gj, Vw ( %) ),
Lemma 4 yields that S is proto-differentiable at ((Z,\,y),0). We can now apply [39, Theo-
rem 9.56(c)] to obtain the desired result. O
REMARK 1 (PROTO-DIFFERENTIABILITY OF Jf FROM FULL AMENABILITY). Let f € I'o(E)
and T € dom f. By [39, Corollary 13.41], there exists a neighborhood V' of Z such that 0f is proto-
differentiable at x € V. Ndom f for any v € 0f(z) if f is fully amenable at T in the sense that (on a
neighborhood of Z) f=go F with g € I'4(E,) piecewise linear-quadratic and F € C*(E;,E,) such
that
Ker F'(2)" 1\ Nataom) (F(2)) = {0},

This comprises the following special cases:

o f(z)=max}, fi(z) with f; € [o(E) N C%

e f is (convex and) piecewise linear quadratic;

e fis (convex and) twice continuously differentiable.
Since a strongly convex function is both strictly convex and level-bounded (in fact supercoercive)
and has positive definite Hessian everywhere, and since we have D(9f) = V?f wherever f is twice
continuously differentiable, we immediately obtain the following result which, of course, can also
be derived directly from the implicit function theorem.

COROLLARY 2 (Differentiability of the solution map). Let (Z,\) € E xR, such that f €
Do(E) is twice continuously differentiable around P, ;(%,)), and let w € To(E) be strongly convex
and twice continuously differentiable. Then P, from (13) is continuously differentiable around
(z,)). Concretely, for all (x,\) sufficiently close to (Z,\) and for all (d,A) € E x R, we have

Pl (2, 0)(d, A) = AV f(y) + V) [Vd—A-V ("”_yﬂ :

A
where y := P, ;(x,\) and V := V3w (%)
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3.3.2. Semismoothness* We now refine our study of smoothness properties of the solution
map P, ;. We base our analysis on the notion of semismoothness* recently established by Gfrerer
and Outrata [23], which, in turn, relies on the notion of the directional normal cone introduced by
Ginchev and Mordukohovich [24] and further advanced by Gfrerer et al. [6, 21, 22].

For z € A CE, the directional normal cone in the direction # € E is given by

N(Z;@) = Limsup NA(Z + tu).

u—, £10
Note that N(z;u) =0 if u ¢ T4(Z) and that N(z;u) C Na(z) for all u € E. Given a set-valued
map S:E; = E,, based on the directional normal cone, we define the directional coderivative [21]
D*S((z,u); (u,v)) : E, =2 E; of S at (z,y) € gph S in the direction (u,v) via
gph D" S((7,@); (1,0)) (") = {u* € By | (u", ") € Nogns((7, 7); (u0)) }
As N(z;u) =0 if u ¢ T4(Z), we also have
dom D*S((Z,a); (u,v)) =0 Y(u,v) ¢ DS(Z|a). (15)
DEFINITION 1 (SEMISMOTHNESS*). The set A CE is semismooth™ at = C A if
(", u)y=0 Yuek, 2" € Na(ZT;u).
The map S:E; = E, is semismooth™ at (Z,y) € gph S if gph S is semismooth* at (z,7y), i.e.,
(u, u*y = (v, v*)  VY(u,v) €E; x By, (v*,u*) € gph D*S((Z,u); (u,v)).
The notion of metric (sub)regularity is used only in the next two results, and hence we refer the

reader to the abundant literature for a definition, e.g., [18].

PROPOSITION 2 (Metric regularity and semismoothness*). Let F:E; — E, be continu-
ously differentiable at T, let QQ C Ey be semismooth™ (as a set) at F(Z) and let S:E; =2 Ey, S(x) :=
F(z) —Q be metrically subregular at (z,0). Then F~(Q) is semismooth* at T (as a set).

Proof. By [6, Theorem 3.1], for any h € E,
Np-1(g)(Z; h) C F'(Z)" No(F(z); F'(z)h), (16)
see also [6, Remark 2.1]. Since @ is semismooth* at F(z),
(v,2) =0 VzeE,, ve Ng(F(Z);2).
Therefore
(v, F'(z)h) =0 VYheE,;, ve No(F(z); F'(z)h),

and hence
(u, h)=0 VheE,, ue F'(Z)*No(F(z); F'(Z)h).

By (16) this implies that
(U, h>:O VhE]El, UENF—l(Q)(j,h),

i.e., F71(Q) is semismooth* at . O

COROLLARY 3 (Semismoothness* of the infimal convolution solution map). Let f €
Lo(E), let (Z,A) € Ex Ry and let w be strongly conver and twice continuously differentiable.
Then the map P,y from (13) is semismooth™ at ((T,)), P, ;(Z,\)) if Of is semismooth® at
(Pw,f(fi', )‘)7 vw( ; [‘i’ - Pw7.f(£7 )‘)])) :

5
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Proof. Without loss of generality, assume E=R". Let F:R" x R, x R" — R?*", F(z,),2) :=
(z,Vw([z — 2z]/N). Then for all z,z € R™ and A > 0, setting V := V2w([x — 2] /A) > 0 we have

0 0 I
Fl(z, )\, 2) = .
(A, 2) <;V — LV (z—2) —§V>

Hence, ker F'(z, A, 2)* = {0} for all z,z € R", A>0. Thus, (x,\,z) — F(x,\,2) —gphdf is metri-
cally regular. As gph P, ; = F~*(gphdf), if f is semismooth* at (Pw #1(Z,2),Vw (M)) =
F(z,\, P, ;(z,))), by Proposition 2, P, ; is semismooth* at ((Z,)), P, ;(Z,))).

Corollary 3 provides a sufficient criterion for establishing semismoothness® of the solution map
P on the interior of its domain. It will be a topic of future research to exploit this on a broad
scale, but we can immediately state the following result for a function f € I'((E) which is either

twice continuously differentiable or piecewise linear-quadratic (PLQ) in the sense of Rockafellar
and Wets [39, Definition 10.20].

PROPOSITION 3 (Semismoothness* of the subdifferential). For f € I'((E), the subgradi-
ent Of is semismooth™ at (Z,y) € gph df under one of the following conditions:
(a) f is twice continuously differentiable at T;
(b) f is piecewise linear-quadratic (in which case Of is semismooth™ on E).

Proof. Assume condition (a) holds. If f is twice continuously differentiable, then D(0f)(z | y) =
V2f(z) = D*(0f)(Z | §), see [397 Example 8.43]. Now let (u,v) € Typnos(Z,9), ie., v e D(Of)(Z |
§)(u) = {V2F(@)u}, and let (2°,5°) € Nypnos((F8); (4,0)) C Nygnoy (2.9), hence o+ € D*(0])(z |
y)(=y*) ={=V2f(2)y"}. Thus, we have ((*,y"), (u,v)) = (y", V2f(Z)u) — (V*f(Z)y", u) =0.

Now assume condition (b) holds. It follows from [39, Proposition 12.30] that gphdf is a finite
union of polyhedra. Then [23, Proposition 3.4/3.5] yields that gphdf is semismooth*, which gives
the desired statement. O

3.4. Constrained optimization We now consider an application of Theorem 1 to derive the
variational properties of the optimal value of the constrained optimization problem

v:(x,\) €EE, x R inf {f(u) | L(u,z) €AS}, (17)

E]Ef

where S C E, is a closed convex set. This function can be viewed as a special case of (3), where
w = dg for some closed convex set S C [E,. To see this, it is sufficient to note that

5>\5(Z) if A> 0,
57(2,t) = { dgoo(2) if A=0,
400 otherwise,
and thus L(u,z) € \S if and only if 0%(L(u,x),\) vanishes. Let S°:={v | (v, s) <1Va € S} be the

polar to the set S.
The following result is an immediate consequence of the general study in Theorem 2.

COROLLARY 4 (Conjugate and subdifferential of the constrained value function). Let
v be given by (17) with S CE,, closed and conver, and assume that

Jueridom f, z€E, : L(u,xz) e R, (11 5).

Then the following hold.
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(a) We have
V" (yo0) = inf {f*(w) | 3a € —uS" : L'(a) = (~w,y) }.
If S is a cone then v*(y, p) =inf,, { f*(w) +0r_ (1) | (—w,y) € L*(S°) }.
(b) For any (x,\) € domv and u € argmin, {f(u) | L(u,z) € NS},

Ov(w, \) = {{(vv—as( y)) |y € Ns(L(u,x)/X), (0,v) € D(u,y) } ifA>0,
7 {(v,—B) |y € Ng=(L(a,y)) N (BS°) : (0,v) €D(a,y)} if A=0,

where D(u,y) :=0f(u) x {0} + L*(y). If S is bounded (hence compact), then

v(z, ) = {(v,=0s(y)) |y € Ns (L(t,z)/A), (0,v) € D(u,y)} if A>0,
| {(v,=B) [Ty € BS° : (0,v) € D(%y) } if A=0.

(c) We have v* € I'o(E, x R) if and only if there exist y € E,, w € dom f*, f € R such that (—w,y) €
—BL*(S°). In this case, also v € TH(E, X R) and the infimum is attained when finite.

Proof. Part (a) follows from Theorem 2(a) with w* =o0g. If S is a cone then w* = dgo. Part (b)
follows from Theorem 2(b), observing that w*> = dge and that S = {0} if S is bounded, in which
case Ngoo =E,. Part (c) follows from (a) and Theorem 2(c). O

3.4.1. Relaxed linear constraints As an immediate specialization of Corollary 4 we obtain
a result on the value function

v:(b,\) €eR™ xR ian {f(z) | |Az = b| <A}, (18)
xe n
where f €To(R™), A€ R™*" is a matrix, and || - || is any norm in R™. Denote the associated dual
norm by || - ||°, and the corresponding unit-norm ball by B.

COROLLARY 5 (Relaxed linear constraints value function). If there exists a pair (z,\) €
dom f x Ry such that ||[Ax —b|| <\, then the following hold.
(a) (conjugate) v*(y,p) = f*(ATy)+ 8,80 (y), which is closed proper convez if and only if there exists
B and ||y||° < B such that ATy € dom f*. In this case, v is closed proper convex and the infimum
is attained when finite.

(b) (subdifferential) For any (b,\) € domv and Z that achieves the infimum in (18) (and hence
[AZ = b <A),

dv(b,\) = {{(%_HyHO) |y € Ne ([Az —b]/A), —ATy € 0f (@)} if A>0,
’ {(y,=B) | lyll° < B, —ATy € 0f(7)} i A=0.

(c) (primal existence) For A>0 and any b€ R™, if
f*(y) >0 VyeckerA\{0}, (19)

then argmin, { f(z) + 65 (Az — b, \)} # (0. This holds, e.g., when f is level-bounded or rank A =n.

Proof. Part (a). The expression for the conjugate v* follows from Corollary 4(a) by observing
that L: (z,b) — Az — b has adjoint L*: z+ (AT2,—2) and that op = || - ||°. The remaining claims
for Part (a) follow from Theorem 1.
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Part (b) follows from Corollary 4(b) with the foregoing observations. d) For A >0 and b€ R™,
the effective objective function in (18) is ¢(x) := f(z) + s (Az —b). With & such that ||Az —b| < A,
which exists by the hypothesis of the theorem, we have

(Oxgo (A(-) = b)) (z) =supdrs(AT — b+ TAZ) = Syer a(),

7>0

where the second identity uses the property that AB is bounded. With [39, Exercise 3.29] we hence
find that ¢ = f°° + dyer 4, which shows, using [39, Theorem 3.26], that ¢ is level-bounded if (19)
holds. O

4. Moreau envelope and proximal map In this section we outline existing and new results
regarding the variational properties of the Moreau envelope and the proximal map of a closed
proper convex function.

4.1. The Moreau envelope The Moreau envelope of f € I'4(E) is defined by

exf(z):= II{IGIIIEI{f(u) +(1/2\) ||z —ull’} VzeE, A>0,

which has a Lipschitz gradient given by Ve, f(z) = +(z — P\ f(z)).
The following result summarizes limiting properties of the Moreau envelope as A | 0.

PROPOSITION 4 (Convergence of the Moreau envelope). For f € T'4(E), the following
hold as X\ 0:
(a) exf = f and exf > f (in fact exf(x) 1 f(z) for all z €E);
(b) )‘f £> 5C1 (dom f) 5
(c) Aexf(x) = 5% (om ) (T) as @ — ;
(d) AOf converges to Ngi(aom f) graphically in the sense of [39, Definition 5.32];
(e) for x€domdf we have Ve, f(x) — argmingcye (., [|gll-

Proof. Part (a). See, e.g., [39, Theorem 1.25, Proposition 7.4].

Part (b). By Lemma 1(b) and [38, Theorem 13.3], A% f* = (f*)*° = 0gom s- Wijsman’s theo-
rem [39, Theorem 11.34] then yields Af = (Ax f*)* 5 64 (dom f)-

Part (c). By Part (b), Af > 61 (dom ). Hence, by [39, Theorem 7.37),

)\e)\f = 61()\]0) —C> 615C1(d0mf) = %dzl(domf)'

Part (d). Follows from Part (b) and Attouch [39, Theorem 12.35].
Part (e). See [2, Remark 3.32]. O
Note that Proposition 4(e) implies that there exists K > 0 such that

Vzedomdf IK >0VA>0: |Pf(Z) —z| < KA. (20)

Proposition 4(a) suggests the following extension of the Moreau envelope at A = 0:

exf(z) if A>0,
pri(z,A) €ExRi— < f(x) it A=0,
+00 it A<0.

This is exactly the value function p,, ; from (11) with w = £||-[|%. Hence, we may rely on our general
study on infimal convolution from Section 3.3 to understand the properties of this extension of the
Moreau envelope.
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COROLLARY 6 (Conjugate and subdifferential of the Moreau envelope). Let f € I'\(E).
Then py € To(E x R) and
(a) py(y,p)=rf"(y) + 5epi%”~”2(y’ —p) and p} €To(E x R);
(b) for all (z,\) € dompy,

(3lz = Paf(@)], =3l3le— Pf(@)]l?)  if A>0,

Ops(x,\) =
) {{w,ﬂ)\—veaf(x), UelP<Bl  ifa=o.

Proof. We are in the situation of Corollary 1 with w = 3| -||*. In particular, the qualification
condition (12) is trivially satisfied. O

4.2. Properties of the proximal map We now turn our attention to the proximal map. It
is straightforward to show P, f(z) — = as A 0 for any = € dom f. The following proposition, which
generalizes this statement, can be derived from monotone operator theory [39, Theorem 12.37].
The proof that we provide here instead relies on epigraphical convergence.

PRrOPOSITION 5 (Convergence of the proximal map). Let f € ['((E) and T € E. Then
lim Mo, Py f(z) = Pa(dom ) (7)-

Proof. Let {\:} 10, {z} = Z, and ¢y, (u) := Ao f(u) + 3 ||u — 2 ||*. Use Proposition 4(b) to deduce
NS = Ot (dom f)- Then because 1 |(+) — @[> = 3||(-) — Z||?, we obtain ¢y = ¢ := a1 (dom ) + 3/() —
z||?; see [39, Theorem 7.46 b)]. Now observe that Py, f(x)) = argmin ¢y, and Pe (qom f)(Z) = argmin ¢.
Since all functions ¢;, are convex and ¢ is level-bounded (in fact, strongly convex), the sequence
{ér} is, by [39, Exercise 7.32 c)], eventually level-bounded (in the sense of [39, p. 266]). Therefore,
we can apply [39, Theorem 7.33], with £, =0 (k € N), to deduce Py, f(x1) = Pei(dom f)(T)- O

We record the following auxiliary result.

LEMMA 5. Let f €To(E) and fix positive scalars X\ and u. Then for all z € E,

;AL(IIPuf(fU) —x|* = ||Pyf(2) = @|* + | Puf () — Prf(2)])

< fl(PAf(w)) — f(Puf(x)) (21)
<5 (1B f (z) = [ = [|Prf(x) = 2| = | Puf () = Prf(2)[?) ,
and o
[Py f(2) = Puf(@)]* < Nru (1B f(z) =l = [|Prf(z) —2?) - (22)

Proof. Set P(r):= P, f(z) for all 7 > 0. To obtain the bounds in (21), use [39, Eq. 7(34)] to infer
1 2 1 2 L 2
e —z|2 - i 2> |z — .
F@)+ ool =2llP = f(P(7) = o |1P(7) =2l = o _[lz = P(7)|F V7 >0, Yz €k
For 7=\ and x = P(u), we hence obtain
1 12 1 —12 1 2
— _ _ - _ > _ )
FPW) + o5 1P(p) = 2[° = F(PV) = 5 IP(A) = 2] 2 o1 [1P(1) = PO
Analogously, for 7=y and x = P()\), we find that
1 _2 1 —12 1 2
— _ _ R _ > — )
fFP(N) + 2ulllD(A) || = f(P(w)) 2Mllp(u) z|" = 2MHP(A) Pp)l

Combining the last two inequalities now yields (21).
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Next, use (21) to obtain
;(HP(M)—iBHQ—HP( ) =l +[[P(Y) = P()]*)
% (1P () = =[* = [IP(N) = z[* = [P(\) = P(m)[[*) ,

or, equivalently

1 1 2 l_l —:172— —.’172
(542 ) 1P = PG < (5= 1) (1PG0) ol = 1PO) 7).

which is equivalent to the desired inequality (22) O

4.3. Proximal map extension Proposition 5 suggests the following extension of the proxi-
mal map of f € I'y(E):

PfﬁEXR:iE, Pf(SL‘,)\)I: Pcl(domf)(x) lf)\:O,
0 if A <0.

The next result clarifies continuity properties of the proximal map extension P.

COROLLARY 7 (Lipschitz continuity of the proximal map). Let f € I'((E). Then P; is
continuous on dom Py =E x R and is locally Lipschitz on int (dom Py). If € domdf, then Py is
upper Lipschitz (or calm) at (z,0), and the map Ry > p— Pp(Z, ) is locally Lipschitz at 0, i.e.,
there exist positive scalars k and € such that

| P(2,0) — Pp(xz, \)|| < k|[(Z —2z,\)|| VY(z,\) € B.(z,0) Ndom Py, (23a)
pr(i7/\)_Pf(q_:7:u)HS’%’M_)" V)\,/,LG[O,€] (23b)

Proof. The continuity to the boundary of the domain follows from Proposition 5. The local

Lipschitz continuity on int (dom P;) follows from Theorem 3 with w = 1]| - ||>.
Now assume that z € domdf, which implies P;(Z,0) =z € dom f. Then for all A >0,

1P(, A) = Pr(2, 0)[| < [Paf(z) = PAf(D)[| + (|7 = Prf (@) < ||z — Z]| + KA,

where K > 0 is given via (20) and we use the property that P, f is 1-Lipschitz [3]. Set x := max{1, K }
to obtain (23a).

Let P:= Py(z,-). By (23a), there exist positive scalars x and € such that || P(7) — Z|| < k7 for all

€ (0,¢]. Hence for p and A in (0, ¢],

| P() = PN)|I? < ,LH(HP( )= ZIIP = [[P(N) = Z|I?)

,HA L (IP(p) =zl = [[IPOA) = Z) - (1P (1) — Z|| + [ P(A) — Z))
Bk ) (|P() = 2| = [P(Y) — 2]))
K= Al [[P(p) = P,
where the first inequality follows from (22) of Lemma 5, and the last inequality uses the reverse

triangle inequality. Use (23a) to obtain (23b). O
The following example shows that the assumption z € dom 0 f required for (23) is not redundant.

I/\ ||

IN
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EXAMPLE 1 (UPPER LIPSCHITZ CONTINUITY OF PROXIMAL MAP). Consider the following
two functions, both contained in I'g(R):

—logx if x>0, —/x ifz>0,
fla) = . o)=YV =0
400 otherwise, 400 otherwise.
The corresponding extended proximal maps are
Ho+vVaZ+4X) ifA>0 PO
Py(x,)\) = 5+ Va2 4-4N) 1 >0, P,(0,)) = <> VA > 0;
max{z,0} if A\=0, 2

cf. Beck [4, Lemma 6.5] for the expression for P;. Observe that dom f does not include the origin,
and |P;(0,0) — P;(0,\)] = v/X for all A > 0, which is not upper Lipschitz at (0,0). Next, observe
that dom dg does not include the origin, and P, is not upper Lipschitz at (0, 0). o

The next result on directional differentiability of P; follows from Theorem 3(c) with w = 1| - [|*.

COROLLARY 8 (Directional differentiability of the proximal map). Let f € T'o(E) and
fiz (x,\) € E x Ryy. If Of is proto-differentiable at (Py(z,\), [z — Ps(xz,)\)]), then Py is direc-
tionally differentiable at (x,\) with

Pi((z,)); (d,A)) = [(AD(Of) (Ps(z, ) | 1z — Py(z,N)]) + 1] - (d— Atz — Ps(z,N)])
for all (d,A) € E x R. In particular, for any A >0,

(Prf) (w:) = [AD(F) (Py(x, M) | [z = Pr (2, A)]) +1]

-1
()

4.3.1. Semismoothness* of P; We now establish semismoothness* of the extended proxi-
mal map Py on E x R, ;. We lead with an auxiliary result.

LEMMA 6. The map S:E; = Ey is semismooth™ at (y,z —y) if and only is S +id is semis-
mooth* at (y,z).

Proof. The map S is semismooth* at (y,z —y) if and only if
veDS(y|z—y)(u), u* € D*S((y,z —y); (u,v))(v*) = (u, u*) = (v, v*)

{v+u€D(S+id)(y[z)(u),

u* + v* ED*(S+id)((y,Z);(u,u+v))(v*) } = <U, u*—l—v*) — <u+v, U*>

<= S +1id semismooth* at (y, z).

Here the first equivalence is the definition of semismoothness™® and (15). The second uses the sum
rule for the graphical derivative [39, Exercise 10.43] and the directional coderivative [6, Corollary
5.3 (4+ comment)], respectively, when one summand is smooth (here the identity map). The last
equivalence is a variable change and the definition of semismoothness* and (15) again. U

PROPOSITION 6 (Semismoothness* of P;). For feT'((E),
(a) Py is semismooth* at (x,\) if Of semismooth* at (Ps(xz, ), X[z — P(z,\)]);
(b) Pyf is semismooth* at x if and only if Of is semismooth* at (Pyf(x), [z — Pyf(x)]).

Proof. Part (a) follows from Corollary 3 with w = 1| - ||>. For Part (b), observe that Pyf =
(AOf +1id)~! is semismooth* at x if and only if A@f +id is semismooth* at (Pyf(x), x) [23, p. 7].
By Lemma 6, this is the case if and only if A0 f is semismooth* at (Pyf(x), z — P\f(z)) which, in
turn, holds if and only if 8f is semismooth* at (P, f(z), +[z — Py f(z)]). O
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Various papers study the semismoothness a la Qi and Sun [37] of P; on E xR, ;. Most of these
results, trace the semismoothness of the latter back to the semismoothness of the Euclidean projec-
tion onto epi f. The work by Meng et al. [31, 32] deserves explicit mention, and a good discussion of
these results can be found in Milzarek’s thesis [33]. Bearing our applications in Section 7 in mind,
this is somewhat of a circular strategy, and hence we opened up a different path via our study in
Section 3.3.1 on semismooth* properties of solution maps. For a map that is locally Lipschitz at a
point, semismoothness* differs from traditional semismoothness only in directional differentiability
as the following result by Gfrerer and Outrata [23, Corollary 3.8] shows.

LEMMA 7 (Semismooth vs. semismooth*). Let F: D CE, — E, be locally Lipschitz at x €
int D. Then the following are equivalent:
(a) F is semismooth at x;
(b) F is semismooth™ and directionally differentiable at x.

This lemma gives the following immediate consequence about semismoothness of P;.

COROLLARY 9 (Semismoothness of P;). Let f € I'((E) and fiz (x,\) e Ex Ry ,. If Of is
proto-differentiable and semismooth* at (Py(x,\), 1[x — Py(x, N)]), then Py is semismooth at (x, ).
This holds, in particular, if f is PLQ or twice continuously differentiable at Py(x,\), in which case
P; is continuously differentiable at (x, ).

Proof. For the first statement combine Corollary 8, Proposition 6, and Lemma 7. For the second,
invoke Remark 1 and Proposition 3. g

Note that semismoothness* does not require directional differentiability of the function in ques-
tion. However, semismoothness™ is still sufficient to yield convergence of Newton-type methods
under suitable regularity conditions [23, 27]. In view of the above discussion, this is important
because the Euclidean projector onto a closed convex set may not be directionally differentiable [40],
in which case the arguments and methods based on (standard) semismoothness are invalidated.

5. The proximal value The projection onto the epigraph of a function f € I'((E) requires
a particular value of A\ so that the equation (2) holds. In this section we examine the variational
properties of the value of the proximal map as a function of A, i.e., the function

0<A= f(Pf(Z)), (24)

where T € E is fixed. Note that this map is not generally convex, as illustrated by the following
counterexample.

EXAMPLE 2 (NONCONVEXITY OF THE PROXIMAL VALUE). Define f=|-|+0j_11 € [o(R). By
Beck [4, Example 6.22],

Py f(xz) = min{max{|z| — A\,0}, 1} -sgn(z) VzeR, A>0.
Hence, for T = 2, we obtain the nonconvex function

1 if A€ (0,1],
f(Prf(Z)=<2-X if Ae(1,2],
0 it A>2.

The next result describes the monotonicity and continuity of the map (24).

COROLLARY 10 (Monotonicity and continuity in ). Let f € [((E) and fir © € E. Then
(a) 0< A= f(P\f(Z)) is decreasing (i.e., increasing as A} 0);
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(b) 0< A || — Pyf(Z)| is increasing;
(¢) limyoo f(Prf(Z)) = f(Pet(dom ) (T))-

Proof. Parts (a) and (b). Let 0 < A < g and set P(X) := P\f(z), P(p) := P,f(z), and 0 :=
2(|1P(p) — z||* = | P(A) — 2||*). Then from (21) of Lemma 5, we obtain

1 1
ﬁé < f(PN) = f(P(p) < Xd
As A < pu, this implies that § >0, i.e., |[P(n) —z||* > || P(A\) — z||?, and hence f(P(u)) < f(P(N)).
Part (c). Let {Ay} 1 0. Then p;, := Py, f(Z) = p:= Pei(aom 5)(T); see Proposition 5. It follows that
F(p) = limsup [f(p) + g3 (12 —pull* ~l|z = pI) ]
> limsup f(px)
k—o0
> liminf f(py,)
k— o0
> f(p)-
Here the first inequality uses that f(p) + i”i —pl* > fpx) + i”i‘ — pi|? for all k € N, by
definition of p;. The second is due to ||Z — pi|| > ||z — p||, by the definition of p and since p;, € dom f.
The last one is just lower semicontinuity of f. 0
As we did with the Moreau envelope and proximal map, we define the extension of the map (24)
to include negative values of A:
f(Prf(2)) if A>0,
f(Pcl(dom ) (.f)) if A <0.

We call this the proximal value function. Observe that

) =exf(@) —(1/20)]z - A f(@)* (A>0). (25)

We use Corollary 10 to derive the following result.

n;f:/\E]RH{

COROLLARY 11 (Continuity properties of the proximal value). Let f € T'o(E) and fix
z €E. Then the following hold:
(a) nl is decreasing, continuous (possibly in an extended real-valued sense), and finite-valued if (and
only if) Pu(aom r)(Z) =2 € dom f.
(b) nl is locally Lipschitz on R, .
(c¢) If z € domdf, then the assertion in (b) holds on R.

Proof. Set n:=nl. Parts (a) and (b). The fact that 7 is decreasing follows from Corollary 10(a).
Now consider (25). By Corollary 6, the map 0 < A — e, f(Z) is convex and finite-valued, hence
locally Lipschitz. By Corollary 7(a), this conclusion also holds for 0 < A~ 5|z — Py f(z)||*. This
gives the local Lipschitz continuity of n on R, . The continuity at 0 is due to Corollary 10(c).

Part (c). By Parts (a) and (b), and because 7 is constant (and finite by assumption) on R_, we
only need to be concerned about the desired properties at 0. To this end, let p > A. If A <0, then

‘ () =1V ‘ < ‘ n(w) =n(0) ‘ '
p—x |T| w0

Thus we can restrict ourselves to the case 0 <\ < p. Set P(7) := P, f(z) for all 7 >0 and P(0) :=Z.
Then by Corollary 7(c), there exist positive scalars ¢ and x such that

|P(u) = PO < w(u—A) WOSA<p<e. (26)
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For 0 < A < p<e, we have

[n(A) = n(p)] = n(A) —n(w)

< o5 (IP(w) = 2| = |1P(A) = z]|* = | P(1) = P(V)]]?)

= o [(IP() =z = 11PN = z[) - (1P (1) = 2] + [1P(A) = Z[[) = [P (1) = P[]
< 53 1P(w) = POV (1P () =zl + [ P(A) = Z[] = [P (1) = P(M])

< sl = ALUP () =zl + [|1P(X) = 2| = ([ P(u) = z]| = [[P(A) — Z]))

=5z = P = Al

< KA — A

Here, the first identity follows from Corollary 10(a), where the first inequality uses Lemma 5(a).
The rest the follows from the reverse triangle inequality and (26), recalling that P(0) = z. O

REMARK 2. The requirement that £ € 0f, made in Corollary 11, cannot be relaxed to €
dom f. To see this, we again use Example 1(b), where

1
—(A/2)5 ifA>0,
= AT A2

0 if A <0,

which is neither locally Lipschitz nor directionally differentiable at A = 0. We also conclude from
this example that the lack of calmness of the proximal map at A =0 is not necessarily compensated

by applying f.
Under certain assumptions described by Corollary 12, we may interpret the extended proximal
value function nf as the derivative of the convex function

—)\6)\']0(2%) if A> 0,
PLNER § —1d% o ) () if \=0, (27)
= (Pat dom £)(7)) = 3082 (dom 5 (F) 1 A <0;

cf. Attouch [2, Remark 3.32].

COROLLARY 12 (The function ¢Z). Let f € To(E) and fir T € E. Then the following hold:
(a) qgé is proper, convex and continuous (possibly in an extended real-valued sense), and continuously
differentiable on R, with L¢L(\) = —f(P\f(%)) locally Lipschitz for all > 0.
(b) If z €dom f, then oL is continuously differentiable on R with deriwative given by

—f(Prf(T)) if A>0,

A BN = —nf () =
@510 = —nf) {_f(Pd(domf)(f)) A,

If, more strictly, T € domdf, then this derivative is locally Lipschitz on all of R.
(¢) If Pu(dom 1) (T) ¢ dom f, then dom dL =R, and

031 () = {af(PAf(f)) 1120

Proof. Set ¢:=¢L(\). Part (a). It is an easy computation to see that

0< A —¢(A) =inf {Af(y)+ §lu—z|*}
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is concave, i.e., 0 < A+ ¢(A) is convex. By setting ¢(0) = édfl(dom 1(@) and using Proposition 4(a),
we see that ¢ is a continuous convex function on R, which is linearly extended to R_. All in all, ¢
is convex, proper and continuous (possibly in an extended real-valued) sense. From Corollary 6 b)

(and the product rule) we infer, for all A >0, that

PN =-exf(@) A (=3 |1 = PF@I) = (/2|2 = P S @) = exf () =~ f(Pf (@),

where the last equality follows from (25). Hence, the local Lipschitz continuity follows from Corol-
lary 11(b).

Part (b). Here we assume that Piom f(Z) € dom f. Then by definition of ¢, we have ¢'(\) =
— f(Pei(dom 1) (Z)) for all A < 0. It remains to establish the case A = 0. To this end, use the subgradient
inequality to deduce that g € ¢(0) if and only if ¢(0) + Ag < ¢()) for all A if and only if

g+€)\f(7) 2&d31(domf)(7) SO V)\>07 (283‘)
Ag+ )\f( Cl(domf)( )) <0 VA0, (28b)

hold simultaneously. (The case with A =0 holds trivially.) From (28a), we infer that
inf 545 (domf)(j) =dexf(Z) @ inf P(\) — o(0)

g<

>0 A A>0 A _
© 1 90 = 6(0)
A0 - A B B
(i_l) lim 2dcl (dom f) (.Tf) - )\e)\f(x)
ALO ~ A
@ o~ (B S(2))
L0 1

Here, (i) is simply the definition of ¢; (ii) holds because ¢ is convex [38, Theorem 23.1]; (iii) fol-
lows from the definition of ¢; and (iv) follows from I'Hopital’s rule, which is applicable because
the last limit exists by Corollary 10(c), which implies (v). Hence, (28a) is equivalent to g <
- f (Pei (dom £(7)). Combined with (28b), which is equivalent to g > — f ( el (dom £ (Z)), establishes that

0(0) = {—f (Pai(dom (%)) }. Thus, Pu(dom s(Z) € dom f, ¢ is dlfferentlable and hence continuously
differentiable by convexity [38, Corollary 25.5.1]. The remainder follows from Corollary 11(c).

Part (c). Here we assume that Py qom f(Z) ¢ dom f. Suppose g € 9¢(0), i.e., analogous to some
arguments in b),

9 < (1/20)d2) (dom 1) (T) — exf(Z)  YA>0.

On the other hand, using e.g., Corollary 10(b), we have

(1/20)d) (qom 1) (T) — exf(Z) = (1/2M)[|T — Pargaom 1) (D)1 — (1/20) |7 — P f(2)[|* — fF(Prf (7))
<—f(Pf(7)).

Since — f(Pyf(Z)) — —oo as A0, this concludes the proof. O

5.1. Semismoothness of the proximal value function In view of the properties of the
proximal value function, as outlined by Corollary 11, the question for semismoothness of 77£ on
R, arises naturally. Now consider the expression (25). The map 0 < A — e, f(Z) is continuously
differentiable by Corollary 6(a), hence semismooth [20, Proposition 7.4.5]. Moreover, the map 0 <
A (1/2X0)]|Z — Pof(Z)]]? is semismooth if 0 < X\ +— Py f(Z) is semismooth [20, Proposition 7.4.4].
Thus, when the latter holds, we can conclude that 77£ is semismooth. We can in addition use
Corollary 9, which establishes conditions for the semismoothness of the map (z,\) € E xR, —
P, f(z), to obtain the following result.
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PROPOSITION 7 (Semismoothness of the proximal value function). Let f € T'((E) and
Tz € E. Then 77% is semismooth at X\ > 0 if Of is proto-differentiable and semismooth* at
(P;\f(i), sz — P;\f(:E)]) This is the case under either of the following conditions:
(a) (PLQ case) f is piecewise-linear quadratic.
(b) (C? case) f is twice continuously differentiable around P f (). In this case, n is continuously
differentiable.

6. Post-composition envelopes and proximal maps Given functions ¢ € I'4(E) and g €
I'y(R), we consider the composition

g(¥(z)) if z € dom,
+o00 otherwise.

(gov)(z):= {
It is well known that g o is closed proper convex if ¢ is increasing and that the intersection
¥ (E)Ndom g is nonempty; see, for example, Hiriart-Urruty and Lemaréchal [25, Theorem B.2.1.7],
who describe this operation as post-composition. We establish variational formulas for the Moreau
envelope and proximal map of the composition g o under a regularity assumption involving the
intersection of domains. These results provide us with tools to infer properties of projections onto
the epigraph and level sets of a closed proper convex function, as covered in Section 7.

PROPOSITION 8 (Post-composition, Moreau envelopes, and proximal maps). Let g €
Iy (R) be increasing and let ¢ € T'o(E) such that

(ridom g) N (ridom ) = (). (29)

Then the following properties hold.
(a) e1(got)(Z) = —minysg {g*(/\) + qE%(A)}, where ¢¥ is given by (27).
(b) Pi(got)(Z)=Pi(A-¢)(Z) for every A € argminy ., {g"(A) + @3 (A) } #0.
(€) If (Pt aoms)(T)) & 0g*(0), then argmin,so {g*(\) + ¢4 ()} CRyy. This is, in particular, the
case if Pei(domy)(Z) ¢ dom).

Proof. Part (a). We find that

ex(go)(@) = min {3l — 7|+ (g0 u)(x)}

(H()—fill2 +go¢)” (0)
= max —{g"(\) =3 llyl* + (2, y) + (A-¥)"(=y)}

=max{—yg <A>+n;gg<[—éuyu2—<a-:, vy — (A v) (-]}
= max —g"(\) ~ 6L ().

Here, the third identity uses [10, Corollary 3] with f:=$||(-) — Z||?, F:= 1, and K =R, realizing
that (29) is equivalent to qualification condition [10, Equation (17)] because domg — R, =domg,
and observing that attainment is guaranteed by finiteness of the left-hand side. The last identity
uses Fenchel duality [38, Theorem 31.1] and the definition of ¢ in (27).

Part (b). Note that by [10, Corollary 4],

d(go)(x U ON-¢)(z) Vzedomgor, (30)
Aeaq(lb(w))
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and observe that dg(z) C R, because g is increasing. Next, observe that

A € argmin, o {g*(\) + BL (M)}, a= Pr(A-9)(z) <2 0€dg*(\) + 0 %( ), &= P(A-9)(2)
£ y(a) €dg*(N), a=Pi(X- ) (@)
£ X edg(v(w), a=Pi(A-v)(x)
L% X € dg((a)), 0€a— 7+ -)(7)
L = Pi(go) ().

Equivalence (i) is valid because int (domg*) C Ry, C int (dom ¢%); see [10, Lemma 4] and Corol-
lary 12, respectively. Corollary 12(b) justifies equivalence (ii). Equivalence (iii) is the inver-
sion formula for the subdifferential [38, Corollary 23.5.1]. Equivalence (iv) uses the optimal-
ity conditions that uniquely determines @ = Py(\ - )(Z). Implication (v) follows from (30) and
the optimality conditions that uniquely determine P;(g o ¢)(Z). Taken together, we deduce
that for any A\ € argmin,.,g*(\) + ¢%()\), we have P,(g o ¥)(z) = Pi()\ - ¥)(Z). The fact that
argminy o {g*(A) + g?)f()\)} # () follows from Part (a).

Part (c). Recall from Part (b) that 0 € argmin, . {g* + ¢%} entails 0 € dg*(0) + 9¢%(0). In view
of Corollary 12(c), we must have Py (qom ) (%) € dom1p, in which case 9¢3 (0) = —t)(Pei (dom ) (7)),
by Corollary 12(b). This proves the claim. O

7. Epigraphical and level-set projections We are now equipped to answer the initial ques-
tion about computing epigraphical and level-set projections via proximal mappings. Our approach
is based on the Moreau envelopes of the indicator functions to the epigraph and level set of a
function f, which we express as the post-compositions

Otevar =(0r_)o(f(:) —a) and  depiy=(0r_)o (f(-) = ()
Proposition 8 provides the required tools.

COROLLARY 13 (Level-set projection). Let f € I'h(E), (z,a) € E x R, and assume there
exists & € B such that f(&) < a. Then the following statements hold.
(a) (Dual representation of distance to level set)

12 (%)= —I/{lzlgl{(f_)é(/\) +a}.

2Meva f

(b) (Projection onto level set)

(i’): PCl(domf)(f) Zf f( cl(dom f) ( )) <a,
eval Psf(z) otherwise,

for any positive X in the optimal solution set

argmin {pI(N) +art={A>0]| f(P\f(z)) =a} #0.
0

Proof. Set g:=dg_ and ¢:x € Er f(x) — @. Then g € T'x(R) is increasing and ¢ € I'o(E) with
dom = dom f and ey, s = g 0 9). Now observe that (29) applied to this setting is equivalent to
saying that there exists y € ri (dom f) such that f(y) < a. We (only) assume that there exists & €
dom f such that f(#) < @. However, take any z € ri(dom f), then, by the line segment principle [38,
Theorem 6.1], we have yy := Az + (1 —\)Z €ri(dom f) for all X € (0,1]. Moreover, f(y) < Af(z)+
(1—X)a— @ as A | 0. Hence there exists A € (0,1] sufficiently small such that f(ys) < @. Hence
y:=y; €ri(dom f) with f(9) <&, and (29) holds.
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Part (a). For all A >0,
- —dexy(z if A>0,
TIOEE S
) cl(domw)(‘r) 1 )\_07

) =Aeaf(@) —a) ifA>0,
_%dil(domf)(j) if A :O7

= ¢L(\) +a.
Use Proposition 8(a) and the fact that g* = dg, to deduce that

%d?cvdf(j) = elélevaf(i‘) =€ (g © w)(i‘) = I/{lzuol {&J;()\) + 07)\} .

Part (b). The equality of the two sets in question is clear from the (necessary and sufficient)
optimality conditions and Corollary 12. The rest follows from Proposition 8, Parts (b) and (c)
because Py, ;(Z) = Pi(gov)(Z). O

COROLLARY 14 (Epigraphical projection). Let f €T'o(E) and (z, &) € E x R. Then the fol-
lowing statements hold.
(a) (Dual representation of distance to epigraph)
192 (= oo\ o Tf ~y 132
5don f(T,a) = —1min {oL(N) +ar+ X},

2 “epi

(b) (Projection onto epigraph)

P () = [Petaom 1)(Z), &] if f(Peaaom s (T)) <@,
vt/ [Pif(Z), a+ )  otherwise,

where X\ > 0 is the unique solution of the strongly convex optimization problem
s 1N2 2y oG]
min sATFaX+oL(N).

Equivalently, X is the unique root of the strictly decreasing function 0 < A— f(P\f(Z)) — X —a.

Proof. Analogous to the proof of Corollary 13, we define closed proper convex functions g := dg_
and ¢ : (z,a) EE xR f(z) — a so that depi f = g 01p. Therefore,

(ri(domy)) = 1(ri (dom f) x R) = f(ri(dom f)) —R =R,

and thus the qualification condition (29) is trivially satisfied in this setting.

Part (a). Note that eyy)(z,a) = e, f(z) + ex(—id)(a) for all A >0 [4, Theorem 6.58], and since
domy =dom f,

AN =GN +a-A+ 1N (A20),

Apply Proposition 8(a) to obtain the desired result.

Part (b). Apply Proposition 8(b), observing that P.p; ;(Z,a&) = Pi0epi 1(Z, @) and Pi(A-¢)(Z, &) =
[Py(\f)(Z),a+ A] for all A >0 [4, Theorem 6.6]. The fact that A > 0 is due to Proposition 8(c).

O

REMARK 3 (PRIOR WORK). The level-set projection result Corollary 13 encompasses the result
described by Beck [4, Theorem 6.30]. For epigraphical projection, Corollary 14 generalizes Beck [4,
Theorem 6.36] to include functions that aren’t finite-valued. For functions f € I'o(E) with open
domain, Chierchia et al. [11, Proposition 1] describe an alternative formula for epigraphical pro-
jections via proximal maps.
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Algorithm 1 SC*' Newton method for minimizing 6;

(S.0) Choose Ay, >0, {ex} 10, and let 5,0 € (0,1). Set k:=0.
(S.1) If |0'(\)| <0 : STOP.

(S.2) Choose g, € 9p(0;)(\x) and set

9’(Ak)>
ALi=P . -2 .
k [= ks )< Gr + n

(S.3) Set
b= Ilrel%é{ {5l ’ Oc ( Ak + 51Ak) < 0c(Ai) + 51092()\)Ak } :

(S4) Set A\py1:= i +tpAk, k< k+1, and go to (S.1).

7.1. An SC?! optimization framework In this section we present a unified algorithmic
framework for computing projections onto the level sets and the epigraph of a closed proper convex
function. Corollaries 13 and 14, respectively, guide us in how to compute these projections. For a
given f € '4(E) and (z,&) € E x R such that f(z) > &, the epigraphical and level-set projections,
respectively, correspond to the proximal map of f with parameter A\ that solves the scalar problem

min fe(A) (£ € {epi,lev}), (31)
for 0 : R — R given by
dL(N) +ax if € =1lev,
B =4 e e (32)
I ar+ A% if {=epi.

Corollary 12 asserts that ;¢ is convex, continuous (possibly in an extended real-valued sense), and

continuously differentiable with monotonically increasing, locally Lipschitz derivative on R, . In
particular, for any A >0,

egu>={‘”§“>+“ i =lev,

—ni(N)+a+X if {=epi,

The minimization of ¢, could be accomplished using bisection if an upper bound on the optimal A
is available. However, the semismoothness of the derivative (33), described by Proposition 7, allows
us to tap into the powerful SC! optimization framework [20, 36] that operates on functions § : R — R
that are semismoothly differentiable (i.e., SC'), which means that at points A € int (dom#), the
gradient @ exists, and it is locally Lipschitz around A and semismooth at A. The semismooth
method, outlined by Algorithm 1, applies to the problem (31) whenever conditions (Al) and (A2)
of Pang and Qi [36] hold, which is the case when Z € dom df; see Corollary 12.

Algorithm 1 uses the notion of a Bouligand subdifferential, which for a function ¢ :
R" — R that is locally Lipschitz at a point Z € int(dom¢), is defined at Z as Opp(Z) =
{v|Hazr €Dy, x, =z} :Vp(xy) — v}, where Dy is the set of points of differentiability of ¢. The
Clarke subdifferential [12] of ¢ at Z is Oc¢(Z) := conv ¢ (), which coincides (on the interior of
dom ¢) with the convex subdifferential if ¢ is convex.

REMARK 4. Because 0 is convex and differentiable with locally Lipschitz derivative on R,
all elements in the Clarke subdifferential Jc(6;)()\) are nonnegative for all A >0 [20]. In the epi-
graphical case (i.e., £ = epi), the quadratic term in the expression for 6., in (32) implies that
the elements are bounded below by 1. Thus, the sequence of regularization parameters {e;} ] 0
in Algorithm 1 is not necessary, and in fact, if 8’ is piecewise affine, the regularization could be
eliminated by setting the constant regularization ¢, := 0 for all k, which would improve numerical
convergence regardless of the optimality parameter ¢ > 0.

(33)
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Algorithm 2 Full-step SC' Newton method

(S.0) Choose A\g >0, 6 >0, and {e,} ] 0. Set k:=0.
(S.1) If |6z (A\x)| < 6: STOP.

(S.2) Choose gi € dc(0;)(Ax) and set

— —0L(\
Ak::max{)\k M}

27 gitex
(S.3) Set A\pj1: =X+ Ay, k< Ek+1, and go to (S.1).

7.1.1. The case where 6; is concave on (0,A;) Corollaries 13 and 14 imply that there
exists positive parameters \; < A, such that

A A] =argminfe = {A >0 | 6;(\) =0}, (34)
A>0
for both the epigraphical and level-set cases. In the epigraphical case in particular, the solution
is unique, and thus A, = A\;; see Corollary 14(b). If the derivative ¢, is concave on the interval
(0, A¢), it is possible to take a full Newton step at every iteration while respecting positivity of the
iterates, thus saving the computational cost of a backtracking line-search. The simplified iteration
is described by Algorithm 2.
For many important functions, e.g., the 1-norm or negative log, (and their spectral counterparts),
the respective map 6; is concave on R, but, as suggested above, we only need the following:

AssUMPTION 1 (Concavity (0,A;)). The function 8 is concave on (0,X;).

ProPoOsSITION 9 (Convergence of Algorithm 2). Under Assumption 1, the full-step New-
ton method from Algorithm 2 converges to a minimizer of 0.

Proof. Set 6 =0,. If 0 < A\, < A, for some k € N, then by Corollary 11(a), 6’(\x) <0 by mono-

tonicity of —@’. Therefore,
0'(Ae)

i + €k

)‘k—i-l :)\k_ >)\k

Since —(gx +&x) is a convex subgradient of —(6’ +¢(-)), the concavity of ¢ implies that
=0 (k1) = En(Anr — Ae) = =0"(A) = (A = M) (g +€x) =0,

and hence 6'(Azy1) <0, thus 0 < Ap < Agy1 < Ao Consequently, by an inductive argument, {A;}
converges to some A. Therefore, the sequence {gy € 0c(6¢)(Ax)} is bounded, and hence

0= (Aet1— M) (gr +ex) +6'(Ar) = 0'(N),

which shows that A has the desired properties. We hence still need to cover the case where \; < Ay
for all k€ N. In view of (34), we can assume that A\, < Ay for all £ € N. (Otherwise, a solution has
already been obtained.) Since 6'(\;) > 0 here, we observe that

— A —9’()\k)}
0< Ny < Npg1 =g + , ¢ <A,
k+1 k max{ 5 gr+en k

hence the sequence {\;} converges to some A In particular, Ay = %)\k only finitely many times.

~ ~

Hence, without loss of generality, 0 = (Ayr1 — Ap)(gx + ) + 60" (Ax) — €(N), which gives 8'(X) =0
also here. O
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FIGURE 2. The function 6,; corresponding to the FIGURE 3. The function 6.y

projection of point T = (—2,0.8,3,1.3) onto the 1-  which Algorithm 2 may cycle.
norm unit ball.

/

for Example 3, for

The next example illustrates that cycling may occur in Algorithm 2 if Assumption 1 fails.
ExXAMPLE 3 (CYCLING). Consider the scalar function f(x) = 2|z|+ 0i_11(z), and the task of
projecting the (7, &) = (4, —1) onto epi f. Figure 3 illustrates the function 6, ; whose root we seek.

Then for Ay outside of the interval [1.5,2] the iterates \;, (k € N) generated by Algorithm 2 oscillate
between 1.5 and 3.

7.2. Numerical Experiments We present numerical experiments that hint at the com-
putational effectiveness of the SC' optimization framework described in Section 7.1. The two
experiments in this section were run on an Apple Macbook Air with a 1.8GHz Intel Core
i5 and 8Gb RAM running OS 10.14.6. The code was written in C and available at https:
//github.com/arielgoodwin/epi-proj.

7.2.1. Level-set projection: 1-norm An important instance of the level-set case (£ =lev)
is the projection onto the unit 1-norm ball lev,[ - ||, = {z € R" | ||lz[|; <1}. The derivative of the
corresponding function 6., reads

)= 1-3" max{|z;| —\,0} ifA>0,
T 1 — | if A <0,

which is concave on R, (as required) and piecewise affine, as shown by Fig. 2.

We implemented Algorithm 2 and compared it numerically to two state-of-the-art algorithms
specifically tailored to 1-norm-ball projection, namely Condat’s sorting-based method [16] as imple-
mented in the code condat_llballproject.c, and Liu and Ye’s improved bisection algorithm
(IBIS) [30] implemented in the eplb module in SLEP [41].

The entries of the projected vectors € R™ are drawn from a Gaussian distribution with zero
mean and standard deviations o = {0.1,0.05,0.01,0.005}. The optimality tolerance was fixed at
d=10""% as in step (S.1) of Algorithm 2. Table 1 reports the average time required to compute
the projection over 10° trials for vectors of dimension n € {20,10%}, and over 500 trials for n = 10°.
The initial point A\ > 0 Algorithm 2 was chosen by sampling y/nlogn coordinates randomly from
the vector T and setting Ay to be the largest of their absolute values. Observe that Algorithm 2
exhibits comparable performance relative to the specialized algorithms.

7.2.2. Level-set projection: negative sum-log We now consider the epigraphical projec-
tion for a function that is not polyhedral. Define the function f:x € R"+— — > "  logz;, where we
take the negative logarithm to be oo outside the positive orthant. Figure 4 illustrate the function


https://github.com/arielgoodwin/epi-proj
https://github.com/arielgoodwin/epi-proj

28

M.P. Friedlander, A. Goodwin, and T. Hoheisel: From perspective maps to epigraphical projections

n  Algorithm 2 Condat IBIS Algorithm 2 Condat IBIS
c=0.1 o =0.05

20 1.94x107° 1.53x107% 1.83x107°%] 1.93x107% 1.41x107°% 1.99 x 107

10 3.33x107° 211x107° 3.65x107°| 3.38 x107° 2.23x107° 4.15x107°

10° 2.08x107% 1.44x107% 2.89x1072?| 2.18 x 1072 1.44x 1072 3.42x 1072
o =0.01 o =0.005

20 2.05x107% 1.45x107% 1.87x107°%] 1.92x107% 1.36 x 107% 2.32x 107

103 3.14x107° 2.57x107° 4.07x107°| 3.06 x 107> 2.68 x 10~° 4.46 x 1075

10° 1.93x107% 148 x107% 3.73x107?| 1.89 x 1072 1.50 x 1072 4.00 x 102

TABLE 1. Average time (seconds) for projecting vectors onto the 1-norm unit ball in dimension n, with coordinates
chosen using Gaussian distributions with standard deviation o.

5 5
3 3
1 1

1 3 5 -1 | 2 3 4 5
-3

(z,a) =(+1,-1) (z,a)=(-1,-1)

FIGURE 4. The graph of the function 6;; (A) that corresponds to the base points (Z,&) shown for each figure. The
left panel depicts the case where Py (qom f)(Z) € dom f; the right panel depicts the case where Py (qom 7y (Z) ¢ dom f.

n=1 n=10° n=10°
SSN 8.76 x 10~" 1.69x 10~* 1.90 x 107!
Bisection 1 2.36 x 107% 1.88 x 1073 2.89
Bisection 2 2.66 x 107% 1.08 x 103 1.16
TABLE 2. Time (seconds) for projecting vectors onto the epigraph of f(z)=—3"""_, log; in various dimensions n.

;pi for the case when Py (dom r)(Z) is in, and not in, the domain of f. These functions are concave
over (0,00). Hence —0; is convex over this interval and Algorithm 2 applies.

We numerically compare Algorithm 2 and the bisection method as solution approaches for (31).
The coordinates of  were chosen uniformly at random on the interval [—1, 1], and the value & was
chosen uniformly at random on the interval [~2, —0.5]. The initial value A\, was chosen to be v/N.
The termination condition for Algorithm 2 was [0(\)| <10~*, and the termination conditions for
bisection was |0;(A)] < 10~* (labeled Bisection 1) and |b—a| <107* (labeled Bisection 2), where
a,b denote the endpoints of the bisection interval. Table 2 shows the average times over 10° trials

when n € {1,10%}, and over 500 trials when n = 10°.

7.2.3. Discussion The numerical examples we presented extend easily to other useful cases
involving matrices, such as the nuclear norm on R™*" and the barrier function —logdet on the
space of symmetric matrices, using variational formulas that depend on matrix spectra [28, 29].
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In these cases, the main computational effort involves computing singular value and eigenvalue
decompositions, respectively, of the matrix iterates.

The cases where 9,’5 does not satisfy either Assumption 1 or the domain condition Py qom f)(Z) €
dom f lies outside the theoretical guarantees presented in this section, though the algorithms we
present may still work in practice. In the case where dom f C E is open, the formula provided by
Chierchia et al. [11, Proposition 1] is a viable option.

8. Final remarks Our analysis on the variational properties of epigraphical projections and
infimal convolution is motivated by the authors’ larger research interests on variations of first-order
methods that operate in a lifted space. The promising work by Chierchia et al. [11] on epigraphical-
projection methods for minimizing convex functions over p-norm constraints shows promise for
this algorithmic approach, and we aim to develop methods for more general problem classes. We
are also motivated by statistical M-estimation approaches that include as an additional unknown
a particular parameter that characterizes data distribution [15]. The variational calculus that we
derive is a useful tool for developing algorithmic approaches for solving these lifted M-estimation
problems.

There are at least two avenues of future research that extend our analysis in this paper.

K -epigraphical projections. A significant generalization of the post-composition operation

defined in Section 6 occurs when we allow compositions of the form f=go H :E; — R, where

e K CIE; a closed convex cone;

o H:E, —E; K-convex, i.e., the K-epigraph {(X,Y) |Y — H(z) € K } is convex;

o gey(Ey) K-increasing, i.e., g < g((-)+v) for all ve K.
This convex conver-composite setting was studied by Burke et al. [10], and the required subdif-
ferential formulas for the analysis are readily available. This may lead to a proximal calculus and
ultimately to formulas and algorithms for projecting onto K-epigraphs, thus encompassing the
study in Section 6.

Semismoothness* of subdifferential operators. The notion of semismooth* sets and
maps is recent and still in development. One of the critical conditions in our study is the semis-
moothness™ of the subdifferential operator 0f, which also occurs in a recent report by Khanh
et al. [27]. This suggests an important avenue of research that relaxes the overarching convexity
assumption and, in particular, establishes verifiable sufficient conditions.
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