((E Tk
800 :

SRR
SR
B

University of Chinese Academy of Sciences
V) i
Bt

EXARME: Big. EEENH

i

O BIF5E b

T ERHEERBCE S RSP DS BE

AL

W B

T EREEBRRCE Y R GRS B

201946 )]






Optimization with Orthogonality Constraints:

Theory, Algorithms and Applications

A dissertation submitted to the
University of Chinese Academy of Sciences
in partial fulfillment of the requirement
for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
in Applied Mathematics

By
Bin Gao

Supervisor: Professor Ya-xiang Yuan

Institute of Computational Mathematics and Scientific/Engineering Computing

Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science

Chinese Academy of Sciences

June, 2019






hER RS
16 SR SIS

ANIBEFEW]: fr 2R 22 RIS SO A NAE M4 5 T M2t T i e T
VERRBUS I SR . RIITR, e 2 @Emg I NASN, ARG SOR S AEAT
HotA NBUERAC 2 A RBIRE S HIBFIE R . XHE SO R 7E TARM
TR AL ARG, 3 CAE SO A 5 2N I 08 . A AN SE B R B A
FE IR AR A ORI

(B2
H

PERFREXF
FAS IR EH R

ANGEA TR R T i E B2 B KA AR AN 22 AR SO RLE
BT A e R A A PR B IR AL A B SCRY RIS, FRVRZIE SCHCE I, n] AR IR
SEARWETE AT I FIGR IR = B JEUU 22 A1 208 SO A R e o N 2E, mlpA
RSN 7 EN AR BRI g A e 3o

P B IR N T 27 (AR SCHE AR s E AR U d AR P B

VEE %4 Gz 4 -
H 19 H 1






Rk 2ry P A 2% B35






w e

IEAZ LY IR iR AR R A R L I PR 2 i S DL AR ), HemT 47
JBPARA Stiefel . XIMABAER IR BORRLE B Bl 24T
BEIZHNA. BT IER SR ST BN TR PR, B AR LR
REIWFFEEE] RSP A SCRGEMEIT T IS AR AR ), BT T
MR, HRE ALY T 55 P ) .

HEHNTARGHMT T T IR LR . FAT IR S A AR 2 1)
LIRACACPIA L, 70 A T MR dee U A 0. o, sl A — R2ERR &
BN A, FATRE] T MRS R T — B iR AR PRI R R AR,
FATEUE] THEAL B — WA AL, IR AR AL 7)Y Lagrange 3fe 1 AA7 23X
FERF XL o Z PR XA SR R BT R 2 2 R B AR A
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Abstract

Abstract

Optimization problems with orthogonality constraints is a class of matrix optimiza-
tion problems such that the matrix variable satisfies orthogonality, and the feasible region
of which is also known as Stiefel manifold. This type of problems has many applications
in scientific computing, material sciences and data science. Due to the high computa-
tional cost and low scalability of orthonormalization procedure, there is a huge demand
for efficient solvers of these problems. In this dissertation, we systemically study the or-
thogonally constrained optimization problems, propose three kinds of algorithms, and

apply these methods to an application problem.

Firstly, we systemically study the optimization problems with orthogonality con-
straints. It can be regarded as Riemannian optimization and also constrained optimization
in Euclidean space. We obtain different optimality conditions from these two points of
view, respectively. Through a class of Riemannian gradient, we establish the relationship
between these optimality conditions. Moreover, we prove that the Lagrangian multipli-
ers have a closed-form expression at any first-order stationary point. These propositions

enlighten us to design our new algorithms.

Secondly, a new first-order framework is proposed for solving a class of optimization
problems with orthogonality constraints. Our new framework combines a function value
reduction step with a correction step. Different from the existing approaches, the function
value reduction step searches along the standard Euclidean descent directions instead of
in the tangent space of the Stiefel manifold, and the correction step further reduces the
function value and guarantees a symmetric dual variable at the same time. We construct
two types of algorithms based on this new framework. The first type is based on gradient
reduction including the gradient reflection and the gradient projection approaches. An-
other one adopts a column-wise block coordinate descent scheme. Moreover, we prove
the global convergence of our algorithmic framework. Numerical experiments illustrate

that our new framework is of great potential.

Thirdly, we propose a class of retraction-based methods with subspace acceleration,
by extending the correction step in the first-order framework to general retraction-based

methods on Stiefel manifold. In fact, the correction step can be regarded as an optimiza-
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tion problem in a subspace. Based on this, we construct a two-stage algorithm including
function value reduction step and subspace acceleration step. We apply the retraction-
based line-search method on Stiefel manifold to the function value reduction step, and
prove the global convergence and local linear convergence rate of corresponding algo-

rithm. Numerical experiments verify that our new acceleration technique is useful.

Fourthly, a class of parallel approaches based on the augmented Lagrangian func-
tion is proposed for solving optimization problems with orthogonality constraints. Unlike
the classical augmented Lagrangian methods, in our algorithm (PLAM), the prime vari-
ables are updated by minimizing a proximal linearized approximation of the augmented
Lagrangian function. Meanwhile, the dual variables are updated by a closed-form ex-
pression which holds at any first-order stationary point. Consequently, the main parts of
the proposed algorithm can be parallelized naturally. We establish the global subsequence
convergence, and analyze the worst-case complexity and local convergence rate for PLAM
under some mild assumptions. To reduce the sensitivity of the penalty parameter, we put
forward a modification of PLAM, which is called PCAL. Numerical experiments in serial
illustrate that the novel updating rule for the Lagrangian multipliers significantly acceler-
ates the convergence of PLAM. Under parallel environment, numerical tests demonstrate

that PCAL attains good performance and high scalability.

Finally, we apply the new first-order framework and parallel approaches to elec-
tronic structure calculation. In this field, Kohn-Sham density functional theory (KSDFT)
is known to be an important topic. The last step of KSDFT is an orthogonally constrained
optimization problem. Under serial setting, we test 18 molecules in the KSSOLV plat-
form. Numerical results illustrate that our algorithms outperform the existing methods.

Besides, parallel experiments show that our approaches obtain a high scalability.

Keywords: Orthogonality constraints, Stiefel manifold, Block coordinate descent, Re-
traction, Augmented Lagrangian method, Parallel computing, Electronic structure calcu-

lation
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L1 BRR =8 A AEL LRI

TEAS/INYT, FATT AW As 0] R AR E MR, 7 AR i3 S, 35X HL T
L EEGERKAEAR A T35 [1-4].

LL1 S iE
FERRGRAS A R A, AR R O a] PAE AR IR K,

min /(x)
s.t. ¢(x)=0, €&, (1.1)
ci(x) =0, iel,

Hopr f o Hf s XAE R FRYSSAEREL & F1 T 43 BRI A 7 A BRIEFR 4R
HRATE LR LRSI x M S AR A (1.1) R R]A7g Q, B
Q:={xeR"|¢(x) =0,i € Eci(x) >0,i e I},
FATRT ARSI (1.1) 5 N R,
min f(x). (1.2)

R, Ao © = R FATFRINE (1.2) R ICLRAAL A, 15 AR HN AR ik
. E—2, QR al Al Q 22 R i3 L EARRREL £ G x 2T eR &L, 9k
BRI (1.2) Sy [, A5 WRRH O AR A 32 R R 3145 4 R A =R R
T DL R 7

EX L1 (EBERMR). KM 1" AP (1.2) 92 BREL, R x" e Qi A
f(x)= f(x), VxeQ.

EN 1.2 BEBRAL ). RAVE x* AR (1.2) 9 BHRFMKE, o R X" € QH LA
B oxt ey — AN () 148

f(x) = f(x9), VxeN(")NQ.

B—F, R TEX f(x) > f(x) HEZag x € N(x*) N Q #rmz, N x* AR A
P] 2 (1.2) 9 /™ 48 By 3R AR .

BAR, AR AR R R, SO WA —E AL R, 24 i (1.2)
i, AL EIE (S, 6] IR, JRERER LRt A R R A A
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L12 mAUMEFEH
M E=T =0, Q=R", B FE (1.1) B4 TEAHR AL

min f(x), (1.3)

x€eRn
A A PR 0 7 A X a7 B
T L1 B8 x° 2R (1.]) 8 B3Rk .8, Rk f 7R x* Aok e T4, W

Vf(x*) =0.

BTk, ATE BARMACTE (1.2). &5, ATE SLBTEE 47 x
(x € Q) ALRY RS (active set) Ay

A(x):=&U{ieTI|c(x)=0}.

TR A (x) BB T IR AT R x AL o0 A2 55 1L

W FRATTE R BT IR TR 225 R B R R AL f (x) KR ¢(x) HYIEIT
e, A THRIE—B Taylor REJT, tat2 2k Hm U i A 30, A58 B 20 ph %k
ci fi—28 5 I8 HAL IR, 29 (constraint qualification) ffi /@i HE—2E R
W BEARIE T AT Q BT S R A TR e A . NS 2T
o A AR 5

N 1.3 (LICQ). = T47T5 x ZEABRE Alx), BAFREA IR T 24 R
44 (Linear Independence Constraint Qualification, 17 %% LICQ) m%, 5 % H AL &4 & 4
{Vei(x),i € A(x)} ot .

BERRFANTEH x Bk e O s i — s B £ 4. HE Bk S E 2 T, 3%
f146E LAt (1.1) 1Y Lagrange pRECH

L) = fx)= > dcilx), (1.4)

FIE 1.2 (—fyREMEM). Bk x ZFA (1.1) 9 B3RFIRE, R f Fo ¢
H I G AR xt 4L LICQ 29 R e &R . W A & Lagrange -1 1* =
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(/l;)ieauj’ BAFTF XA (27, 7)) A L,

V. L(x" ") =0, (1.52)
ci(x) =0, Vieé&, (1.5b)
ci(x) 20, Viel, (1.5¢)

>0, Viel, (1.5d)
Xci(x) =0, Vie&UT. (1.5¢)

(1.5) 23l # YK 4 Karush-Kuhn-Tucker Z&F, faj#fk KKT Z 0. fEA SO
TRV, KKT 260 A BB A, RO A SR B DTk — 242 T8
Lagrange 3¢ 1\ AHUBT 22 20, M0 HAG 52 i KKT ZfF Bk

N T AR (LD B B Uk, FATE L5 AYIHE (tangent cone)
M. Bk LICQ A VS A M FAE LS R AT AT 1L x AbHiS7, FH HHBUWAE Sy A(x), W)
LI UIHESE O T A0 R 2t AL AT AT 07 1)

d™Vei(x) =0, Vies,
d"Vei(x) =0, YieAx)NnT

F(x):= {d eR”

EAF U2, YIHER & SOF ATl 178 Q@ M ARE0OE R, S35 1, & A
T AT LR, X B, SRR AT 4R F (x) B PR 2R AL ) . 26—
2w e F(x) WE wiVf(x) £ 0B, FATAT AR B AR HA5 2 R 80 f PTAT F
W51 SR, 24 w e F(x) AR wiVF(x) = 0 B, 8ER—E B LA
ZE T T W) R AU R S T B B R, FERTAT AR 1t S R KKT 4444
(1.5) 1) Lagrange ¢ 1~ A" Ab, AR F (x") HFTAHE wTVF(x") = 0 1926 Rl
= ow IRk, & SCMIEITHE (critical cone)

Cx" ) ={we F(x*) | Vg (x)'w=0,Vie A(x)NT H A; > 0}.

A EARBREL £ ML ¢ B9 (a5 FATE14 x* Sy R L s, Lagrange
PRALHY Hesse FFEAESE S C(x", A7) EAEA AR HEARY, FATTI AU
BB T A A

EHE 1.3 (ZRr MM, Bk x 2P (1.1) 89 By 3t &, F B8 x* 4 LICQ
X RIS R L. A AF &2 KKT 44+ (1.5) 89 Lagrange F-F. W F X & L,

WV L(xA)w >0, YweC(x,A).
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T 14 (CHESMEMYE). BEsT T T4T.E x° € R, H4& Lagrange -7 1* 1£4%
KKT 444 (1.5) 56 2. Bl aH 8% T X R %,

wVi L(xA)w >0, VweC(x"1"),w=#0.

N x* S FIRL (1.1) 89 7™ 445y SR A .
113  FLRMA EBAIBEEE

W T ) A B CA S A A AR D RCR TR DL A, To 2R 1) (1.3)
(R AT 2 RV BN eI IR(E x° € R”, SR )5 B B AR kAR X (k =
L2,...), HRHMCSEN L i AR 2482 J7¥A (line search) 2 fi# IL
M —2RIA A, ERY T ZREARRAE S AT AR — MR R 5 1), HEE AR T 0]
EIRAEN R LK, B2 T — 2 AR SRR — R R R R T,
ERMERAK

= x5~ Vf(xF), (1.6)

Hop =V £ (x*) MR R T, ar > 0 AR PR R RIE KIS TR [
BT 1A

e (] RO B BETR 2 A R PETA (steepest descent), Hi Cauchy [7] £ 1847 4§
H, B REE AR RG], Wl

a® = argmin f(x* — aV f(x")).

>0
A, 24 PR SRR I, I B TRk, RN 77 “zigzag” PG
[8, 91, AR PR 146 IR A R

1988 4F, Barzilai Al Borwein (BB) i T.4f [10] R KRR EE_EokAe 1 HATXFT-16
JERTTIERIE YA, FEAA 10 TARE A, AU K (1.6) BB filiid N

xk+1 — xk _ Dka(xk),
HHt Dy = aped. FAVMTEA W74 (quasi-Newton) [11] HFIZT5 e (secant

equation) % £ AT R FE X,
BFsk1 = yk-1, 1.7)

Hodp sht = b — Xk yt = V(R = VR, BT RE Be /2 Hesse Jfi[4:
V2 f (%) BRI L. S804 105 A RGeS o, R T TR S LA A B A
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FNILAT AL, TS 2 ST X A0y AR A AL R e F AT B A S I (DF)
TR FILITRE (1.7). SCHR (101 21 7 AT o /MBI fe/ 3 ),

m1n ” al) -1 k-1 _ k—1||’
HAEN
Y
_1\ T _
oBB! — (Sk 1) skt
k Sk—l)Tyk—l

53— 7 1, FATH T DA R 3125 ) it
min [|s*7" = (a)y*!|.

H1 1, A2 — RO =0
BB2 _ (Sk_1>Tyk_l
ECEOETS
A (s5-1)Tyk=1 5 0 i}, fy Cauchy-Schwarz R ((s51) T yk1)2 < ||sk_1||2||yk_1||2,
FATFH] o > o2 L, o 2 o FRIB KIS AR 2 SLhn i,
KPR CY,}?BI WEERIE TR K o, Ak S% [12-15].

i BB B KA EEYAFRATIGEAR o BB J5iA. 1ESFR Y, BB Jrikie KA
P75, HEPXT—M H bR s B e st H ik A 15 27 IR e, (ED TRk )
A, BN A A, WSS A Bl I 110, 16-18]. B 4K BB J5vAEH T oy
WA, (ERFT-HFIRE 29 A4 ), (51 0 82 ok A, FATT5 48 AT pA
I P A A WY ) BB J7YA [19].

Pl 1.1 de i FFa3E S BB J5iEm B bb s (HbreR%: f(x) = x* + 4y® - 3xy - 2x)
Figure 1.1 Numerical comparison on the steepest descent method and BB method (objective

function: f(x) = x? + 4y? — 3xy — 2x)

N T 7R BB J7 R Bl VAR EURHOEE, FATBOT T AN T
HARBEEL f(x) = x® + 4y — 3xy — 2x, FATDHER M H0E T A5 BB J7ikxd

6
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FGEEA T IR AR AR AL L1 3Tl AR B B, 5l T PR SR i i L
FE B T “zigzag” PR, MK BB K o BB EETEERULE Z 5L
FEAL T HRAUAL. BT BB O YATESE br YR B 4w L Tl A T A, NI E
2] TR Z ORI E BRI, BT AR TF 2 ET BB 2 REYARTTIE, filin
[12, 15, 19, 20]. AEASCRRIRBOT R, 2RISR 2 SRR A R Ry — B8
PRIER. KA BE 5550 2 R AR 1528 BB A2 K734 191,

(XBBl, k = 2 % ,
o — | O A (1.8)

@™, kR

SR EA BRI I, AR R RIA T, FATHRRI AR 508 BB K.

12 REBRBMAL

g hiiEi b (Riemannian optimization) ;& T F 22 )\ H4EAL, 0 — 43k
ZEWFFEEATN) 2 K. V2 bR, BanZe e Ak 59 a3 . Bakiz
TN 102 1 i A1) 7= e L 0= 0 O S B AN G R 7 Y2 YT
RIRANTE BRI X LR IR LS 1, I 180 R ] PASE (A A0 i e e A ) A2,

min f(X), (1.9)

Horp, RS M g — M TR 2SN RIE 210, f % XAE M ER)
T R FATTFRITDAEL (1.9) NS RTEAAL L 18] 1.2 2 41 T o i ey
SE X, BRI Rl 5 BG4S 7] v (RSB0 i [R IR, FRATT 2 — 28R B Rt B AL
A EL AR Y, OSBRI T i AS 25 DA SCHR, AFZRIMERAIE(E 8 (221, W45
TR 123, 24], ARBRAE /5K B TE [25, 261, AR 1271, PRS00 A (28],
3D MBI E (291, it~ [30-32] 4.

1.2.1 4R REAA KB

A, FATITE 8 AL 5 1) 5 BN, e e A A B R AT AR D R
FERE. 2 11 SEE T — i LA FERTE. o X > 0 FORHERE X XFRIEE.

— Bk UE, BREFRIE M ] DA EAE (MR SCT) — AR zs i),
£ W T ST <3917 R o (A = et [ Sl DETE? v R £ <L
TR IREEHY, IR BATIE S A R BU R M, W AUAL R (1.9) wlpA

VI 3 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Differentiable_manifold.
222 https://www.manopt.org.
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iy 2L WHERT
WiezsT|] (52) | R, Cmn
MFRAERE | {X e R™": X = X7}
FOMFRAERE | {X e R™": X + X7 =0}
Centerd 5[4 | {X e R™" : X1, =0,,}
FAIER | {X e R™:IX]lp = 1}
MFREAIER | {X e R™" 1 [ X]l[p =1L X =X"}
Rk | (X eC™ || Xlp =1}
Oblique JitfZ | {X e R™" : [ Xqllp = -+ = [ Xullp = 1}
& Oblique JiiJE | {X € C™" ¢ [ Xillp = -+ = [ Xullp = 1}
BIF | {zeC i ul=- =zl =1}

5% DFT ANz

{Z eC": |Zk| =1, Z1+4+mod(k,n) = Zl+m0d(n—k,n)aVk}

Stiefle J7i &

(X eR™P : X"X = I}

42 Stiefle i JE

(X eC™ . X*X = I}

] X Stiefle B

{X eR™ . X"BX = I,B > 0}

HEFH Stiefle i TE

{X e Rk (XXT); = 1}

Grassmann i &

{span(X): X e R™P, X"X = I}

4& Grassmann i J&

{span(X) : X e C™P, X*X = I}

J~ ¥ Grassmann i JE

{span(X) : X e R, XTBX = I, B > 0}

JERERE | {R € R™": RTR = [,det(R) = 1}
FRREGHE | {(R1) e R™" X R" : RTR = I, det(R) = 1}
Essential i J& | SO(3)?/S0O(2)
SERIE | {X € R™" : rank(X) = k}
JERRIKE | Tucker B A E 2 2 k5K A
FERGIEHE | {X e R™" 2 X, > 0,V j}
SFRIE MM | (X eR™™: X =XT,X > 0}
- | {X eRm": X =XT > 0,rank(X) = k}
- {X eR™™: X = X", X > 0,rank(X) = k, diag(X) = 1}
- {X eR”™: X = X", X > 0,rank(X) = k, trace(X) = 1}
FEK A | {X e R™" X > 0,Vij H X1, =1,}
- {XeRrRv:X;>0,Vi,j HX1,=1,X"1,=1,}
- {XerRm:X;>0Vi,j HX1,=1,X=X"}
WEOEMERIE | {A)
* L1 HhFER B 4

Table 1.1 Collection of matrix manifold
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Pel 1.2 B 53 i T B S0 )y i A b

Figure 1.2 Differentiable manifold and its charts

BRI G HIE M _ER T .y RS ) v i 2 LI A T R G
JrAR AT DAHE) 212 S At 1331,

FEZ AR 8 R DU AL SRE 2 A, AT S Al R T V0 Ak T AR i
SRR S BRTRIE M TE X € MOSAMERRARBER (-, )y, it TaM
AR FICAE A X AR A . X TR S RIE M LR (1.9), 4]
SESOGTSLAE R R f AR X RALRIRREABIE grad f(X), Y2 [E] T MO 2 QR
AR ME—IUR,

(gradf(X), Z), = Df(X)[Z], VZ e TxM, (1.10)

Hrb Df(X)[Z] Fo f R XAERIE VIS0 LR T7 1) 8. 4= 18] B [a]
R, HE SCA
DFX)Z] = t(VF(X)Z).
RAATF WS 8] Ty AL )8 — B e SV 26 AR CEEEL 1.1, X RE By e
LI HAAC IR, FAT 1A 4 s B
EI 1.5 ([33]). Bk X* € M ZFA (1.9) 09 B 3fsmh. &, o
gradf(X*) = 0.

122 WHEFE

TEAS/ N, AT — K5 I BORIE AL 7, FROMIRERIETT A, X TTIk
LRI THEASCHY B BT 5 HOB i 320 LR, Wi (retraction) AR
PR 341, ] AE USRI FE R B HE. 525 [35] BYJE A, 4

PRT R FE R DA R )RR E X, HE S % (21, 33].
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e AR AL SRARAT 2N W A Jie. STk [36] 1 [37] 23 R U 4 A & 1 21 3 45
RGN IEAAL . AEA SO, Wit € Ok 3 1% 3 (33, Definition 4.1.1]. "N fi
FA 2 HE T AR i) B
TS 1.4 (WZERRGD). 4o ROUE st Ry - TeM — MU &

(1) Rx(0x) = X, kb 0x RIWZI M a9 RAFE:

(2) (Br3k P cth) SRx(tZ)li—0 = ZVZ € M,
N HATHR Ry Aolcis nfe 55

TxM

e

Pel 1.3 Wi st
Figure 1.3 Retraction

HY_Ea s SOl W g WA SRy S S T YN A ) Tx M-SR MR Y. K
. R 13 IR TR LT BB BRI KA. I3 — T, R Y 5
SERFFRAT AT ATERE S JE RS | AR 1] B A RR S ) T MU P25 18 H AR ek 4 i
K¢ HE SAERIE M _ERIeREL f ALl 3 ji) 5 25 1),

fX:fORX:‘]}MHR.
16 LL3 /N RATER S TR ([ il 28 R IT,
= x* 4 adk, (1.11)

Hit o > 0 2K, d FORBEIT M. HIANTRH B A AL
— MR EZR LR, B BIRE AR T FERZERE OL N IR GRS iR B
AR B8 1331,

10
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ShA), GIAnBkiEFl Stiefel . 73— J71H, R I7 ) d* IR 4 A ), [
HARPRRE A S, H I BERR HE 24w s n T as ). PRk, AT B e S e
R R, AR, T RS R R FR (111, F—ATAT PAE i B
R R TR A [33],

XK = Rye (e D),

H o > 0 28 FPK, D' € T M FTRERITT. N THILRRINENER
WS, FATFREET e Al Dy AT R

F N 1.5 (B EEXFES [33, Definition 4.2.1]). 42 K ZAM M Loy B xR f,
W& 55 (DX}, P DF € T M. 4o 53] {X* e M} s iEE R & X* Rt 2
gradf(X*) # 0, 5t BAR 09y & F 5 {D*}, AR

Ek-wo,ke‘l( <gradf(Xk)’ Dk)x <0
M. M EAVARAF) {DF} AR K.

BREEAH )79 A Bt EARIE T AT B B 1) DY & B T 18], S5
I R PRSI &AL R, AT AR BRI _ BRI R Tk

E M 1.6 (Armijo [E] AL [38]). 24T HZ AM M Loy B AR R [ Fl 45 w4t
R AATFLZHEXeM EE D e TxM, AR FH a>0,p0¢€(0,1). £
L Armijo & D* = a®D = p"aD, % m #1#1FREX

F(X) ~ F(Rx(8"aD)) = o {grad f(X), B"aD),
AR LA IR fL AL RATAR o A Armijo K.

FELL £ 1130, RARE) T M EH Kikdk: o fo oB XA KA X
0y FA 7 X, B RE ZEATHRM aH A E Armijo Wl A E P, T K ot Rl
TR IRAR Y, A R A0 T ik RAFE 0Y, RAVARZ A& & EA
TP, KAV R ARG ZHAEE T RE T T ER AR L, mirh P
Fo BB R X F Ky ik RNARAER & HiE

52 TAE 391 KRk, aie Bid e X ARHRAT LA DA (1.9), STk [40] 52 i
TITN AR AR RO, Wl BRI R IIE R D. 1k
2 AATONE, B — R HUR X BERIE M L, 52 RN AR AT
R AERER VRN R, RERER 2RI M S, T 2312t 2

11
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Bk 1 i R0k [33]

G RETIE M GRS R, wE @ > 0,¢,8,0 € (0,1).
WIEt: X0 e M; % k=0

while 12 HU/E N R i#% 2 do

4 | BEHUERITIN D € T M, S AR BEAR S 55 G 3L 1.5).
5| XM e MRS

)

[ 5]

()

FXE) = f(XM) 2 e (f(XF) = f(Rxx (@ D1)))

WAL, o o & Armijo 25K (E X 1.6).
6 Aok =k +1.

SAEI DG

2

I I 3 P H 2R 5 1) A B A R S AR AT, AN [ PR AT i AL S B30T AS [ g i
SARRIE. A B, AR ST 2 Stiefel M FU RIS EHR.

KT HERBER W ESE AT RATA T e, BOGER B 1 27 (33, 40]. F
S b AEFUE AL UK, I8 1R 22 BT W 4R A Sk 0 g, 150 Al 4 2 1 gtk
5, WARSRAUA RS, JBOGBRATEE IT A2 [33, 41-43] K HZ2% 3R

1.3 HITiHE

Bl (5 B BOR B AW & 88, K& (Big Data) RS 220k, — i, AT
PARE BB 25 5 3 a4 Rl i 7 A a2 T el - SRR AR AU AL S i R B Bl
. 5 R 7 A A T R R R, O S B LT B g . 14, A
24 /NN SEIR 48 /NIRRT, BATHREIE 635 TTAN KA AL, WAETRRT
ITB, THEMERE K= 15 25Tflops/s. 55— 7 T, AR Bl Bk B FIK M.
H A, 4 S 30 ACNEA IR, Qi Je ok iy i) P 2 2R K E R £t
T RBARAAE BA A SOR R A A 1 Rr i, IR SR FR AT R A
BE LA T AL P SR FERX R, mtERE T B MO T B A m A,
FATAEBERAIAE AT By M ok 1 HILIE.

SRR [44].
STfops/s $55: 7> 1 TTALIRIE TG54 . £ https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/FLOPS.

12


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/FLOPS

1

130 FHTHERN

&y B, AT TR LR A AT BN T B S s P RE T S R 4 b
PRGOS HATIHR ERIPTTETT o mtERETT I RS (BEMD), 47
W, TR BT SV, FRAT IR RPN &5, FEA SCRY SRR BT v, AT %
T IHATIRAR BT 5 5 BE.

T, BATRIR R PETE VT AL Ll AR — E P SE AR 55 B T
SEMLEARAY e, i I X AL BER Y 2 AR BEF T, TR 2 s 0ok
fe AL BRSO TERE. H b, FRATR] LAKE Al — AT 55 20 AR [ i 2 A 20 AR %
M P HATI e 1, IR HATINE. X B, AT AR A i) R TR
2O, B FE A € R™, [ x € R™, 43 N RBRATNGE— Pl B 1) = T v
b = Ax BIFATITRTTIA. AIE 1.4 FATA PAE B, FFE ik Ax nl DAFATHE
ZA CPU #Z LRI AT, Horh i —A/ N AR 580 2 T ) B VR,

CPU C !

corel CI:IO:re-Oﬁ i {{%0 - : -
AR5

core3 | | core2 | — —

core5 core4

|
|
|
|
|
|
‘ |
|
core7 core6 | —
|

L4 JFg i e k) R T U5

Figure 1.4 Parallel computing for matrix-vector multiplication

R HATREF BT, B H FAVH LA B E R AT it 2. e TI47
PGS IR 1 B R B, B X AR P IR S T R W LR AT g A
FEA 4155 MPI (Message Passing Interface), Pthreads (POSIX threads) 1 OpenMP. 1f
ARSI, FATAR XL HAT IR AT IR N 4, JBOGER I B E TH 2% 4547,

FEEENCENA TIATHE ISR EIENRRY, N TR B F AT
R Z A, FATHF I T MRS, &5, BN AR, FATR AR
H SR TE AR P s AT B R A R R 2. X T ERATSRA T &, CPU iaqT

TR VHRAUTE S ) 4 B
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I 1) R AR P s AT B I R]. SR TIO6T AT SRA N =, HAR P R 2477 24> CPU
% b, R B CPU AR I EAH AN, 3 52 98 A R S VR 7 1) EL S 003
I, FATT 7527 AR P AR I S A F b B SIS A T I 1), st 55 b B Ta] (wall-clock
time), ‘BN K T4 CPU 4%, i H 58RI a 1T AT 26, BRIz A1,
[Al— N FHATREFAEA ] CPU N s ATy I R AT REAN [ PR, FRAT5 1 AT~ Y
FHATINEE L (parallel speedup factor) FIH-4 7RI (parallel efficiency) FUMEE [44].

moT,,
speedup-factor(m) = %,
. mOTmo
efficienc = —F.
iency (m) p

10 1, m FoRFRFEATY CPU KL T,y FORERIFLE m B2 F A2 AT OB I,
L AT mo = 1, Wb MEGEFT. —RTT %, 14 speedup-factor(m) <
m,efficiency(m) < 1. WA HEE HOBLHEAE m, IATACHRMRAEAE 1, WBE IR PRy
AT AT

132 SHR/FHTHEEZE

R, AT AT B E AR, R BE R BEREUZ
T FAT, B2 A W R ATEE A T H AT A, e BLal iy e e AU R A
(Basic Linear Algebra Subprograms, fiij#54 BLAS®), 51| 41%E f4: ] 5 3 3= (BLAS2), 4
WEREL R e v (BLAS3) SR T 4 e A HFA T IO X ORI S R A MU AN TR Xt
FRATHEEA BT 728 8, X AE i bRl 7 H ot P ry k. —RitE ke
AR B B AR S T B AT, W25 — A AR 130 R4 R 147
FUBLZS 25 v B0 18, 33X 48 ()8R B 7 SO R ST HR A1 0] ) SR AR, FAT]
R ARE AT A B AT ECE WA AT R EE LS R T A7k
BT B A [F] B

i o B AL R AN T3, AT i — S8 AR AR O J2 DA 52 R M4 3 1) A8,
55 1M [ ek J A 1 DA 550 T I o5 A R] Bk . e (0 i, FISTA [48], EigPen
[49] SESEVAMRYE S5 —FP B BE C 2 FFA TS B T 28 —Fp BB WL B AT b
VORI AR R —. R E RS AT ISR T YA (PBCD) [50]. A2
BTk (ADMM) [S1]. FA7 TS [ARE R (PSC) [52] 4%, X LU5vA&A H
Bg. KT HABT A AT, BOGBI BE W 5% [53-57] . #T R, &
TN EAEA SRR 5 R P B AR T 9 5 Y.

835 25 http://www.netlib.org/blas/.
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(3

#1753

SATRAT AL

Pl 1.5 5 i XOFA TR VFBE

Figure 1.5 Distributed/Parallel optimization

BeAle bR R 3% (BCD) Al ADMM Jy 2 KA I A 552 2SR 2R . 1
H1 BCD J5 ¥4I 32 B UL K2 S AT 40, 1530 T YU IVE &, RS AT
FErh, A U H I BT S, R P R T, 0 1) R AR A 3
T REREAR. PARPRT B AR B AT DAIE W B R R4t R 2H Y Jacob 1A
Gauss-Seidel £ [58]. FEl, FoA17% &40 F W UL Ak A1,

min - f(x, x5, Xp)

S. t. Zle A;x; = b,
Hrfx =[xy, x0, ..., xp), x; € RM, 3P ny = n. W] BCD JyysK g IL A&, 3041115
) 5H 2.
BE 2: YRR %A (BCD)
1 WG4 x° e R A k=0
2 while 12U/ N R i#% 2 do
30| ARIEIEFPFLN R AREUTR Y p A~ BCD f- i),

k+1 -
X = argﬂgnn fi(y) = flxh o oxk Ly, fo, xllj)
yeR™

S. t. A,y =b- Zp Aj)CJ]-(.

J#

Ak =k +1.

4 KA xk = [x'f,xé‘,...,xl'j].

i 1.2 AR &, 54 XTI A R A& BCD 7 ik Ray44E. F 5% L,
BCD 7 ia HAR % At —FH @, b BRAME BTN EH, £HE2 P, of
BN AR AT p A BCD F A, W) ik KA B Jacob %X, AR A FHATHY

15



IEA il Be . Bk S W

BCD 75 % (PBCD). 4o RAMEIR fi(y) = fO o xh yoxl xp), BP AN 3k
T it A 5 Aat #37, W%k R A Gauss-Seidel B %X, 55— @, 4o REJE p NT
)2 KADIR T, W) ARAVA 4o F 69 R B By X

o MMLIL (A= 8Y): R ANES {12,...,p} PRAAEIL—ANEL, Ak A
847, KARAREL 649 T 194

o MAMLEI (LA EY): R ARES {L2,...,p} s9FEHLHED], VAR 5K
AR L 849 9]

o WK RIET ALY RAFAZL, BAATT M {L2,...,p} FRTATH
W ARAS AT R AR

o BRI B A A {12 ..., p} IRFVEIRKEART F) AL
FE L, Bt AR a9 FAA S BOR R A9 Sk, Hat B ag T FATAR ALH P

=

TE BCD Jyikhy, JATTn] DA I HAT SR 2 p A7 MR B ok 7 5K A, PR
A H47H) BCD J5¥% PBCD @i fI A FF4T. B, KT BCD A5
PO E IR H—, A H] Nesterov II# T [59-61] Beit hin# )
BCD J5ik. H =, AL HriIiRmg ~ BCD J7 VAR BB SE iT [62-65]. K T-iX
PR AU T2, IBOGER BE 5 [ 52 525 SRR

14 AXEFEAR

ARICEENEIE . BIRSN =AM, RERIPIIT T 1L LR AR )
RN AR N LHED R

TES 2 T, IATRGHMTIE T AL AR L AR & AL R R X
SR AFATAC P A, A1 S T 1 e ek 2 . o, sl A — K
RARG RN NAR S RAIE, FRNFFE] T A Pk — W doe DUk A IR R %
. A, BATLUE THEALTE — B mUAL, IEAL AR AL I ) Lagrange &1
HAT B30k X S B 20 5 % T A SO SRR BT

TESR 3 T, SR — RBIE AR L, AT T — ARl A
2 MR EWA IR, 70 e T2 AR TIIE . AT AER 2
SRR, AEFRATAFIRMEZE o, R UET M2 R A e B R B0 BT 1), 1T AN 2
Stiefel JIEAYYIZSIAITT 1), 53— T30, A TR & A e TALIE 2ot — B R AUE T
W, [ f B ORIIE T 3 1 RORIFR M. ST BESRTAMEZY, FRATER I TR, H—

16
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R NP TIE, Ferh BB B SRR E AR, 5 — IR ASI R B
BRARR BT A, RIS FATHLER 7 — B 7 Y T AR R AN L 1 R A A
T BE—2, BATIEN] T RAR A RSt BUE SR AT AR
RAGRKIITET.

TES 4 B, JRATHR e TIIE ) 2 —BErY Stiefel FLULAERIATE, 155
TS I A A I A SR T A IR A TS AR P, FATTBET
TP B TS RN SE. B — B BUR s BUE T A, 26— Boe TS
I A Stiefel AR LA R BRI T3 —Br B, FATUER] 15
TR & RSO B SR e PN SO . AR SR 3R 7 1 I SR A i

TES S B, BRI IR S AR AL AL L FeAT13R T AT ) Lagrange
PR AT IRR. B IR AL AR AR AT R, FATR A W] A7 05 R A
JA3G) Lagrange 71 QAL AT 2 ULAYHE)" Lagrange REGE, TERATHRILF,
SR B BT AR/ MRS Lagrange pR A B R SRR 2. [F] i,
Lagrange 3¢ 1t HAE— P A5 s b i) S s UM SR A9 3. e ot SRV i) T B0 JRAT
A PMR B AR AT R T SRR R AT A 228, BAT T T RAR ARl
Ve, BRIREOU T R A BE DA R SIGHRE . LA, SR 1 I8 0t £ S U SRR
P, FNTHE TR nl AT S MU SRR, AT A RUE SRR ] T AR TR
Hror X E 7 RIRR SR, I HBER IS E A AT IR A ET.
HATEREE T B LR IR T AT R R A B R i n] 3 .

FE 6 B, AR TR FIAMIEL T3 Lagrange pf & HA T E LY ]
THTEMTR. FATHIE T 45T 1) Kohn-Sham %5 512 pRy PHE, AR
R R N — N IR R AP )R FEERATRREE R, FATIL T 18 A
5] (4 7345, JUE S5 s T AT B A I T EA AL RIA. TR
T, FATI T R AL Kohn-Sham & GE & /MU ), BEES R BonFeIH2 thiy
HATRIRAA RS YR

TEf o — 5, FNT A SO/ ARSI 45 xRk AR 2.
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5 2 5 R ARAAL [

$2E EXYRMILERE

IEAZ LY ARAAL IR R AE T IR AR R DA ),

nggp _f(X) (21)
s.t. X'X =1,
Hor s 8 f TG p < me R, R (2.1) W RIATISER AR Stiefel i/ [66], 10
g
Sup ={XeR™ | XX =1}.

F M, IR AR AR Y ] DA VRIS 8] R™P A g 2R (A D, B n] A
Jilie Stiefel i/t AR MRE LA A,

min  f(X). (2.2)

XeSu,p

TEWE 2.1 W, 3125 AR ) B IR AS AR, Bl p = 1 I BRIAZ R, AT S —

Pel 2.1 HbseR%L f(x, y, 2) = x* + 5y — 32° + 5x fekkim LAl
Figure 2.1 Contour of function f(x, y,z) = x* + 5y% — 3z° + 5x on a sphere

R f(x,y,2) = x*+5y? = 32° + Sx FERR AN, A PIANJR i/ IMELRL, — R
PR — 51T, IR AR AR A AR M A S A A R Y v AR, R
Q.1 AR AE G oK% 75— J7 T, 24 B bR f BURFE L, 18 (2.1)
& NP-XERY, B R (671, T4t/ ME i [68] PA K Bose-Einstein 2R
[691. [AL L, T Xof oK 28 PRRERI P Ak, 18 (2.1) FOMOoR B 12238 B k. FEAE
AT FZN G A A B W 55, — B o2& R %) ), Stiefel TP
PSSR RIPE S, DA R — 2 LA Y DL AL SRR,
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2.1 [EEERRMA

TEAZ AP AL 5] AR A2 TR A R e B2 25 SR A 6 T Iz i I,
BN A5 T [70-74], 2843 R8T 4815584 (75, 76], Bose-Einstein 2R [69],
LNMERFAEAE IR [49, 77, 78], AEL A AFAEAE )8 [79-81], AF B 4 (58, 821, Ik
FRAH R R [83-85], M & il 73 43 M7 [86, 871, IEAZ Procrustes [1]:#1 [88, 89], 5+
DU U R AT AR /M 190, 911, T AR/ IME TR [68, 921 A S B A4 %) Fa A i) &
[28, 93] %&.

F Ok, FATRERAN R LA 1)

1. AL 9] AL

SRIGSIRHAE A € R™ 1 p AN d/ MR SRR a1 5, 7] A 40T i 8
W/ IME TR [94, 957 #iA,

min  tr(XTAX)
XeRrr (2.3)
s.t. X'X=1,.
AR AU X SRS A BN RRAE TS ), I A B B ) R A D R
AR p A/ MRIEE. BAACRUL 77 A BIRHIE(E A4 < Ao < -0 < A, WIFRATT
&l
AX" = X"A7,
Hrp A* = Diag(Ay, s, ..., 4,).
2. ) U ARA )AL
2 RN (A B), Hor A, B € R™™ H. B > 0, KIFFHEXT (A, B) 1 p D/
J SCRFAEAELA
Av = ABv,

A PASEH A IR A AR ) 3L Rayleigh RS/ IME )AL

min  tr(YTAY(YTBY)™)
Y eRnxp

st YTBY =1,
HE= M W] 222 S0k [33, Proposition 2.1.1].
3. oA R
WERE A € R (m > n), i AWFFMEHNO< oy <09 < -- < 0 I
SE R E X [58, 96] PA S Eckart-Young-Mirsky E ¥ ([97], [58, Theorem 2.4.8])
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AL, SRARHE A B/ p A7 SRR Y B 5 ), o] | a0 B EERk p A
i”’ p
AP £ ] = argmin [|A - W[} 2.4)

i—1 rank(W)<p

SEUTRY, LR AN AR R SRR
AP = UV,

HH Ue€S,,,VeS,, H X =Diag(o,...,0,). #THK, AN =FALR K
FRABNT 27 S 0 AR AR AR, AT TR IR A2 A R AR AR T, - HAH S5 -
3a) HI7E S, BUIH)RETRT DASE B YA T RAERE AAT B ATA RYFFIE(E, tnt

s
min  tr(UTAATU) min  tr(VTATAV)
U eRmxP g‘a V eRnxp
s.t. UTU =1, s.t. VIV =1,

AR PR R AN R A B/ p AESREX 2 AT SR 1 B U B0
) ARV, l F AT R AERE A RO A S 20
3b) H1 (2.4) 3, FATAT CARFEIEINT 7 57 EL AR ) — AR A AR,

min A - XYT|2
X eRMXP Y eR"¥P
. t. XX =1,

3c) HT Stiefel FLAYAANZSN0], SCHR (98] $2tH 1 B & 5B/ Ak 14 55— il
SFHTELA,

min tr(UTAVN)
U eR™M*P YV eR"™<P
S. t. Uu'u =1,,
V'V =1,

Hrr N = Diag(p1, po - - o tp), FHH pp > ptpy > -+ > g > 0.

4. iE % Procrustes I°) 2

AEFE A e R B € R™P, JEAZ Procrustes |7) 51 [88, 89] 5L x_E 42 Stiefel J7i
T L1 /N T @ 7] A,

min  ||AX - B||2

X eRnXp

s.t. XX =1,
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5. ZRFBIKIFAR
T IRFR IR 17 AR A A A i 2 B ), 2] A R R PR B A AR )
AT R ). SCHR [99] S8 i) 25 1 T Stiefel e i R T R IR FR IR

[,

: . -
hin -t (AT(XoX)B(X0o X))
.1, XX =1,

X >0,

Hr A e R FoRBEEHE, B € RV FnAEH I, © %75 Hadamard £, X > 0
LR X B TR JCER AR

6. Bose-Einstein %% 7% 75 9] 22

Bose-Einstein #¢2 [100] /&3 (4 1 it T7E4% A1 3 4 0 25 B fir 2 BB 1) —
PGS R BRSS! Y AL BT 23RN 1Y RE 2 sR Al MU )

7,
¢g = argmin  E(¢),
PeS
Hro ez ik E(¢) FIBRIIZIHR S 25l Sh
1 _
E0) = | [§|V¢<x>|2 FVIO)P + 001! - 063 L.6(x) | dx.
R4

s = {o1£@) <o [ lowiax—1}.
FATRE IR ST B R AL B [69], 453407 1) By Al 4L,

n
min ixTAx+£ Y x!
x€eR” i=1

. t. lxll, = 1.

S PR AR Joit b — A DU R R BSOSk T A AR/ M T, 1 2 1E A2 2y AR AR ) A
IBLE] p = 1 BEFIRTEIE.

(RREECEEY &4

HER G = (V.E),V 2ERER, ENIHMNIES. VR E T4 (5
ARSI TR WHERSE SONREE AL £(G). el SCHR [101] ml A,

n

. 1 2 2
(G) —”)rcr”gr:112xi +2 Z X7 X; -

i=1 (i.J)€E
XWSE p = 1 B IEAT 290 A Ak 0] 1.

'%:2% hitps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bose %E2%80%93Einstein_condensate.
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8. ZAa A

FEREAR R, 0 A [102] 52— FhGEiT ik, Haad 1k 22 A fs—41n]
BEAFAEAN SR AL B — 2 2R R AR S AR B, i i )X AR SRR T2
gr. R, XA IR RAR R LE. g MIAERE A € R, FA 1T ZAE m 4>
AErp e p AT AYHFAE. SCHR (30, 103, 104] 5 LA T 407F B IR 2 R ARAS

.

A
F

il

=

min_ —Ltr (XT(A-A)(A-A)TX)
5. t. XX =1,
Ht A= S50 AT, 1= (1,..., )T e R". AR b, FHAAHTEN T 3 4
FR BT AT S 90
9. Kohn-Sham % f¢ = AR ]ML 9] AL
Kohn-Sham % B2 s 31 (KSDFT) [105] @ AR Rk2E i i) — BB . H
I JE— 2 RAEIE AL AR TR/ IME B U Kohn-Sham B fEHHZ K [70],

min  E(X)
X eRnXp (2.5)
st XTX=1,.

TESR 6 T, AR TR N 41 L .
10. B 235 7 #2049 /R 5 AR T
FEAAASEZY [75] FI ok 220 i O E 1 o ¥ 07 AR Y =5 [B) . STk (751 A A2 73
VASE TN B BTHL 6 IE W AR A,
min  tr(XTHX) + 1 |X|,

X eRnxp
s.t. XTX =1,
L k> 0 BN SEL H € SR FR 7451 19 855 Hamilton 8 T,
1X], =TT X

22 BIHEEHG

FEARY, FATAMIR S ) ) IS AL AL A (2.1) DA Stiefel JifE LY
TEAAANAR I (2.2) WA BE I 5, 05 LA DB e PR AE AR AN P 5. Ty
T 2R E, EERATS 1 A5 Stiefel JEHYEE 2 4514

2.2.1 Stiefel ;i #

T2 BRI TR T Stiefel FEAIEEHY, PHILAEA/ N AT 41— L8
Stiefel JIEAYREAMET, Hb 4521 ok B 1% 2 1331, BAUEI] di A SR +b
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Fe. BUAN, FABE BRI T — KRR G JER MRS RE.

MR 2.1. Stiefel 7R S, it e TR
1) Sup A FME.
2) S,p AKX RE R™P a5 5 G N F 7T
3) Hp=18%8S,, BEAR Fayflazk S = {x eR"| x|, = 1}.
4) Lp=ni}, S, FTEXH O, ={XeR™| XX =1}
5) dim(S,,,) =np - 3p(p + 1).

e, i Stiefel J{iIE S, BIE S PRI D-4) SERIATAS. N HFATH T S).
T FEIRATHY T
F:R™ — SRP*
X — X'X-1,
Horp SRPP R p RHFRIE 41K, I H. dim(SRP*P) = p(p +1)/2. t F & X,
A5G35
S, = F(0). (2.6)
NHEFEATERABSS F 880 p(p + 1)/2, RN THEER Z € SRP?, I#1E

Z e R fiifa
DF(X)[Z] = Z, VX €S

Bl DF(X) XFALEW X € S, B4, B g LT H
DFX)[Z]=X"Z+Z"X, VX€S,,,VZeR"™.

W Z = 3XZ, R EXFAEH,

| D _
DF(X)[;XZ) = ;X'XZ+ ;Z'X'X = Z. VX €S,

H A2 F BAET dim(SRPP), Bl p(p + 1) /2.
456y (2.6) LA LA A i 5 € B (33, Proposition 3.3.3], Il 14

dim(S,,,) = dim(F~(0)) = np ~ £p(p + 1)

Tk, FAM4H Stiefel FLYAENE] TxS,,p R FIAIE
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W 2.2 (FIZRME). Stiefel A f X € S, SR WMEN TSy, HoTFHX,

TxSnp = {ZeR™P . X"Z+Z7Z7X =0} (2.7
= {XW+XK:W +W=0,WeR, KeR"P*} (2.8)

= {AX:AT+A=0,A¢cR"), (2.9)

H X, e R™0P) & 1 F 22 18] span(X) #9E AN ), AL XXT + X, X] =1,
W e RPP, A € R™™ #R5% gt #R4E .

EBA. B SETRATIERA (2.7) B A et

F:R™P —s SRP?

X — X'X.

RAUUTHEST 2.1 5) BIIEH, BATTH S p = FH(L,), I BB F B9FN p(p+1) /2.
H 33, (3.19) 3\, FA14+2

TxSnp = ket(DF (X)) = {Z e R™" : X"Z + Z"X = 0}.

FRitz A, FA1EATE)

dim(7xS,.,) = dim (ket(DF(X))) = np — 2 p ; Y. (2.10)
SE X Stiefel I FRIIMZE X (1) 11— X(0), 1 X(0)TX (1) = I, 3ATH
X()TX(t) + X(£)TX = 0. .11)

X X(1) € Supy W [X(1) X (1)] € R PR, WOW T X (1) € R, FATAIAS
X(1) = X(OW(1) + X, (K (1),
Hrp W(r) e RrP, K e RP>P 35 FURRA (2.11) 2K, 153
W' (t)+ W(r) =0,

M (2.8) FBLAT.
R A e R™" 2 AT + A =0, BARFATH

{AX :AT+A=0,AcR"} C{ZeR™ : X" Z+Z"X =0} = TxS,,. (2.12)
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H—I7MEL, X X € S, AR Q € R i X = Q[1, 0. i B =

orag=| " Py

By By

dim{AX : AT+ A =0,A € R™"}

— dim{QTAX: AT +A=0,A € R""}

— dim{B[I, 0" : B" + B = 0,B € R™"}

= dim{[B], BJ,]" : B{; + By = 0, By, € R”? By, € RO"P)P}

_ pz_p(p;r 1) +(n_p)p:np_p(p; 1),
Ho G — AN SURT T dim(SRPP) = p(p + 1)/2. Z5¢r b, 2.10) 30T (2.12)
2, FATAIHN (2.9) BT O

FEXLT Stefel FIRAIYIZEIZ 5, FellTHT IR 1A R B IR A
RV 1, X 21,2, € RV, IR R BE

<Zl, ZQ) = tI'(ZirZQ).
TSR FLATIXS Stiefel Ji R & LR 755 By HEL B i, MIFRATS R B 2 i

Sup. NI, FAVEFRRITIE Sup. HIE, FATAT AL H Stiefel i1 2S
[ P S

PR 2.3 GEZS ). Stiefel AW AE X € S, LR ETRA b FHX,
(TxSnp)” = {XS: S € SRP*P}.
AR BRI 2.2 H (2.8) 2, HFFUAMER TxSnp @ (TxSup)” = R (@ TR H.

), WARFATH
(TxSnp)" = {XN: N e R},

158 SCRT, SRR XN € (TxSup) s
(Z,XN) =0, VZe€TxS,.,
A (2.8) 3, Fli14 Z = XWz + X, K, Hoh Wy RO FRARE, 45 Z A X5

%
(Z,XN) = t(WJN) = 0.

N (W S) = (Wz, S) = 0 X AL S € SRPP FRNAL, Xiht Wz AR, i
N € SRP*P. iy BUH BT O
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R, JAL A BRSO R E X HE LS REER () AR,
WAt AR ERE RS TAFRNEEE T

EM 2.1, 5E A EACRY?, BAELEY e RV 3| A 9 E LKA

Pa(Y) =argmin ||Y — X||¢.

XeA
HPE T 2.2 A1 2.3, AT AR B A E AT R Y € R £ Stiefel i JE )25
[B]FH¥E 25 0] A IEAZ$E 5

MR 2.4, 28Ty Y € RVP, KA E U Stiefel (77407 18] Fo ik = 18] 44 5E 5

7 A

Pres.,¥Y) = (I-XXT)Y + Xskew(X'Y),

H P sym(A) :=1(A+ A7), skew(A) :=1(A-AT).

1
2

IERA. EPERT 2.2, 2.3 FNEACRE I L 2.0, ik Y = XW + X, K (W e R™P,K €
RU=PPP), FATTAHERS £
Prs (Y)=X-argmin ||[Y - XS||z = X - argmin [|W - S|,
P SeSRPXP SeSRPXP
XKW =XTY, Aifii
S* = argmin ||W -S|z = sym(X'Y),
SeSRPP

B Pr s, (¥) = Xsym(XTY). XA Y = Prs,,Y) + Pr, (V) HbEBK

D

M. O
B RO, Fefl 145 Stefel FTBALRBIE (1.10) 1 AT,
5138 2.1. *}F Stiefel AMRACIT AL (2.2), BATH
grad f(X) = Prys, , (VF(X)).
IERA. HPERT 2.4, WTAERER Z € TxSnp. FATH
(Pres,, (VI(X0).Z) = (VI(X) - Phs, (VF(X)).Z)

= (Vf(X).2)
= Df(X)[Z].

MRIEEE 2L grad f(X) B9 X (1.10), 5[ FAFIIE. O
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25 I, AT DATS 3] Stiefel LA F# (2.2) BY— B e otk 254
SEIE 2.1. 1B X* € M R Stiefel ZFHEACIN A (2.2) 89 By 3F AR &, N oA
gradf (X*) = (I - X’X*")Vf(X*) + X skew(X*"Vf(X*)) =0, (2.13)
X Z gradf R FBRXEE TR T
ERA. EHL LS, PR 2.4 FIS I 2.1 B L. O

PRI 2.4 R BE 2.1 AR, ANFEIRRRE R (-, - )y B T AR T,
P FE AR B S ML grad f. FEZSLHRIGUE & T EM 2.1 6L —MRE
IRA )L, Stiefel JiIEALAL IR Y B 0 a2 AR IR o, AN 5B e ) B
JEEA K. Wi, FEHAA AT, 2R 2.1 BRI, THHATE
N RKRGJER, 45U

E X

1
<Z1, Z2>p = tr(ZlT(I - (]_ - —)XXT)ZQ), V7,75 € R™P, (214)
o

IR p > O B, HFE (1= (1= 2)XXT) SFRIESE, HIAKERIE ( -, - ), ABLEHE

1=}

H.

R & N IR 2B EEICH grad, f(X) € TxS,p, 7 HAR grad,, f(X) =
XW, + X, K,, Hish W e RPP ZRXFRIEM, K, € RO-PXP IS ER
Z = XWz + X, Kz € TxSnp Wz 52 XS HRAFE), 80 & e, AT PAHE
H

(grad, f(X),Z) = w(Z™(I-(1- %)XXT)gradp (X))

1
= —tu(W;Wz) + (K, Kz). (2.15)
0

RSHERE X (1.10), HRiZ V(X)) = XW 4+ X K, Hip W e RPP. K €
RO=P>P R FATH

(grad, f(X), Z>p = Df(X)[Z]
— u(VF(X)'Z)
= w(WWy) + tr(K"Ky).

= tr(skew(W) Wz) + tr(K"Kz). (2.16)
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Ho i fg—2FHT W, = skew(W,,) + sym(W,) F1 W, IO FRME. BT (2.15)
N (2.16) X TAERN Z € IxS,,p FOBAL, RPI, T4

W, =p-skew(W), K,=K,
T2 T2 286 grad, f(X) #9550 (fE— 1R 222,

grad, f(X) = p-Xskew(W)+ X, K
= p- Xskew(W) + Vf(X) - XW
= p-Xskew(X'Vf(X))+ Vf(X)-XXTVf(X)

= (I-XX")VF(X)+ p- Xskew(XTVf(X)). (2.17)

HA ST VF(X)=XW+ X K AKW = XTVf(X).
2 BRI, A2 7 A0R B s — e i P

EH 2.2. 1B X* € M & Stiefel AFARACIIAL (2.2) b4 B3R Mk &, WL Fy
grad, f(X*) = (I = X*X"")Vf(X") + p- X*skew(X" "V f(X")) =0,

X grad, f RTEFREZEE (-,0), THREIWE (p>0). Filkk
1) % p=18F, EeAKRKXEE, skt

grad, f(X) = gradf(X). (2.18)
2) % p =28}, FE¥#H Canonical &5, seit
grad, f(X) = V£(X) - XVf(X)TX. (2.19)
3) % p>08%, £MNA
grad f(X) = (1 —(1- g)XXT) grad, f(X). (2.20)
IERA. HIERE 5. O

¥ 2.1 #k [99, Subsection 4.1], [106, Lemma 2.1], [ 104, Proposition 1] %= [30, (2.6)]
SRR E T B RS RBE (X 023, X 522 22094 REF
T EADNF ST, RNLET —KERZEE0 2L FALRELBX, 5
—RFMIET T A F T AR LAy R E AR grad, f(X) a9 B4R A KL dpab AT
1327 LR E %) 3
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FEMET 2.2 o, AT 14 1 T Stiefel i U025 [8] 1 =FhA [ %01 d1F grad, f(X) €
TxSn,p TN K BAEEHE 2.2 1, grad,, f(X) thhf72 (2.8) A HM . F5L b R
H (2.9) 3, FATHA QR 15 S 06 EZ] ).

PR 2.5, A FHEEW X €S, ZNH
grad, f(X) = A X, (2.21)
b Ay = (PxVf(X))XT - X(PxVf(X))T, Px =1 - (1-5)XX".
IERA. BB A =
IRV AT ATE R SCHR (991 AR S 65 B Y B A
222 EXRAHR

TE_b—/N5, il adxt Stiefel WAL R 20 H), FA1155) 1 Stiefel i
A (2.2) BB UrEAOF. A/, FATARE S A # R A, g
ZH IR ARAA IR (2.1) i A1, #7532 T Lagrange o 1 2 2. 5K
ik, R A T 2T —, WA S kB i O

A, FATE SRR (2.1) BB ARE L [4].

EM 2.2 47 5 X e RP, 4o R

w(YVF(X)) > O 02
XTX = I,

AAEE Y € TxS,p #RR L, WKAER X AP (2.1) 89— 482 & BAVIT LA FT
H—hiaE s a9 45 A Qron

SCHR [107] R FEEAL AT (2.1) SR iAoy R g AL 0, 45 i 1
(P 85 2 18— B B PR A . FEr, A [107, Theorem 2.17 HHiE R T IR XX 23K
(XX = 1) # /& LICQ ZYA B GE X 1.3).

R R, MR (1.4) 2, e CARMAL L (2.1) 1) Lagrange pR%CH

LXA) =fX)-(AX'X-1). (2.23)

Hrp A e SRPP JZIEAZ 2 Frxi W (1Y Lagrange 7€ -1-.
FTEFATEA B IEA A HRARAL T (2.1) B —Br et 254
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FH 2.3 (—REEEME). BE X* % E R4 RKAFE (2.1) 89 8RR 5,
B f ESITTA N X R 4o T ey KKT 44

(I, - X*X*T)Vf(X*) = 0; (kA M)
XTVL(X7) = Vf(X")TX (3 #rbk) (2.24)
XX = I,. (FTAT 1)

GE. T IEAC 25 2 LICQ 2k I £ 4 107, Theorem 2.11, 4f4#% Lagrange
BRI E X (2.23) AR 1.2, A4

Vi L(XAY) = Vf(X*) - XA =0,
MM A* = X TVF(XT). B HAA B, FAT 53
(I, - X*X* )V f(X*) = 0.
SCPH R IEAZ AT SR XS AR IE, i Lagrange 361~ A" XFFK. H I BEAE. O

A B SR GE X 2.2) TeiA e E sk, PR ATIER 1 W i &5

Mregie.
SIHE 2.2. & X € R™P Z ) (2.1) a9 —MAa 2 & % ALY KKT &1 (2.24) mx .
JER. PR 2.2, X FAEREM Y € TxS, . FPRERME— RN Y = XS + K, iX
H S e R ERFRHAME (ST+S =0 HEK e R* g KX =0, XEMNT
K = (I, - XX")K. [AFER, (BB HEA XS + K BB ET TxSap-

BT S Fl K # AT, & (2.22) S M T Py k&K

w(STXTVF(X)) 20, VSeRPPHS +S5=1, (2.25)
w(K'VA(X) >0, VKeR"™HK'X=0, (2.26)
XX = I,

it Q= XTV(X), FH (225 M QT - Q Wy xRk, A4
w((Q-0")Q) = 0. (2.27)
1 (2.27) TS

0

IA

r((Q-07)0) +u((Q-07)Q) =u(QQ - 07Q) +u(Q7(Q" - Q)
= (@0 -0"0)+u((Q"-0)0") =u(QQ-070+ Q70" -00")
= u((@-07)(@-0")=-u((@-0")'(2-0") <0,
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w2 o=0".

73— J7 L, AR XTVf(X) ZXFR, S w(STXTV (X)) = 0 RHL RO K
FEFE S FRINAT. I, (2.25) RSN T XTVF(X) BIRTHRE.

PR K = (I, — XXT)K Fil K (T34, JATRZ 555 (2.26) LA (1, -
XXT)VF(X) =0 WS4, ey | BASIIE. 0

AL, FATRE] T —BrfeE /U PFS M KKT 2R SRk, BRI i
R SR — B R AL 75— L AEE B 2.3 (IR b, AR MR B 2852
iR L X i /2 1) Lagrange 311 ik

KIS 2.1, B4% X 29 (2.1) a9 —rda 2 b, sbBtIE 3L 29 & 4% Lagrange & -F i 2
A=XTVF(X) = VA(X)X. (2.28)

2.2, 8T R E—2 K T Lagrange S8 09 H kP, T4 33 T EAH A
W AIMEX TR il 2.0 6 T BANVRAFA9B L, HEERMN T E Rk Ry AT
T A, MR AERA 228) XAk RX EHH X, EH 5 Fb, KNRAZ
B, R T — P k.

fJis FHORECES A) T ) B de DU A 1 CGE B 1.3 R 1.4), FATT45 IR 223K
PEAL IR (2.1) i /2 1 B Uk A% F-

SEX 2.3 ([99, Lemma 2]). % X & FJFR (2.1) oy —Hrda e & B 2
(Z'VAF(X)[Z)-AZ"Z) 20, VYZ€TxS.,p- (2.29)
HP Ay (2.28) XoE 3, MEAFRIE A =482 L.

MR 2.6 ([99, Lemma 2]). % X & B 2.1) th—A B3 ML, Mit—F & =

e & & X 2P (2.1) a9 —/AN 4B s IME S, 3B E X & — 42
& IF B R
(Y VPE(X)[Y]-AYTY) >0, YO#Y € TxS,p (2.30)

H Ay (2.28) X L
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223 FlErAN

I, FA A2 T Stiefel it UL AL (2.2) AL A HRALAL ) (2.1)
MR AR APE. RS Pr i, FAT 4w 5 BRI TR A ) R AR 21 B 22 D)
R R S PR . PR, FEA/INTY, FRATHCBA [l e o2 PR 2 TR B R

W55, BATTAT AR A 5 E IR 2 ) P — B e R A (2.24) WA 45T C
ik [99. Lemma 1] Hri 5 10— B i i 45 2,
VI(X)-XVf(X)X = 0;
XX = 1
{88 P 0 A I 26 PR 90 S T, AL R TE A 23R XTX = I, BRZr, ]
FATAT DA
IVf(X) - XVF(X)TX[;
U P A TR AR 1L S bR (2.19) RSB S AL
lerady f (X)]];.-
IR AT R
IVF(X) - XV F(X)7X]|;
= ||VA(X) - XXX+ | XTVS(X) - VX)X (2.31)
b, 5 — TR I KKT 450 (2.24) Pt R e M BB, 45 — 0 1E 42 (2.24)
Ht Lagrange e 1 A [ FRE SO
ZH|_EIRIHE R K, X TR B AT ATRE AR5, IR TR T KKT 4504
(2.24) ST P A5 )2 759 S SR UM 2, IR AT S IR |V F (X) - XXTV (X))
X7V F(X) = V£ (X)X, Sk v B PO B 7 2 . X i, 3%
14T ARIR AL E L Ay, 53]

[9.506) = XXTV O+ 02 [XTVF () = V(X)X

Hrprp>0.
F—I7 M, FREESRE (2.17) K, 1A

lgrad, £ (X[l
= |1 = XXT)VF(X) + pXskew(X TV £(X))|[

= V() = XXX+ 0 XV = VO]
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X5 KKT 264 (2.24) Hp0RE SRR e N 5 s AfTR]. e Tdsr At
BB grad, f(X) MIRRGAS ) — B e LTS (2.24) BYNTE R .

3

&

7 2.3. ZAN1FE B Stiefel 704K

?

grad, f(X) = (I - XX")Vf(X) + p - Xskew(X Vf(X)).

vy B i 4o, grad, f(X) a9 % — AT BT ECKE W —H R A0 (2.24)
PR Aa e M. B AT ST (2.24) P 84 Lagrange J T 3T ARM. X AT AR
g A R A T, Stiefel AWK —hmAREHETRRANEIEETA L
Bl a9 E 204, MR X 2 69— AR (2.24) N &4 KR, MR TR E
AR BL. A T AR, EAL A EFTH P, ZATRA 2.31) XEFRBNMEA
Hoikay ok AN

23 HikERid

BN, T TSN 2B W IEAS LR AU (2.1) (R 75, 3
ST AR AT H7 2%

231 W#EERZE

T 1.2.2 /N1, ATEHN G T — BB 2L M BRI AR R ITIA. R
PR 1, NI T LA RAEYI 25 8] Tx M P IEIRE T R B3 %y 1) DX, PA
LA RS R ARIEAS [ 07 ) FISRIRAME DL, FRATA 1 Ak RE ST ik
[108—110]. F:#E#HEEEE (110, 111]. {573k (41, 112]. 4§y [111] A4l
¥ [43, 113, 114] SEUAEREE. FRl, WRILATH M Sy Stiefel i, Wix 287y
VAR e 4 T R (2.2).

(EAFULRIAY 2, FaliX BT IRAR AR T i O 3L 1.4), "B LT —Fh iR Ee
AV SR TR D, Al Y X 28 T SRR A2 AT O A, X T Stiefel AL, U 4d
WRIFE Rx BB AR Z2 0, RECEFATAT AR W3, bk 2k [33, 110, 111]
TR 2K (33, 42, 108], AH LAY WA S 2 18 R IRVE 70 BIWER A I 2 07 VA M
HRITIE.

TR REN DI HARN G EWRITIE. BERN X € Sup, D € TxSup N

THEE R M. Rx(tD) Fomldsfar s, Hir A RPK. e L 1.4 AJH,
SRx(tD)|;—o = D.
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e 27 i

M3t 22 BRLK

Pel 2.2 Wi X8 05 Tk DB IRIBER

Figure 2.2 Retraction-based methods: geodesic-type and projection-type

23.1.1 iz

M 2255, A% S8, v Stiefel JFUTE A LA R & 1 (1) 1A

SCHR (1110 B9 TARITRE T 152 AR 17 ORI O 7F 5 400, At AT 1R 220 iy 1
Stiefel Jii /R LT Z5H, H-245 1 T IR BAR AL AL dtl, M Tdde 74
MR R P,

e -X'D -R" |\| I,
RE*(1D) = [X, Q] exp| 1 : (2.32)
R 0 0

Ho QR = —(1 - XXT)D FIRHAE —(1 - XXT)D 4> QR 4, exp(X) Fon
FEFRER R 0. 7E EIR BRI, AT — R R TF B A 2p B
A TR R X S AE S KRBT AU

FELE, BB (2.32) A0 i W R AE A5 21 1. SCHK [110] ARFE Canon-
ical AR, $R T 55— ML HFr 2 5,

Ry “(tD) = exp(—tA)X, (2.33)

Forh A € R R ABRAIE. 2 [110] 1, A Ol VA(X)XT = XV£(X)T (9 E,
FURHER 2.5 $19 Ay, IR ELE RGI I D = —grad, £(X) = —A>X. X 4G
Y FTASAE BEE— n RS 24 p > n/2 I, HefUAA 30 (2.33) IOMEMFHE T
R AT AR 2.32),

T AR (2.32) 1 (2.33) TR, TSI L B A M RO B, X &

2B WRRAERE X € R™P [R5 QR HRFER A X = OR, i Q e R™P [EXIfH R € RPP R HA X
I = fmsEkE.
SEE MR B € L 5 2% [58, Subsection 9.3].
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A7 R A RIXE. SCHR [109] BT Cayley AFJ* i H 17— Fh Ul I £ 5 3 A 2K,
o t\ ot
RIE(1D) = (1 v 5A) (1 - 5A) X, (2.34)

Hr A e RS2 SOSHRAERE, A2 BUN VF(X)XT=XVf(X)T, W D = —grad, f(X) =
—AoX. FESERRITR R, SUH 2 A X — P R s S R 2 K> n Br&dt
TRl

SCHR [99] $2 5 T —MNMRFF LR AT A RO, BT A [115], TR K A%
b s R4 Crank-Nicholson $ ARHMES 2| TAEREAZ 7, #2108 T — R &Ry
. 5L |, Crank-Nicholson £ ARTYERLFETH A G 7% V. T+ Cayley 2846, [H] M AdLA1]
P TR 5 Cayley 4B 02X (2.34) 5845 () i 2 38 25K,

t -1
R (tD) = X — tU (12,, + 5VTU) VX, (2.35)

Hrp U = [PxD,X],V = [X,—PxD], Px = (I, - 1XX7). 7EERH 5, AR
B FORIE—A 2p BretEr iR 4L, A2 Cayley 484 (2.34) i) n Brk ik
TR M p < n/2 b, HATRRGE T RIEMEAL. 5 —J7H, @456 Barzilai-
Borwein’ -{[: R L 18 2 SR [116], BB A3 (2.35) TESCFRB(E VA R B Al
5, H HE G SLFR T 24U, B fL 145 5 [49].

23.1.2 ¥R

B2 BRSSPI, S DA AT AR, A B
Stiefel JifE. HFEH LR AR, WG RES M. QR @A 2 (polar de-
composition), #§ AT PAFI RIS R™P ) i £ Stiefel HIEHY “4587.

FERE S 2.0, AT A EME R R B AN SR B, R Stiefel FifE 2 E
(i, FA IR AT ARE IR BE AT
PEE 2.7 ([117, Theorem 1]). %5 1E & 09 HARSEME Y € RV, JL & Stiefel 77 Euf
B A

Ps,,(¥Y) =argmin ||Y - X[z = UV =Y (YY)

XeSu,p
XEY FFENHEAY =USVT, L U e R HELIEMR, ¥ € RPP T3t A
M, V e RO, CV/2 2 73t 4R EE 4E[E C € RP*P o4 7 4R,

MIRBE S € R™ & RURFRAERE, B ST = 8, | 7 — S [ 33i3F H. (I - 8)"*(1 + 8) 1IEAZ, (I - S)"* (I + S) #xH
FEME S (1) Cayley 724k

SHL 1.1.3 /N,

O3k LG40 U2 — P L B REE, I AU IE A Ps,, -

TR R i 2% [58, Subsection 4.2.4].
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AP 2.7, FATRTARA™ LR A 19 A B Ah BE SR D73 (31 I 3 152
A FAAL IR (2.1) . i AR R AR AU A 3R,

RY(1D) = Ps, (X — 1V f(X)). (2.36)

FATEE R, X AR T2 -VA(X). F%E L, @l R %8

d

3P0, (X =1V (X))l = —grad f(X).

P, X B D = —grad f(X).
SCHR [108] $2 i 1 Stiefel i ERIBRESIE I,

RY(tD) = Ps, (X — D). (2.37)

XH D € IxS, p, WARGEN TR X — 1D 157 5550
T QR MR B, SCHR [331 $2 1 1 PR R4k, BT

RY(tD) = qr(X —1D), (2.38)
RY(tD) = (X —tD)(I, +*D"D)™V/2, (2.39)

Horbr qr(X) FORMEME X 1585 QR 73y Q ik, F5L b, @ sie ik (2.39)
A ST AT E W, MRRIARMEBLE O (2.37) SEAafE. W B KAIHE
TR AT R RS NT BN X — 1D 37 R

FEATCE 3 F, AR T — AR A IR RAAESE, P S 4R
SOVRAER L SUAE. — ek ik, FATR BRI R AR T Ui 207k, [ iedk
IR AR 4R T k. (EUR R B, 5 Y 1AL X R XS F XTVF(X) =
VA(X)TX, WL BATTE LRI B 2 (3.20) S TR T RY. BRI SR

V=X—tVf(XK), BlUEte (0,00
Yor(t; X) = Xer = (=1, +2V(VTV)TVT) Xk,

A S5 FE AL 1) 7 3L, Y §¥er (85 X) im0 = —2grad, f(X). A, FEASCHY,
Felitosg L7 —FRBEAERFIRSEAF N AL i 515

SCHk [106] $E) 1 (991 AARE, BEAE AT /L X € S,p AbXF A 2SI T 745
)50 %, 8 SRR N

Yu(t; X) = XR(t) + WN (1), (2.40)
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Hor XR(r) £ X W= 0], WN (1) 78 X7 i ==300]. [106] /) E 2B E TR AE
(1) R(¢) F1 N (1), FEASHIE Y (2; X) EAORFRAIATIE. L2 TR ¢ > 0, #R
A Ya(t; X) € S p. MATRIEAE REESR T — RN EIENESE, I H Bk
1) 00 b 2 2R 50 R 1 VAR T A O AT SEVEMEZR () e 191, 9 RS,
Ry, REE, RE, RY AJ RY. &ty BB vk, M1 EL A4t T Fh B 38 Y AT 1025
BB Jr i,

W =—(I, - XX")D,

J(1) =1, + ZWWT + g()XD,

RY(1D) = (2X +1W)J (1) - X.
Hih D € xS, RATEAEIMYIZE R 16, g (1) AT g(0) = 0,¢7(0) = 1/2
Y R (ELASUR I, 6 XA T A 2 T i i 2 .

E24. 5 p=108f, ERYRBUARYG R, T HHFEF XEMA LT AR
FIR g ik KA. BATTVARE P36 Lk 300 X A2 ve 4, dsk bk 5
EARTT VA R I K T ik LR, MK K IR K Tk, HE R A BIK
0 R AL & Rk, RN R R R L AT R, B de Armijo 3E AT AL R (E L
1.6) A AELIAEI % [116]. RILF Kok B R ARIE F ik oy & Bl SOk, 125 307
BF AL 238 Ao RO oY R Al A A 1, Af 38 Ao it FARAN

TEASCH S 3 A, FATRAR I — AN nT AT RIRE L, By vk B i sib
THEPERrRRIT R R, I EAREETLER. (EE UM, AT B
FTRIREZIF AR T I ik, h TN T8 T — i AR 4R T T O o
I
232 AHATHE

FE_E—/ N, AT RN TSR A, g2k N R /DR 2t
Fr— U o3 A, s 2 AR R, B MR RO . — O I, X ey
KR ERPTTEITH, TR S IESR R AE, TR EE SR E. 5—J7
A7, T B A X S e P AT SRR ME AT 5 B, TO0H - AU ) AT 5, K
AT R R E R NI, 2306 LR 0518, — 2B THR I IE AR
DAL AN AT AT T34

SCHR (491 FAFZAR/ ME IR (2.3), S 740 MY Courant 1] pR ZAAL [118],

1
min Str(XAX) + %nxTx — 1|2 (2.41)

X eRnxp
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Horp > 0201 250 FEE 41l p W4T, AT TIERA T _Eid Je g s Ak st
ST BRI/ MU (2.3). 456 BB ARRAZI R EOR, M5 T HxT

N
X = XF — ap (AX + puX(XTX = 1)).
Hy TR A R e TS P SRR ez B8, PRI Sk (491 R I
1T tsi 2 OpenMP X EVEGEATHAT AL TE. Fh HAS 3 B S8R R RAIE A 0 A )
W, RIS HEA R Rl etk
SCHR [119] BT [120] et By T2 R ALY, 2% 18 1 3 — R L 20K B IRk
DAY,

min §||XTX||g —i—ltr(XT(A— DX)
X cRAXP ﬁ F 2 M .

Hr p>2,0>0,peRFNFESU Kol 21 =40 = 1 i, Lk G
B (2.41) 254, RN [49] FEARY T4, STHR [119] AAUE S RS IE 7 - A
R

SCHR [1210 RF40R B AR ARk R B

. 1
omin = [XXT - Al

TSR/ ME TR (2.3). R F3R ) U fe/ D SR, A AT T4 iy 7 —A>
R Gauss-Newton S35, KEHLUE SRR, BARMRIAM TEAR—L
Krylov %3 [8] vk [122, 123].

X BT RS R RE A TR (L ) R SR A SRl AR — R IE RS AR
DAL TR (2.1), SCHR (1171 F) IR 058 3 1 R 528 77 0] 3 114 (ADMM)
[51] #1173 %¢HY Bregman JAAC [124], il ad 5| A SIS & H AR ek 805 1R 070
B AR T RO i A

i f(X)
s.t. X=Y%,

Y'Y = 1I,.

[, (1171 3842 T >R A% bk Y Bregman iEAUT5 9. KT FIARBUER L,
FATRFSAESR 5 Frhirgihe.
SCHR (1251 A I R A A/ ME SR [126] DA KT Lagrange J535, #xf
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TR AR AR M [,
min g(X)+ p-tr(XTHX)
s.t. XTMX =1,

BT AT Hd H e SR AR M > 0, 9F H g(X) 26
PR (D € TENAR).
SCRR [76] RF [125] fRgh R4 21 38— AR 3R 1B A2 2R A4k i),

cmin - f(X) +g(Y) + h(X.Y)

s.t. AX +BY =C,
XTMX = I,.

H A, B e R™" H B ik, Rl M > 0, fH g 2 ISR RLL, h 2 1S

PEFATITRN, H BE BAT ENS i ORI — I IR S 2 AT AL R A AT 47 5
W AEARSCHY S 5 T, SN IE L AL T, ARSI A— DA
AIATRRMER. BRUILZ b, BT VAR AT AR I R O AT AR, S AR ROR B SR
SRR A P R LA

233 HEEEZERHZGE

ACPIAEAR, FENCHE T IAMEZL T, B i fe 1 — L8R RO it A= 15 34
[24, 127]. XI5 IR RIFI 7 A WA R i) — R BCR EE, &6 T — s
B ISR, W0k 7 RIRA 4 R s, fxlr, SCHk 11281 K5 R FEALY AL 42
SRR BEAR Y B A LR AL W b, B2 1 T 1R S A A 1) i 4 R DL AR 53

SCHR (301 K5 AR [106] )™ 2 407y A 1552 24 3R 14 3 AR e/ M ]

min  f(X):=L 3", fi(X)

X eRnxP Toom

st XX =1,

Horp, AT TR T — AT EES I ABSMRE T B — B R BEPLIT 22 Bt
JETT R RERBUE IR, S50 B3 A DRI P 5 B AL 1) A, %3394 1
AR

H B, BB G2 6 A HE R R A A 42 )2 Manopt® [129], iX 2
—> Matlab 15 F A, BE TR RO R @ RUE LA, W AR L

8https://www.manopt.org
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5 2 B IR

Tz FAR IR E R T, X AR R BT 5 DA SR A P i
. 55— B RO B £ OptMP 81 SCHR (991 T2, B2 10—y IE A2 24
AR 78T Matlab 1 5 8. 2R B R ) B FLAE RS 7 IR A2 9 A
Pe I PR IR E sk, ARNTY 230K [24] 36T — W e it A nER &
TR LA R AR, & BA BRI R SR BE, I HLAE R A it ) b R B

. ROPTLIB'' [130] @—> C++ i E AR S RIBIALE, WS TIFL T Am
R LR, Btz 4, ROPTLIB JEid a] PA7) 5I7E Matlab Al Julia $R35H 57
1847, HACR BT UAE Matlab Al Julia Hiz 47 {TAD.
B Je, FATTRF— L% R IE AL AR AR fifas S 25K 2.1 .

& | miBES EEHR S0
unit_opt | MATLAB | 5% [ 295 {4k SR a2 [110, 110]
GenRTR | MATLAB | Z28 (it fv. By fu 13 [41, 131]

OptM | MATLAB | IEAZ s {ALsRif#e° [99]
Manopt | MATLAB | 4R AL T 248 [129]

ROPTLIB |  C++ | BREFIBMAE" [130]
ARNT | MATLAB | B EHIE _FritfbkKgas'" [24]
McTorch Python | J&JE~~>] (PyTorch) 2 & {4k )5 [132]

2 2.1 LA L AARAL R IR 25

Table 2.1 Solvers for optimization with orthogonality constraints

2.4 NG

TEARTE S, ATRMN G T I ARAUA MR R 5 5. 355, Fd173 51
M Stiefel LA FIR A TR R AP ANF 4 E, HES: T A B M 2 F
Horpalid st — KRR B RN AR SRR, FN1453)] T Stiefel JIE LA
SR AR AL —Br i U PSR A FRT R R R BRIEZAh, FATEAF R AL —Fr
T AL, IR ATRAAL )Y Lagrange e HA AR ffa, JATHANT
4T EAIEZ AR,

“https://github.com/wenstone/OptM
10https://github.com/wenstone/ ARNT
https://www.math.fsu.edu/~whuang2/Indices/index_ROPTLIB.html
2http://legacy.spa.aalto.fi/sig-legacy/unitary_optimization/index.html
Bhttps://www.math.fsu.edu/~cbaker/GenRTR/
https://github.com/mctorch/mctorch
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https://github.com/mctorch/mctorch

IEA il Be . Bk S W

42



%3 % T FRIES

FIE JYRERZE

TEATE T, FA1H & REEA ) IZ WAL LA AR AL . F1 XX 2
AL AR OB AR AR RAAE S, B SN IR, e e BUE R
AMR TR AFTE 2 ERAEEA TE, RN EEES T, R 2B
R ERUER R DR R T P 7 A TR R, AN Stiefel iU 45 W] J5 1]
75— T3, FATHE A AR TALIE A0t — ek R, [ ORIE TR T, i
XA R BT IR, AR I T PRSRIANE. S — @ %
T3, H AR U (GR) FIRBESLEAA (GP). 55 IR ASI ey Bl
P N FE 7 i (CBCD), [Al B AR 5 — 4 i 2 P ARAR W R X T 1 B
s T W1 . FRATTIERA T 1 RO R B B SRR R PE BT, i Ak A
PR ST BAHE SR, IETUE 1l SR A AR BLE A RS R
R RE AL BUE SRR R I T RIS B A R 7.

[l

3.1 5
TEARTE R, JAT 12 FE AR A IR A AR A A B AL ),

1 R T
min f(X):=h(X)+u(G'X) G
st XX =1,

Horb 1, F01 p Br8BERE, p < n, HERRREL - R™P — R, 2 Q1 H Bix.
Rig 3.1 1. f =RTH &MELp A

p = sup ||V2f(X)||2,

XeS
FE S ={Y|||Y|2<p+1}.
2. f(X) = h(X) + w(GTX), 3t G € R™P, h(X) i#% % iE 3R M, L3k
%, h(XQ) = h(X) 1E&E Q € S,, #m %, FFBH Vh(X) = HX)X, X2 H :
R™P —s SR™" & — /4B [0 4.

TESEFR AR, p W(EZEH AN i BELMET. FEAT o, FATR 245 LA
V.
AL b, S WA Sap = (Y € RVP|YTY = 1)} TS EH RIF4E.
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A 3L % p =0 BAERHE F(X) B KRR 0(GTX). AEAFAT, FIA
(3.1) At LEHFEXHRY Ps,,(-G) = argming.s, -G = Xlp. WA 2.7
4o, A B.1) BT EXEKIEAA X = -UVT, X2 UXVT & G 84+ 1180 .
ERE P, KA RITEE AP 44 505 L.

FL b EFA TR A RIRE S, ARG 3.1 ] e AR SAA R 4
RS, R, FEAFE R FATAE B A s X A se A5 5 — 05, T
MMBBE T MY 2544, B H AR ek f(X) B e ik o, A E SRR AT 2] XA
MBS PR 7). SEbs b, FEVFZ BB SERr F) T, i 3.1 #fGE. X
BLIATG B 5T ABERA.

51 3.1.
f(X) = %tr(XTAX) +tr(GTX),

H o Ae SRV EZANBITF, &NA

VF(X)=AX+G, H(X)=A.

AR R QRG] 3.1 i B AR B G = 0, AR IR A A R A AL ) RLKE
21BN Rayleigh-Ritz /MU )L i1 HAG S 2 RR AL (E A DU AR 2 (2.3). &
M4 G # 0, @R ARISHEDASK AR, H 2T 24 A IEE RN Z k. s<kx b, 51
3.1 IR (ST ¥R TR AR IE 2 2R AL DAY S 88 1 08T (S [71D).

i 3.2.
1 1 v
f(X) = étl‘(XTAX) + 5 i_El qi(z),

fb 7 =diag(XXT), ¢ :R* > R(i=1,---,m) 3 H A € SR> EixA BT+,
A

A+ Z Diag(Vgq;(z)) | X.

i=1

SR, AR TR (3.1) A9 KR AL G = 0.

Vi(X) =

H5¢ b, B 3.2 W[ PAF e Kohn-Sham & fE B AR/ METET (2.5) i)— ML
R
32 RFREHE

FEATT R, FATHR 1L SR AU AL MR — B AR 2R o A S R B T
P2 AR IR AL A
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32.1 mMUHESEMH

FRE 2.2 /AN IGHE, & e FRAT IR R (3.1) 1 — B e A 414 GEFE 2.3)
W,

(I, = XXT)Vf(X) = 0; (RAEE 1)
XTVF(X) = Vf(X)'X; W) (3.2)
XX = L. (A7)

HIEH 2.2 F1 2.30) X AJH1, 24 X € 8,0, B XTX = 1, I, FIA—Pristirk 55455
¥

0 = |erad, (X)) = [[VA(X) - XV (X)X

= |VrxX) = XXV + |XTVAX) - VAX) X[ (3.3)

B S IR T o — B e S AR R (3.2) R RRE R R, TR
e V£ (X) AE X 2SR, 75— )5, e 2.1 A%, 55 5y Lagrange
T T RIFRIER) I SUE . —BORTE, FNTRI ABLH T Rk, (AR AU i —2
G IE K, S FLOEAT (3.3) SR A o 26— DA ks T 0. AESLEEA] b, SAB0T
AR SIS I8 T A (5 ak A T A7 9 LS — It i 2k el iR 458 0.

322 KIESFIEEIELR

ZELFAR (3) WL K TS VF(X) 76 X (B2 %5 T 0, %)
ATDURFAI P, 5, M B ACFFIA, HEB— T b A o A
AR B R L . BT DL A B, H058 PR 3 08
BRBCHEIEG 2 R — AR T R AL B0, e pi A, Ff 1752
AT AR RS RN . o L, TR T 0 F i PR

B RRE A X5, 2555 dn, Ff S NP X € S, S0/ T
BRI T R AP,
(1~ X))

X -f(X)=C- (3.4)

F
Hr € > 0 B2—PIEHEL A% G4) WAL R TTER X* AL, —Prinfliik 4
7 (3.2) AR EVER T SUE.

RE WP X € S,p WRAERX G4), HEIFAMWE 3.2) s 1xir
P AESE R, FATE B 1 AN A I A M AR AT DA 2 BN 0 ek 45
1H.
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% 3.1, Fi1E
XViX)=X"HX)X + X"G. (3.5)

Hp XTH(X)X ZXFRE. I, 24 XTG SRR, F—40 X5 Fof1m] AR X.
L), FAVFTEFARTE A X AR S X G = GTXM FEX G
BN, RSE BN R, FoAE I HEREREIE, il XA = —XUT™, X BLIEAZ 5 %
URNTRHET p BriEkE

X'G =UAT™ (3.6)
27 FE 5 i

L PRI, I DRIEE L FeiT3,—1 p R O 15 Hip

PREL f(XQ) W/ME, Bl

Q?éﬂ,, f(X0),

HHA X = X0 fiRik 3.1, B FESEgT

min r((XQ)'G).

Q€eSpp

MRAETE 3.1 Byihie, FATl AMRA 5 452 _Bad M 4 /o ME R @ = -UT™.
R, FATHCR — 215

X W XTG =GTX;
Xk = ’ ’ (3.7)
-XUT™, 750

(E AU I X M TE B AR I X5 G BT R 1. 24 XTG A
FAEAEN G, AT e A1 L.
XTI RLIE S XA, AT AR M

5|8 3.1. 1Bi& X € Sup- XKy (3.7) Xt HA/53), X2 U 4o T §AESF (3.6) X,
B AN X € S, , A XUV F(XMY) i 2 Ak, i —, RANA

80 (F(X) = F(X*4) 2 [IXTV£(X) - VF(X) X[, (3.8)
e

0 := G- (3.9
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EAL G X R TE AR AN XAV (XA RIS T B A (3.7) B
Hith. 3ROk, FRATERAIRZER 3.8). I 0 = 0, XUk EE Vi (X) = H(X)X,
I X7V F(X) R, i (3.8) 2z

0 # 0. — 7T, ARG 3.1, RATH

f(X) - (X = h(X)+u(GTX) - h(X*) - tr(GTX )
= tr(G'X - GTX )

= twr(UATT + A) =te(B+A), (3.10)
Hrp B = (ATTU +U'TA)/2. 73—,

X7V (X) = V(X)X = [X7G - 67X

= |[UATT = TAU™||; = 2tr(A?) = 2te(ATTUATTU)

I

= 4tr(A* - B?), (3.11)
Hrd g — 40 T
w(B’) = Su(\?) + Su(ATTUATTD).
B2, FATH

p

B2 S Z B;—Bi) < Zpl - All + B”)

i=1 i=1 i=1

Nk
%

IA

P
Z 20 (Aii + Bii) < 2[|A]]2 - Z(Aii + B;i) = 2||All> - tr(A + B)
i=1 i=1

2||Gl|g - tr(A + B) = 26 - tr(A + B). (3.12)

IA

X, 58 =R EEH A T
|Bii]l = Aii - |IT; Uy| < Ay
456 (3.10)-(3.12) K, 5 FAFIE. i

v TR, SERC TR TR BRI T (B35 3). T MRt 18 3.2)
FIRERR AN AT AR — 25 T, SRR ||e (X)), < e #E Aok 2 1 ),
i

o(X) = (I, - XXV f(X). (3.13)
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BE 3: BRI — B A HE SR

1 SLERE € > 0, WAt X° €S, 2 k=0

2 while ||c(X")||r > € do

BT X, SR X R R TP (.4
T X, B FROEAR B.7) AR X

5 Ak =k +1.

w

=

6 YZ[A] Xk,

33 MERE X' Bl X BEE

FE_EAY, FABR I T F R EIRESE, HR AR BAR S 2 s K
{EFEY FIERAAIE B4 1) X YA, TEATY, FRAIHEH PIIERAARR) Ik A LA
53 A 3 A HP/INYY, AN GRS SRR TS [ B T k. R
M5 IAZE Z2EAI B HARAR T ik, e adl i 7 RATAE SE A AR NS
SRR
33.1 BEEXFTE

IR 22 ) o R RS PR 1 — N B @ BUGORR FE Fe J Teg lbA T iR A A
ARSCHYER 1 F T, FATERATHE 7 IR073k. RN, AEAR TR, i W
AR R IR ST AN R AT A, R, AEAS T BT TR RS [F] 1) 07 3K,
FEAF IR W] AR i [u]” 3] Stiefel it/ b S ULFEI, FATUEW] 74— Fh 7 IA4T
WRFIR 3 G 3 BT

PR 58T e BT AT B2,

5|3 3.2. AEFM Y € By, = B(X —tVf(X),7|IVF(X)|g), EF 7€ (0,p7!), F
1-pt7

IX = Y2 3.14
o Il I (3.14)

fX)=f¥) 2

B XMERR Y € By, FATH

(Y-X,Y-X+2tVf(X)) <0,
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455
) < f(X)+<Y—XVf(X)> + Sl - x|
= fX)+—-(Y-XY-X+21Vf(X
< f(X)—T_12 Iy = X1
[, 3| FRASHE. 0
o TSN R AT, 24 AR, B A B ERAY 5 AR, FAIE

3R, 51 3.2 HUFRAL AERBIER By . WHIALTE — ROAR 2 R AE Y T

Pel 3.1 BEEE R Ty 1k
Figure 3.1 Gradient type method

P (3.14). [, FATT SRR A3k AR 2 IEA:, RIS RAERRIAT Son _E
B, FATRT AR B IR By BRI S AR PRI HC T — ik AU % 183
TR R, FATR A& B RTR BT IE, R H ) 3] —fR) Stiefel i
Sup-

33.1L1 HERSE

AT S S — Fh T B B2 S Ak AR X5 U XE - 1V f(X5) S
FF, FSL b, 3% 55 AT PAIE A3 Householder A8 4611845 3]

V=X"-1Vf(XF), HuEre(0p");
GR. / f(X5), BUETe (0,07 3.15)
Xor = (=1, +2V(VTV)TVT) Xk,
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NOREE 3.1 FATRTLARER S, Xor A2 X AOBETE SO AL QHRFESE 3 1920 3 3R A
(3.15) K153 X 1= Xor, BB 2FRATFRUCIE L F 6 BE S ¥ (Gradient Reflection, i
FrH GR).

e TORIRATUERA By (3.15) e SURHh E) A Xor A2 AT AT A5 I HLIH 2 eR B Y
o RS B.4).
Sl 33. 4 X e S,, B Xor W (3.15) X &L N Xgr € Sy H AEAMNA

k - 2(r7' - p)
FX) = 1 (Ran) > 0

M. P 1e(0,07h), pAe b 5 R EIEEL 3.1 #=5 K (3.9) 153

e, - X"X"T)Vf(Xk)Hi (3.16)

AL R T R L, FEUER] Th AT S EAR kL HF X R XE g, A,
BATH
XieXer = X7 (=L, + 2V(VV)'VT)" (=L, + 2V(VTV)'VT) X = I,
Bl Xr € Syup-
4 RSQT FURHERE V R AR 24 S = 0 B, FATH X = 7V f(X), Bl
fEH (L, = XXT)VF(X) = 0 - HAZEK (3.16) Wiar. #Hk, A% IE S # 0 HITE
oL AR V - REATE

1 Xor = Xllr = 2||(L, - V(VTV)'VT) X,

= 2||(1, - RRNX||. = 24/p — lIR"X|[2 = 2||(L, - XX )R],
> 2||(L, - XXT)VOS'|. > 2||(1, - XXT)VO|. - A},.(ST)

= 2|2, = XX)V|| /ISl = 27 le(X)]|; /11V]1s

> 2 X

S e (X))
Hop A% FOR B MR, o(X) 1 (3.13) 30 3. AR RS = VO, XA
[ WAL Sj; = 0. FeliT VO IS j SIRIIFAE TERHH 0, W — AR
(3.17) {5 — AR %k

IV (X1l
V1l

(3.17)

IA

[|H(X)X]|l2 + IGll2 < p + 6, (3.18)

IA

X1l + 7IVA(X)ll2 < 1+ 7(p+6)
5. 4 Y = Xow, AR G17) ROAGIHE 3.2 9 (3.14) Zof, 11751
_ 4 -1
FX) =S Kar) 2 o
2(r"' - p)

= e 1= XXDVIOl (3.19)

(L, = XXT)VF(X)IIE
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HT S | BRASIE. O
33.12 BER#

WLEEREE 3.1 WAL 5 — D ATRER AT e X* — 7V f (X¥) 7E Stiefel it
B ERBSE &, Bt

_ k _ k Py -1\.
Gp- V=X"-1Vf(X"), HUETe(0,07); (3.20)

XGP - Psn’p (V)
Hh 5T Ps,, BT 2.7 /15 WURAESRE 3 W20 08 3 A (3.20) 153
X = Xep, I AFRAIFRILIRE F 46 BE 45 % (Gradient Projection, [#F5>4 GP). [F]#F:
(1), FATTRT DAIERH Xop 15 fE T4 T DA B R B 1) 783 T B2
SI3 34. 4 X eS,, B Xep ¥y (3.20) 3L N Xp € S, FAENH

k > ! —p
FX) = f(Xee) 2 g gy

. b T e (0,07, p Ao 0 53 W BIE 3.1 40 (3.9) X AFF.

(I, - X"X"T)Vf(Xk)Hi, 3.21)

IR SR AU T | 2] 3.3 [ BRI A 2ROk, FATIER] 3.21).
A A ARV = RSQT F (3.17) B2 — A28, A 1152

_ 1 -
[1Xp = X“1lg = 711Xar = XIIg = [IRQT = X*[[z ~ [I(L, - RRT)X“|I¢
= w(l,) - 2tr(QRTX*) + tr(1,) — tr(I,) + 2t(X* RRTX¥) — ||RTX¥||2

= p-2r(QR™X*) + [|[R"X* |2 = ||Q" - R"X | > 0,
H I

_ 1 _
”XGP_XkHFZ§||XGR_Xk||FZ lle(X)]E-

A, FURAED (3.19) IR I LS, TR ATATDATSE] 321) 2t i1 3] FRAHE.
O

332 B AHARAAR RS T K
TEhy 55— SRR B vk, 245 1 500, TRMTEAIAE THeAs b F I, 3
AR LA AL LTI, AT R A R 05— — S SATH, ek
LIS, EL AT S HE A R (RAIE S A TR A 0 S R VSRS, TR,
152 0P 5 1 5 258 0 AL LA DA R B e A b T . A/ NS,
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1125 I HABAR T FIRR AREA 3 2R 3 28, 4 A RORIE T IR A, e
BEZAb, FATBUEI 158 BB AR R T Bk R BAE 3 1251

FIHSE 2 P ARAR T e ) EAE, e IE AL ARG AR )8 (3.1) v, FRATIE &
ARE X p— 180, KB RER i SRR IIAS &R, i AREI 0 R B As AR T e 1)

N

&

min - f; x(x)
st |xll =1, (3.22)
Xx =0,
HA fix(x) = f(Xix) X TR X 95 i 512258, HARPIEREE, X; W3
TREVE (X1 Xy Xiss - X)),

B FATABOL 152 _Fads - i) ) A i 4R 3] — S I A7 A4S fix (XG) T
PRAICIEL A 38 40 N B, IR AT AT DA X AN T A7 25 DA Gauss-Seidel 51 58 357 1)
AFATHER BARIE QR X M w0 AR WK A X 7Tl 4R i e A
WA ERS] XH, X R X WS 5188 x*, B X =

8% 4: DB HAL bR PR (CBCD)

1 AW =X,i:=1,

2 whilei < pdo
30| AW X, SRR (3.22), 3B AT A o, HW R QTR
RAIE 7800 T B S5 A AT B/ N 25 AR

fiwir(Xi) = fiwinr (xT) = k|1 X — x5, (3.23)

1X; = X1l > o

(L - W W)V i (X,~)H2 : (3.24)

SW =Wl i=it1;

4 IR X = wp,

i 3.2, ik 4 KR LR T —ANAF A Seb 3 A AR T IERIR Ik, st 21 a9
AL F B VB FREEATHY (i = 1,...,p). RIAFAY, RATTVAEIE 1.2 PR E 0
R, FEALGETIR (A 8Y), FALEES) (F3l=189) S 5 47 T Ik o 42 snh # 37
7 K. Rfn, BEHAAERR—T, ZNVET T XL Ro&H AR BIR I 5 5) A IR A
T ke BRI Bk, &RA1AG vhati 2 R R oukag B4k 547
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TEFRATIEWISE 4 BEMS HR B R 575 3 58 3 P10 X 0, FA )75 2 [l 25 g 4>
[ 55—, FATHEA REARAR T R R AG 2 — M el vl AT 50 2 R BUE 7E 0 T
PR APEAIIITE /N AP R PRIIE (3.23)-(3.24) 7 25—, Bk 4 2R HL T — M 2 R
BT PREZEAT (3.4) BUATATRL? 35715k, FAT10 31 [m] 52 1 A i) AL
3.3.2.1 SRAERAARTFEF BT

TEA/ING, BATRHEAATA A2 7 A (3.22) B9 — D AIATI R AL FRAT
TERE TR (3.22) (Y3 ARG T AR x HAEAE X; A AL U, 3
{ITRT AR FHAS B x = (1, — XiX7T )x RIS LR

B RATA XTx = 0 Hr4 HACY x = (I, - XX )x. Ht, 7 (3.22)
LT

min - fx((l = XiX;")x)

st [|(2, = XeXT)x||, = 1.
Wi, G (3.25) BRFE X B9 25 T0] 1, AT IR 45,
PERE 3.0, % XTx = 03 HEF x € D A, WIRAET 218 D agFA (3.22) 4o
ho T HG L) R AT

min  g;(x) := fix((I, — X;X;)x)

x€eR”

(3.25)

s.t. |lx|l2 =1, (3.26)

xeD.
IER. RTAEER x € D, FATH x = (L, — XX )x. #H)E (3.26) FFR il 7145
] D iR (3.22) 484, AT I (3.25) #1 (3.22) SE Pk, PR BTALT. O

P 3.1 SR FRATL, AR AT AR R — A& 1E Y 125 1) O, MIFAT AT PATE 1 5K
FlRIR) i (3.26), A5 B —>1 ) (3.22) M A2 B BB 7870 PR AR AR RI AT R

TefEERRH) X A V(X)) = (I — XXV fu (I — XeXT)X,) #LE X; (075
[ eh. B, F251E] span {XG, Vi (Xi) } AR SR L IEASHE XTx = 0. fitt, F
25 6] span {X;, Vg, (X;)} /2 W 2R 3.1 (72510 O B — e, FRATTAT AT B
1450

P = span {X,-, ti(X,-)}

71 (3.26) AU IR IR IE A AR AL I (3.1) R— M4, XHL p = 1. Ik
I, FATHERE BT L4 P AR BE SUA (3.15) MIBREERSE A (3.20) KATH x*.
S b AESEER TR, TR AAAS B R SR AR 1 s, B 5 R — AT
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FATAT A Q2R 1 [ (3.26) SR BREE Stk (3.15) BB EE# 32 4 (3.20),
DU A 7 HR AL R BELY 273 R (3.23) ANt /NI 2 I ARAIE (3.24).

BIE 3.5. 4 xt = (-1 +2000T) W)X, RE xt = (V) Iy, B v = X, -
7-Vq:(X;), T € (0,p7). W xT %2 F A (3.22) o949 RIF i 2 S (3.23) 4o
(3.24).

515 3.5 (LRI AT 1 3.2, 3.3, 34 A 1, - XXT = (I, - XiX[)(I, - X:X[)
BB,

i 3.3, F R, o R fix ok, MR ET 21 span {X;, Vg (X;)} 89 F 1952
(3.26) W T KM —Avak 5 i2agtk. X RT iy B ik X (F2). XA

T, PR £ F 218 span {X;, Vg;(Xi)} 89F B4 (3.26) 894 B MEE TR A x*
0y % —FPikdE BARRUE Y BARRI fix ARG, BAVH 40 F TR A

min 1xTAx +g¢7x
xeR” 2

s. t. l|x]2 =1,
X € span {Xi, ti(Xi)} )

b, FAVIFE| B3k d Loy R RFAR ML B, st I T ok A2 R AR
3322 HWmEERS THEHE

FEIX—/INYT, FATTUE A th 335 4 15800 X 2 WA (3.1) —ASmI4 78, I FL
PRE(E TE 4 R R (3.4).
S 3.6. & XeS,, LX dAk4itAFa. NEAMHF X8, 0
_ kik2

fX) - f(X) 2 - = XXV EX)|2- 327
(1 +(p - ks ((1 +V2)p + \/59))

JERA. X WA AR B Gauss-Seidel 45 A1 T )8 (3.22) MY 2R EHAEA55. % F
FFCATIERHZE 3. &%, Tl 1h

fX)=f(X) = f(W) = f(WP)
(fWH) = f(W1)

Sl

(fwi-t (W) = fiwer (WD), (3.28)

N
I
-
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H H.

. . . 2
(In _ Wl_IWl_lT)Vﬁ’Wi—l (Wll—l) ;

Fiwier (W) = fiwinn (W) > koks (3.29)

A ABBIE (3.18) 1y Lipschitz HELLIEMIA FE, A 1152

(I = W W)Y s (WY |

> H(In = WOWO)Y s (W) - H(WHW"—1T = WOWO)Y fois (W)
1
> (1 _ XXT Vf wi 1 Zl ‘ WJW]T _ Wj-le—lT ; . ||Vf;',Wi—1 (Wll—l)||2
> (2, = XXT)V fiwo (Xo)||, = |(1n = XXV fiwo (Xi) = V fower (X)),
i—1
~(p+6) Y (\/2—2(ij W]Jf‘l)
=1
> ||(5, = XXT)Vfix(X)||, = Viwo (X:) = Vw1 (Xi),
i-1
V2(p+6): ) \/Q—Q(waj‘l))
j=1
i—1

> (L - XX")Vfix(Xi)y—p- W -W, - -wit (3.30)

> (5~ XXV i (X)), - (1 + VD)o + V20)Vks Z\/f,wn ~ s (W)),
HAS=AREXMA T [WTW] < 1456 3.29) 2, kATs

VFawt (W) = fris (W) 2 k|| (1, — Wit wi- 1T)VfW (W 1)“ 3.31)

> kiks || (I = XXV fix (X)), - kal( 1—1—\/_/)—1—\/_9 \/fjw,l ~ fowra (W),
5, \/fj it ~ fwin (W), ¢ == ka((1 + V2)p + V26), FARA R
(3.31), FA1153

i—1 i—1
chs,) (1+(i-1)c 52+Z (1+ (i - 1)e) &2
Jj=1 Jj=
FH M
i—1
1+ (= 1)e) 82+ Y (14 (i—1)c) 6% = kik2||(L, - XX )V fix(X)|; . (3:32)
j=1
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FR%R (3.32) Wi = 1 5] p SFTEN, L& (3.28) 3L, Fl 11535

2

(1+( —1)k2((1+\/_)p+\/_0) (\/fw (WY = fiwin (W)

p
> > kikd || - XXV fix (X)) = kik3 - (2 - XXX, (333)
i=1
g
_ k2 .
FX) = £(X) 2 5 [t = XXV A
(1 +(p— 1)k, ((1 +V2)p + \/59))
{3 SRAHE o

G128 3.6 1 — >R R LAS D B HRAR AR T A, AR Bt N KR
R A5 21 2

Wb 3.1 4 X eS,, B X Wik 4t 5135, NAMNH
ko

X = Xl 2 s Voo 7 vog) U = XXVl 334)

IR AT (3.24) A (3.30) ISR —AASE L, RITASES (3.31) Hil (3.33)
Al ARA 7 5K HERASIE. O

333 HEELE

FEER 2 5 2.3 /N, FATHGIN AR T — Lo 0 IE AT s Ak 10 A 2 55
W AN, AT I AR E R S A R AR T B R e, FRAT
2958 F A LA EERIE (BLAS) WA EWT. 45& A € R™, By, By € R,
Si, Sy € RPP Fl x € R, {WWE A M Ie: BT By, B] By, B1Sy, Fl 818, 4y BB 2np?,
np? + np, 2np® F 2p* AN OB T AT AL ST 4RI FREE 8n® /3 F 8p° /3 iF
MBS VIR R AR Ax R 20 MFERUBE. TR S € R AR
A RE 5 E ASEEFRE O(p°) MFRUBH [133]. FAMRK V(X ) {OREE R
EAE2, ik VA(X) T RHF ARG R . HAlA— L8808 5 S0k
[106, Table 1] 24{pl. AR AL R AN 3.1 FiR.

TER 3.0, “E R 7 FCEE ¢ A IR T M B B I SR R R
FARFE S AL XL, A AN IR A G E . (AR 2, &
IR R B IR IO R - TR I8 2R, I ELBR B S Sy AU P 43 5 Y v o il
HOL KBRS Ak, SeAbbr FREE R 7 M R 2l — 2k A vl
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i
BH RS
—é{j’\ t EE t
N 26 253
RE* [110] o(n?) o(n’)
RE [109] o(n®) ()
REC[111]  10np® + 2np + O(p?) dnp* + 0(p?)

Ry 1991 Tnp® +2np+O0(p*)  4Anp® + np +O(p®)

Ei'e> 2 = R
RY [33]  6np* + 3np + O(p?) 2np? + 2np
R 331 Tnp®>+4np+0(p®)  2np*+ 2np + O(p®)
RY [108]  Tnp> +4np+0(p*)  3np® + 3np + O(p?)
RS (1061 Tnp® 4 3np+0(p*)  2np? + 3np + O(p?)
AT AL
GR 9np? + 4np + O(p?)
GP Tnp? + 3np + O(p?)
CBCD-GR 4np® + 8np + O(p?)
CBCD-GP 4np® + 5np + O(p?)
¢ 3.1 VR LR

Table 3.1 Comparison on computational cost

EATARRE TSR AR, P, — ORI RE AR T BB T U R R. B
A, T T 52 B B I ) R AU T S A8 540 S BLAS 1
AT LR R %

#E—2, CBCD-GR #l CBCD-GP 4 BIFR 4 3 25 R HARIR A mHE 3,
FEAESEE 4 156 3 20 P R HIRR B SCFE AN BEAR e . FRATTE = 2 pR BB
V frx (I, = Wi W) X0 ) BB 5 8 TE N, SRR 24 Wit X, = 0 i, L4
T Viix(X). 24 fix(Xi) (= L., p) & W EEHR, 17T LA F BRBI7E 725
[] span {X;, Vg (X;)} FRT I (3.26) F 4 SR i, Ui R 3R i
12np® + 3np + O(p?).

34 WSSy A
FEANY, TN VRSB R 3 A st B e, sRBUE RIS SR AT
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BIHE 3.7, 4 {X*} A d ik 3 M & X0 €S, ARagik R ES), M {f(X4} ok

TEH. AR 3 1 3 8 X O, G5 B 3.1, A 1158
FXB) = (X = (X8 = £(X) + £(X) - F(X*)

. 2 1 _ _ o
€ [ (0 - XXV )|+ g KTV - VA0 (339)

\%

\%

Ci - |VF(X5) = XAV (X9 TXH||

PRI, (f (X)) B0 R LT S BB {F (X)) A S BN {f(X6)}
sk O

TR, FATUEIRE ARS8 TS

FHE 3.1 4 (X R Ak 3 Ams s X0 e S, Amag R a0 (X5} A
— AW ECT B, AL D) (XK 0 A — AT S X ARIB R (3.1) a9 —Th R AE
1% (3.2).

ERA. IEAUER XN B RIAT I RIS A {XF} I AT . 4 X 2 R
(X} BAERERS. B X B RIAT R, FRATTHED X 3R —Br B A AF (3.2) Y
AT

ARG HE 3.7 AEWT AR 455 (3.35) A {f (X*)} A 5, FA115.2)

lim ||Vf(X*) - X*Vf(X*)TX"||. =0,

k——+oco
HULHE |VA(X) = X V(X)X = 0. 445 (3.3) 2, X i — Wi 4 1
(3.2) BTS20 G565 13 2.2, EBIASALE. O

S8 3.7 AR 3.1 SIE THE {X*} WFTA REEA L f(X) B—PEE K
filich £, I

O on = Zon N{X | F(X) = £}, (3.36)

Hdr Qron ZILE L 2.2.
BNk, FATUER X5 A0 Q{:;N RIEE EEa T 0.
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i 3.2, & (X' Ry FE X I MAEE X0 €S, ARagENRET), NEMNE

fXY =7, Vk=1-- (3.37)

sk

. . k
lim dist(X", Q)

k—co0
EBL. T {F(XN)} 2B, Bk RN (3.37) WL, ROk, FAll ik (3.38) A
AL WIAFTE 6 > 0 F{X*} B9—DTFe51, i (XY ), (75

=0. (3.38)

dist(X*,Qf ) = 6. (3.39)

BT (XN G B A — NSO AT FAE R 5 s e — W eI
A X5 (3.39) FJE, IR AL O

35 BESLE

TEAT, FATMNATE 3 MAERBL. ET00 3.1, FATRERC T — KM 17
AL KT 3.2 B LA 6 B AT T A S E SE IR AE — & #iUK Optiplex
9020 4~ A HLRHEAT, AbFESL R FHA 3.6GHz 1) Intel® Core™ i7-4790, 1742 8GB.
BUE S 151 T 2 MATLAB R2016a.

351 EEMSEIAET

TEG 13 3.3 Fl 3.4 o, AR T 24 B @ HECE K © /ANT o7t B, BB R RUpTE
I A5 5 VT G 2 BR B 580 Rk (3.14). SR, FRATRXMERERR Akt o
MME, F H. 7" BB T RES AR /D, Wl S8 T ISR B 18, 7 Lhrd, AR
HUCHR [19] 48 3 #9532 %F Barzilai-Borwein 25 K77 VA (A3 1.1.3 /NAY), X 42 SCHR
(991 Fr R IR 7. AR IE,  BYSEHLN AR,

TBBI’ k = Z ¥ ,
o= R (3.40)

T R AL

1 E,
BBl .__ <Jk_1’ Jk_l) TBB2 o |<Jk_1’ Kk_1>|
' |<Jk—1’ Kk—1>|’ ' <Kk—1’ Kk—1> ’
]k—l _ Xk _ Xk_l, Kk—l — C(Xk) _ C(Xk_l).

FAIFRATA (3.40) K 7 WBE L SUFETIRE 83 #4590 %1248 GR-BB Al GP-BB.
FARZEY, A WK 7 BIBB I SUHE R LB IR 0hk O GRF Al GPF.
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PAB R e B A R ek HT RN it (3.1). PN TERE—2 WA
i BRAIFE 4145 7] span {X, Vg, (X;)} 897 M8 (3.26) ] ARSI SR iR 31 42 J5)
MR SR, FERE— A5 AR aE A, AR 9 B 5 e A (] 7= A T AN ) R B R 35
V. G, AR PRI

D) AR ji =i, X Ti=12..,p;

2) MALIHE: j; = [p-rand(1, 1)1, %F i = 12, ..., p CHHLIE AR

3) FEALHES: {ji jos oo Jp} 58 AL 2+, p} B—BEBLHES Tii ol i 4iER);

4) W XFi=12..,p,

Ji = arg max
j=L-p

FARZ B LAS S BB AR AR R B 40 51l iC A/ CBCD-C, CBCD-R 1, CBCD-R2 il CBCD-
G.

(=W W) ()|

2

FAELUEN T BT RIAHESE 3 A SRR ARSI 2 (3.2) HAYRIFRIE
FURTATPE. PR, S TAEHLEN, FATHBRAE LB |11, — XXT)Vf(X)]lr B
AL R, AEHLTE NIRRT,

(7, = XXT)VF(X)||p < €]|[VA(X) = XOV £ (X)X, (3.41)

Hrp e > 0245 ERIEIE. (3.41) XA s -5 1) 4R A5 BB EE A/ M DERE. 75—
D71, — B R RIS ] BE & B AU T — O AR E T A, BT R
JFH5 SCHR 1997 F 19 1 I HE DU A P00 A0 Wi a2k AR R 4] R AL, AR

x Xk-xk+1 N FXO)-F (XA
tOlk = w < €& }?H tOl{ = W < &, (342)
mean([tol; 7y - - -5 0O]) < 106y, (3.43)

HH mean([tol',i_min{k’T}H, .. .,tol{]) < 10¢;.

Horp mean( - ) FIRKFHMHE.

B PR =AMEHLEN] (3.41)-(3.43) 2 —W 2, BLERGEE] TR KBRS
Maxlter i}, FATZ EFRATHFE. BOAPHENSEEETCN € = 107, & = 1075,
€ = 10719, T = 5 I Maxlter = 3000.

3.52  h[a)

TEAS/ N, AT IA— KRB 3.1 (il it &5, 25 A~ i A Ik
AT IR A )
min  str(XTAX) 4 tr(GTX)

X eRnxp (3.44)
s.t. XX =1,
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HpifE A e R G e R™P A FREHLAE AL

A = PAPT, (3.45)
G = a-0D, (3.46)

XHHM P = qr(rand(n,n)) € R™", 0 = rand(n,p) € R™P, Q € R™P, Q; =
Oi/llQilla (i = 1,2, ..., p), I HAERE A € R™™ Hl D € RP*P S %] F4E 1, 15 JE

1-i > '

Ay = p ; Hw<d MTRERi=12...,n, (3.47)
_ﬁl_l’ 7I'11<)]_I\IJ,

Dy = 7 WTHAR=12....p (3.48)

Hrb w € [0,1] (= L2 ...n) ZEEHLAE AL nx p BB/ B> 1 RYE A
AR I — 28 ¢ > 1 RZE G RSB KRR B2 a > 0
PR IR Z MR R AR, 2 o AROKI, LRI & TS s BEH AR
/N BHE € [0, 1] HIRPRERFE A RBIEE. 24 ¢ =1 Ml A IE, i é =00
EWE A GUE. WTCRFIRUL, X LS RNEGAE D n = 3000,p = 60, = 1,8 =
1.01,¢ =1.2,6 = 1. A1 X° = gr (rand(n, p)) € R N BIRAHIA(E.

353 EFRBIASEUEBUEE

FEAS/INAY, FATT 0 1 BB S o DU J3E S SR, 0 LB R0 TR A LAS S By B
LGNNI R

BT HCRAEA R E 2K GR-F M GPF B E R . £+, 2
B p BN 10%n, Z50 ¢ BN 1.01, HAWS RO N BOA R E. FATHE AT
PO A5 T AR R SR R B CPU I Ta) (RO BA07) SR AUE. —Priw i
P& F (KKT) BB UE (2.2.3 /N1 A BREUE. X B, T RATRER 2k
L ST ECARRAS [ SR Z B BR RS, FRATTAE S frwin A R SE AT B O 45 %6F
(B MW R B, 10 fs MRIR s AR R AR, Hh A s SORDXT sR AR E AN T,

—lfs ~ Jmn| + eps, (3.49)

1+ | fowin
X H eps = 2.2204e-16 ;2 MATLAB WIALasAGEE. h 71531 DA log M IGHY y-fill
A RS, FATTTERI XS 3R 22 i _EHLASHS B2 eps B O ek BAY FEAR B 1.
TR AR T R BIRAR 2 W AT 7 IE, ST TR Gl A7 R Y i S
11— XTX||p. E LR EER 2 HIRRAERE 3.2 1) (a)-(d) . FATM 0.1p7" F p~*
B FRE K 7.
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Figure 3.2 Performance of GR-F and GP-F with different stepsizes

M 3.2, AL EIX T GRF F1 GPF, v = 1/3p 1 1/ p 43 52 H AR 4111
VR, R, FRATERCEA11E A1 GR-BB/GP-BB LA BIA LK.

R, FATIML 10 ASEEHLA U M, Ho n B9oR/Ndr 500 2246 3] 5000,
ARRIIANE p 10 10%n. 250 ¢ 04 1.01, HAUSHORBCE TR ERIME. B(ES:
EIER 3.3 .

Y

& :GR-F g 10 10
GR-88]
60 +GP-F -4
I +-GP-88 7 10 =
D £% = : § e
H 2 56 g ; N e
2 F e csl /S c ! | ko
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= 10 1
20 o I £
+-GP-BB
102 10 3 106
1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Width of A Width of A Width of A Width of A
N LN o . —
(a) CPU Hf[H] (b) REHAL () KKT i) & (d) AR R EH

3.3 BRI B b 4R

Figure 3.3 Performance of gradient based algorithms

MIE 3.3 th, 641132 5] GR-BB il GP-BB [t GR-F 1 GP-F FHH /it
O sE /by CPU K], W BT 0AR3] T W &2 KKT 3 . A, 78K
ZREOLT, FATA M GR-BB 1 CPU IR HLE X ACETT AL T GP-BB. [H I,
TEFE R MAE LR, T GR-BB 1R B 2R A R AR,

e, ATHBRAEA R ZNERGT T, LAF i Al bR T A S B 2R .
F AT CBCD-C, CBCD-R1, CBCD-R2 #l CBCD-RG i 2 =R A [F] /N [ 5L,
Hordr n BR/INR 1000 22465 6000, 28 S F1EL p 38 2%n, HAMSEEGA. £l
gEIRANE 3.4 PR,

MIE 3.4 F AT E2F] CBCD-C, CBCD-G #l CBCD-R2 A #H{Ll 3£ 51, I H. CPU
) R4 AR BB £ T CBCD-R1. #E CBCD-C, CBCD-G #11 CBCD-R2 1, CBCD-C
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Figure 3.4 Performance of CBCD with different types of choosing working index

RHRE BO T8 WO N ORI EUEELE , AR CBCD-C /2 LASI N
BB AR R IR AR

354 BEHLAEMR R EBIOEELR

FEA/INYY, FA L@ ML — K I (3.44), HARFATIF % GR-BB, CBCD-
C PR ER MR BRI R I GRITAER 2.1, B T R BA el 9L
FFR). 158, FATTEIREE TSGR (991 AR d: OptM2. X HoAt A7 533k LU AL,
AT MOptQR-LS (i A 4 K 1 QR LA 45534’ [33]), MOptQR-BB C T
SR, FATREH 1508 BB KA QR FAL4AIE) A MOptTR (L fH
PR FER [33D). DALBIRTESS 1| A 2 S R 48, S0 BROIA B )
(3.44), FLAT LB MOptQR-LS, MOptQR-BB il MOptTR YRUEZH. H{HZ R U
K’ 3.5 fims.
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[+-MOpIGR L] [+-MOpiaR-LS
[-+-MOptQR B8 [+-MOPIQR-B8| ' /7 . N,
©-MOptTR < 10° ©-MOptTR 10% * o
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Figure 3.5 Performance of MOptQR with different type stepsize

M 3.5 FATTFAL, FEBE FGE  MOptQR-BB {1 HAl P A 535k, DI, 3T
PeH MOptQR-BB 12y 7 — AN LK, fajic iy MOptQR.

2 https://github.com/wenstone/OptM

3 http://www.manopt.org
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TEHE TR PEUE ST, FATH L GR-BB, CBCD-C, OptM £l MOptQR (7]
BERIL. RA/NAT 3.5.1 i EEEREALIEN, SECEBCHBROAE, AT T
AN e, AR A, HA— A2 28 B SLATF B,

o AREATEL n = 1000/, i j =1,2,3,4,5,6;

ARGIEL p = 20j, o j = 1,2,3,4,5,6;

A WEHEE A 2%, B = 1.01 + 0.035, i j = 0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8;

G BHFEB A, £ = 1.01 +0.03/, Hh j =0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8;
LRMEI 5 T, @ = 10721074, 1, 10, 10%;

APIEEE € =02(j - 1), K j =1,2,3,4,5,6.

XL R S50 (3.45)-(3.48) i . ZRMEFFAEME M, i B « = 0 By
(3.44), RNIEFATHIZE BN, FENRTT— MR RRE (A UK i 2, 7% IER 24
RO I ELFATTHR AR B B SRR AR B 50 VAR R BT KA ] 1) [
PRORRI K, BRIAE SE PR RRE (T3, B R S B /A2 &
17 JE LR PR PR ARL I A ) 3K e, AEABATTAR X Ab P — i) TE AT 2 AT A fe) A, T
A IS T T4 BB B U ST AR, 33X 7 2EL 003 ) 3 P 31 5 SR 4 3 el
3.6-3.11 Jif7R.
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M. 35 3.2 SR T TR SR AR AT 2L ) B 13y KKT 3%, alf7iE:

CBCD-C OptM GR-BB MOptQR
KKT 3 J i 1.6075¢-05 | 2.1730e-05 | 1.9501e-05 | 2.5072e-05
AR B || 1.9172e-14 | 1.5276e-14 | 1.9350e-14 | 2.1006e-15

FEXF PR EEAS AL, || 6.5780e-06 | 8.1754e-06 | 3.0417e-06 | 7.9584e-06

A 3.2 P8 KKT, nf 479k i B2 SR e 5 i B 1 bl 4

Table 3.2 Average KKT, feasibility violation and function value

4 S REFARRT SR EIE. X HL, SRARRS s SKAE m RIS AN s BUE € L5 (3.49)
FAl, B AARAUL,
o W ming ()]
" 1+ |ming{ frus}|

3.5.5 AT AREIRBER TR ERI £ BT

i A ESEE, FATAI T AR IA: BARIA TR (3.1) 2R,
(EFTA K ffe MR i 5 AT 2 1 R A R RSC(EL. PRI, FRATT 8T 17—
ASB SRR RIAR ARV AR QR R,

min  +tr ((X — X*)TA(X - X))

Xer32 2
s. 1. XX =1,
13/2 2 0 3/5 0
HitA=| 2 1 0| XFXMRERAE, KA ARESTIEX = | 4/5 0
0 01 0 1
A2 ) A 4 R ML T

10 3/5 0 1 0
X'=10o0|, X"=|4/5 0 X"=10 0
0 1 0 -1 0 -1

e Hh— B ARE AL Herp X R R MELR, HARPI AR R BTk, B4
BRI B =A>— B s 46, i GR-BB, CBCD-C, OptM 1 MOptQR

AN IR W06 R E SN,
X' =

Ps,, (X' + p-randn(3,2)), i=LILII

XO — Psn‘p (randn(gv 2))’
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Horpp > 0 AREER] X° 3 X' Z AR, | = LILIL $AT14 p

= 107" 43 510

A PUASAS Rl R R A AN RV R B R . AT T A 5658 1000 R, Tk

BRI RAFHIA R R L. L5504

LR MAESR 3.3, 3.4,3.5 F1 3.6 .

Wk || ox xt xt X" gk Wk || ox xt Xt X" gk

CBCD-C ‘ ‘ 1000 0 0 0 100% CBCD-C ‘ ‘ 1000 0 0 0 100%
GR-BB ‘ ‘ 0 1000 0 0 0% GR-BB ‘ ‘ 0 1000 0 0 0%
OptM ‘ ‘ 0 1000 0 0 0% OptM ‘ ‘ 729 0 271 0 72.9%

MOptQR ‘ ‘ 0 1000 0 0 0% MOptQR ‘ ‘ 78 0 922 0 7.8%

2 3.3 M\ X" L WAG B A
Table 3.3 Test results near X!

2 3.4 0 X" BRI BN A R

Table 3.4 Test results near X1

Wik | ox ox xr xm g
Wik | o w0 xn o xm gk

CBCD-C H 1000 0 0 0 100%
CBCD-C H 1000 0 0 0 100%

GR-BB H 656 344 0 0 65.6%
GR-BB H 1000 0 0 0 100%

OptM H 864 136 0 0 86.4%
OptM H 338 28 634 0 33.8%

MOptQR H 774 226 0 0 717.4%
MOptQR H 5 5 990 0 0.5%

% 3.6 SEREAL RN AR TLI B PR

Table 3.6 Test results with random initial

26 3.5 I\ X" B ALRIAG IR B Ar A R

Table 3.5 Test results near X™
guesses

AT LEF b R B AR A — e WS [F]— N AE L. FEFRATAYIIR

1, CBCD-C BB 2 & At/ IME R TATAIEX 252156, 83 2 CBCD-C
AE AR W S 3] 4 R/ IMELRL. FERAS I TAE AR, AR S — 2 ioE.
— 7, A KBS S REAILATI 4G A T LASE At = AR R 4 Ryl IME R AR

3.6 g

FEAE P, X F IR AR (3.1, FAFEH T — By —Br i fe L.
HEEAEMWA IR B2, FATHI > BE T B 7 I8 BT R B E D I
(] I PR E AR R AT, PR T Stiefel JZAY D) S AITTE TU\%ﬁélﬂ% $
A, FATA e T ARLE A SRR UEE A RS A B R AR 2 — B e i dE—2,
X F— SRR IRTE UL, BUAR I8 ] AR . FAI 5t T 2R ERA, Klﬂ)ﬁﬁ?%
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%3 % T FRIES

FHEZRRYER—20. FATE B8 TS, R EUE K4 Rl st vl
PAMSBIRIE, P E I SRR TR RATHER T A AR B 5%, B0 R Rk
TR ERGEVE. 56 2RV R DAY e ny S A AR N B, HoA AL AR i SE 7 5 £l
Gauss-Seidel ZE8 posg. [A] I}, FATHARE T — a5 R ARG 0 Y v A5OK A
TR, FEARIE TSR A RISt £ X — RN TR] A I 17, 50 S 56 S
TRABHEEBA ERE ).
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F4E FZEMEGWGEEEE

TEARTE T, FA1% E—REIE AR A F R, I H AR e B AT R E 2514, 1
WS 3 PG AR R FAAESRA, FAT AR FAIE A 5k B — B0
UL LA DR A R 1 ) s ) S8 AR, FRATTRF I A I 254 21— iy
Stiefel LU AHIREIER, di 2] 7R K89A. 24, ATIEM] 73Rk
(4 R BOTE, 40 T R SRRSO . B SR s 1R I S AR R
AHERE.

41 5|F

FEAE R, AR EER 3 TG | AR IE LA ),

min  f(X):=h(X)+tr(G'X
min  f(X) = h(X) + t(G"X) )
s.t. XX =1,

Horp AARREL £ R™P — RER 3.1, gt G € R™P, h(X) R IEAA
AR, HFH VA(X) = H(X)X, XH H : R™P — SR™" 2R AL

TEE 3 A, A IR A AAUAL T (4.1), FATER I 17— TR
TRHEZE. o, S TAROE 1 H B2 (5 —Bri rE 405 (3.2) A 7R FR ik
R BB EECN X € S, MSRFREAL AT FR,

R W XTG = GTX: ws)
—-XUT", 0.
HiURT RET p B XTG (a7 XTG = UATT. H 3.2.2 /N5
PHE W, T ROEA (4.2) SEFx Bl d AT Ay s A6 AU i,
min f(XQ).

QeSpp

RAF L3R M) SRS, i1 X = X0 BT — kAU, X S 7RUES

.

F b, R RN TR X W IEACAE TSR] ESAR F(X) B,

B %

vm
=1

min f(X
X eRnxp ( ) (43)
st. X € Dg,
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Hit Dg = {X0:0€S,,} & X WIEAREF=0. B, FA1H—A S,y I
AR DA B BR A — A S NI ) 125 1) Dx B SR e AL SR AR BE R
TITEWSE L, WERAE JEI T HIRIFRME, W31 A 1k At a] BEAR A (AR H 1
TS A [135].

Lity Bk, BATRE AT (4.3) AE 9 TS TRl BId Ay 1 A 244 1 A ok 5000 2
fBeix 3.1 1w, [ (4.3) A 23U

X — _xUTT, @4)
Ho XTG W7 AR XTG = UAT™. S TR IR 214 F I )7

VAT TS [N, WFRATAT AR B SRS 2 — AW By sy k. 5 &R
(4.1), BB HIE XE € S, p, WINBSEHERAN T FR,

x* T OB AR R AT P X heik hp: (4.4) 3 xk+1

P, URAE R EUE T MR B, RIS 3 B4R A B 307 IR B3 ASI D By
BRARFRF IR, W) B RE e 5k 3.
FOR, FAHIE T BB Bey al 477534

42 IR gEREE

TEA 2 Frp, AR 4 T Stiefel P B RUHE2EIRTA. 1R B 28, FATAT
PAKEHC I 2O SRS v i R B B B AR L — e, IFE e — AR &
L LR AR R ATE 1, FA TR AR 72 e sl i 28Rk (RR 5).

4l —ARHE BT 2 R E e — Ak A A R
hoig i A2 AT F] 090 B T R VA IR AT HE 03T AR, M) de ik KB NIRRT SR E S
EH RSP, RE TR R 4T R a9t B, — R R BA TR BT HEZE
VA O(np?) B mBEMBHEYRTFRENES AR ERERITHE—A p ey
FFHAEH MR, it H A O(p®). % n> pat, deik ¥ eyt T VL Bek Rt

MRS HIATATUAR 2, £ R R B BL O 7 ARIESRAR 2 Rl s, A7
TR ERITRE. #RBIANENNEDPEA—ENERILT Amijo LR
g b, AT AR X N Armijo S8 RG2S, TELERHHE T, BB
JERTTIRAE TR AL WS T8, FATRI 113 /NI SR 258 BB K73k
(1.8), AR RS RERT 2] 7AW
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BiE S s g i g R AR R R

1 455E Stiefel i S, ERIWAEB R, #Ea > 0,¢,8,0 € (0,1).

2 WEf: X0 € S, 4 k= 0.

while 12L& N R i#% 2 do

4 | (HBIE TR PR RIT10) D € TxaS,p, SRR EEA 5 5%
F GEX 1.5). BEER X € S, AR

w

fXE) = f(X) 2 e (f(X") = f(Rxx (@ D"))) (4.5)

B, Hor o 2 Armijo 25K (E X 1.6).
5 (heik £ BT X, i 723 (8] RS AR (4.4) THE AT f7 8 XL
6 Sk =k +1.

iR m X

<2

43 WSS AT
B, BATG R S B THI s,

SEIE A1 A (XY R m AR S L X0 e S,, Anagik R EF. W (XK} Ak
— AW ECT B, AL D) (XK 0 A — AT S X ARIB R (3.1) ey —Th b
&1 (3.2).

TEAA. |15 B 3.1 AL, ST AE 2B 2
86 (f(X) = F(X**) = |[XTVA(X) - VA(X) X
S AER 4.5), Fli1152
FX5) = FX) 2 e (F(XF) = f(Rxx(@*DY))) .
HI I S AR R BRI S 45 2R 33, Theorem 4.3.1], & FRARIIE. O

M EIRUERA AT 5 R, S B b 7 (B AR 2 i XA R B 1 o
AR — A B0y 20 PRI, B35 S WAlEERANE | AE Stiefel JFE_ iy —Ff
HARSCEE.

FEIE, WERFAIAESRTE 5 IR R T ) DY = —grad f(X*) (RL, HE X
1.5, D* S JR30 FE B BERH 25 0), TUIFRATT AT AR 21 407 1y S b e e i S .
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EI 4.2 (33, Theorem 4.5.6]). 1BiXx H ik 5 Puyi &5 & DF = —gradf(X*). &
I 41, AB% {XEY R EE S ks b X0 € S, A eyt R 5T, ol s E)
X* €8, BALBARRE f A X /oY Hesse 4215 H E52, N X* A B 3RARME &

=, 1 € (r1), b ro = 1 - min (20 @A (H), 4o (1 - o) 4200 ), ) 7
K > 01847

S = (X)) < (r+ (1 =r)(1=e)(f(XF) = f(X))
TR k> K AR s, BPF iR 5 BB By SR Akl Stk L

(EAF UL 2, B PR ] 1 12 [N A B Bk 22 i BB 2R,
(R o] 25125 AL Ay fif > S8 4 A PR (L B

44 BUESR

FEAATFATHTFE 23 8] I s i e 4 SR M R R B A I BB SR B
PRIGEAENLE N 55 3 A, o, SIS H0RINTT, e = 107°, & = 1079,
e = 10719, T = 5 A1 MaxIter = 3000.

PERE SRS, FAT75 iR A {17y,

min  1tr(XTAX) 4 tr(G"X)

X eRn*p
.t XX = I,

HAPHFE A e R HI G € R™P [FEHLAE RS 3.5.2 /Nt FATRBEERIARY I
BiZzHckh n=3000,p =60, =1,8=1.01,¢ =1.04,& = 1.

HI B3 5 L, AR AR B EAR S A, AT AR I Stiefel i |- ATk Y
WS, B T8 2 TAIIE, AT BE LA, AT QR 7 ff:
WA, R

RU(tD) = Ps, (X —1D), (4.6)
R¥(tD) = qr(X —1D). 4.7

TSR, AT
D = grad, f(X) = V(X) - XV(X)"X

KB RAGBEH, FATRA 113 /NREIHAE: BB KI5 (1.8), W #ERZ
AIRAAL I, e (3.40) 2. AT BRSEER, FA L H I8 T RANE AR S A
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QR M gr 28k, DA X B840 J R A ManPJ-BB, ManQR-BB, ManPJ-BB-C
1 ManQR-BB-C. JHrt “PJ” I “QR” 43 5l 7R #5524 WL ST (4.6) 1 QR 43 fif
Weg S (4.7) 5B FIL, “-C” iy a3 [ R A SRE, 2 WA
. AR He R, AR 1A 3 T AL TR B S A R TR B,
GR-BB. HIAHIEOA I E IS HORSE S 26 3 TR EE LR AH ).

WIS 3 T ManQR-BB HYEE ZR B, FATIRIR T = 2H 68 Bt 7] 80 13 e )
i

« WEIYHIEL p = 30, 120;

* G AR AR, £ = 1.01,1.1;

o ARIEEE € = 0,0.5.

TERR AL G, AR 25 5 1) S 0 e O ER A E.

[l 4.1, 4.2 F1 4.3 JloR T AL KKT i 5 A2 g oL AE H, FeqiTmT
PAE ), MESCARB B4 T 1 A s 2Rk R W SGE . ek, R IR 4.3 . 3R
1 5 B3 5 W R AR IR AP B T IR I i 28 55k, H 2 /b Tk
TARLIEH % GRBB. BRIt Z A, FATE KPR e T2 IEH 7% GRBB 5 511
W e 2R BE A A R E 2, (R R BN R I i 8. AR
M) b, GR-BB # 5 A T4 1R I MBS IR A QR Zr Rl 4a Bk
FRIFEAZLLL MEH, FATE R T —NMEEB IS, Lt m#EErHE52 A QR
S RN AR SR EE AR 8 A R 2R AR, a2 B n 3 J i W 2R B 45 4. sk
L FATEI ARG (4.6) F1 (4.7) AT _L#RAE X — 1D {23 (B3R BUE 224
M, 2 RY(1D), RY (D) € Dy, (x-ip)- HILFIHUL A FLVEAE BT IR (4.3)
FHTF], TGS T A B 2 A

FATAETE 4.1 b 3], A B AR WD T A R R AL, (H2FATE
I 2% R R AN B PRI, 23R 4.1 v, A TR R EvE EAn n BU i 45
R MR, T A AT SRR AT DASK A2 [R) R Y ek A5 (L, (] IR A ] EE Y
KKT 35 B, MIEACEHOR CPU B (8] L, FeAT A U IS5 A T &M
i AR AR MR AP BRI . FE R CPU BE] b, s 5 il 4i 26
ST I i R T ST D B AT R]. X AT i 1A ) s B AR
BRCHA.
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102 n=3000,p=30 102 n=3000,p=120
—-GR-BB —~—GR-BB
——ManPJ-BB ——ManPJ-BB
100F -+ManPJ-BB-C |] ‘ ) -+ManPJ-BB-C
~-ManQR-BB 10°% § A ~-ManQR-BB
-> ManQR-BB-C B : -> ManQR-BB-C
-2
g " 5
k5 kS
< 10F 2
= =
x X
4 ¥4
108k
10
10-10 L L L L L 10-8 L L L L L L L
5 10 15 20 25 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
iteration iteration
(@) p=30 () p=120

Pel 4.1 Ikl 4 R EIE B LuAR: AR R 5158 p

Figure 4.1 Performance of accelerated retraction-based methods: width of variable p

, Nn=3000,p=60 , Nn=3000,p=60
10 w w : ‘ ‘ 10 ‘ : ‘ ‘
~—GR-BB ~~GR-BB
——ManPJ-BB ——ManPJ-BB
100k -+-ManPJ-BB-C |] -+ ManPJ-BB-C
--ManQR-BB 10° ->-ManQR-BB
-> ManQR-BB-C - ManQR-BB-C
102
g 10 g
= =
£ . £ 10
10°
108 10°
10710 ; : : : ‘ ‘ : ‘ 108 ‘ : : : :
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 50 100 150 200 250
iteration iteration
(@ ¢=1.01 (b) =11
> ) ¥ oy E 3
Pel 4.2 i ean KL B bLdk: G SITEEIM B4 ¢
Figure 4.2 Performance of accelerated retraction-based methods: G parameter ¢
o2 n=3000,p=60 102 n=3000,p=60
—GR-BB —~GR-BB
——ManPJ-BB ——ManPJ-BB
-+-ManPJ-BB-C -+-ManPJ-BB-C
10° ---ManQR-BB 1008 --ManQR-BB
-> ManQR-BB-C - ManQR-BB-C
S 102F IS
] =
S °
> >
= =
<0t g
10°F
10 ‘ : :
10 20 30 40 50 60
iteration iteration
(@ &=0 () £=05

Pl 4.3 Innide Wi G S BRI OB bR A A WRIE e &

Figure 4.3 Performance of accelerated retraction-based methods: nonnegtivity of A, &
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4 7 T R Ak

ASE | Mk PR KL KKT i Eak % CPU I (s)
GR-BB -17.7869766760 8.15e-09 21 0.35
ManPJ-BB -17.7869766760 2.09e-08 24 0.36
p =30 | ManPJ-BB-C -17.7869766760 5.84e-09 21 0.34
Man-BB —-17.7869766760 9.58e-09 26 0.38
ManQR-BB-C | -17.7869766760 5.84e-08 21 0.35
GR-BB -25.5806718521 2.04e-08 31 1.80
ManPJ-BB -25.5806718521 3.51e-08 149 5.76
p =120 | ManPJ-BB-C -25.5806718521 3.60e-08 104 5.24
ManQR-BB -25.5806718521 3.45e-08 158 6.22
ManQR-BB-C | -25.5806718521 3.60e-08 104 5.18
GR-BB -43.6334383053 3.02e-08 20 0.62
ManPJ-BB -43.6334383053 8.93e-09 20 0.45
{ =1.01 | ManPJ-BB-C -43.6334383053 3.29e-08 16 0.43
ManQR-BB -43.6334383053 2.25e-08 20 0.44
ManQR-BB-C | -43.6334383053 3.29¢e-08 16 0.42
GR-BB -10.9204582842 1.19e-08 32 0.98
ManPJ-BB -10.9204582842 2.33e-08 278 591
{=1.1 | ManPJ-BB-C -10.9204582842 2.27e-08 157 4.07
ManQR-BB -10.9204582842 2.34e-08 229 4.82
ManQR-BB-C | -10.9204582842 2.24e-08 156 4.00
GR-BB -44.7900645660 4.76e-08 52 1.59
ManPJ-BB -44.7900645660 2.79e-08 62 1.37
&E=0 ManPJ-BB-C -44.7900645660 3.08e-08 34 0.90
ManQR-BB -44.7900645660 3.89¢e-08 60 1.26
ManQR-BB-C | -44.7900645660 3.08e-08 34 0.90
GR-BB -23.3612295898 3.33e-08 98 2.89
ManPJ-BB -23.3612295898 3.46e-08 154 3.27
¢ =0.5 | ManPJ-BB-C -23.3612295898 1.64e-08 99 2.53
ManQR-BB -23.3612295898 1.57e-08 148 3.06
ManQR-BB-C | -23.3612295898 1.64e-08 99 2.57

% 4.1 MG ST B LB R

Table 4.1 Comparison on accelerated retraction-based methods
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4.5 INgE

FEATEE P, X IR AL AR I (4.1), %5 FEH H AR e B AR IR 1, FAT T4
T AN TS R A, Horp, PSRl g AR R B T 3 Rk
TARUEA. % A~ B/ N BR IAE 25 A A DAL 0 AL, ATl AR A 1l
FI TR B SRR T I, Horb, FRATRE A 18 TSR R IAE, A3 1o
PcE R IR, HE—2, FR0T4 1 T R R A RSO DA B Ry R e I M S . L
{ESEIR I T FATT I B AR = R LS.
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%5 5 2 T4 Lagrange BB HFATE

$£58 ETHWI Lagrange RHMIFITHEIE

AR A, TR A A A B AR R4 e, bl e 1 A2 2SI A )t 4wl 9
FTRRBOT AR RME. U AR, FE— S8y ] v, AT R B R R 221G
SRMK, BIAIAS RIS, FEAE o, JAIFEH T — TR IE L AR AL )
QWAL W ENEAIE ) Lagrange 535 (PLAM) . A [A] T2 L3 Lagrange bR #IX,
TEFA TR RIE A, RAGAE B Bl /MBS Lagrange R BR4R I R4 1E
ETAFE. [N, X AR B i B AR R 2 RS 2. 2 1 SR A
T LA LB AT AT IR, IR AR R & B E A m e e — 20, AN S AL BE.
I, BrRIARY 32 2P PRAS ] AR B AR e TR P T SRR M AT A E—2, kAT
TE— SR S R R NIRRT SAR &R TS, SR DL WSR2 DA
PLAM )R SGA FE . LA, 21 0855 11 S RO AR BUR M, 15t 7 —4>
Rty PLAM J7 3k, I AE PLAM (el 4750 MU % (PCAL). B34 TR 58
g R T 5k PLAM e 1 OB 7 U 2 i T SRR U SR, I AR
(HRI S AP AL AR AL M R T AT A A ER . [, PCAL (1%
(ER PR T T SR LB HATIRSE N A AUE SR Bk 1 ATy 5Bk
PCAL AR AF I EA R I H R AR T 9 .

51 5|

jilll3

TEARTE A, AT &R 1 1R 2 Y AAA A A

min  f(X
X eRnxP ( ) (5.1
s.t. XTX =1,

Ho 1, 2 p Bri il 2p < no XT EARBREL £, FATO0H IR AL m] R
B FE—LEHNE A, WIRTE ZERREL A TR, ARSI I

fRi% 5.1. K% fELT

e 2 T, FATVEAI N2 T AR IEAZ A e B A (5. 1) Y sEBs B AE
AIuALSRL. HoA, Kohn-Sham &L fEE{Z o i/ ME ) @Y 22 BB 2 AR R EOX,
PRI T 1 2 A A A 1) A ) i ROR e T A AT 2 R T 3. HATE A YRR
A FRACACTRIRHR L AEAL PE— L85 NI (7). KT, A B ARFER 5B p 2275
ARG, SRAEE IR 52 29 Rk 17 AT 2 R 2 R At =, Bale
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AGPIHATHE. Pk, IATEERIBIIE 2 B Ak e b g i ) k. gl
PR A B AR T LA B 75 3] Kohn-Sham 2% BEZ R FIIE 4Ts ) 6 38, (RS2 H
HIFR T [57] Z AME A HAB B B 221

5 b, FAT e B AT AT 5 52 24 o DAk 1 AU T 55 30 R o, H 3 )
RIL T AR A, IE T A R v P R SR B R LTI A A
R AT A . R UL, N 7SS BRI, X Ak e & BT
FEIAT B A K B TR T X R TR, DR R Y
B, TE A AR 5 FE R, B, FRAT1% R B ) Kohn-Sham i g bk
MU TR, AE AR AT, BRAEA— B SRR T 5 O(nlogn+ np) 5
H O(np) ANIF sGE 5, S[R3 BT ~F T B 0 2 A B 2240 B
— R, TEK AR B UL EE B, B0 E M B AT R TS T BLAS3
() O(np®) MF MIBH, PAIIE SRR O(p®) AN s, Hirf, BLAS3 fiyit
A AR ROFAT, T 1E A AL R HAT T AR S B

AT RBGXAI, FATE VR A AT R AT L 555 2.3.2
INFFRI AL, S — B TE A2 2y s A Ak M, B3 B SE PR A R AR T AT 0y
% CAH AT, BEABER T K@ (Rayleigh-Ritz 3F) % /IME (2.3)
[49, 1211, ZEA R E R A28 T W3 1% (ADMM) HEZR, 5] AH I 722 5% 0 25 H
FReBEL S IEAZ Y [117]. S—Fpor AR MESE T 21— H AR eR &L, 1088 — Pk
ST E RIAE, BRI EE G 17T 2 A BB 525 —y.

FET R, BATH A AT A E L.

52 RFEXEHFEZE
5.2.1 8]~ Lagrange R#{i%

TR FATA F7 LA 20 A A TR 2 PTAT 1, 24— E R 72 31 BR AR
. [49] B R T EXRAEE ) Y Courant 1] pR R [118], FATT ] BA5L B Jm A H:
ARMEHE 2 — M) IE A AL . BRI, FRATT55 1 5 — 2R B ST ek AR 1
] Lagrange R0 (ALM) [3, 136, 137], FR Rk 114,

A5, FATE X (5.1) By34)" Lagrange pR%Y,

1
Lo(XA) = f(X) = S(AXTX 1)+ ’%HXTX — L2

= 0+

2

Ty _ LW — L
X'X (1,,+BA) 15/ (5.2)

F
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Hp B 2 T1Z4L, A € SRPP FoRIERZ RN W I1) Lagrange 3f¢ 1. 4)" Lagrange pfj
O RN 6 TR,

8L 6: 1) Lagrange s %A (ALM)

1 Wff: A e RP¥P; A k=0
while /& HL/E N R i 2 do
30| RTEIEAE S X /MRS Lagrange pR%K, 153

[S)

X = argmin  Lg(X, AY), (5.3)

X eRnxp
4 B ¥ Lagrange 31
Ak+1 — Ak _ﬁ(Xk+1Txk+1 _ Ip) (54)

5| WEBTHEHTIHET B
6 Ak =k +1.

IR 8] XK.

=

7 5.1, K A4ei8, 4 Lagrange T 15 % B3 A4k B R 9% Kut, 3§ ) Lagrange %
B AAT N R EL [3], LKA, R ARG R IE T Lagrange 3 4 RARAL ]
MG EXAPIFOUT, &AL AR R Lagrange KT LH7i#% &, &5 LAk
(5.4) RAHEAR N KKT % 5 fF 3| 04 &bk s R ey . — Akt Fik 6 37 T
iR ARPE Y R F LA BATAY RN, Rmxt T AR &4 R e AL AL, B AT
KR P AL R F Ao 2GR AT A3 B, Ak 03T F ik o BAE £ R B

AEE ) E B H AR AT (5.1), FAR—FOR W ATRE, (M A AT
TETT AL BN, FATRMEM AT E RS RS R m . H T
A E A, FATIER B R T 2 M8k 6, I HARS AT RER BT 28k B
REERL. ANER) 2, X T IEAS A ARG 8 (5.1), Z28Lf3%)" Lagrange pR £
RREWE L FATRAR LB B 5 2. R, FRATT75 BRI Rl (4 5 ke it 4
JLRIE)" Lagrange pREIA.
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522 FFRERFEHHIIES Lagrange RELE
[ Jist ) 5T (5. 1) 18— B e (I 1 45 A

(I - XXT)Vf(X) = 0; (AR E )
XTVF(X) = Vf(X)TX; (RFFRPE) (5.5)

—_

XTX - I, (AT 474

T1E)

HRARAELS 2.1, FATHIE Lagrange 3fe1 A {EATEE— P A s AL, FRA Q1 F g a0k
k=

A=VFX) X =X"Vf(X). (5.6)
R, AR5 6 Hh, s E 2 B H AR AEVA 2 SRR i 3 T X AR AL JE AR
VoL ILNE SR /A

A=T(VF(X)TX), (5.7)

Hrp U(A) = (A+ AT)/2. ARV, MR RE S0 2R, BhHRIEN
V(X)X WIRFRIEAE Rk A HE A BEAS 153 SRAIE.

TEHE TR r 5 [ BEAENE A b, FRATIER] T W R 5% 6 RA 5.7) PR
15T X, MRS R 44) " Lagrange e& 505 @ K55 111 e 4K, I BLST S48 1
Kt T A AT AR, B, AT A AT 240 B By TEHT.

B3 5.1. 4 X* 4o F R N FL 2 &
min Ls(X, A7) (5.8)
Hp A = U(VF(X)TX). BIR B > Anax(VZF (X)), M X* L2 P2 (5.1) 69 =)
e k. —F, £ XA LR (5.5) R
EA. Ho JlTA
VxLg(X,A*) = VfF(X*)+BX" (X*TX* - (1,, + %A)) ; (5.9)
Vi Ls(XA)[S] = V2F(X))[S] +BS (X*TX* -~ (Ip + %A))
+BX(STX* + X*7S). (5.10)

A X 2 A (5.8) #E A* = W(Vf(X")TX") MRy B sl fE 2.3, 3K

il
VLy(XA") = 0 (5.11)
(S, Vix Ls(X*,A)[S]) = 0, VS#0. (5.12)
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FEFF (5.9) A (5.11) 3, FAT1FH)
VF(X") = XA = BX*(I, - X*"X*) = 0. (5.13)
1 (5.13) WA Aok X7, JATA
XTVFAXY) = X TXN + XX, - XTXF). (5.14)

B X" = USVT & X 2 SHEMR, i U € S,,, S e D HVES,,.
WA, XTXT = VERVT. 2, A

X TVF(X") - BVEAVT = VX2VTA" — BUSVT,
AW H s VT I HAT V, 1153
VIX*TVA(X*)V - Y2 = X3 (VTA'V - gX2).

PR @( - ) = Diag(diag( - )) IFIH

diag(VTX* TV f(X*)V) = diag(VTV£(X*)TX"V) = diag(VTA*V), (5.15)
FA 1153
(1, = X*)(®(VTA*V) - BX?) = 0, (5.16)
FH A L
D(®(VTA'V) - gX?) =0, (5.17)
HP 4 D e DP i 2
p, 1% WA= =0 1. p.

L 3 ul,

S —J5 ML R n > 2p, $AFAE U € S, (i1 UTU = 0. 4§ = UDV™, 4
S # 0, FA TR S 2l A (5.10) ZA5F3
(S, Vix Lp(X", A)[S])
= tw(STV2f(X")[S]) - Bte(STS) — tr(STS(A" - BX"TX"))
= tw(ST(V*f(X 1)[S]) - wr(VTSTSVVT(A* - BVE2VTV)
= (ST V(X D)[S]) - w(D*(VTAV — %))
= w(ST(V*f(X 0)[S]) - O(VTA™V) — g?)).
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Horpr 1 R R™P 3] R B IESEWU. 456G B it ac i (5.12), KARKX
(5.17) 1 B i fiise, FA G2

0 < (S, Vix L (X A[S]) = tr (ST(VEF(X*) = BI)[S]) <0, (5.18)

ISR IE. # S = 0, \ifi ¥ = 1,. I, FATH X* € S,p. gt (5.11) 20M
(5.12) 3, AT AMRE By Bk dee 2% (5.5) WAZ. H b5 | BEAFIE. O

SIPE 5.1 LRAE TSR TAS T B A5 (5.7) BHE) " Lagrange sRES2—1
FEHh T R b2, TR R — B 7 iR S, Bl 7 B — B A 5 | B
5.1, BEAh, O TS BSR4 RSO S, FA TR T ST AT AT S A — By
BRAUTESAEZ IR 5 5.

BIHR 5.2, i FIEEH A oin(X7) > 089 X7, Ri% B> 1Y <X;>2'_'2(;gf§*"2+5, H¥ 5> 0.
0] F Kk =

X*
||X*TX*_ p”FS || ||2

NIV Le(X* Ak, (5.19)
HP A= U(VAX)TXY). 3189, 4R X" B & 4o F M)A
in L (X, A7)

B —Ir A &, P A = U(VA(X)TX), N X* 2 JRFIAL (5.1) 89— 482 4.

AL N T RITER L, FATE G = VxLp(X7, A7), 7E (5.9) s 223k X7, IF A A
X' WA E i X = USVT, BA1455)

XTG=X"TVF(XY) - VSV —VEIVTA* 4 YRV,
xf B ek VT AT V, BATEE
VIX*TGV = VTX TVF(X*)V — X% = 32 (VTA'V - B32?) .
Xf EAXBE T @ HAA (5.15) 2, FATH
VX TGV) = (I, - X)) (D(VTA*V) - g32). (5.20)
A B > (VA (X - 11X l2 + 6) [om, (X*), FAT15E]

Boain(X7) 2 [IVF(X)l2 - [1X7[]2 + 6,
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FH A
Tmin(BE?) 2 [IVTA'V]ls + 6 > [|P(VTA'V)|l2 + 6.
AT,
Omin (BE2 = ®(VTA'V)) > 6 (5.21)
AT K (5.21) FATA (5.20) 2, FeAi145-2)

[1X* 121Gl

\%

12(VTX " GV)lle = (I, = S*)(R(VTA'V) = BE7) I

\%

111, = 32|k Omin (B5* = ®(VTA*V)) > ||, = X*TX*||g - 6.

I, 51 FASIE. O

53 FIHITEZE

TEAAT H, EXTIEZ PR AR R (5.1), AT — DRI AT IR AL E R
—AAER. X PR T 1S Lagrange pRER (5.2), H HAR M T 8ok 1 &
PR L Y 6 s THE T

AT S LML) Lagrange pRAGE T 53— AR Z AL )& 6 T I R A8
BT, FERAT B, 347 Lagrange 1 [RIREY) H A5 ek 45 i H AR T s Ze A
T2
53.1 4P mZE L8 Lagrange &ik

10 AP, TERE 6 H, H4)T Lagrange 1)/ (5.3) — RS A MR H R,
LSRR (5.3) HRAZIG A3 WRINE. PR, FAT2E TR IRAE ISR (5.3), H
FHIUAR R TGS Lagrange sRELT AT EAIE L. 45 MRk AR X5, FefilE L
TSR A AMEALHS T Lagrange pREL,

k
Ls(X) = tr(Vx Ls(X5, AT (X = X5)) + %nx — X2 (5.22)

FH @I DA S # it o 5 B =X, Feqi Tl ARG 20307 F i &R I i et g
] Lagrange 2.y,

T M F B EAM PR 3 PR 4 8. Hib, 2 3 HEIA T &l
BLAS3 (i [es) B . 2P 4 iyl IME T8 (5.24) AJi Fg— M HREE
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Bk 7: B R Lagrange 53k (PLAM)

1 #IG4k: HL X0 e R™P, A k= 0;
2 while 1= HU N Ri% 2 do
3 114 Lagrange 71

AR = U(VF(XR)TXR. (5.23)

4 | MESRIT m RS Lagrange pRAY, 753

XK= argmin Lz(X). (5.24)

X eR"xp

5 Ak =k +1.

6 RN X*.

TR,
Xk+1 — Xk _ n_lkvXLﬁ(Xk’ Ak)
= Xk - ik (Vf(Xk) + Bx* (XkTXk -1, - lA"))
n B
1
G
Hoplg i —PRIE A3 (5.23) 58], BAR, (5.25) X5 A REuzHE W E T
BLAS3.
FATERE] 1/n* AT LR bR B, BT S5 0" i oy
AT DARIZ BB VA (1.1.3 /1Y) B KRR, FERE SRR A48, FATRF 4
PHE 7t BRI

532 THATHIIIRIMLEE

_ xt (v F(X5) = XEW(V £ (X TXR) + BXF (XK XK - 1,,)) ,(5.25)

F03% PLAM — SR BRI 2, BRAIX T S48 B MBI S S5 n* A
Ay BR A, IEASHN A FRARXERF 2 ORAIE. BNe_ BRI, O T RRIERIAR & )5
WS, 240 B WMETRZIEn K. MR, n* MIEHE S KATT, RWgiERE
AR T e/ MR, B & BRI SR ARG . 58 b, IR — L2
PERILEE, FM1 5B PLAM KRBLS S8 B A n* BOREBCE DI 3¢, SH 2, 0
I EBUX SRR REE 7 R FRIH AR —MHRES .

PRI, FATT3R H — N5 PLAM (Rl oA, B3k T PLAM, (H24E
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5 & W T TUARTO T B CIER TSR, P, SR 0 A0 I S PR A
b, ARSI B B0 AT Lp(X) = 37, £ (X)), Mol

E0(x) = Vi LKA (- %)+ il - XFI
A 8 JiR 1 it fE ) PLAM B9,
Hi% 8: PLAM gyl HHAT8 i/ MEFL (PCAL)

1 PGtk B XO e R, A k= 0
2 while 12U/ N R i#% 2 do
3 Hy (5.23) Bk

A= (VLX) TXE) + @ (XM Vi Ly (X5, W(VF(XH)TXH))) , (5.26)

115 Lagrange 31
4 fori=1,..,pdo
5 W/ IMERR I M MEALIE) Lagrange pR%X
X1 = argmin .lf[(;) (x)

xeR” (5.27)
st |lxll = 1.

6 E%ﬁx’cﬂ XF XA S k= k 4 L

7 JE(_IE]: Xk,

A 8 YT AR (5.27) BELASIFATALI 7 SOFAT 3R M. 58 b, A1)
A S

e Xk = LVx Lp(X5 AF),

AR AT COOH |

XA PCAL, FA'TAl AR Ji] PLAM [RJ#: () Lagrange e 588 5 2, Ll
AT (5.23). O TR A BRI, BATHRI T )8 A g 45K (5.26).
HAFBA BT SRS FE—Br ik (5.5) . FefTsem—41miohm sk
2P, AR

Vf(X) = XA + XD;
X'X=1,
D e D, I H D i T (5.27) #7s & X; f) Lagrange ¢ T-05E.

(5.28)
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533 HHEERK

EEitE
A HRE | A TR A: Fii
AX - o)
n n
F(X) := Ju(XTAX) + r(G7X) P i
Vf(X)=AX+G np O(np)
Lu(XTAX) + u(G"X) 4np
KKT: V£(X) - XVFf(X)'X
V(X)X 2np?
. 4np® +np
X(VF(X)'X) 2np?
AT XX -1
XX np? np? + np
"ik
X(X™X-1) 2np?
PLAM - 4np? 4+ O(np)
XU (VF(X)TX) 2np?
X(X™X-1) 2np?
XU(VF(X)'X 2np>
PCAL = (V/(X)7X) P 4np? 4+ O(np)
@ (xk Vi Ly (X, ‘IJ(Vf(X")TXk))) o(np)
XA =XU(-)+X2(") O(np)
Vi=X-7(Vf(X) - XVF(X)"X) 2np
VTV np? p
MOPtQR (cholesky LLT) . 3np? + m +O(np)
chol(VTV) = LL™ ‘ r3/3 ‘ -
VLT 2np? +]0(*) |
MOptQR (Gram-Schmidt) 2np? ‘ 2np? + O(np) ‘
Bit
PLAM Tnp? + O(np)
PCAL np? + O(np)
MOptQR cholesky #.y%: Tnp? +‘ O(p?) |+ O(np), Gram-Schmidt £ %%: 4np? +‘ 2np? + O(np) ‘

K SRR L

Table 5.1 The comparison of computational cost

TEAS /N, FRATT OIS ) B3 22 ) B kAR T, SRt 4 e A
TR R AL S RS AR 5.1 .

Hrp, A HESRIC R IER & TLESA T AT 3. AR 5.1 hIRATA I, 7E3E
WA b TH, FAT B B L C A W7 s LA . AR P, X
KKT §i+5, BATRA XU(VF(X)TX) AR X(VAX)X), X hH T E—
e S MHE T ATC SRR ARLL, B, FRATATATT A 2np? N s BT E.

54 WSS

TEATT TP IRAT] T 2B TR PLAM RIS A, TEAH B Y A 3BT, 3,
oA 7 Bk r RS, IR O T RIS ZRERT Q-2 R AT AU ..
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5.4.1 PLAM W2 BUsts

AT UERISEA 7 BB, B TR S 1 Z AN, A TR TR XA E XS4 B
R LE AR A T BGR T, B OREAT e ks X L5

Ri% 5.2. s T4y X0, o R G4 o€ (0,1) 1843

Cnin(X%) 20, 0<|IXO X~ I ||r < 1- 02

2

W) BAVAR I A —/A> A0y w45 18

AR SRR 2, A5 S5 B v T AR 25 ) 4 3 W AR PRI A A X©.
2Tk, A4 R ZEHI 6 AR T
Bl51. F—%:X°=0% £+ Q€S,,, X =Diag(l,...1,o), &% T o € (0,1)
N——

p-1
TARIE Opin(X0) = B |XO' X0 = L|[r =1-0?% > 0.

Bl52 % =%k:X¢S,, HE o (X)>1- %ﬁ Aol (X% <1+ \/Lﬁ X AP

ST, 0 < [|1X0TX0 — L||p S BP A% 2. 4

el Tl o

N AL omin(X0) > o > 0. #—F, KA

.
1X° X" — L[|

IA

VP 11X X0~ L]l

\/max{/lmdx XOTX0—1,), A2, (XOTX0—1,)}.

IA

i3]
Aoax (X0 X0 = 1) = QX0 X)) —1=02 (X°)-1< 1z
max max max — \/ﬁ p’
0T 0 0T 0 2 (0 o 1
Aoin( X0 X0 =) = (X0 X% -1=02 (XO)=-1>=—-—
P P

T o2
AAVFE XY X =~ L|le < vP- («/LT’ B ;@) =1-c°

FRk, FAMPN AT B RRIC S

R=|X°"X" -Lllp;, C={X|IX"X-1,|lr<R}; f=minf(X);
N XeC (5.29)
Mzr)r(lggllelz; Nzr)glggllVf(X)llp; Lzr}gggllV F(X)]lo.
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FATTIALNT PR R £
h(X) = f(X) - % (U(VF(X)TX), XX~ 1,) + ’%IXTX ~ L2 (5.30)

IR £ (X) “UHESEAT . WA V£(X) 769 C I Lipschitz ¥4%. Uk
B AFIERAC L, > 0,55 AT, (1574

IVA(X) = VA()Ilk < LllX = Y]k, VX.Y €C. (531)

BRI SAL BN 0, DARHABTEIE I b 2 U LI

g 5.3
1 MN  |[M2N? (N+LM)> MN 4MN
=; 32
C1€(0,2),,3>max{g2 —I—\/ = i-20) o o }(53)
R*(Bo? —4AMN
o e 0.2 2 )]; e |nal. (5.33)
N2 L

L, 2N, M + N,VAM? + 2R R + 2M2}

B8 = ma ,
EP Q X{2C1 R Co
n

Ny = (1+ M*)N + BRM, 7 >1.

iE 5.2, 181K 5.3 Py & EE A TR oA, EERP, iR AL B Fonk I5
S 3EF Bk

ORI I BRI S IE AR SR e {X©) R ik 7 AR B IA A
SO WS IE B ) 25 PR A 4

D) B X MET C, B o BIEAUE X* FRER——2F 5

2) PRI A(X) AT

3) {h(X*)} B TR, RS

4) {X*} BERE AL, ILH X7, BB R 1Y) Lagrange [A/8 (5.8) B— R AR E A,
Hr A" = W(Vf(X7)TX").

5) {X*} BUERESR AL ICH X, #R R IE AL AL &L (5.1) B — B A s s

R, AT G AR R UL EIA TR 2P BRAGT.

SIH 5.3. 4 (X} RSk 7 At & X0 A mRagiE R &), L anas & X0 i
fRi% 5.2 FF BB o A 408 R ARAR 5.3 W A&AA

con(X¥) >0, X' ecC. (5.34)
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EO. FRATRABEAGE. e s 5.2 A AT A (5.34) 4T X°
TR B FARFRATIFTE M 4 (5.34) %F XF JRATIT, (5.34) A XA s, Al
Sy WRR L.

o—, [1X* X5 = 1 |le < &5, A TA

T
||Xk+1 Xk+1 _ IpHF

— H(Xk - %VXLB(X", Ak)) (Xk —~ %VXLB(X", Ak)) -1,

F

1

T 2
< |1x* Xk—1p||F+$||Xk||2llvx~/:,g(xk,A’<)|lF+ oL

1V Lp (X5 AD)IE.
ST, TR 5

1V Ls (X5, ARl = HVf(xk)—xkqf(Vf(xk)Txk)+ BXH(XFTXK 1)

F
< (1+M?*N +BRM = N,

XHERR X* e CHRBAL. I XX € C, (5.29) Fl (5.33), A TH

2 1
n—k||Xk||2||VX-£ﬁ(Xk, A9k + WHVXL/;(XI(, AME <

F A (| XX — | < R.OSCHUERIERA T (5.34) %tk + 1 7.
T [IXET X5 — LIl > B R TRIER I, FATC c(X) = LIXTX - 1,112,

N X

d=Vf(X*)-xAY, Cc=x*"x*-1, §=Xx"C. (5.35)
MR ormin(X*) 2 o B XF € C, FMTH
Ro
101le > —=- (5.36)
N A XIFRET, tr(AB) = tr(ABT) W5, MIMIRATA
tr(CX* V(X)) = r(CVF(XF)TXF) = tr(CA¥).

PRI, FATI9tE

d,8) = tw(CXF VF(X*)—Cx*T X AR

= w(CX*TVF(XF) = C(C + I,)AF) = —tr(C?AF). (5.37)
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HES L. = 2R + 4M? 2 Ve(X) 7£ C LAY Lipschitz #41. 454 (5.33), (5.36) fil
(5.37) L, JATA

tr (Vx Lg(X*, A) Ve (X)) = el [Vx La(X5, AN

> 2(d + 86,6) — caN7 = 2B |61l + 2(d, 6) — caN}

BR*c?
> == = 2|[Cllg - (A" - o}
R2 2
> F —2R*MN — ¢,N} > 0.

fR#fs Taylor JH-, oA 115 2
C(Xk+1) =C (Xk - %Vx.LB(Xk, Ak))
S (X4) = (TaLa(X AN, Ve(X4)) + i1 LK A

( )
< c(X")—(% ;;2)-||VXL,;(X",A")|IF < c(X").

EERK ALK R < 1 - o2, ATAMEISFE] o (X5 > o LG [FHE. O
BIH 5.4. & (5.30) X & ey i 4k h(X) £ C L FH R
WH B Hy (X)) FIELE W S DA S C BB PE T A, Bk A48 W E B A A

BIFR 5.5. 4 {X*)} T H ik 7 Moinds & X0 A e ik R 8B, b A & X0 %R
183% 5.2 3F BLI9) # 04 A 2% RAB3E 5.3. h(X) i (5.30) X,.@ L. W KAAH

h(X5) = h(XY) 2 e3 - [IVx Lp(X*, AR, (5.38)
Rt o= >0
. ik AT
VA(X) = VxL(X, WVF(X) X)) = 5 (T (X)IX] + TS (X))XTX = ).

TEET [PER U], FAT4REEGE A (5.35) AYiC'S. adad 7148, A1

1
1V Lp(X5 ADIIE = 75 ~IIVAXY) = VxLp(X5 MO

, (N+LM)* oyaz . N HLM)?
> ||d+ﬁ5||p—m||c||p > 2p(d,6) + B ||5||F—m||c||p
k 2 2 (N+LM)
2 _ﬁ”C”F tr(A)+(IB 4(1-2¢ )) |C ||F
N LM
> —2pMN||CII? + ( — )>) Icliz = o,
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Hor, BIBE —ANAREU e R X (5.37) . Ak, R A145-2)
(VxL(X*, AS), V(X)) > 1| |Vx Lp(X*, A2 (5.39)
B (5.33) 1 (5.39) A A Taylor JBFF, FATH

h(X*) =h (Xk - %szzﬁ(x", Ak))

1 L
< h(X*) - " (VxVh(X¥), Lg(X*, A%)) + Q(U—Q’)vaxl:ﬁ(X’i AR
L
TOR (; - 5) |V L (X5, AS)
WS | FRASE. o

S5 h(X) TE C _LRyA b, 513 5.5 TR (A (X%)} e, Bk
PE, FATE T R L.
#iL 5.0, 4 (X'} Ry ik 7 A A X0 A ek R R, o and & X0 i
1BI% 5.2 3 BLIF) AL 09 A A0 RARGR 5.3, W ik k A TRAIEAFE) Ve L(X5, AF) =
0, H

Jim Vx Lg(X*, A%) = 0.

#—F, (X} 2V =AM TR (XY} i ERRA, LM XY, AR La-
grange WAL % A" = W(Vf(X")TX") ot oy —h 422 k.

IERA. 53 5.3 F1 5.5 (W EEAEL. O
e, FAl4 5k PLAM (& R 8GR, alte iR 0L M IS ZRE.

EHE S0 4 (X5} R A Ak 7 s & X0 A ey ik R LB, s X0 iR
% 5.2 F BLIR A0 A R ABE 5.3, M3 (XK} 20 —ARE BEER
B RAE A RARALFE A (5.1) a9 — A8 & #E—F, A THEE K > 1, TX

XY%) = f+ MNR + BR?/4
min_1||VX£ﬁ(XkaAk)||F<\/f( ) ! F / (5.40)

k=0,...K c3K

IR SEBLAYSE — B n] e 5.1 FI5 P 5.2 EAEAR R FESI L 5.5, AT

K-1

h(XO)—gpiIClh(X) > h(XO)—h(XK)ZZC3IIVXLB(X’“,A")II§
k=0
> K- min 1||VXL,3(X’<,A")||;£. (5.41)
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W, FA15E)

h(X°) < £(X°) + %MNR + ’ng, min h(X) > f - %MNR. (5.42)
e AFER (5.41) T (5.42), Fl T4 (5.40) AL O

WL 5.2. & T2 5.1 a9 TR AR ARIH R, JF AT 25284 B> (MN +6)/0, 6 >0 %
IR . M ANH

. T
min 1max{||IP—Xk Xk||F,||VX-£/3(Xk,Ak)||F}

k=0,..,K—
M \/f(XO) — f+ MNR + BR2/4
< max{—,1 = .
5]
JERA. SIBL 5.2 FIERL 5. 10 HAEER. m

5.3, i 5.2 F ek A SGR LR TR RN, BT ALE IR A
max {11, = X* X"l 1V Lp (X', A9l < €

W, Sk 7 £ 5 5% 0(1/€) Rk R AL

5.4.2 PLAM #0 PCAL W) FEPU 833 =

FEAS/NY, AT 824 IR LR (5.1) A — D IRSZ Y Jay AR/ IME R
5], $53% PLAM # Jay Bl St

FH 5.2, B% X7 ZFA (5.1) 89— AINEZ B SRR MELE, B aT &A1
Tv72 _ T
e tr(YTV2f(X)[Y] - AYTY)

0#YeTx S 1Y)

Hikny pdn R Bz BN fopk e ), AP p2n 2 L+ MN+28 NEE
e > 0184F, Hik 7 MIEZH L ||X0 - X¥|p < € ohamis & X0 & A ey ik K 55
(X5}, VA Q-%bkik Bk 6B X7
IERR. TG, BATH EEA S A (5.24).
1
X = xh - n—kVXLB(Xk’ \IJ(Vf(Xk)TXk))S
it 6% = X% — X+, a2 A TR Taylor BT, AT 1S3

5 = 5 — n—lkvixzw*, W(VL(X)TX)) ] + olllsH]]), (5.43)
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4546y Hesse FTIFRIA (5.12), PRI VA(X)TX" = U(VF(X)TX") AR n (IR
B, FAIHE
1

Vo L (X VL XOTXO) < 116"l (5.44)
F

73— 7. 6% RERIM RN =T AI,
& = X"S + X'W + K, (5.45)

Hr S € RPP XFFR, W e RPP JRFR, K € R™P 5 X* 3 g, [N X 2" # Rl
W/ME R, H TxS,p PR MBATH 7 > 0. I, 24 X*W + K € TxS,p, THUK
ST
tr (X*W + K) Vg Ls (X5 VLX) X)XW +K]) > 7||X*W +K|lg,  (5.46)
P20, i B R FAT AT DASEE
tr ((X*S)TVix Lp(X", VA(X*)TX7)[X"S])
= w(SX*VAf(X")X'S — SVF(X*) X" +28S%) > 7||X*S|lz.  (5.47)
46 (5.46), (5.47), S FURIFRME, W Y SR AR, KTX* = 0 Fl n MR, Fefi145-21
tr (5kTv§XLﬁ(X* V(X)X [5"])
=t ((X'W+K) Vix Lp(X", VF(X)TX")[X*W + K])
Hr ((XW + K) " Viy Lg(X V(X)) X7)[X7S])
+r ((X7S) Vg Lp(X" VA(X)TX")[X*W + K])

+tr ((X°8) T Vix Ls(X5 V(X)X [X*S))

> 7||X*W +K[]2 + 7||X*S||2 = 7|6"]]2. (5.48)

FATEE R (5.44) APTHEH LB T
1= SV Lu(X S ()X
MR IE A S5y (5.48) 2. TR
6" e < (1 =216 [Ir + o(]16]1),
FH I i FRASHIE. O

7 5.4. % ik PCAL 49 5T R4 5% Al 4= PLAM A8 44 2472 X, (5.23) i3, Rl 72T
1% PCAL #4 4 Byl St Fo By 3Rl S04
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55 HERLW

TEAT, FATMAREH: PLAM fil PCAL (8 UE L. 156, 76 5.5.1 #15.52 /)
T, FRATA BTG T SRE R ST A AL B2 R ATAMAN TR B T
JEREA TR E L 5

e 8B, Wt 5.5.3 /N, FeA 1 F LA AT M e s ny AR
H P S B A REE. A A NAER S 2 — & TR, Hrpabrids @ —h
2.70GHzx12, 30M 224711 Intel® E5-2697 v2, NA7-& 128GB. HU{H LI 13547505
12 Ubuntu 12.04 Ff#) MATLAB R2016b.

S, AEHATINE R, S R AT IRCA ) MOptQR #E47 L, FRATHFFE T
S PCAL WIHFATAE. 5.5.5 /N A R E B SL B4R @ 7F LSSC-IV 428 i —A~
BT SRR IE AT, P ERRERE CReE S TR A E R E S S % (1) LSSCV
M5 R RS e — D PERE T & . LSSCIV #4224t 4 Red Hat Enterprise
Linux Server 7.3. FAT003 B FH (97 S0k 8 “b01” , HAL S A 2.20GHzXx 24,
60M ZZ17 ) Intel® E7-8890 v4 AbFZE, J-A 4TB R = NAEALETT 96 4k
.

55.1 BRI

TEFATHI L PLAM Al PCAL A P SHHT R EL. ARPEERE 5.1, PLAM
3 SECR IR 2 5oy K. RS I T W2 & BRI S EL B A BT
(EAESE PR S b, XAMER 2 K, 2 T SRR SIGHE B2 PRI, T TR 4L
{ELSET Y, X PLAM, FATEH B 4 s .= (V2 £(0)]l2 B9—A> E5E. X T PCAL, &
114 B HEE L.

FESEVE TR 8 o, Ji— N E B SEUL B S n, HEB 2 H P
AR BT BRI AT E B R RS A it A BR . g4, 24k
MBS A A A SRR, S0k BEZH ATLAR (V3 Le (X A9)||p SKiEE. 78
Shr, BETARRERO 2, FATH W T n* SEHER:

(i) n¢ =y, Hiry > 02— KIHE L.

(i) ZE4riE:

v VX Lg(XEAY) =V Lg(XE A |

o X = X< 1[I
VI £ (5 B3 2% http://lsec.cc.ac.cn/chinese/lsec/LSSC-IVintroduction.pdf.
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(i) BB ¥ (% 1.1.3 /h19):

N G el

<Yk—1 Yk—1>
- ¥ k i
MgB1 = <Sk_1, Sk_1> ’ BZ n

BB2 -~ W

)
5

Sk — Xk _ Xk_l, Yk — VX-Lﬁ(Xk, Ak) _ VXLB(Xk—l, Ak—].).

(iv) xZ%: BB # K (3.40):

Mes, kAL
Mhgo KIETHEL

TEE A FRRIE S, ERATAN A T S I8 A= HILIE DS 4 s
IV£(X) - XVF(X)TX]|,
|V.£(X°) = XOV £(X°)TX|,

Jirhy Rk B R SR AR 3000.

552 Hizic) &

k
NlaBB ‘=

-8

TEAS/INTT, ST 28 T T2 S0 P AN [+ 0 3 ) A
7122 1: fRifL i) AL Kohn-Sham & BE &R/ ME )L
min  str(XTLX) 4+ 2p(X)TLp(X)

XeRrxp (5.49)
5. L. XX =1,

HAHE L e " H p(X) = diag(XXT"). fEBEETH, #AT9e=1FH L
T AT BELA B, a2 R MATLAB pR %Y, L=randn(n). It4h, FATIEXT L
PEATRFRACAL I, L = S(L 4 LT). FEXABI 5, FATHC s = (L],
)AL 20— TR AT LA ) ).
min  str(XTAX) 4 tr(GTX)

XeRmer (5.50)
.t XX = I,

HrApHif: A e S"HI G e R™P. WEEAES 3 B id e, A SERILUE
S, FATRECRIES 3 B ) e A A T 3 AR AT, AT s = Al
[7]#42 3: Rayleigh-Ritz AR/ Mb, 12 IR 2 AFFIRTE DL

min  str(XTAX)
XeRrme (5.51)
st. XX =1,
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Hrp Wi A e " FERUE SRS, iR A A4 805 A8 2 A A FEX 307, 3K
I8 s = [|All.
FYRL 4 J)— A IR AN .

min  str(ATXBXT)
Xerme (5.52)
st. X'X=1,
Hr i A e s" H B e SP. @i WEFNTA B, RAE AT AN L5 3 i )
AR, AHFATTI ATl A Z 15575 PLAM B PCAL. Hif%: A 1 B il 011
BEHLAE B, Hak/2, A =randn(n), A := $(A+A") H B =randn(p), B := ;(B+B").
TEXABIT, FATHC s = [ Ally - 1Bl

553 HEBIASEEBUEE

FEA/INTT, AT BT 5535 PLAM Al PCAL () BRA S5

FEEE— S b, FRATINR 7 R D FOASIR] By =0 3 PLAM I PCAL,
D B R R 1-4. FESRM (id) o, BB TR A mesr ISREEUER I T nesa, 1K
FESLHRIE R BT RN neey FUBUESER. X B, ST S50 2 EBCh B = s +0.1.
[ 5.1 j&/R T PLAM il PCAL YEA[H] n* 3EHUCT MEUELS R WFE (-d) T,
FATWEREIR H nass LI PLAM FHIXTRAF 1R ERFENBE T, X T
PCAL R HIANIH] n* B0y &5 R R n e 7B (e)-(h) . AT EI R nass
(1) PCAL BEEUER B T H AR 25 F, FRATEE nass 1 AH ¥ PLAM
PCAL BRI E.

T ORIMTHBA R SEL B e T PLAM Fil PCAL (%A 2R BN, 75555
Hr, FA14 B IR A2 {0,0.015,0.1s, s +0.1, 10s + 1}. Ry T FAGAN [A] 36 B[]
(22 50, FERT AR E TP AR E I — AR s AERFRATIBRIASEL. B0, 4w
LA, 24| L]y > 1, FRATEE s = ||LII5 4 0.5, FMFATEE s = 1/ [|L]l,+0.1.
SRS 2 NERIE 1 = nass. FIA SIS REREIAER 5.2 . FRATH
EEIFEFE (2)-(d) 1, 2 PLAM SBUH X /ING B (E, W HAE R 2] P4 A 23k
S FFREPUR R B H. W& SECEIS FISGH . Bk, 7E35 05 p—AME I &
WH) B AN T PLAM [EERIL 2 X EE. 5 — 5, Bk PCAL Xt B K
R AT DA T (e)-(h) o & B e R 1, SR #UINE B (A PCAL R Bk
f, 193 —S60] 1, PCAL (R BN B HIEETE AU, R T IR A BIRFSY
PLAM #1 PCAL X 51|, FAT AT T 7 —BEUE S5, WAl 5.3 Bios. Al DA H,
YE TR AN R, SR R B 16HL PCAL B RSB B HIAS (ki BI%)
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A4k, T PLAM #14G BH B AN [E]. R IE, ZESEBr A, FRATTE A YE PLAM SR s /Y
EITAEAE S H B BRI E, T PCAL R #H5UE 1. i1 T PCAL X154 B
AR, AR AT LI ERT, FATR A PCAL AR AR ERIA SRR .
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Figure 5.3 A comparison between PLAM and PCAL with different 8 on Problem 1

S5 PLAM FIZE SRS )" Lagrange oR B0AAT B AT IX 1. 26—, TEJ46R
AR BT R, FRATTR A — A1) B A AP AU 1) Lagrange 1 [H) R SK A 26
LA THE AR R 2 Lagrange 3fe 1Y ST, AR — A RA R RB, M
AR Lagrange sREOE T HXHME TP, S T B uEFATER B 1 A
AR, FATIAR A [F) 3 7~ 58 7 sUAY 5L PLAM Al PCAL. $eAr] 5351
PLAM-DA HI PCAL-DA £7R% 3 AR HIXE_ETH B SEE 7 F1 8. B SL 45
REMAERE 5.4 v @ UES, FATA AL SRR IEAZ LR ICAL TS, FRATHE Y
ok 5 AT A X EER A ZA TAEGRRE LT, F5E b, Xy 5
LI Lagrange sREIE RIS H AT JE. TR BL, FoNT T 1A R i oK A
Lagrange 1~ [AJ#, T2 H AT T —2P8E T BRI Ah, XF T 51240 8 i S8,
FATHBAT ST, @R W E FAUE. AR, FATR 2 T
ZMpYHS)" Lagrange sREOE, Hor 1 RIEUOR 2 &1 e G B2, I B3 S8 sh 50
7. AEEIA RS2, AT EE PLAM A1 PCAL FEUE R IR T L8 i3
Lagrange pR %%

554 [EahEEIE

TEAT R BT, BAIWFTAEE BT IR o, KKT MR A7 PR i SR R 4L
HAE AR, X HL, FATOOS AT 1 2EAT I BUEEAPR AN 5.5 PR, JATER R AT
Frihsd SO R 2 AR B Y, ELA KKT 3 50 R A ML 3. XA 45
RG-S 5.2 pyBe 4R — 20 AESLRR Y, AR A TSR — A
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Figure 5.4 A comparion bewteen PLAM and PCAL on multilplier

T TATAS BE G AR, 7T DR B8 24 1 KKT £ iR 22— e A B AR,
X EORIFRI M X HEATIEAL AL

orth(X*) :== Ps, (X*) = UV, (5.53)

Hb X A RMEMRN X" = USVT, U €S, ,.SeD? HVeS,,.
BT EX IR IE AL AR I T HRAS 04T, SRR UEHIEAS S X R i i

FEAE RS M, FE312%4 6 Fe4r K, KKT 35 AN &R A R (5.53)

Tfif I Z1AE L.

PERR 5.1. 3% B ARk f(X) %2 (5.29) HFH7172 5.2 Py iRk dm s, 4 X =

orth(X*), £ orth vy (5.53) X, & L, WKMNA

. 2L + (N + X*ll2+N) || X"
9Ly (% A < (14 CEH DI 2 IR o p e x50

Jof AT = W(VAX)TX) A =T(Vf(X)TX).
EA. FA S =1l < 1S = D(E + Dlle = 152 = 1, FAVHE

IVx Ls(X*, A*) = Vi Lp(X, N[
< IVAX) = VLOlr + X V(X)X = X V(X)X
HIX VLX) X = XVLX) X[+ IXVF(X)X = XVF(X) X]||p

HBIIX (XX = 1)l
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LIIX* = X[lr + N||X*||1X" = X||s + N[|1X* = X||r

IA

+L|IX" = Xlp + BIX |1 X 7T X" = L ||
= QL+ N||X*|l2+ N)USVT = UVl + BIX || IX*TX" = L, ||
< L+ (N +BIX7 |+ N) - IX7X" = L.
Zhy IR AR EERT (5.19), AT

||VX~£B(X’ Mle - VxLsg(X", A)lg < |IVxLp(X",A") - VXLB(X Ml

< QL+ N+ AIX N+ N) - IXTX =L, le
2L + (N + B)||IX*||2 + N) || X*
o CLEWLPIXI NI o p e oy,
HET R 453 (5.54) M. o

5.5, ik BARASIRVE (IIVF(X)2 - [1X7 ]l +6) o, (X7) B6 K, MARFX
(5.54) 8 A AL T (1+ ). & X it F E o, A4t —F it 2

min

73— J7 11, FA T KR A FERAIE T )5 Ab PR R A R, B HAE A §2 0
KKT i [Z R AT T hem a7 rE. 22 5.2 4 TRESCIREAPR. Hpsit T
BRKRARRN 21 E T X WK AU EA ST IR A S i R AR EL. DA RYIEAZ e
AR MATLAB (N REL svd(-) 45 i, I HUR A B RERHE D FAT T ERIA

WHE.
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Figure 5.5 The results of KKT and feasibility violation for PLAM and PCAL on Problem 1

555 FHITRE

TEA/ N, FATHFIE B3 PLAM Fll PCAL [IFAT7RCR. 2 T AR Y17
ALY R, AT E ST EAER A CPU AL #EA T BB ) A ik, X R 2 1k
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=R PRI (E KKT 5wl
n=1000,p =20, =1
X* -4.205530767124e+02 8.74e-06 2.56e-09
PLAM
orth(X*) || -4.205530767662e+02 8.74e-06 5.61e-15
X* -4.205530767773e+02 6.01e-06 1.13e-08
PCAL
orth(X*) || -4.205530767665e+02 6.00e-06 2.00e-14

A 5.2 553k PLAM I PCAL J b Bl R B B4R (M) 1)
Table 5.2 The results of orthogonal step for PLAM and PCAL on Problem 1

B R ITR]. R, S 1 S — 2 e SR A AN U, FeAr] R 2R
§33% PCAL 1 MOptQR AYA{ERIL. H A QR U 45255 % MOptQR H S Ak 5
5 3 FAHIFE.

P ARt C+ Zi AR = LI OpenM HEATHAT IR, FATHE
ST A 2t B 2 Bigen® (A 3.3.4). Eigen 2—MFERYIF B 2
B R TTBE Cor AR

BLAS3, th a2 fi M A 3l iz 3, RS89 PCAL Al MOptQR Hy BT
P EARKRA L E. B, —Fhm R AT SRR T BLAS3 B 75 2 X E 2,
TSRR I L B FFAT RIS 18 S 2 AR P ia AT I R]. FATT 8 S id i — L) ik
S BB 4 T SR S A R AT A S B vt B FAT1 25 R ROR R e . 25—
2B Eigen BERIA HAT Y 2 AR IFATIZ R, EF AT OpenMP X %85 ) 4 F4: 3 15
AT A7 AR S A ) 2/ P R A T A7 20 R SR 2 4% DAS SR AR Y 5
A% BLAS3 TR HEAT AT, Wtie vt UFNTTH R MR AB 1, T
Fri oy ok AHEAR R A T SL TR A 5HERE B i —SRRER. HATT
ANIE 5.6 Frn.

FET RFA TP RNA ] SFEME Y HFATRER. EHEFATE SRR A F1 B,

A=Random (1000, 10000), B=Random (10000, 1000),
Hrp “Random(-,-)” J& 1 Bigen WEBFEILAIRE AL e 4. FAT 0 HIKE 1, 2, 4, 8,
16, 32, 64 1 96 B N isATHERe, FMAEREFTR AB RBES R ANE 5.7 Fros. Hod
“Eigen” I “Column-wise” 735!l (AR BIARY AT HME AN S RARHI H-AT M. FATH

223 http://eigen.tuxfamily.org/index.php?title=Main_Page.

3W £ (5 K55 I, http://eigen.tuxfamily.org/dox/TopicMulti Threading. html.
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Figure 5.6 Parallel strategy for matrix-matrix multiplication

R H AR HAT RIS AL T Eigen BUARZ LAEITE. P, 7E8FRAYSE
K b1 BLAS3 TS HA TR SR BUE A H-A 75 ms.

60 . . . . . . * 102 . .
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o 3 1
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E 5.7 ﬂﬂ% BLA83 .H,%:tb?i: AlOOOXlOOOOBIOOOOXIOOO

Figure 5.7 The results of dense-dense BLAS3: A1000x10000 p10000x1000

FATAA T MOptQR 433 PCAL [FFATR0%. 1T MOptQR TE4—
A ER TR EEHEAT QR 43, PRI RE W 43 A S0 ) e RO AR (B R B & O E .
M Eigen ©A MBI A, FATEEH Eigen Hiy “LLT” 2844 QR 4- iy i
Fora. HIEAAE AT AL & — A/ NIEE (p B /9 Cholesky 73 Fil—4> p
B etk RE SR b BT B RE S B O BN E. WA A X0
X? =random(n,p) Ml X° =qr(X?) 4.

FATE S BCRAE 1A2 FEFRE 1 A, o014 L @— 3 ik, BAck
JF, L = Diag(Ly, . .., Ly), HHft Li € R™® #Z DA 2 S FXAITRA —1 HIRR A TTHY

435:2: I, http://eigen.tuxfamily.org/dox/group__TutorialLinearAlgebra.html.
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SRR FATS R @ = 1 AEFR 2, 374 A ZPA 2 XA ICRA -1
SRR A T =0 F R, 4 G=Random(n,p). 3R )AL R T (3 R AU
FIRR EER TSR AT DAFATAL B BRI 2 A, AT R BT T A s M Ei /4 1k,
A2 AR AT I HEH A S RO T eR BRI R T

T — M, FATWFTAEZ IR T 533% MOptQR I PCAL [ A2 75
BB E R, X B, FATEH n = 10000 H. p #£ 500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500
AL, B A SRR AE 96 B T IS TRY. SATISFTI (AR 5.8 TR,
Horp “teores” FIRTIE TN B CPU %KL M FATA I, BEE AL RS EN 2k
P3G, PCAL &5 B THEI 18] A & R 2434 m, 17 MOPtQR W AR fy s 44
AL

n=10000, #cores=96 n=10000, #cores=96
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Figure 5.8 The wall-clock time results on varying width of the matrix variable

TEIE 5.9 m, AT T 7E BRI T SRR [ R ST IN TR) BT G TR Y
Ao, BARG S =KZE: “BLAS3” (BB AERE e 1%), “Fune” (RRAH 506 THHD),
“Orth” (IExZfkid#: MOptQR #1) QR 4 Al PCAL fy 5 4. X =T HJL
o TSRS TR AN ). S5 S IR, ST KR AERIAR E RN T T
KA SRR I GETT, AN AT ok B ELANAR BE R TS5 A 0 5 1E “BLAS3” e 51,
JUEH AT — 8 AR s BJR T “BLAS3”. HOR, X AR —Fh 7 e IR 5 A (EA5
THE, EXFHAZ WA IR TR RS, KIS K F, “BLAS3” £
T EEE L “Orth” KT A G IAT. B 5.9 FIRA1A AF ), 4 T
PCAL i 75, “BLAS3” KMYIZATIN R JLF 15 T PCAL HTH5E. BEHESIEL p 934
I, “BLAS3” ZRT144 5 HEBSk A, T “Func” JEAGTELBOk BN, F H. “Orth”

106



%5 5 2 FTH4) Lagrange BRI HFATE

(32 4TI [E) LT W] LAZ M. K104 MOPtQR, “BLAS3™ (1) i157 it [A] K 24 5
IR 60%. H HIEAZAL TS “Orth” fia AT ] 5 LUBEE p BOSE A HisE K.
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Figure 5.9 A comparison of timing profile on a single core for Problem 2

Rk, #6414 n = 10000 H. p = 1000, 2000, M55 PCAL 1 MOptQR #F
ATFEAZEC N AT IR b, A8y BIBCA 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64 1 96. 5] 5.10
ST 7R 1 Sz T [a], “BLAS3” 2K, “Func” JEH “Orth” JERYHAT I L. M
B P ATRT AT th, BLAS3 eI 5 B IRm iy al b, 456 b — 555, 3]
3 PCAL [ nl 4" JRIEEGLL L {5 T MOptQR. HE—242, i RSB, 140
A B S RE I, PCAL FEFA 7R3 07 T 35 2 B ] .

5.5.6 PCAL 5 ADMM HyLLE:

TESE 3 B, RATVRIN 2R T SRR IE A A M ARG R w47 vk, o, 22
By 1% (ADMM) TE52 BRI H G BT e R . I, FEA RS,
TAERFTIREE N #47 PCAL 5 ADMM LM BUE L.

SCHER [117] 32 T — R B IE A G5 (SOC), HA A& il /2 ADMM £
BB, AEX /N, TSI T SOC Bk, HAEM )8 1-4 _F3b4T T 40H
Pk, MBI S ERE S 5.5.3 INTTHIEL. X E R PCAL, TATRECHBUA B E.
TE SOC Fykh, S8 r X T HAUE R IR RS M, i3 2 05, FRATHER
BN 7] i) R B B i S0, B r = 90,1, 5, 5. B35 SOC 113 I RIK ffhs i 1k
7 1078,

&l 5.12 1 5.13 Jg7R T PCAL 1 SOC 1t KKT F R 4738 S B i B A2 4k, &
5.14 &5 T PCAL F1 SOC fg 2 Frfz i) WiE AL MBI A1 % B, PCAL FE i
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Figure 5.10 A comparison of speedup factor among MOptQR and PCAL (p = 1000)
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A 1-4 FRILT SOC, I H. PCAL g0 kA HFFZAR Dyt A, T SOC
W5 B A IR IE R AL £ b, AT HT AR PCAL JUEZR I T ADMM 2673
HUECRGN
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Figure 5.12 Comparison on KKT violation of PCAL and SOC

o n=1000, p=20 e n=3000, p=60 o n=3000, p=60 o n=1000, p=20
—PCAL — PCAL —PCAL| — PCAL|
—soc —soc —soc —soc
) — c 10° s
S S S S
5 = 5 k<4
< = <] =
S g
2108 z 10° 2z 10° :
2 F 2 2
8 8 8 8
fid g fid fid
1070 1070 10
‘015 1015 1015 15
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
iteration iterati iteration iteration
Nl B N1 B Nl B Nl B
(a) [ 1 (b) [ 2 (c) [HJ 3 (d) M4

5.13 PCAL #1 SOC iyl 47 i B B iy Bl AL bl s
Figure 5.13 Comparison on feasibility violation of PCAL and SOC
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Figure 5.14 Comparison on inner iteration of PCAL and SOC

5.6 NG

IERZRARNALCA RTE KT HREE T RO R AL, h T — P
PREFIEARA AT, XL IRAE R AR AR p AR/ NI 5. AR, FE 5K P
TR, G5 p B9340, IE AL AR AR T R iR T E A SRy 32 25
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AT R AT, BT AN AT A, (B, DMEZIA 174,
BIAn3E)" Lagrange pREIE, TERCRE A ME A WIS 0595, G HA TR
TEAT AR SR rT ASR D35 T Lagrange J5 ¥R 247 ], {H2 Sk L 5, HAaeR
IR AIMEA I, H I, AT PR IS AR AL A, FATTRE ) T~
S B ATAT BRI PR AT A, ad A1 Lagrange Sfe FAEALE — B AE mUALHY
B aRAS FMA TR IS 3% Lagrange 53k, fERE— R0, 11
ARG IRATH A E ) Lagrange BREEA, XX AR, FATRICT By
AR P2, BEREA I A T, TR T e Ry Bk
A AESE BRI, FADHATIEIL TR E, TS, AVRIRA 3R
PR T e I EE AT AT k. R I, AT SRAAE S b B B
ERIIHT.
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FoE EXYRMLCERFEHTEPHNA

1L T4 F TR, Kohn-Sham 4% B£72 e BfLiE (KSDFT) & —JEE AT T5
R, BAsy Z N T RS L ALY R 1 KRR (R R R, KSDFT
AR 2R 300 5 20— A I A AR DAL 1A A B3 45 B A Kohn-Sham 7522 4
RN AL R, T, X AR BB R R B, I HIE A el R nl 7
PEZE, PO T 1 2 2RI A MR e oK M (R F A A 2 R LB AR,
A3 BN e T AL IR EL T4 Lagrange (171757 74K i Kohn-Sham
REEA MU, FERATIREE T, FATM T 18 AN A 1451, B(E s 2
AT EAEERBUER I T EA M EIBIR. AEFATERET, FT L 7 —4
& fL ) Kohn-Sham i BEFAR/IME M8, B(E SR R A5 Y H 175334 PCAL
HAB = ]9 JErE.

6.1 35

il

P LI FL -5 AL (BT 40 11) AR dlee TR 2 Jest. iR
JT. SR R S5 T A B DU 2 R SR, AT DAF IR LU DA
AT AN S I AN S W B PG, R, B TSR T YRR T IR R AR
A 5 B L

RIFF &M%, BT I59, BT RS B B R0 Sk, ini
e R BRI - M 7R TR AE 25 [ T AR 2 B FE RIS LR, 2
Tk 2 0% BE B0 S Schrodinger 7R, R, HL 45T Y 32 22 H A SRk A
Schrodinger J7 #2452 H T I R 4L FATH RS N ABFHER, M
Schrodinger J 42 3N 4ERRRAE(E )80, HUE R E J8 T AT EIAY [138].
PR, PSR A2 B8 T I A A2, b k) vz A 2 R AT 60 AR AL R
R SR 114 25 7 R

WREZ R PEE (DFT) A4S AR Y 3 4Bl T35 B A0RF SN 4ER L T R
B, DT AT ) i ) RSS2 25 IR 1965 4, Kohn F1 Sham [105] 5 s I 1Y 2
{A& Schrodinger J5 R Ak A S50 B IR, 5308 aa 52 5 DG B BB s i -2 (B 11 52
BRI KBAE A, 58] T—A42 T BB Kohn-Sham % 12 bR #5120
B RN — AT IE AL LA AL AT AR A Kohn-Sham 7 A8 1 4R £k 4
FEAFL ). RV A2 480 5 B R A L MR b A, (HLTE SE B 11380, 61 KSDFT 1
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BUE TR RIS Ik, KSDFT & ik H 1454 T3 R R s R 53 07 .
6.2 Kohn-Sham % &z & I
6.2.1 Kohn-Sham R gEER/I\ML

e, Bl X Kohn-Sham A fEHZ K [139]
EtI(<)tSal<lr// ----- gp) = 22/”le ” dr+/ Vion(r)dr +

— drdr’—i—EXC 0), (6.1)
2/9/9 ||r—r’|| (p)

HrQeR, yi(i=1,...,p) & BR T BRREL

= > Wi (rlr)

i=1

FORLTHEE. B Vion(r) = 20, 2/ [Ir = ]| FoRIETAB A3 79558, Horb
m AR T Ex(p) R SEHOTRAEREL

Kohn-Sham i A fit 45/ b, 11 B2 45 2 52 B3 450006 J2 16 S MR R 240K F A/ M i
itz i, B

i EXS o
S0 B (W ¥) 62

S. t. lpl*'vb] = 51']',

L #Hi=j;
0, N
R T BB K A Rz eRAR /M R, T HL 2 R ) (R AR R A AR, F
REN KT ZFma S By . b, EEMEHOEQE =28 Py
W SRR A RN S A )y Y. Py AR A 8] 25 R 51, 8] Fourier B
JIRETHL FEA T, FATF 2 &P

6.2.2 EHYE™

Hr o, =

ST B B HUE ) Kohn-Sham SRR (6.1) A5 41 EIR,

1 1 1 1
E(X) := 1tr(XTLX) + 5tr(XTVmX) + Z,oTLT,o + 5,oTeXC(p), (6.3)

Horp p(X) = diag(XX") FR LT, Lo I R fl-Hois 7 r A R
HEFTR. BIHUY R TR B X AR Vi 8. 25 LT R Hartree 3 BTHUE

114



585 6 B TEAADALAE R T 45055 0BT

2L Phadt. A2 RERRE PR AR e R ZYim L 1B AR LA 1 0 &R, ik, 3K
fITAT ARG 21 B 55 Kohn-Sham & B8 & /MU )AL,

min E(X)
Xermr (6.4)
st XX =1,

AT B, SO KRB A M B G 4 2 TE A2 AR AL I (2.1) f—A
BRI, BT JL-TAR I, BFIE 161 % BB Kohn-Sham 4 A B4/ ME I BTEL 2641
T SR A T [23, 57, 7072, 127, 139-143). UL, % 1] 1 A0
BB IE A2 25k (I T4 b, 5 R0 WD AT I T A SR AF 5.

RAEWAE VE(X) = H(X)X, Hf

H(X) = L/2 + Von + Diag(L' 0(X)) + Diag(ttxe(0(X)))

s Kohn-Sham W5 % /Rl H. pye(0(X)) = dexc/do(X), H(X) i /2 IE A
Pt FeT A BLE BE R R E(X) W5 /228 3 B R Bk 3. 1. Re i, E(X) If
BRI 3.1 i X P2t It R, ARESE 2 & P IEAZ YA Ak R R O M 2 4
IRTE, FATTn] AMRA 55155 M) (6.4) BY— B s Lt 25T,
HX)X = XA
XX = 1,

Hrr A e SR”? 3£ Lagrange e~ 52 [, FIAIRLRPEFRE(E R BTN
Kohn-Sham 5 #E.

(6.5)

i 6.1, B —M R (6.5) 4o H(X) 092 3, ZAVFE FHEE X € S,p
Lagrange &F A = XTH(X)X it R #bt. B, 4H35 1922 (6.4), AV EH 3 F P
RERTREFLALE HTRTREY.

HL P Sl A T RS U2 A SR R VA AR (SCF), SCF AR Ji 2 %
— AR AEAAEAE R A AN — RPN ERE A )8, & — 2P 2 TAEIEAC 2R
TR ME—A AR REEIZ MR R BR A (73], BARSRUE, g M aiik AR X,
SRARQIT A 2R AR 0],

H(XX = XA:
XX = I

AHMRR T EAT XA Hoh AL H(XY) 18 p AN/ INVFRFIE(A.

Fe ok, FRATTR AR SCHE BT84 5K i Kohn-Sham 5 BB BEAR /M i1, I
HEAREEIT IR, Hr a4 SCF.

(6.6)
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6.3 HELR
6.3.1 WMXFEEREZE

HATEREE R, AT LT MATLAB T.H U KSSOLV' [72]. KSSOLV &
BV E BRI -6, B At E vl AN 2 Bk 5 CA
YRR RO, TN T35 5 2 1) & H T 45 R T HE A AR DA S R TT SR KSSOLV
AL IR RE PR e SRAISCHR [144] $2 09912 332 10 Syl i ol (LDA)
2P

KSSOLV WN#AL T JLAVEEFTHE A - B e o e, Kb 46 |15 %
1R (SCF) i i dek 2 422 AL 3% (TRDCM) [71]. SCF K HAFFfUE H 1 Kohn-Sham
Wz R e ) I M — RV, 3 — K0 TRDCM B T4 58 i {5
WO TT I, G T BIGHIEAH T KA EE T 38 T SCF 1 TRDCM
Z A, AR T HiFh B Bl A RO 0 —BOE AL AR LR ) B . S —
Fhi2 i SCRR [99] 2 PR IE 22 203 T 4705 3 OptM2. 85— F He AR IO Sk 2
QR W 4i % [33]. FHEM IR IR AS & MOptQR-LS (i A7 kI R AT QR Ui 4
D T AR, BATRFEFESLE 7328 BB 2 KA R MOptQR-LS, it
. MOptQR. FE4F—25 %A H, MOptQR #RFEZH A T—1 QR 43R KT FidE %
PIEAN 2, WS W, 2.3.1 /ANT. FEASSCRE R vk, FRATEEER T 3 TAIESRA
GR-BB DL AA[47)57%: PLAM Fi1 PCAL.

St T DAL A B 535, B A 182 RRE A EHLE D || (7, - XXT)VE (X)), < 107°.
I H X T SCF Fil TRDCM, 5 k3% A5 A MaxIter = 200 , T %} T MOptQR,
OptM, GR-BB, PLAM Fil PCAL >4 1000. PLAM {11240 Broam YEEH B G %
TFEUERILAME, T PCAL #1238 Beear BUAEEL 1. HAMSERE 556 3 FI%E
5 FAHE]. T A IR, FATiE T KSSOLV 1 /4 2@ K%K “getX0” BEHUH [H]
PRI R X0

HATEREE T, AT T F AU 23 MOPLQR AR SCHR H (W ] 475535
PCAL. BESEAMIA-5 15 5.5.5 /NI .

6.3.2 iz ic] &

FRATEREE T, FATHE M H TR A KSSOLV 2 fi ) T AN IR 7311 18 A5,
HARIE L2 6.1

Thttp://crd-legacy.Ibl.gov/~chao/KSSOLV/

Zhttp://optman.blogs.rice.edu

3http://www.manopt.org
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Ji] nxp Ji) nxp 1] & nxp
al | 16879 x 12 ctube661 | 12599 x 48 nic 251 x 7
alanine | 12671 x 18 glutamine | 16517 X 29 | pentacene | 44791 x 51
benzene | 8407 x 15 | graphenel6 | 3071 x 37 ptnio | 4609 x 43
c2h6 2103 x 7 | graphene30 | 12279 x 67 qdot 2103 x 8
c12h26 | 5709 x 37 h2o 2103 x 4 si2h4 2103 x6
co2 2103 x 8 hnco 2103 x 8 sih4 2103 x4

4 6.1 KSSOLV il i 4

Table 6.1 Testing problems in KSSOLV

HATEREE T, FATIML T 4R A B L Kohn-Sham & G R /M )8

wl—

min

Jmin - 5tr(XTLX) + 30(X) "L p(X) = 37p(X)Tp(X)

(6.7)

5. t. X'X =1,

JUARERE L e R H p(X) 1= diag(XXT). 28y = 2(3)"%, 3 H p(X)* i
(X)X I8 TC 1 =0T AR P . A I SR P T R R 0 % 4 5
~3yp(X)Tp(X)3 CHerP R BEITB 2 M), BARTT 225 30k (74]. L 22— Hext s
M, Bk E, 2 L = Diag(Ly,..., L), Hrt Li € R™ #RRDA 2 2 F0HAI00A
—1 hYORT I TE A =X A

633 FFREHEZHHEER

FEA/INY, TATHRS 3 B4R 1545 GR-BB MEA FIAMRUERIL. [Hf5
VLAY, FATAYATE GR-BB AT Ut TR TS A/ NIRRT 5156 3
AR

HARMBE RIS R AN3R 6.2, 6.3 Fll 6.4 iR, FERT, “Ei”, “KKT i# 2
JE” 43 BN B RE R R B A K ||(, — XXT)H (X)X ||, ffE. s wigg, JA1% M
GR-BB (R I T HARFIL, FER Z BB 1 rh, GR-BB 5L RERF 2IAN ] Y 5L BE &
PR R(E AR AR ) KKT 5 . il b, AR R ) “ctube661” 1, GR-BB
FEIBEI R BLEL BE B R BN R 2 KKT 3 SRR DL T, 75 2888 A0 CPU ).

6.3.4 PLAM #1 PCAL WE{ELER

FEA/INYT, FAPRES S B4R 193394 PLAM Al PCAL [ Jf] 73K /% Kohn-Sham
SRR/ MU (6.4). BESEH I H 2 I AT A AT R A E A 1
PR EIHAT T R AT iR 2 TR R E R L. A IR 5 5 S B
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wi | Evu KKT 30 M RH CPU B (5)
al,n = 16879, p = 12
SCF -1.5799906179¢+01 8.68e-03 200 2509.48
TRDCM || -1.5803817595e+01 8.15e-06 184 1595.83
MOptQR || -1.5802118775e+01 8.42e-03 1000 2017.61
GR-BB -1.5802922328e+01 2.05e-03 1000 2070.80
alanine, n = 12671, p = 18
SCF -6.1161921213e+01 9.70e-07 15 204.20
TRDCM || -6.1161921213e+01 5.91e-06 16 147.84
MOptQR || -6.1161921213e+01 8.14e-06 65 142.70
GR-BB -6.1161921212e+01 9.78e-06 63 142.36
benzene, n = 8407, p = 15
SCF -3.7225751363e+01 7.85e-07 12 85.52
TRDCM || -3.7225751363e+01 7.33e-06 14 71.13
MOptQR || -3.7225751363e+01 8.38e-06 127 154.06
GR-BB -3.7225751362e+01 9.69e-06 50 60.38
c2h6,n =2103,p =7
SCF -1.4420491322e+01 1.12e-06 11 10.09
TRDCM || -1.4420491322e+01 5.00e-06 12 7.61
MOptQR || -1.4420491322e+01 5.56e-06 49 8.53
GR-BB -1.4420491321e+01 9.84e-06 43 7.58
c12h26, n = 5709, p = 37
SCF -8.1536091936e+01 1.52e-06 16 288.09
TRDCM || -8.1536091937e+01 9.48e-06 15 171.38
MOptQR || -8.1536091935e+01 9.51e-06 442 1296.05
GR-BB -8.1536091936e+01 8.85¢-06 50 157.02
co2,n=2103,p =8
SCF -3.5124395801e+01 1.50e-06 11 11.92
TRDCM || -3.5124395801e+01 7.63e-06 13 8.72
MOptQR || -3.5124395800e+01 9.03e-06 39 7.53
GR-BB -3.5124395801e+01 6.94e-06 39 7.52

4% 6.2 Kohn-Sham SARE FB/MERLE A bk

Table 6.2 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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e | Eio KKT /2 MaERAL CPU HITH) (5)
ctube661, n = 12599, p = 48
SCF -1.3463843176e+02 2.80e-06 13 532.25
TRDCM || -1.3463843176e+02 5.77e-06 22 787.58
MOptQR || -1.3463843177e+02 5.06e-06 533 3817.95
GR-BB || -1.3463843176e+02 9.27e-06 68 493.53
glutamine, n = 16517, p = 29
SCF -9.1839425243e+01 2.88e-06 17 616.73
TRDCM || -9.1839425244e+01 8.49e-06 15 479.34
MOptQR || -9.1839425243e+01 7.26e-06 87 570.86
GR-BB || -9.1839425243e+01 9.76e-06 75 499.92
graphenel6, n = 3071, p = 37
SCF -9.3873673630e+01 5.28e-03 200 2008.61
TRDCM || -9.4046217545e+01 6.12e-06 43 313.88
MOptQR || -9.4046217540e+01 9.56e-06 693 1110.39
GR-BB || -9.4046217543e+01 8.35e-06 321 513.45
graphene30, n = 12279, p = 67
SCF -1.7358503892e+02 3.18e-03 200 15344.80
TRDCM || -1.7359510505e+02 9.77e-06 62 3768.22
MOptQR || -1.6908746446e+02 3.87e+00 1000 11930.80
GR-BB || -1.7359510453e+02 1.97e-04 1000 12027.63
h20,n=2103,p =4
SCF -1.6440507246e+01 7.78e-07 9 5.48
TRDCM || -1.6440507246e+01 8.22e-06 11 4.55
MOptQR || -1.6440507245e+01 8.43e-06 44 5.13
GR-BB || -1.6440507245e+01 9.89%¢-06 42 4.53
hnco, n = 2103, p =8
SCF -1.6440507246e+01 7.08e-07 9 5.52
TRDCM || -1.6440507246e+01 9.64e-06 11 4.27
MOptQR || -1.6440507245e+01 9.20e-06 82 10.41
GR-BB || -1.6440507246e+01 8.64e-06 40 5.11

4% 6.3 Kohn-Sham SARE FB/MERLE A bk

Table 6.3 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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120

g | Ero KKT iJZH  Sskfs CPU I )
nic,n =251, p=7
SCF -2.3543529955e+01 1.10e-06 12 3.13
TRDCM || -2.3543529955e+01 9.33e-06 49 5.50
MOptQR || -2.3543529955e+01 8.26e-06 100 2.84
GR-BB -2.3543529955e+01 9.56e-06 39 0.88
pentacene, n = 44791, p = 51
SCF -1.3189029495e+02 9.83e-07 15 2448.72
TRDCM || -1.3189029495e+02 9.67e-06 23 2706.14
MOptQR || -1.3189029495e+02 7.02e-06 355 9145.66
GR-BB -1.3189029495e+02 9.54e-06 100 2606.81
ptnio, n = 4609, p = 43
SCF -2.2678884273e+02 8.25e-07 70 1079.14
TRDCM || -2.2678882962¢e+02 2.93e-04 200 1957.89
MODptQR || -2.2678884235e+02 2.33e-05 1000 2281.22
GR-BB -2.2678884272e+02 9.68e-06 512 115991
qdot,n = 2103, p =8
SCF 2.7702342351e+01 3.91e-02 200 175.16
TRDCM || 2.7699896368e+01 2.72e-03 200 104.80
MOptQR || 3.1736592205e+01 3.96e+00 1000 135.88
GR-BB 2.7700280932e+01 7.90e-04 1000 138.98
sizh4, n = 2103, p =6
SCF -6.3009750460e+00 4.98e-07 13 12.42
TRDCM || -6.3009750459e+00 7.39e-06 16 9.09
MOptQR || -6.3009750460e+00 3.83e-06 75 11.67
GR-BB -6.3009750457e+00 6.58e-06 58 8.97
sihd, n = 2103, p =4
SCF -6.1769279851e+00 8.83e-07 10 5.80
TRDCM || -6.1769279850e+00 9.59¢-06 10 4.50
MOptQR || -6.1769279851e+00 3.76e-06 42 5.14
GR-BB -6.1769279850e+00 9.03e-06 36 441

4% 6.4 Kohn-Sham SARE FB/ MRS bk

Table 6.4 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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w | Eror KKT R MHBRM WHEBRE  CPU i
al,n = 16879, p = 12 (Brram = 10, Becar = 1)

SCF -1.5789379003e+01 4.88e-03 200 6.53e-15 539.51
TRDCM -1.5803791151e+01 6.36e-06 154 4.94e-15 336.79
MOptQR -1.5803814080e+01 1.88e-04 1000 1.33e-14 393.54

OptM -1.5803791098e+01 2.38e-05 1000 3.19-14 378.80

PLAM -1.5803790675e+01 1.29e-05 1000 3.34e-07 399.80
PCAL -1.5803791055e+01 8.96e-06 596 5.95e-15 228.06
alanine, n = 12671, p = 18 (Boiam = 13, Bocar, = 1)

SCF -6.1161921212e+01 3.80e-07 13 7.20e-15 21.46
TRDCM -6.1161921213e+01 6.02e-06 15 5.20e-15 16.97
MOptQR -6.1161921213e+01 7.52e-06 64 6.77e-15 14.89

OptM -6.1161921213e+01 2.27e-06 69 4.03e-14 16.44

PLAM -6.1161921212e+01 9.50e-06 76 7.90e-15 17.14

PCAL -6.1161921213e+01 4.14e-06 61 7.19e-15 15.89
benzene, n = 8407, p = 15 (Bram = 10, BpcaL = 1)

SCF -3.7225751349e+01 2.10e-07 10 7.82e-15 10.07
TRDCM -3.7225751363e+01 9.23e-06 15 7.12e-15 9.83
MOptQR -3.7225751362e+01 8.12e-06 146 7.24e-15 19.91

OptM -3.7225751363e+01 2.50e-06 70 1.54e-14 9.61

PLAM -3.7225751362e+01 9.37e-06 71 4.62e-15 9.55

PCAL -3.7225751362e+01 9.22e-06 50 5.15e-15 7.74
c2h6,n = 2103, p =7 (BrLam = 10, BecaL = 1)

SCF -1.4420491315e+01 3.70e-09 10 3.66e-15 3.40
TRDCM -1.4420491322e+01 8.75e-06 13 2.76e-15 4.01
MOptQR -1.4420491321e+01 8.59¢-06 47 2.58e-15 2.57

OptM -1.4420491322e+01 2.62e-06 55 1.18e-14 2.87

PLAM -1.4420491322e+01 7.91e-06 69 2.92e-15 341

PCAL -1.4420491322e+01 4.91e-06 45 2.33e-15 2.58
12026, n = 5709, p = 37 Boam = 10, Brear, = 1)

SCF -8.1536091894e+01 4.95e-08 14 1.40e-14 30.08
TRDCM -8.1536091937e+01 4.84e-06 16 1.17e-14 21.77
MOptQR -8.1536091936e+01 6.68e-06 147 1.43e-14 39.57

OptM -8.1536091937e+01 1.07e-06 83 7.10e-14 22.65

PLAM -8.1536091936e+01 5.88e-06 96 1.55e-14 25.11

PCAL -8.1536091936e+01 8.75e-06 70 1.45e-14 22.88
co2,n =2103,p =8 (BrLam = 10, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -3.5124395789¢e+01 6.17e-08 10 2.53e-15 2.61
TRDCM -3.5124395801e+01 4.14e-06 14 4.11e-15 2.09
MOptQR -3.5124395800e+01 9.30e-06 88 2.35e-15 2.90

OptM -3.5124395801e+01 1.70e-06 48 3.55e-14 1.68
PLAM -3.5124395801e+01 7.92e-06 57 2.30e-15 1.84
PCAL -3.5124395801e+01 9.15e-06 43 2.11e-15 1.74

4 6.5 Kohn-Sham J g # B/ MU )@ i) B A e ik
Table 6.5 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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w | Eror KKT R MHBRM WHEBRE  CPU i
ctube661, n = 12599, p = 48 (Brram = 13, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -1.3463843175e+02 3.88e-07 11 1.43e-14 56.43
TRDCM -1.3463843176e+02 6.85e-06 23 1.09e-14 87.41
MOptQR -1.3463843176e+02 7.21e-06 152 1.78e-14 107.62

OptM -1.3463843176e+02 2.35e-06 82 2.15e-14 59.23

PLAM -1.3463843176e+02 4.34e-06 107 2.37e-14 72.18

PCAL -1.3463843176e+02 9.68e-06 65 1.95e-14 54.07
glutamine, n = 16517, p = 29 (BrLam = 13, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -9.1839425202e+01 1.12e-07 15 1.07e-14 67.40
TRDCM -9.1839425244e+01 3.23e-06 16 7.00e-15 54.65
MOptQR -9.1839425243e+01 9.83e-06 78 9.07e-15 51.46

OptM -9.1839425244e+01 2.47e-06 87 9.73e-15 57.65

PLAM -9.1839425243e+01 8.72e-06 104 9.26e-15 66.31

PCAL -9.1839425243e+01 6.28e-06 74 9.33e-15 53.53
graphenel6, n = 3071, p = 37 (BrLam = 10, BpcaL = 1)

SCF -9.4023322108e+01 2.07e-03 200 1.32e-14 309.33
TRDCM -9.4046217545e+01 8.85e-06 45 1.08e-14 47.87
MOptQR -9.4046217225e+01 9.90e-06 422 1.15e-14 80.67

OptM -9.4046217545e+01 2.27e-06 245 1.03e-14 48.66

PLAM -9.4046217854e+01 9.52e-06 278 1.34e-14 51.57

PCAL -9.4046217542e+01 8.68e-06 176 1.17e-14 41.11
graphene30, n = 12279, p = 67 (Bpram = 13, Bpca. = 1)

SCF -1.7358453985e+02 5.19e-03 200 1.93e-14 2815.79
TRDCM -1.7359510506e+02 4.80e-06 71 1.42e-14 765.92
MOptQR -1.7359510505e+02 9.92e-06 456 2.59%-14 800.08

OptM -1.7359510506e+02 2.47e-06 472 2.49¢-14 904.44

PLAM -1.7359510505e+02 8.88e-06 330 2.75e-14 601.41

PCAL -1.7359510505e+02 8.52e-06 253 2.62e-14 548.70
h20,n =2103,p =4 (Brram = 10, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -1.6440507245e+01 1.16e-08 8 1.15e-15 1.29
TRDCM -1.6440507246e+01 6.48e-06 11 1.11e-15 1.02
MOptQR -1.6440507246e+01 3.84e-06 49 9.30e-16 1.14

OptM -1.6440507246e+01 2.01e-06 61 6.40e-15 1.50

PLAM -1.6440507245e+01 6.43e-06 56 2.37e-15 1.29
PCAL -1.6440507246e+01 7.42e-06 42 1.86e-15 1.06
hnco, n = 2103, p =8 (BrLam = 10, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -2.8634664360e+01 9.44e-08 12 3.82e-15 4.32
TRDCM -2.8634664365e+01 9.54e-06 13 3.47e-15 4.47
MOptQR -2.8634664363e+01 9.74e-06 163 3.17e-15 12.26

OptM -2.8634664365e+01 5.30e-06 117 2.26e-15 8.30

PLAM -2.8634664364e+01 9.95e-06 105 3.18e-15 7.39
PCAL -2.8634664364e+01 9.03e-06 70 2.60e-15 5.36

4 6.6 Kohn-Sham J g 5 /MU [l i) B e ik
Table 6.6 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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nic,n =251,p =7 Brram = 10, Becar = 1)

SCF -2.3543529950e+01 2.13e-10 11 2.99e-15 1.47
TRDCM -2.3543529955e+01 7.94e-06 15 4.49e-15 0.99
MOptQR -2.3543529955e+01 3.04e-06 111 2.73e-15 1.53

OptM -2.3543529955e+01 3.86e-07 63 8.80e-15 0.90

PLAM -2.3543529955e+01 4.02e-06 67 1.3%e-15 0.89

PCAL -2.3543529955e+01 8.42¢-06 52 1.88e-15 0.99
pentacene, n = 44791, p = 51 (Bpram = 13, Bpcar = 1)

SCF -1.3189029494e+02 5.76e-07 13 1.58e-14 293.68
TRDCM -1.3189029495e+02 7.60e-06 22 1.08e-14 276.25
MOptQR -1.3189029495e+02 7.78e-06 112 321e-14 306.97

OptM -1.3189029495e+02 1.39¢-06 97 3.39%-14 283.02

PLAM -1.3189029495e+02 8.66e-06 123 3.52e-14 321.04

PCAL -1.3189029495e+02 7.67e-06 89 3.08e-14 271.32
ptnio, n = 4069, p = 43 (BeLam = 13, BpcaL = 1)

SCF -2.2678884268e+02 1.09e-05 53 1.46e-14 168.25
TRDCM -2.2678882693e+02 2.81e-04 200 1.07e-14 471.34
MOptQR -2.2678884271e+02 9.57e-06 786 1.06e-14 347.38

OptM -2.2678884273e+02 9.52¢-06 508 1.14e-14 203.63

PLAM -2.2678884271e+02 9.00e-06 579 1.01e-14 213.60

PCAL -2.2678884271e+02 8.55e-06 386 1.19e-14 189.70
qdot,n = 2103,p =8 (Brram = 10, BecaL = 1)

SCF 2.7700280133e+01 6.70e-03 5 2.92e-15 1.09
TRDCM 2.7699537080e+01 1.43e-02 200 2.73e-15 27.01
MOptQR 1.0483319768e+02 3.45e+01 1000 1.77e-15 28.72

OptM 2.7699807230e+01 1.45e-04 1000 2.3%-15 29.89

PLAM 2.7699800860e+01 9.68e-06 678 1.98e-15 19.30

PCAL 2.7699800851e+01 5.41e-06 962 2.88e-15 35.01
sizh4, n = 2103, p =6 (BrLam = 10, BecaL = 1)

SCF -6.3009750375e+00 5.25e-07 11 3.62e-15 2.97
TRDCM -6.3009750459¢e+00 8.24¢-06 16 3.12e-15 4.30
MOptQR -6.3009750460e+00 3.70e-06 116 2.00e-15 5.96

OptM -6.3009750459e+00 9.60e-06 68 1.41e-14 4.15

PLAM -6.3009750455e+00 7.27e-06 89 1.58e-15 5.33

PCAL -6.3009750459¢e+00 4.33e-06 62 2.42e-15 3.90
sih4, n = 2103, p =4 (Beram = 10, BpcaL = 1)

SCF -6.1769279820e+00 2.07e-08 8 1.75e-15 1.91
TRDCM -6.1769279850e+00 9.53e-06 10 1.14e-15 1.60
MOptQR -6.1769279851e+00 4.32¢-06 34 1.58e-15 1.07

OptM -6.1769279851e+00 8.18e-06 46 8.52e-16 1.62
PLAM -6.1769279849¢e+00 7.37e-06 56 1.99e-15 1.79
PCAL -6.1769279847e+00 9.16e-06 47 1.55e-15 1.69

4 6.7 Kohn-Sham J g 5 B/ MU )@ i) B A e ik
Table 6.7 The results in Kohn-Sham total energy minimization
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