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Abstract
This paper is concerned with the Jacobi-Proximal Alternating Direction Method of Multi-
pliers (Jacobi-Proximal ADMM) proposed in the works He, Xu, and Yuan (J. Sci. Comput.,
2015) [1] and Deng et al. (J. Sci. Comput., 2017) [2], a parallel implementation of the
ADMM for large-scale multi-block optimization problems with a linear constraint. While
the o(1/k) convergence of the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM for the case N ≥ 3 has been
well established in previous work, to the best of our knowledge, its linear convergence
for N ≥ 3 remains unproven. We establish the linear convergence of the algorithm when
the cost functions are strongly convex and smooth. Numerical experiments are presented
supporting the convergence result.
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1 Introduction
We consider the following convex optimization problem with N-block variables involving a
linear constraint given as follows:

min
x1,··· ,xN

N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)

subject to
N

∑
i=1

Aixi = c,

(1.1)

where N ≥ 2, xi ∈ Rni , Ai ∈ Rm×ni , c ∈ Rm and fi : Rni → (−∞,+∞] (i = 1,2, · · · ,N).
The problem (1.1) appears in various applications such as the image alignment problem

in [3], the robust principal component analysis model with noisy and incomplete data in [4],
the latent variable Gaussian graphical model selection in [5, 6] and the quadratic discriminant
analysis model in [7].

To solve the problem (1.1), various algorithms have been proposed. A simple distributed
algorithm for solving (1.1) is dual decomposition [8], which is essentially a dual ascent
method or dual subgradient method [9]. To describe it, we consider the Lagrangian for
problem (1.1):

L(x1, · · · ,xN ,λ ) =
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)−
〈

λ ,
N

∑
i=1

Aixi − c
〉

(1.2)

where λ ∈Rm is the dual variable. Then, the dual decomposition updates as follows: for k ≥ 1,{ (
xk+1

1 ,xk+1
2 , · · · ,xk+1

N

)
= argmin{xi}L(x1, · · · ,xN ,λ

k),

λ k+1 = λ k −αk
(
∑

N
i=1 Aixk+1

i − c
)
,

where αk > 0 is a step-size. Since all the xi’s are separable in the Lagrangian function (1.2),
the x-update step reduces to solving N individual xi- subproblems:

xk+1
i = argmin

xi
fi(xi)−

〈
λ

k,Aixi
〉

for i = 1,2, · · · ,N,

and thus they can be carried out in parallel. With a suitable choice of αk and certain assump-
tions, dual decomposition is guaranteed to converge to an optimal solution [9]. However, dual
decomposition exhibits slow convergence in practice, with a convergence rate of O(1/

√
k)

for general convex problems.
An effective distributed algorithm for (1.1) can be designed based on the alternat-

ing direction method of multipliers (ADMM) [10, 11] using the following augmented
Lagrangian:

Lρ(x1, · · · ,xN ;λ ) :=
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)−
〈

λ ,
N

∑
i=1

Aixi − c
〉
+

ρ

2

∥∥∥∥ N

∑
i=1

Aixi − c
∥∥∥∥2

,

where ρ > 0 is a penalty parameter. In the context of ADMM using the augmented
Lagrangian, the primal variable xi can be updated using different approaches. One common
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method is the Gauss-Seidel update, in which the primal variable xi is updated sequentially
using the most recent values. This scheme is commonly referred to as the Gauss-Seidel
ADMM, and is given by:

xk+1
i = argmin

xi
Lρ(xk+1

1 , · · · ,xk+1
i−1 ,xi,xk

i+1, · · · ,xk
N ,λ

k)

= argmin
xi

fi(xi)+
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥∑
j<i

A jxk+1
j +Aixi +∑

j>i
A jxk

j − c− λ k

ρ

∥∥∥∥2

2
.

The Gauss-Seidel ADMM was proposed by Wei and Ozdaglar [12], where the authors estab-
lished a convergence rate of O(1/k) under the assumption that each objective function fi is
convex. Alternatively, the Jacobi-type update, commonly referred to as the Jacobi ADMM,
provides a parallel update scheme for the primal variable xi as follows:

xk+1
i = argmin

xi
Lρ(xk

1, · · · ,xk
i−1,xi,xk

i+1, · · · ,xk
N ,λ

k)

= argmin
xi

fi(xi)+
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥Aixi +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c− λ k

ρ

∥∥∥∥2

2
.

This scheme is suitable for parallel computation, and thus particularly effective for large-scale
or big-data scenarios for the model (1.1). Deng et al. [2] established an o(1/k) convergence
rate for the Jacobi ADMM, assuming that the objective functions fi are convex and that
the matrices Ai are full column-rank and mutually near-orthogonal. However, with the same
penalty parameter ρ , the Jacobi ADMM, which updates xi in parallel using previous-iterate
information, typically exhibits inferior performance compared to the Gauss-Seidel ADMM,
which updates blocks sequentially with the latest iterates. In particular, the work [13] found
an example for which Jacobi ADMM diverges even when N = 2. This issue was addressed by
He, Xu, and Yuan [1], who proposed the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM. To ensure convergence,
they introduced one key modification to the Jacobi ADMM:

• Proximal term sρ

2 ∥Ai(xi − xk
i )∥2: A proximal term sρ

2 ∥Ai(xi − xk
i )∥2 was added to each xi-

subproblem, where ρ > 0 is the penalty parameter and s > 0 is the proximal coefficient that
enforces the new iterate to remain sufficiently close to the previous one.

Deng et al. [2] later studied the algorithm in a slightly different parameter setting, which is
essentially the same as that of He, Xu, and Yuan [1]. This variant incorporates the following
two modifications to the Jacobi ADMM:

• Proximal term 1
2∥xi −xk

i ∥2
Pi

: A proximal term 1
2∥xi − xk

i ∥2
Pi

was added to each xi-
subproblem, where Pi is a positive semi-definite matrix. This promotes strong convexity of
the xi-subproblems, thereby guaranteeing the uniqueness of their solutions even when the
original objective functions are not strictly convex.

• Damping parameter γ > 0: The dual update

λ
k+1 = λ

k −ρ

( N

∑
i=1

Aixk+1
i − c

)
(1.3)
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was modified to

λ
k+1 = λ

k − γρ

( N

∑
i=1

Aixk+1
i − c

)
, (1.4)

where γ > 0 is a damping parameter used to control the step size and improve the
algorithm’s stability.

The Jacobi-Proximal ADMM is formulated as in Algorithm 1. Here we denote ∥xi∥2
Pi

:=

Algorithm 1 Jacobi-Proximal ADMM

1: Initialize: x0
i (i = 1,2, . . . ,N) and λ 0;

2: for k = 0,1, . . . do
3: Update xi for i = 1, . . . ,N in parallel by:

xk+1
i = argmin

xi

 fi(xi)+
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥∥Aixi +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c− λ k

ρ

∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

+
1
2

∥∥xi − xk
i
∥∥2

Pi

 ; (1.5)

Update λ
k+1 = λ

k − γρ

( N

∑
i=1

Aixk+1
i − c

)
. (1.6)

4: end for

xT
i Pixi. The Jacobi-Proximal ADMM has the advantage of being highly parallelizable, as

the updates for xi for each i = 1,2, . . . ,N can be computed simultaneously for each i, offer-
ing potential computational efficiency gains. We note that the original xi-subproblem (1.5)
contains a quadratic term of the form ρ

2 xT
i AT

i Aixi. If AT
i Ai is ill-conditioned or computa-

tionally expensive to invert, one approach is to modify Pi as Pi = Di − ρAT
i Ai, where Di is

a well-conditioned and simple matrix(e.g., a diagonal matrix). This modification eliminates
the quadratic term ρ

2 xT
i AT

i Aixi, making the xi-subproblem easier to solve. There are various
choices for Pi that can simplify the computation of the xi-subproblem. Here are two widely
used formulations for Pi in [14], corresponding to the following methods:

1. The standard proximal method, where Pi is taken as Pi = τiI, with τi > 0.
2. The prox-linear method, where Pi is taken as Pi = τiI−ρAT

i Ai, with τi > 0.

The work of Deng et al.[2] established an o(1/k) convergence result for the convergence of
the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM when the proximal matrices Pi satisfy Pi ≻ ( N

2−γ
−1)AT

i Ai for i=
1,2, . . . ,N with γ < 2. In particular, under specific choices of Pi, the convergence conditions
reduce to τi > ρ( N

2−γ
−1)∥Ai∥2 for the standard proximal method and τi >

ρN
2−γ

∥Ai∥2 for the
prox-linear method.

In this work, we prove that the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM converges linearly under the
assumption that each cost function f j is strongly convex. We derive a condition on the
parameters ρ > 0 and γ > 0 for linear convergence, and we establish a linear convergence
rate dependent on these parameters. We refer to Section 2 for the details and we provide a
comparison of our convergence result with previous work on the problem (1.1) in Table 1.

4



R
ef

.
C

on
ve

xi
ty

R
eg

ul
ar

ity
R

an
k

C
on

di
tio

ns
R

at
e

O
ri

gi
na

lA
D

M
M

fo
rN

=
2

[1
5]

f 1
(x

1)
+

f 2
(x

2)
=

1 2
xT 1

Q
x 1

+
qT

x 1
+

1 2
xT 2

R
x 2

+
rT

x 2
L

oc
al

er
ro

rb
ou

nd
B

:f
ul

lc
ol

um
n

ra
nk

O
(σ

k )
(l

oc
al

)

O
ri

gi
na

lA
D

M
M

fo
rN

=
2

[1
6]

f 1
,

f 2
:C

G
lo

ba
le

rr
or

bo
un

d
A
,B

:f
ul

lc
ol

um
n

ra
nk

O
(σ

k )

O
ri

gi
na

lA
D

M
M

fo
rN

=
2

[1
7]

St
ru

ct
ur

ed
po

ly
he

dr
ic

ity
as

su
m

pt
io

n
(s

ee
[1

7,
A

ss
um

p.
1.

3]
)

—
—

O
(σ

k )
(l

oc
al

)

G
au

ss
-S

ei
de

l
A

D
M

M
fo

rN
≥

3
[1

8]
f 2
,.
..
,

f N
:S

C
f N

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

N
:f

ul
lr

ow
ra

nk
O
(σ

k )
f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:S

C
f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:L

-s
m

oo
th

—

f 2
,.
..
,

f N
:S

C
f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:L

-s
m

oo
th

A
1:

fu
ll

co
lu

m
n

ra
nk

G
au

ss
-S

ei
de

l
A

D
M

M
fo

rN
≥

3
[1

9]
f i(

x i
)
=

g i
(E

ix
i)
+

h i
(x

i)
g i

:s
tr

ic
tly

C
h i

:C

g i
:L

-s
m

oo
th

ep
i(

h i
):

po
ly

he
dr

al
X i

:c
om

pa
ct

po
ly

he
dr

al
se

ts
Pr

im
al

/D
ua

le
rr

or
bo

un
d

E
i:

fu
ll

co
lu

m
n

ra
nk

O
(σ

k )

Ja
co

bi
A

D
M

M
fo

rN
≥

3
[2

]
f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:C

A
i:

m
ut

ua
lly

ne
ar

-o
rt

ho
go

na
l

—
o(

1/
k)

Ja
co

bi
-P

ro
xi

m
al

A
D

M
M

fo
rN

≥
3

[2
]

f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:C

—
—

o(
1/

k)

Ja
co

bi
-P

ro
xi

m
al

A
D

M
M

fo
rN

≥
3

T
hi

s
w

or
k

f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:S

C
f 1
,.
..
,

f N
:L

-s
m

oo
th

[ A
T 1

;
A

T 2
;
··
·;

A
T N
] :f

ul
lc

ol
um

n
ra

nk
O
(σ

k )

Ta
bl

e
1

T
hi

s
ta

bl
e

su
m

m
ar

iz
es

th
e

co
nv

er
ge

nc
e

re
su

lts
fo

rA
D

M
M

.I
n

th
e

‘C
on

ve
xi

ty
’c

ol
um

n,
C

(r
es

p.
,S

C
)m

ea
ns

th
at

th
e

to
ta

lc
os

tf
un

ct
io

n
is

as
su

m
ed

to
be

co
nv

ex
(r

es
p.

,s
tr

on
gl

y
co

nv
ex

).
In

th
e

‘R
at

e’
co

lu
m

n,
O
(σ

k )
de

no
te

s
lin

ea
rc

on
ve

rg
en

ce
w

ith
0
<

σ
<

1
(O

(σ
k )

(l
oc

al
)i

nd
ic

at
es

lo
ca

ll
in

ea
rc

on
ve

rg
en

ce
,a

nd
o(

1/
k)

in
di

ca
te

s
co

nv
er

ge
nc

e
st

ri
ct

ly
fa

st
er

th
an

su
bl

in
-

ea
rr

at
e.

N
de

no
te

s
th

e
nu

m
be

ro
fb

lo
ck

s
of

ob
je

ct
iv

e
fu

nc
tio

ns
an

d
k

de
no

te
s

th
e

nu
m

be
ro

fi
te

ra
tio

ns
.

5



R
ef

.
C

on
ve

xi
ty

R
eg

ul
ar

ity
R

an
k

C
on

di
tio

ns
R

at
e

Pr
ox

im
al

A
D

M
M

[2
0]

f 1
,

f 2
:C

St
ro

ng
C

on
ic

al
H

ul
l

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n

Pr
op

er
ty

If
P 1

⪰
0:

A
1,

A
2:

fu
ll

co
lu

m
n

ra
nk

If
P 1

≻
0:

A
2:

fu
ll

co
lu

m
n

ra
nk

O
(σ

k )

PA
D

M
M

-F
G

[1
4]

f 1
:S

C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

1:
fu

ll
co

lu
m

n
ra

nk
A

2:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

O
(σ

k )
f 1
,

f 2
:S

C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

2:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

f 1
:S

C
f 1
,

f 2
:L

-s
m

oo
th

A
1:

fu
ll

co
lu

m
n

ra
nk

f 1
,

f 2
:S

C
f 1
,

f 2
:L

-s
m

oo
th

—

PA
D

M
M

-F
G

[1
7]

St
ru

ct
ur

ed
po

ly
he

dr
ic

ity
as

su
m

pt
io

n
(s

ee
[1

7,
A

ss
um

p.
1.

3]
)

—
—

O
(σ

k )
(l

oc
al

)

—
St

ru
ct

ur
ed

su
br

eg
ul

ar
ity

as
su

m
pt

io
n

(s
ee

[1
7,

A
ss

um
p.

1.
4]

)
A

1:
fu

ll
co

lu
m

n
ra

nk
A

2:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

R
el

ax
ed

A
D

M
M

[2
1]

f 1
:S

C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

:f
ul

lr
ow

ra
nk

O
(σ

k )

R
el

ax
ed

A
D

M
M

[2
2]

f 1
:S

C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

1:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

O
(e

−
α

k )
f 2

:S
C

f 2
:L

-s
m

oo
th

A
2:

fu
ll

ro
w

ra
nk

f 2
:S

C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

1:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

f 1
:S

C
f 2

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

2:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

O
ve

r-
R

el
ax

ed
A

D
M

M
[2

3]
f 1

:S
C

,
f 2

:C
f 1

:L
-s

m
oo

th
A

2:
fu

ll
co

lu
m

n
ra

nk
O
(σ

k )

L
in

ea
ri

ze
d

A
D

M
M

[1
7]

St
ru

ct
ur

ed
po

ly
he

dr
ic

ity
as

su
m

pt
io

n
(s

ee
[1

7,
A

ss
um

p.
1.

3]
)

—
—

O
(σ

k )
(l

oc
al

)

—
St

ru
ct

ur
ed

su
br

eg
ul

ar
ity

as
su

m
pt

io
n

(s
ee

[1
7,

A
ss

um
p.

1.
4]

)
A

2:
fu

ll
ro

w
ra

nk

Ta
bl

e
2

T
hi

s
ta

bl
e

su
m

m
ar

iz
es

th
e

co
nv

er
ge

nc
e

re
su

lts
fo

r
se

ve
ra

lv
ar

ia
nt

s
of

A
D

M
M

in
th

e
ca

se
N
=

2.
H

er
e,

PA
D

M
M

-F
G

re
fe

rs
to

th
e

pr
ox

im
al

A
D

M
M

w
ith

th
e

Fo
rt

in
–G

lo
w

in
sk

ir
el

ax
at

io
n

st
ep

.I
n

th
e

‘C
on

ve
xi

ty
’c

ol
um

n,
C

(r
es

p.
,S

C
)m

ea
ns

th
at

th
e

to
ta

l
co

st
fu

nc
tio

n
is

as
su

m
ed

to
be

co
nv

ex
(r

es
p.

,s
tr

on
gl

y
co

nv
ex

).
In

th
e

‘R
at

e’
co

lu
m

n,
O
(σ

k )
w

ith
0
<

σ
<

1
an

d
O
(e

−
α

k )
w

ith
α
>

0
bo

th
de

no
te

lin
ea

r
co

nv
er

ge
nc

e,
w

hi
le

O
(σ

k )
(l

oc
al

)
in

di
ca

te
s

lo
ca

l
lin

ea
r

co
nv

er
ge

nc
e.

N
de

no
te

s
th

e
nu

m
be

ro
fb

lo
ck

s
of

ob
je

ct
iv

e
fu

nc
tio

ns
an

d
k

de
no

te
s

th
e

nu
m

be
ro

fi
te

ra
tio

ns
.

6



1.1 Related works
The Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM) [10, 11] is an efficient approach
that facilitates the solution of structured optimization problems by decomposing them into
a sequence of simpler subproblems. Building on the classical Douglas–Rachford operator
splitting method [24], Glowinski and Marrocco [11], along with Gabay and Mercier [10],
introduced the well-known Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM) with a
Gauss–Seidel-type decomposition for solving (1.1) in the case of N = 2. It employs the
augmented Lagrangian for (1.1):

Lρ(x1, · · · ,xN ;λ ) :=
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)−

〈
λ ,

N

∑
i=1

Aixi − c

〉
+

ρ

2

∥∥∥∥∥ N

∑
i=1

Aixi − c

∥∥∥∥∥
2

which incorporates a quadratic penalty term of the constraints (with a penalty parameter
ρ > 0) into the Lagrangian. At each iteration, the augmented Lagrangian is sequentially mini-
mized with respect to the primal variables x1 and x2, followed by an update of the dual variable
λ . The ADMM has been extensively investigated for solving two-block convex minimization
problems (i.e., N = 2). Its global convergence in the case of N = 2 has been established in
[25, 26]. Han and Yuan [15] showed that original ADMM achieves a local linear convergence
rate for quadratic programs by using an error bound established in [27]. Based on this error
bound framework, Yang and Han [16] proved that ADMM attains global linear convergence
for convex problems with polyhedral constraints by leveraging a global error bound. Yuan,
Zeng, and Zhang [17] showed that original ADMM also enjoys global linear convergence
under the structured polyhedrality assumption by employing variational analysis techniques.
These scenarios are summarized in Table 1. Additionally, various studies have explored the
convergence rate properties of original ADMM when N = 2 (see, e.g., [28–32]). In addi-
tion to these results on the original ADMM, convergence of several variants for the case of
N = 2 has also been studied, such as the Proximal ADMM [20], Proximal ADMM with the
Fortin–Glowinski relaxation step (PADMM-FG) [14, 17], Relaxed ADMM [21, 22], Over-
Relaxed ADMM [23], and Linearized ADMM [17]. The convergence results of these variants
are summarized in Table 2.

While the convergence results of ADMM is well established for the case N = 2, its
behavior for N ≥ 3 has long remained unresolved; particularly, Chen et al. [33] provided a
concrete example in which Gauss-Seidel ADMM diverges for N = 3 for any penalty param-
eter ρ . Building on this, we first discuss studies that establishes the convergence conditions
for ADMM using the Gauss-Seidel scheme when N ≥ 3, where the Gauss-Seidel method
updates variables sequentially. We refer to the works [34], [35], and [36] that achieved global
and sublinear convergence results of the 3-block ADMM. Han and Yuan [37] established
the global convergence of ADMM under the assumption that f1, · · · , fN are all strongly con-
vex. Building on this, both Chen, Shen, and You [35] and Lin, Ma, and Zhang [38] relax the
assumptions in [37]. In particular, [35], for N = 3, allows one objective function to be not
necessarily strongly convex and also relax the range of the penalty parameter, and propose a
relaxed ADMM that incorporates an additional computation of optimal step size and prove
its global convergence. Lin, Ma, and Zhang [38] demonstrate sublinear convergence with rate
O(1/k) in the ergodic sense and o(1/k) in the non-ergodic sense when one objective function
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is convex and the remaining N − 1 are strongly convex, provided that the penalty parameter
lies within a certain range. Lin, Ma, and Zhang [18] proved the global linear convergence of
Gauss-Seidel ADMM under the three scenarios, which are detailed in Table 1. The global R-
linear convergence of Gauss-Seidel ADMM has been established by Hong and Luo [19]; the
corresponding condition is summarized in Table 1.

Alternatively, Jacobi updates in ADMM have been extensively studied, offering par-
allelization advantages for multi-block optimization problems. The linear convergence of
Proximal ADMM and modified Jacobi ADMM, as well as that of Gauss-Seidel ADMM,
which was mentioned earlier, is established under several assumptions in [19]. Deng et al.
[2] showed that the Jacobi ADMM and Jacobi-Proximal ADMM achieve o(1/k) convergence
rate under the conditions summarized in Table 1. He, Hou, and Yuan [13] proposed a variant
of multi-block Jacobi ADMM by incorporating an under-relaxation step into the full Jaco-
bian decomposition framework, achieving a worst-case convergence rate of O(1/k) in both
ergodic and non-ergodic senses.

1.2 Contribution
The main contribution in this paper are as follows. We establish a global linear convergence
of Jacobi-Proximal ADMM(Algorithm 1) under the assumption that the objective functions fi
are strictly convex and Li-smooth. Our numerical results on the LCQP model and the optimal
resource allocation problem support the linear convergence result of this work.

1.3 Organization
We organize the rest of this paper as follows. In Section 2, we state the assumptions and
the main result of this paper. Section 3 is devoted to prove the main result. In Section 4, we
present numerical experiments supporting the linear convergence result.

2 Statement of the main result
In this section, we state the main result of this paper concerning the linear convergence of the
Jacobi-Proximal ADMM described in Algorithm 1. Since both of the objective function and
constraints of (1.1) are sums of terms on individual xi’s, the problem can be decomposed into
N smaller subproblems, which is solved in a parallel and distributed manner.

Related to the problem (1.1), we first define the following augmented Lagrangian

Lρ(x1, · · · ,xN ;λ ) :=
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)−

〈
λ ,

N

∑
i=1

Aixi −b

〉
+

ρ

2

∥∥∥∥∥ N

∑
i=1

Aixi −b

∥∥∥∥∥
2

where λ ∈ Rm is the dual variable and parameter ρ > 0.
Here we let n = ∑

N
i=1 ni and set A ∈ Rm×n by A =

[
A1 · · ·AN

]
. For k ≥ 0, we denote by(

xk
1, · · · ,xk

N ;λ k
)

the variable generated by Algorithm 1. Also, we set xk ∈ Rn for k ≥ 0 and

8



x∗ ∈ Rn as xk =
[
xk

1; · · · ;xk
N
]

and x∗ =
[
x∗1; · · · ;x∗N

]
. With this notation, we have

Axk =
N

∑
i=1

Aixk
i .

We use ∥z∥ to denote the standard Euclidean norm of z, and ⟨·, ·⟩ to denote the standard
inner product. For a positive definite matrix M ∈ Rl×l , we define the M-norm as ∥z∥M :=√

zT Mz, ∀z ∈ Rl . If the matrix M is positive semi-definite, then ∥ · ∥M is a semi-norm. We
state assumptions on the cost functions which will be used throughout the paper.

Assumption 2.1. The functions fi : Rni → (−∞,+∞] are closed proper convex for 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

We assume that there exists a minimizer of problem (1.1) satisfying the KKT condition
as follows.

Assumption 2.2. We assume that x∗ = (x∗1, · · · ,x∗N) ∈ Rn is a minimizer of problem (1.1)
companied with a multiplier λ ∗ ∈ Rm satisfying the following KKT condition

∇ fi (x∗i ) = AT
i λ

∗ for i = 1, · · · ,N, (2.1)

Ax∗ =
N

∑
i=1

Aix∗i = c. (2.2)

Assumption 2.3. There are positive constants Li such that for all x,y ∈ Rni ,

∥∇ fi(x)−∇ fi(y)∥ ≤ Li ∥x− y∥ for 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

Assumption 2.4. The function fi :Rni → (−∞,+∞] is α-strongly convex for some α > 0, i.e.,

fi(y)≥ fi(x)+ ⟨y− x,∇ fi(x)⟩+α ∥x− y∥2

for all x,y ∈ Rni .

Assumption 2.5. We assume that the matrix
[
AT

1 ; AT
2 ; · · · ; AT

N
]
∈Rn×m with n = ∑

N
i=1 ni has

full column rank.

We state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose Assumptions 2.1-2.5 hold and assume that Pi is a positive semi-
definite matrix for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Choose any s > 0 such that

s
[
ρ

2D∥Ai∥+
L
N

]
<

α

2N
, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ N,
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and suppose that 0 < γ < 2, ρ > 0 are chosen so that there exist values ξi > 0 such that{
ρAT

i Ai +Pi −8s(ρAT
i Ai +Pi)

T (ρAT
i Ai +Pi)− ρ

ξi
AT

i Ai ≻ 0,
∑

N
i=1 ξi < 2− γ.

(2.3)

Define σ = max
{

1−2γρsc2
A,µs

}
∈ (0,1) for any cA ∈

(
0, 1√

2γρs

)
, and µs ∈ (0,1) satisfying

c2
AIm ⪯

N

∑
i=1

AiAT
i ,

(ρ +4Nsρ
2D)AT

i Ai +Pi ⪯ µs(ρAT
i Ai +Pi +2(α −Ls)Ini .

Then we have
φ
(
xk+1,λ k+1)≤ σφ

(
xk,λ k), (2.4)

where φ : Rn ×Rm → R is defined as

φ
(
xk,λ k)= 1

2γρ

∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini
.

As a result of (2.4), we have the following linear convergence result

φ
(
xk,λ k)= O(σ k).

Remark 2.7. Choosing ξi <
2−γ

N leads to a simplification of the convergence condition (2.3),
resulting in the following form:

ρAT
i Ai +Pi −8s(ρAT

i Ai +Pi)
T (ρAT

i Ai +Pi)−
ρN

2− γ
AT

i Ai ≻ 0. (2.5)

In the case of Pi = τiI (standard proximal method), the condition (2.5) further reduces to

ρ∥Ai∥2 + τi −8s(ρ∥Ai∥2 + τi)
2 − ρN

2− γ
∥Ai∥2 > 0.

Similarly, for Pi = τiI−ρAT
i Ai (prox-linear method), the condition (2.5) simplifies to

τi −8sτ
2
i −

ρN
2− γ

∥Ai∥2 > 0.

3 Proof of the main result
In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.6. For this, we prepare several lemmas.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose Assumption 2.5 holds. Consider matrices Ai ∈ Rm×ni for 1 ≤ i ≤ N.
Then there exists cA > 0 such that

( N

∑
i=1

∥AT
i λ∥2

) 1
2
≥ cA∥λ∥ (3.1)

for all λ ∈ Rm.

Proof We define cA ≥ 0 by

cA = min
λ∈Rm\{0}

(
∑

N
i=1 ∥AT

i λ∥2
) 1

2

∥λ∥
= min

λ∈Sm−1

(
∑

N
i=1 ∥AT

i λ∥2
) 1

2

∥λ∥
.

In order to prove that cA > 0, we assume cA = 0 and proceed to derive a contradiction. Since Sm−1 is
compact, there exists a minimizer λ0 ∈ Sm−1 of (3.1) such that(

∑
N
i=1
∥∥AT

i λ0
∥∥2
) 1

2

∥λ0∥
= 0.

Thus we have AT
i λ0 = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and this leads to λ0 = 0 since

[
AT

1 ; · · · ; AT
N
]

has full column
rank. It contradicts to the fact that λ0 ∈ Sm−1. Therefore, we have cA > 0, and the lemma is proved. □

Remark 3.2. The assumption of Lemma 3.1 means that the matrix
[
AT

1 ; AT
2 ; · · · ; AT

N
]
∈Rn×m

with n = n1 + · · ·+nN has only a trivial kernel, i.e., ker
([

AT
1 ; AT

2 ; · · · ; AT
N
])

= {0}.

By the strongly convexity of the objective function, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.4 hold. Then it holds that

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi

≥ α

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+Hk

(3.2)

where Hk := 1
2 ∑

N
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i −xk

i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+ 2−γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ k+1−λ k
∥∥2

+ 1
γ

〈
λ k −λ k+1,A

(
xk −xk+1

)〉
.

Proof By the optimality of (1.5), we have

∇ fi(xk+1
i ) = AT

i λ
k −ρAT

i

(
Aixk+1

i +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c

)
+Pi

(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)
. (3.3)

Combining (3.3) and (2.1), we get

AT
i
(
λ

k −λ
∗)

= ∇ fi
(
xk+1

i
)
−∇ fi (x∗i )+ρAT

i

(
Aixk+1

i +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c

)
+Pi

(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)
.

(3.4)
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Since each fi is α-strongly convex, we have〈
xk+1

i − x∗i ,∇ fi
(
xk+1

i
)
−∇ fi

(
x∗i
)〉

≥ α
∥∥xk+1

i − x∗i
∥∥2
. (3.5)

Inserting (3.4) into (3.5), we have〈
Ai
(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)
,λ k −λ

∗−ρ

(
Aixk+1

i +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c

)〉
+
〈

xk+1
i − x∗i ,Pi

(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)〉

≥ α
∥∥xk+1

i − x∗i
∥∥2
.

We rewrite above inequality as follows〈
Ai
(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)
,λ k −λ

∗−ρ

( N

∑
i=1

Aixk+1
i +∑

j ̸=i
A j
(
xk

j − xk+1
j
)
− c
)〉

+
〈

xk+1
i − x∗i ,Pi

(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)〉

≥ α
∥∥xk+1

i − x∗i
∥∥2
.

For simplicity, we let λ̂ = λ k −ρ

(
∑

N
i=1 Aixk+1

i − c
)
= λ k − 1

γ

(
λ k −λ k+1). Then the above inequality

reads as follows 〈
Ai
(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)
, λ̂ −λ

∗−ρ

(
∑
j ̸=i

A j(xk
j − xk+1

j )
)〉

+
〈

xk+1
i − x∗i ,Pi

(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)〉

≥ α
∥∥xk+1

i − x∗i
∥∥2
.

Using that ∑ j ̸=i A j
(
xk

j − xk+1
j
)
= A

(
xk − xk+1)−Ai

(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)

and summing the above estimate for
1 ≤ i ≤ N yields〈

A
(
xk+1 − x∗

)
, λ̂ −λ

∗
〉
+

N

∑
i=1

(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)T
(

ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)

≥ α

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+ρ

〈
A
(
xk+1 − x∗

)
,A
(
xk − xk+1)〉. (3.6)

Combining the update rule (1.6) and (2.2) and using that λ̂ −λ ∗ =
(
λ k+1 −λ ∗)+ γ−1

γ

(
λ k −λ k+1) in

the above inequality, we get〈
1

γρ

(
λ

k −λ
k+1),λ k+1 −λ

∗+
γ −1

γ

(
λ

k −λ
k+1)〉

+
N

∑
i=1

(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)T
(

ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)

≥ α

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+

1
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉 .

(3.7)

For the two terms in the left hand side, we have the following identities〈
1

γρ

(
λ

k −λ
k+1),λ k+1 −λ

∗+
γ −1

γ

(
λ

k −λ
k+1)〉

=
γ −2
2γ2ρ

∥∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k
∥∥∥2

− 1
2γρ

∥∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

+
1

2γρ

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

,

and
N

∑
i=1

(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)T
(

ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk

i − xk+1
i
)

=−1
2

N

∑
i=1

(∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+
∥∥xk+1

i − xk
i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

−
∥∥xk

i − x∗i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

)
.
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Inserting the above two equalities in (3.7), we obtain

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi

≥ α

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+Hk

where Hk =
1
2 ∑

N
i=1
∥∥xk+1

i − xk
i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

+ 2−γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ k+1 −λ k
∥∥2

+ 1
γ

〈
λ k −λ k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉. This is

the desired inequality. □

We notice that the term α ∑
N
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
in the inequality (3.2) is a gain for the

strongly convexity of the costs. For the linear convergence, we make it to bound the distance∥∥λ k −λ ∗∥∥2 between the multipliers λ k and λ ∗ in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose Assumption 2.1-2.5 hold. Let L = max1≤i≤N L2
i and D = ∑

N
i=1

∥∥AT
i

∥∥2.
Then it holds that

c2
A

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

≤ 2L
N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+4ρ

2D
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

+4
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.

(3.8)

Proof Using Lemma 3.1 and (3.4), we get

c2
A
∥∥λ

k −λ
∗∥∥2 ≤

N

∑
i=1

∥∥AT
i (λ

k −λ
∗)
∥∥2

≤
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥∇ fi
(
xk+1

i
)
−∇ fi (x∗i )+ρAT

i

(
Ai
(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)
+∑

j ̸=i
A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
))

+Pi
(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.

We apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to deduce

c2
A

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

≤ 2
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∇ fi
(
xk+1

i
)
−∇ fi (x∗i )

∥∥∥2

+2
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ρAT
i

(
Ai
(
xk+1

i − x∗i
)
+∑

j ̸=i
A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
))

+Pi
(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

= 2
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∇ fi
(
xk+1

i
)
−∇ fi (x∗i )

∥∥∥2

+2
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ρAT
i

( N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
))

+
(

ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

,

13



where the latter equality holds by a simple rearrangement. Now we apply Assumption 2.3 and the Cauch-
Schwartz inequality to obtain

c2
A

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

≤ 2
N

∑
i=1

L2
i
∥∥xk+1

i − x∗i
∥∥2

+4ρ
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥AT
i

( N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
))∥∥∥∥2

+4
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality once more, we obtain

c2
A

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

≤ 2
(

max
1≤i≤N

L2
i

) N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2

+4ρ
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥AT
i
∥∥2
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

+4
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

= 2L
N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+4ρ

2D
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

+4
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.

This proves the lemma. □

We derive the following result using Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose Assumptions 2.1-2.5 hold. For s > 0, we have the following
inequality (

1
2γρ

− sc2
A

)∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
(ρ+4Nsρ2D)AT

i Ai+Pi

≥ 1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini
+Gk,

(3.9)

where Hk := 1
2 ∑

N
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+ 2−γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ k+1 −λ k
∥∥2

+ 1
γ

〈
λ k −λ k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1

)〉
and Gk := Hk −4s∑

N
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.
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Proof We recall from Lemma 3.3 the following inequality

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi

≥ α

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi

+
1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

+
2− γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥∥2
+

1
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉.

(3.10)

Next we recall the inequality of Lemma 3.4 given as

c2
A

∥∥∥λ
k −λ

∗
∥∥∥2

≤ 2L
N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2

+4ρ
2D
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

+4
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

.

(3.11)

Summing (3.11) multiplied by s > 0 and (3.10), we get(
1

2γρ
− sc2

A

)∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi
+4sρ

2D
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

≥ (α −2Ls)
N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
+

1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi

+
1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

−4s
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

+
2− γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥∥2
+

1
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉.

(3.12)

We use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to find

4sρ
2D
∥∥∥∥ N

∑
j=1

A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)∥∥∥∥2

≤ 4Nsρ
2D

N

∑
j=1

∥A j
(
xk

j − x∗j
)
∥2.

Using this inequality in (3.12) and rearranging, we get(
1

2γρ
− sc2

A

)∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
(ρ+4Nsρ2D)AT

i Ai+Pi

≥ 1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini

+
1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

−4s
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

+
2− γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥∥2
+

1
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉,

which is the desired inequality. □

To show the main convergence result Proposition 2.6, we need the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 3.6. If s > 0 satisfies

s
[
ρ

2D∥Ai∥2 +
L
N

]
<

α

2N
, (3.13)

there exists µs ∈ (0,1) such that

∥x∥2
(ρ+4Nsρ2D)AT

i Ai+Pi
≤ µs∥x∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini

∀ x ∈ Rni . (3.14)

Proof If we choose s > 0 that satisfies (3.13), we have

(ρ +4Nsρ
2D)AT

i Ai +Pi ≺ ρAT
i Ai +Pi +2(α −2Ls)Ini .

Thus, we obtain the final result for µs ∈ (0,1), which is sufficiently close to 1. □

Lemma 3.7. If one chooses some ξi > 0 such that 0 < γ < 2, ρ > 0, and s > 0 satisfies the
following conditions:{

ρAT
i Ai +Pi −8s(ρAT

i Ai +Pi)
T (ρAT

i Ai +Pi)− ρ

ξi
AT

i Ai ≻ 0,
∑

N
i=1 ξi < 2− γ,

then we have

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

−4s
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

+
2− γ

2γ2ρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥∥2
+

1
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉≥ 0.

Proof Using Young’s inequality, we have

2
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉=

N

∑
i=1

2
γ
(λ k −λ

k+1)T Ai(xk
i − xk+1

i )

≥−
N

∑
i=1

(
ξi

ργ2 ∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥2 +
ρ

ξi
∥Ai(xk

i − xk+1
i )∥2

)

=−∑
N
i=1 ξi

ργ2 ∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥2 −
N

∑
i=1

ρ

ξi
∥Ai(xk

i − xk+1
i )∥2,

(3.15)

16



for ξ j > 0 (1 ≤ j ≤ N). Adding ∑
N
i=1
∥∥xk+1

i −xk
i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

, −8s∑
N
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i −xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

, and

2−γ

γ2ρ

∥∥λ k+1 −λ k
∥∥2 to both sides of (3.15), we obtain

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − xk

i
∥∥2

ρAT
i Ai+Pi

−8s
N

∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥(ρAT
i Ai +Pi

)(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)∥∥∥∥2

+
2− γ

γ2ρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

k∥∥2
+

2
γ

〈
λ

k −λ
k+1,A

(
xk − xk+1)〉

≥
N

∑
i=1

∥xk+1
i − xk

i ∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi−8s(ρAT
i Ai+Pi)T (ρAT

i Ai+Pi)− ρ

ξi
AT

i Ai

+

(
2− γ −∑

N
i=1 ξi

γ2ρ

)
∥λ

k+1 −λ
k∥2

for ξ j > 0 ( j = 1, · · · ,N). The proof is done. □

We are now ready to show our main convergence and rate results.

Proof of Theorem 2.6 By applying Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7 to the inequality of Proposition 3.5, we
get (

1
2γρ

− sc2
A

)∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

µs

2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini

≥ 1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini
.

This gives the following inequality

σ

(
1

2γρ

∥∥λ
k −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini

)

≥ 1
2γρ

∥∥λ
k+1 −λ

∗∥∥2
+

1
2

N

∑
i=1

∥∥xk+1
i − x∗i

∥∥2
ρAT

i Ai+Pi+2(α−2Ls)Ini
,

where σ = max
{

1−2γρsc2
A,µs

}
. The proof is done. □

4 Numerical experiments
In this section, we present numerical tests of Algorithm 1 supporting the linear conver-
gence property proved in Theorem 2.6. We test the Algorithm 1 for the linearly const
rained quadratic programming (LCQP) model [39] and the optimal source allocation prob-
lem [40]. In Section 4, all numerical experiments were performed using Python 3.10.16
with NumPy 2.1.3, SciPy 1.10.1, and Matplotlib 3.9.2 on a workstation with an Intel Core
i9-12900KS CPU (3.40 GHz) and 32.0 GB RAM.
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4.1 The LCQP Model
Here we consider the following LCQP model:

min
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)

s.t.
N

∑
i=1

Aixi = c

(4.1)

where fi : Rni → R is given by fi(xi) = 1
2 xT

i Hixi + xT
i qi with Hi ∈ Sni

+, qi ∈ Rni , Ai ∈
Rm×ni and c ∈ Rm. Since Hi ∈ Sni

+, the quadratic function fi is strongly convex for each
i = 1, . . . ,N. We take n1 = · · · = nN := n in our experiment. We conduct experiments with
the damping parameter γ ∈ {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}, and the penalty parameter ρ , chosen as
{0.03,1,5,10} for N = 3 and {10−5,0.1,5,10} for N = 10, in Algorithm 1. The matrices
involved in this problem are randomly generated through the following procedure:

1. Each Ai ∈ Rm×ni(i = 1, . . . ,N) is randomly generated with i.i.d. standard normal entries
with satisfying the condition that

[
AT

1 ; . . . ;AT
N
]

has full column rank.
2. The positive semi-definite matrices Pi ∈ Rni×ni(i = 1, . . . ,N) are generated by sampling

B ∈Rni×ni with i.i.d. standard normal entries, and then symmetrizing as Pi =
1
2 (B+BT )

with checking that the eigenvalues of Pi are non-negative.
3. The positive definite matrices Hi ∈ Sni

+(i = 1, . . . ,N) are generated by first sampling
B ∈Rni×ni with i.i.d. standard normal entries, and then symmetrizing as Hi =

1
2 (B+BT )

with checking that the eigenvalues of Hi are positive.
4. We first generate the optimal solution x∗i ∈Rni and λ ∗ ∈Rm as follows: x∗i = randn(ni,1)

for i = 1, . . . ,N, and λ ∗ = randn(m,1);
5. Next we define qi ∈ Rni(i = 1, · · · ,N) and c ∈ Rm as follows: qi = −Hix∗i +AT

i λ ∗ and

c = ∑
N
i=1 Aix∗i so that

(
x∗1

T , · · · ,x∗N
T ,λ ∗T

)T
satisfies the KKT conditions.

We update xk+1
i in (1.5) using the equation from the optimality given as follows:

Hixk+1
i +qi +ρAT

i

(
Aixk+1

i +∑
j ̸=i

A jxk
j − c− λ k

ρ

)
+Pi

(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)
= 0.

We define the error metric at each k-th iteration for uk =
(
xk

1, . . . ,x
k
N ;λ k

)
as follows:

dis(uk) := max
{∥∥xk

1 − x∗1
∥∥, . . . ,∥∥xk

N − x∗N
∥∥,∥∥λ

k −λ
∗∥∥}. (4.2)

The initial values u0 = (x0
1, . . . ,x

0
N ;λ 0) are set to zero. The experiments were conducted for

N = 3 with m = 100 and n = 40, and for N = 10 with m = 100 and n = 60. The experimental
results are plotted in Figures 1 and 2 for the 3-block case, and in Figures 3 and 4 for the 10-
block case. We find that the value dis(uk) decreases to zero linearly as expected in Theorem
2.6.
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As shown in Figure 1, for fixed values of the damping parameter γ ∈ {0.1,0.5}, the
algorithm exhibits the fastest convergence when ρ = 1. This indicates that a smaller penalty
parameter does not necessarily lead to faster convergence, emphasizing the importance of
proper choice of the penalty parameter ρ for the fast convergence. Figure 2 shows the effect
of the damping parameter γ under fixed ρ . The convergence rate improves as γ increases
when ρ = 0.03, whereas for ρ = 5, the algorithm exhibits similar convergence rates across
all tested values of γ , indicating limited sensitivity to the damping parameter.

(a) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.1 (b) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.5

(c) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.5 (d) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.9

Fig. 1 Experimental results on LCQP model for N = 3 (m = 100, n = 40), with fixed γ and
varying ρ .
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(a) ρ = 0.03, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9} (b) ρ = 5, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}

Fig. 2 Experimental results on LCQP model for N = 3 (m = 100, n = 40), with fixed ρ and
varying γ .

(a) ρ = {10−5,0.1,5,10}, γ = 0.1 (b) ρ = {10−5,0.1,5,10}, γ = 0.5

(c) ρ = {10−5,0.1,5,10}, γ = 1.5 (d) ρ = {10−5,0.1,5,10}, γ = 1.9

Fig. 3 Experimental results on LCQP model for N = 10 (m = 100, n = 60), with fixed γ and
varying ρ .
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(a) ρ = 10−5, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9} (b) ρ = 5, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}

Fig. 4 Experimental results on LCQP model for N = 10 (m = 100, n = 60), with fixed ρ and
varying γ .

4.2 The Optimal Resource Allocation Problem
In this example, we consider the following case:

min
N

∑
i=1

fi(xi)

s.t.
N

∑
i=1

xi = 0

where fi : R → R is given as fi(xi) = (1/2)ai(xi − ci)
2 + log[1 + exp(bi(xi − di))] with

the coefficients ai,bi,ci,di generated randomly with uniform distributions on [0,2], [−2,2],
[−10,10], [−10,10] respectively. We conduct experiments with the damping parameter γ ∈
{0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}, and the penalty parameter ρ ∈ {0.03,1,5,10} in Algorithm 1. We update
xk+1

i in (1.5) using the equation derived from the optimality given as follows:

ai
(
xk+1

i − ci
)
+

biexp
[
bi
(
xk+1

i −di
)]

1+ exp
[
bi
(
xk+1

i −di
)] +ρ

(
xk+1

i +∑
j ̸=i

xk
j −

λ k

ρ

)
+Pi

(
xk+1

i − xk
i
)
= 0.

In order to study the convergence behavior of the test algorithms, we test two cases:
6-block and 20-block. The value u∗ =

(
x∗1, . . . ,x

∗
N ;λ ∗) is obtained numerically by running

Algorithm 1 4,000 iterations. We employ the same error metric dis(uk) as defined in (4.2)
for this experiment. The initial values u0 = (x0

1, . . . ,x
0
N ;λ 0) are set to zero. The experimental

results are plotted in Figures 5 and 6 for the 6-block case, and in Figures 7 and 8 for the
20-block case. We observe that the value dis(uk) converges linearly to zero, as anticipated in
Theorem 2.6.

Figure 5 illustrates that, for fixed damping parameters γ ∈ {0.1,0.5,1.5}, the algorithm
achieves the fastest convergence when ρ = 1. This suggests that simply choosing a smaller
penalty parameter does not guarantee faster convergence, highlighting the need for proper
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choice of ρ for the fast convergence. In Figure 6, the effect of the damping parameter γ is
investigated at fixed value of ρ . When ρ = 0.03, increasing γ leads to improved convergence
rates. In contrast, for ρ = 5, the convergence rates remain similar regardless of the value of γ ,
implying that the algorithm’s performance is relatively insensitive to changes in γ .

(a) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.1 (b) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.5

(c) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.5 (d) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.9

Fig. 5 Experimental results on the optimal resource allocation model for N = 6, with fixed γ

and varying ρ .

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we study the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM algorithm designed to solve the lin-
early coupled optimization problems in a parallel way. We achieved the first result for the
linear convergence of the algorithm and derived its convergence rate when the cost func-
tions are strongly convex and Lipschitz continuous. This is the first linear convergence result
for the Jacobi-Proximal ADMM. We also presented numerical experiments supporting the
convergence result.
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(a) ρ = 0.03, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9} (b) ρ = 5, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}

Fig. 6 Experimental results on the optimal resource allocation model for N = 6, with fixed ρ

under varying γ .

(a) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.1 (b) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 0.5

(c) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.5 (d) ρ = {0.03,1,5,10}, γ = 1.9

Fig. 7 Experimental results on the optimal resource allocation model for N = 20, with fixed
γ under varying ρ .
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(a) ρ = 0.03, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9} (b) ρ = 5, γ = {0.1,0.5,1.5,1.9}

Fig. 8 Experimental results on the optimal resource allocation model for N = 20, with fixed
ρ under varying γ .
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linéaires. Revue française d’automatique, informatique, recherche opérationnelle. Anal-
yse numérique 9(R2), 41–76 (1975) https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/197509R20104176

[12] Wei, E., Ozdaglar, A.: Distributed alternating direction method of multipliers. In: Pro-
ceedings of the 51st IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, Maui, Hawaii, USA,
pp. 5445–5450 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1109/CDC.2012.6425904 . IEEE

[13] He, B., Hou, L., Yuan, X.: On full jacobian decomposition of the augmented lagrangian
method for separable convex programming. SIAM Journal on Optimization 25(4),
2274–2312 (2015) https://doi.org/10.1137/140980808

[14] Deng, W., Yin, W.: On the global and linear convergence of the generalized alternating
direction method of multipliers. Journal of Scientific Computing 66, 889–916 (2016)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-016-0247-4

[15] Han, D., Yuan, X.: Local linear convergence of the alternating direction method of mul-
tipliers for quadratic programs. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis 51(6), 3446–3457

25

https://doi.org/10.1137/100781894
https://doi.org/10.1214/11-AOS949
https://doi.org/10.1214/11-AOS949
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471725293
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471725293
https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.11.3.399
https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.11.3.399
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-82118-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-82118-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0898-1221(76)90014-0
https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/197509R20104176
https://doi.org/10.1109/CDC.2012.6425904
https://doi.org/10.1137/140980808
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-016-0247-4


(2013) https://doi.org/10.1137/120886753

[16] Yang, W.H., Han, D.: Linear convergence of the alternating direction method of multi-
pliers for a class of convex optimization problems. SIAM journal on Numerical Analysis
54(2), 625–640 (2016) https://doi.org/10.1137/140974237

[17] Yuan, X., Zeng, S., Zhang, J.: Discerning the linear convergence of admm for struc-
tured convex optimization through the lens of variational analysis. Journal of Machine
Learning Research 21(83), 1–75 (2020)

[18] Lin, T., Ma, S., Zhang, S.: On the global linear convergence of the admm with multi-
block variables. SIAM Journal on Optimization 25(3), 1478–1497 (2015) https://doi.
org/10.1137/140983860

[19] Hong, M., Luo, Z.-Q.: On the linear convergence of the alternating direction method
of multipliers. Mathematical Programming 162(1), 165–199 (2017) https://doi.org/10.
1007/s10107-016-1046-z

[20] Liu, Y., Yuan, X., Zeng, S., Zhang, J.: Partial error bound conditions and the linear
convergence rate of the alternating direction method of multipliers. SIAM Journal on
Numerical Analysis 56(4), 2095–2123 (2018) https://doi.org/10.1137/17M1144623

[21] Giselsson, P., Boyd, S.: Linear convergence and metric selection for douglas-rachford
splitting and admm. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 62(2), 532–544 (2016)
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.2016.2564160

[22] Davis, D., Yin, W.: Faster convergence rates of relaxed peaceman-rachford and admm
under regularity assumptions. Mathematics of Operations Research 42(3), 783–805
(2017) https://doi.org/10.1287/moor.2016.0827

[23] Nishihara, R., Lessard, L., Recht, B., Packard, A., Jordan, M.: A general analysis of the
convergence of admm. In: International Conference on Machine Learning, pp. 343–352
(2015). PMLR. http://proceedings.mlr.press/v37/nishihara15.html

[24] Douglas, J., Rachford, H.H.: On the numerical solution of heat conduction problems
in two and three space variables. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society
82(2), 421–439 (1956) https://doi.org/10.2307/1993056

[25] Eckstein, J., Bertsekas, D.P.: On the douglas—rachford splitting method and the proxi-
mal point algorithm for maximal monotone operators. Mathematical Programming 55,
293–318 (1992) https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01582130

[26] Gabay, D.: Chapter ix applications of the method of multipliers to variational inequal-
ities. In: Studies in Mathematics and Its Applications vol. 15, pp. 299–331. Elsevier,
Amsterdam (1983). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-2024(08)70034-1

26

https://doi.org/10.1137/120886753
https://doi.org/10.1137/140974237
https://doi.org/10.1137/140983860
https://doi.org/10.1137/140983860
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10107-016-1046-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10107-016-1046-z
https://doi.org/10.1137/17M1144623
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.2016.2564160
https://doi.org/10.1287/moor.2016.0827
https://doi.org/10.2307/1993056
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01582130
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-2024(08)70034-1


[27] Luo, Z.-Q., Tseng, P.: Error bound and convergence analysis of matrix splitting algo-
rithms for the affine variational inequality problem. SIAM Journal on Optimization 2(1),
43–54 (1992) https://doi.org/10.1137/0802003

[28] Lions, P.-L., Mercier, B.: Splitting algorithms for the sum of two nonlinear operators.
SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis 16(6), 964–979 (1979) https://doi.org/10.1137/
0716064

[29] Boley, D.: Local linear convergence of the alternating direction method of multipliers on
quadratic or linear programs. SIAM Journal on Optimization 23(4), 2183–2207 (2013)
https://doi.org/10.1137/120878951

[30] He, B., Yuan, X.: On the o(1/n) convergence rate of the douglas–rachford alternating
direction method. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis 50(2), 700–709 (2012) https:
//doi.org/10.1137/110838712

[31] Monteiro, R.D., Svaiter, B.F.: Iteration-complexity of block-decomposition algorithms
and the alternating direction method of multipliers. SIAM Journal on Optimization
23(1), 475–507 (2013) https://doi.org/10.1137/12088455X

[32] He, B., Yuan, X.: On non-ergodic convergence rate of douglas–rachford alternating
direction method of multipliers. Numerische Mathematik 130(3), 567–577 (2015) https:
//doi.org/10.1007/s00211-014-0640-8

[33] Chen, C., He, B., Ye, Y., Yuan, X.: The direct extension of admm for multi-block con-
vex minimization problems is not necessarily convergent. Mathematical Programming
155(1), 57–79 (2016) https://doi.org/10.1007/s10107-014-0826-5

[34] Li, M., Sun, D., Toh, K.-C.: A convergent 3-block semi-proximal admm for convex min-
imization problems with one strongly convex block. Asia-Pacific Journal of Operational
Research 32(04), 1550024 (2015) https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217595915500246

[35] Chen, C., Shen, Y., You, Y.: On the convergence analysis of the alternating direction
method of multipliers with three blocks. In: Abstract and Applied Analysis, vol. 2013,
p. 183961 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/183961 . Wiley Online Library

[36] Lin, T., Ma, S., Zhang, S.: Global convergence of unmodified 3-block admm for a class
of convex minimization problems. Journal of Scientific Computing 76(1), 69–88 (2018)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-017-0612-7

[37] Han, D., Yuan, X.: A note on the alternating direction method of multipliers. Journal
of Optimization Theory and Applications 155, 227–238 (2012) https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10957-012-0003-z

[38] Lin, T.-Y., Ma, S.-Q., Zhang, S.-Z.: On the sublinear convergence rate of multi-block
admm. Journal of the Operations Research Society of China 3, 251–274 (2015) https:
//doi.org/10.1007/s40305-015-0092-0

27

https://doi.org/10.1137/0802003
https://doi.org/10.1137/0716064
https://doi.org/10.1137/0716064
https://doi.org/10.1137/120878951
https://doi.org/10.1137/110838712
https://doi.org/10.1137/110838712
https://doi.org/10.1137/12088455X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00211-014-0640-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00211-014-0640-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10107-014-0826-5
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217595915500246
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/183961
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-017-0612-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-012-0003-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-012-0003-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40305-015-0092-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40305-015-0092-0


[39] Shen, Y., Zuo, Y., Zhang, X.: A faster generalized admm-based algorithm using
a sequential updating scheme with relaxed step sizes for multiple-block linearly
constrained separable convex programming. Journal of Computational and Applied
Mathematics 393, 113503 (2021) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2021.113503

[40] Xiao, L., Boyd, S.: Optimal scaling of a gradient method for distributed resource allo-
cation. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications 129, 469–488 (2006) https:
//doi.org/10.1007/s10957-006-9100-9

28

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2021.113503
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-006-9100-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-006-9100-9

	Introduction
	Related works
	Contribution
	Organization

	Statement of the main result
	Proof of the main result
	Numerical experiments
	The LCQP Model
	The Optimal Resource Allocation Problem

	Conclusion

