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Abstract

We investigate the computation of the gradient of the valuretion in parametric convex optimization problems. Weivaer
general expression for the gradient of the value functioteims of the cost function, constraints and Lagrange migdti In
particular, we show that for the strictly convex parametfiadratic program the value function is continuously défaiable
(denoted €) at every point in the interior of feasible space for whick thinear Independent Constraint Qualification holds.

I. NOTATION

In general, we use bold letters (e.g,,A) to denote vectors and matrices, and calligraphic letters.(A) to denote sets.
With N, R, R™ and R™*"™ we denote the set of integers, real numberslimensional real (column) vectors, amd x n
real matrices, respectively. Furthermolg,denotes the identity matrix iR”*", while 0,, denotes the vector iR™ with all
elements equadl, and1,, denotes the vector iR™ with all elements equal. For a setA the set of all subsets od is denoted
with 24, For a setd C R™ we denote withcl(A) the closure ofd and withint(A) the interior of A. For matrix A € R™*",
with AT we denote its transpose. For symmetric matkix= A" € R™*”, with A = 0 we state that it is positive definite,
and with A > 0 that is is positive semidefinite. For a vectore R™ with x; we denotei-th element ofk, ¢ € {1,...,n}. For
a matrix A € R™*™ with A; ; we denote the element &k in -th row andj-th column, withA; we denote the&-th row,
with A, ; we denote thg-th column,i € {1,...,m}, j € {1,...,n}, with Ag we denote the matrix formed by rows &f
indexed by& C {1,...,m}.

Let h: R™ — R™ be a (vector valued) function,
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X

Ohy Ohy
3—171(?(0) a—xn(XO)
oh ) )
&(Xo) = : : ) 1)
Do (o) v Ly
ox1 0 oxy, 0
where 5 Ohi(x)
i o i\X ; .
oz, (x0) := Or; |y Vie{l,...,m},Vje{l,...,n}.

The expressior{1) is also callddcobian matrixof h at xo. Note that for a scalar functioli : R™ — R that is differentiable
at xq, the Jacobian matrix becomesaw vector

)= | S - Sl |-

The gradient ofi” computed atxy, denoted a&/«V (x¢), is acolumn vectotin R defined as

ov
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VXV(XQ) = {&(Xo)] .
Note that the gradientV<V(xo) is well defined wherV is differentiable atx, (i.e., V' does not have to be differentiable

everywhere, it is sufficient for it to be differentiable Idiga
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Il. PARAMETRIC CONVEX OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM
Consider the following parametric convex optimization ldem:
V(x):= mzin f(z,x)
st. g(z,x) <0,

)

wheref : R* x R” — R andg : R®* x R™ — R™ are convexand continuously differentiabléunctions on their domains,
x € R" is the parametey, € R is the optimization vector, while € N, s € N, andm € N, denote the number of parameters,
optimization variables, and constraints, respectively.

The functionf(z, x) is called thecost functiong(z, x) are referred to asonstraints and functionV (x) : R* — R is called
the value function With X C R™ we denote theset of feasible parameters

X :={xeR"|3zecR’:g(z,x) <0,}. 3)

Sinceg(z, x) is a convex function, it follows that’ C R is a closed convex sdt.
In the rest of the paper we use the following standing assiempt

Assumption 1. The set of feasible parametess, is a full-dimensional set iiR", and optimization probleni]2) is well defined
for all x € X, i.e., V(x) is finite and minimum is achieved with sorm&(x).

Now we can defineZ : X = 2%, a point-to-set mapping that maps eack X to aset of feasible optimization variables
Z(x) :={z € R* | g(z,x) < Om}, 4)
as well asZ* : X = 2%, the point-to-set mapping that maps eack X to anoptimal set
Z'(x) ={z€ Zx) | f(z,%) < f(2,%) Yz € Z(x)}. ®)

Under Assumptiof]1, by using convexity gfz, x) and f(z, x), one can easily show tha(x) and Z*(x) are closed convex
sets for allx € X.
In the following we use the notion of amptimizer (function) for the problem{2)z* : X — R?,
z"(x) € Z*(x). (6)

In general,Z*(x) is not a singleton, and expressidn (6) states #iék) is choosingone particular value for eack. We do
not limit ourselves in the way this choice is being made, h@xeve will later put some conditions on the propertiezof ).
In this paper we are interested in computation of a gradiéthe value functionV,V (x), for all x in interior of X.
[1l. GRADIENT OF THE VALUE FUNCTION
For problem[(R) we introduce a dual problem

Vb (x) := Jnax inf L(z, A, x), (7

>0,, =z
where L : R* x R™ x R™ — R is the Lagrangian function
L(z,\,x) == f(z,x) + A g(z,x), (8)

and A € R™ is the vector of dual variables, i.e., Lagrange multipli@snilarly as in the case ofl(2), we denote wiff(x)
an optimal value of dual variables, which is one choice oualbfvailable optimizers of{7) at € X.

Assumption 2. Strong duality holds for the problerfl(2) and its dudl (7)xat X, i.e.,
V(x) = Vb (x). 9)

Note that there is variety of (sufficient) regularity comalits (e.g., Slater condition, Linear Independence Comstualifi-
cation) which guarantee that the convex probléin (2) sadigiiesumptioi R.

Under Assumptio]2 we know that Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT}tfiorder necessary conditions must be satisfied for an
optimal solution(z*, A*) of primal problem[(2) and dual problerl (7) &te X

Vaf(z",%) + Y A Vagi(z", %) = 0,, (10)
=1

1The setX is projection (convexity preserving operation) of an istattion (convexity preserving operation) of a finite numifesublevel sets of convex
functions (convexity preserving operatiog)(z,x), i = 1,...,m.



g(z",x) < 0y, (12)

A" > 0, (12)
Mgi(z",%x)=0, i=1,...,m. (13)
To emphasize that* and \* depend on paramet&r € X', we write the stationarity conditiof_(1L0) in the followingrin
8f * S\ o *(=\1 T ag *3\ <) N1
5 (2 (%), %) + V(%)) 5> (27 (%), %) = 0] (14)
Under Assumption]2, atz* (X), A*(X)) the value functiorl” has the same value as the Lagrangian funcfione.,
V(x) = L(z* (%), A" (%), %) = f(2" (%), %) + [\ (%)] " g(z" (%), %). (15)
Let z*(-) and A*(-) be continuously differentiable functions fate X'. By differentiating [Ib) we get
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By rearranging the terms we have
P = Lm0 +lae 000 0+ V0] B (5), %)+
(5 0%+ Xl (0.3 ) G )
which combined with the KKT conditiori {14) finally gives

8V778f * =\ o *——TaA*— *—Tag * =\ o

(%) = 52" (%),%) + [8(2" (%), %)) 5= (%) + A (0] 2 (2 (%), %). (16)
Clearly, the expressiofi (IL6) is the transpose of the gradietne value function. We repeat again that this resultWai/ (x)
was derived under assumption of continuous differeniighif z*(-) andA*(-) atx € X.

Definition 1 (Active set) Consider a feasible pointz,x) of problem [2). We say that théth constraintg;(z,x) < 0,

i € {1,...,m}, is activeat (z,x) if g;(z,x) = 0. If g;(z,x) < 0 we say that the-th constraint isinactive at (z,x). The
active set forx € X, denotedA(x), is the set of all constraints that are active(zt(x), x)
Ax):={ie{l,...,m} | gi(z"(X), %) = 0}. (17)

Note that: i)() may be an active set for sonsec X, ii) there may be some subsets{f, ..., m} which are not active sets
for any x € X, iii) the number of (different) active sets of problem (2)asmost2™.

Definition 2 (Critical region) Let £ be an active set of problerql(2) (i.e., there exi®ts X such thatA(x) = £). Then the
following set
R(E) ={xeX| Alx)=¢&} (18)

is called thecritical region of problem [[2) (associated with an active $8t

Definition 3 (Neighboring regions)Two critical regions;R; andR., are calledneighboringif intersection of their closures
is a hon-empty set
cl(R1) Ncl(Ry) # 0.

In the following we will useA to denote the set of all active sets of probldm (2) that geedidl-dimensional critical
regions

A={EC{l,....,m}|Ixe X: AKX) =&, R(E) is full-dimensional set, (19)
and note the following statement is true
x = d(R(€)), (20)
£eA

becauseY is a closed full-dimensional set.



Lemma 1. Let Assumptiof]1 and Assumptith 2 hold. Eee A and let the solution to the probleif?) and its dual(7),
z*(x) and A*(x), be continuously differentiable functions an(R(€)). Then for allx € int(R(€)) the gradient of the value
function can be computed as follows

v = [0 )| + [ Bie0] xiew, @
- v = [0 o] + 3 [Zeren] K @)

=
Proof: From complementarity slackness conditions| (13) it folldivat for all j € {1,...,m} \ £ one has\}(x) = 0 for

all x € int(R¢). Since for alli € £ one hasy;(z*(x),x) = 0 for all x € int(R¢), clearly the second term il ([16) is equal to
0, while the third term keeps only components indexedcbyrherefore [(I6) reduces tb {21) arid](22). [ ]

Theorem 2. Let Assumptiofil1 and Assumptidn 2 hold. Let the solutionggthblem(2) and its dual(@), z*(x) and A*(x),
be: i) continuous functions oimt(X’), and ii) continuously differentiable functions ant(R(£)) for all £ € A. Then the
gradient of the value functiorVxV (x), is given by expressiof21) for all x € int(X'). Furthermore, V4V (x) is a continuous
function for all x € int(X).

Proof: Sincez*(x) and A*(x) are continuously differentiable for akt € int(R(£)), and f(z*(x),x) and g(z*(x), x)
are continuously differentiable omt(X’), we can use Lemma 1. Frohi {22) we see tRatl’(x) is a continuous function
on int(R(€)) because its computation involves composition, multipi@a and addition of a finite number of continuous
functions.

What is left to prove is that for any pointg on the boundary of the closure of two full-dimensional néigting critical
regions we get the same value for the gradient from both sldetsR; and R, be two full-dimensional neighboring critical
regions, with active set§; andé&,, and letxg € int(X’) be a point on their shared boundary,

XB € Cl(Rl) n Cl(Rl)

Since V4V (x) is continuous orint(Ry), k£ = 1,2, we can define its limit when approachisg from interior of int(Ry,)

. . of . ' 9Gi , T
Vi Vi(xp) := lim ViV(x) = lim —(z"(x),x E z"(X),x A7 (x).
k(xs) x € int(Ry) ) x € int(Ry) [8)(( < )} +i€£k {ax( ) )} ()
X — XB X — XB

By using the fact that*(x) and A*(x) are continuous onnt(X’), and thatf(z*(x),x), andg(z*(x),x) are continuously
differentiable functions ornt(X’), the above expression becomes

Vi Vi(xB) = [%(Z*(XB%XB)}T + Z [811 (Z*(XB)axB)} Aj (xB), k=1,2.

Hence we get

Vilxs) = Vilalxn) = 0 (G (en)xe) | Nixs) = Y |G n)oxm) | AiGxn) (23)
i€(&1\&2) JE(E2\E1)

Note that for all; € {1,...,m} \ & and allx € R,, by complementarity slackneds {13), we hayg¢x) = 0. Since A} (x)

is continuous function ofnt(X) this implies that\! (xg) = 0 for all i € {1,...,m} \ &. With similar reasoning we deduce

that \;(xp) = 0 for all j € {1,...,m} \ &1. Therefore, all terms on the right hand side of the aboveesgion vanish, and

we have proven the claim.

|
Note that we exclude points on the boundary®from Theoremi P because the gradient of a function is well ddfionly
for points in strict interior of function’s domain.



IV. M ULTI-PARAMETRIC QUADRATIC PROGRAM
Consider the following special case of probldémh (2), the albed multi-parametric quadratic programming (mpQP) feoh

— in LT
V(x) = min 5z Hz (24)

s.t. Gz <W + Sx,

whereH=H' - 0, H e R***, G e R™**, W € R™ andS € R™*", andX = {x e R" | 3z € R* : Gz < W + Sx} is a
full-dimensional set.
It can be shown that the dual for probleim](24) is
1
Vb (x) 1= max —§>\TGH‘1GTA — AT (W + 8Sx)
st. A>0,,.

Corollary 3. Let Linear Independent Constraint Qualification (LICQ) thdbr all x € X in mpQP (24). Then the value
function V' (x) is continuously differentiable omt(X’), and its gradient is given by the following expression

ViV(x) = =STA*(x), Vx € int(X). (26)

(25)

Proof: SinceH is positive definite and constraints in {24) are linear, tAssumptior 1l and Assumptidd 2 are satisfied.
Furthermore, it is knowhthat, under LICQ, the following holds fof {(R4J=(25): the ibpal solutions £*(x), A*(x)) are
continuous functions omnt(X’), with (one) affine expression for each critical region;icat regions are polyhedra (some
boundaries of critical region may be open and some closediXtay partition the feasible spacdeg the value functiorl/ (x)
is continuous and convex function, with (one) quadraticrezpion for each critical region.

Since all conditions of Theoref 2 are satisfied we can ut{Z to computeV,V (x) for all x € int(X). By noting that
f(z,x) = 1z Hz andg(z,x) = Gz — Sx — W, we get

V0 = | 2. 4 |2 a0 )| XG0 = -STA(0. Ve imt(Y),

which is continuous function oint(X’), sinceA*(x) is continuous orint(X). [ |
The result of CorollaryI3 can be made even more precise if wdrderested in the expression ©Of,V (x) for one critical
regionR(£), whereé € A,

ViV (x) = =S Ai(x), Vx € R(E)Nint(X), (27)
which combined with
Ar = —(GeH'G) Y (We +Sex), Vx € R(E), (28)
finally gives
ViV(x) = =S (GeH G ) H(We +Sex), Vx € R(E) Nint(X). (29)

Note that in the case whelh € A (i.e., there is a full-dimensional critical region with wrstrained solutionR(0)) the
expression[{29) must be modified to
VxV(x) =0,, VxeR(0)Nint(X). (30)

We point out that Corollari]3 can be proven more directlyhwiit referral to the generalized result of Theofém 2.
Second proof of Corollary]3:By strong duality of [24) and (25) we get

V(x) = —%[A*(x)]TGH’lGTA*(x) — [A*(x)] T (W + Sx). (31)

By differentiation of [31) (assuming € int(R(£)) for some& € A) we get

oN* T B . AON* T .
ViV(x) = - { B (x)} GH'G'A*(x) - [ o (x)] (W +Sx) — STA*(x) = -
S : GH!GTX* W -8 STA*
N [ 0x (X)] (- (x) =W —8x) — (x).
By KKT condition (10) we have
z" (X) = _HilGT)\* (X)7 (33)

2See details inJ1] and]2].



which combined with[{32) gives

. o 1"
ViV(x) = —-S"A*(x)+ o (x)| (Gz*—W —8x) =
* T * T
= SN+ D |G| (G- Wi s+ Ti0] (@ - Wi -
ice | Ox ¥ ie{l,...m}\E ox
On
= —-STA*(x).
(34)

Expression[(34) was derived fare int(R(£)), but, since it is the same for all full-dimensional criticabions, and since we
have \*(x) continuous onnt(X), we have completed the proof. [ |
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