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Abstract—This paper addresses the challenge of localization in
federated settings, which are characterized by distributed data,
non-convexity, and non-smoothness. To tackle the scalability
and outlier issues inherent in such environments, we propose
a robust algorithm that employs an /;-norm formulation within
a novel federated ADMM framework. This approach addresses
the problem by integrating an iterative smooth approximation
for the total variation consensus term and employing a Moreau
envelope approximation for the convex function that appears in
a subtracted form. This transformation ensures that the problem
is smooth and weakly convex in each iteration, which results in
enhanced computational efficiency and improved estimation ac-
curacy. The proposed algorithm supports asynchronous updates
and multiple client updates per iteration, which ensures its adapt-
ability to real-world federated systems. To validate the reliability
of the proposed algorithm, we show that the method converges
to a stationary point, and numerical simulations highlight its
superior performance in convergence speed and outlier resilience
compared to existing state-of-the-art localization methods.

Index Terms—Federated learning, Robust learning, Dis-
tributed learning, Localization, Non-convex and non-smooth
optimization

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid expansion of the Internet of Things (IoT) and
cyber-physical systems has dramatically increased the amount
of data generated by edge devices. Traditional centralized
machine learning methods require aggregating this data on
a central server, leading to significant privacy concerns and
high communication bandwidth costs [[]]. Federated learning
(FL) has emerged as a promising solution to these challenges
by enabling decentralized and collaborative model training
without requiring clients to share their local data [2], [3].

Despite its advantages, FL faces critical challenges in real-
world applications. Outliers in client data can significantly dis-
tort the training process, making robust formulations necessary
[2]]-[4]]. Unlike traditional objectives, robust formulations of-
ten involve non-convex and non-smooth functions, which may
not even be weakly convex [3]. Many such formulations can
be expressed as difference of convex (DC) functions, which
are known to be challenging to optimize. Furthermore, FL sys-
tems must contend with device heterogeneity, as participating
devices vary in computational resources and communication
capabilities [6]. This heterogeneity necessitates algorithms
that support asynchronous updates and multiple updates per
iteration to improve efficiency and reduce communication
overhead. However, although recent advances have extended
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FL beyond smooth and convex objectives, many existing
methods still struggle to handle the complexities of robust
formulations and device heterogeneity effectively [7]. This
limitation highlights the need for new approaches.

Localization is a fundamental problem in IoT and cyber-
physical systems that inherently faces these federated learning
challenges, including distributed data, outliers, and device
heterogeneity. Localization estimates the position of an object
or event in an environment and is widely used in real-world
applications [8]. Common localization techniques include
time-of-arrival (ToA) [9]], received signal strength (RSS) [10],
time-difference-of-arrival [11]], and angle-of-arrival [12]]. ToA
and RSS are distance-based localization methods that leverage
existing communication infrastructure to estimate distances
between devices, making them particularly suitable for IoT
applications [13]. While simple and practical, these methods
are highly susceptible to errors caused by outliers in the data.
Robust localization methods mitigate this issue by minimizing
objective functions that penalize large errors, such as the ;-
norm. These problems are inherently DC optimization tasks,
as their objectives can often be expressed as the difference of
two convex functions.

Existing methods for addressing localization problems in-
clude projection techniques [14]], recursive weighted least
squares [15)], and ADMM-based methods [16]. While these
approaches are effective in centralized or offline scenarios,
they face significant limitations in FL settings. For example,
EL-ADMM was developed to solve non-convex local-
ization problems without relying on convex relaxation tech-
niques, but it struggles with handling outliers and lacks strong
convergence guarantees. Similarly, the distributed subgradient
method for robust localization (DSRL) [3] suffers from slow
convergence and inefficiency to support asynchronous and
multiple updates. The inherent DC structure of the robust
localization problem, coupled with the complexities of asyn-
chronous updates and device heterogeneity in FL systems,
makes it a particularly challenging optimization task. Ad-
dressing these challenges requires novel FL-based algorithms
designed specifically for DC optimization.

To address these challenges, this paper proposes a novel al-
gorithm for robust localization in federated settings, character-
ized by distributed data, non-convexity, and non-smoothness.
The algorithm employs an ¢;-norm formulation within a fed-
erated ADMM framework, incorporating an iterative smooth
approximation for the total variation consensus term and a
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Moreau envelope approximation for the convex function that
is subtracted in the problem formulation. This transformation
ensures that the problem becomes smooth and weakly convex
at each iteration, enhancing computational efficiency and es-
timation accuracy. The algorithm also supports asynchronous
updates and multiple client updates per iteration, making it
highly adaptable to real-world federated systems. We present
a theoretical analysis demonstrating the convergence of the
proposed method to a stationary point. Furthermore, numerical
simulations reveal that the proposed algorithm surpasses state-
of-the-art localization methods by achieving faster conver-
gence and improving resilience to outlier data.

II. PRELIMINARIES

We consider the problem of localization in a federated
setting with L sensors, where the location of the Ith sensor
is denoted by a; for [ = 1,2,...,L, and the set of all
sensor locations is represented as A = {aj,as,...,ar}.
The unknown source is located at x € R, which must be
estimated using range measurements between the source and
sensors. The observed range d; > 0 between the source and
sensor a; is modeled as

dl: ||X_alH+€lv l:1725"'7La (1)

where ¢; represents measurement noise. In a federated learning
setting, each sensor communicates with a central trusted
server; however, the exact measurements are restricted from
being shared due to privacy and communication constraints.
A common approach for estimating x is to assume that the
measurement noise follows an independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian distribution, leading to the following
maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) problem [13]:

. 1 2
x argimn I ; (Ilx — ay]|—d;y)” . 2)
In real-world scenarios, however, range measurements are
often affected by outliers due to sensor failures, multipath
effects, or non-line-of-sight conditions. The squared loss func-
tion in (@) amplifies the influence of these outliers, making the
estimation highly sensitive to outlier measurements.
To provide a more robust estimation, we can replace the
loss function in @) with an ¢;-norm loss [13]:
1 & L
% = argmin 7 > llx —a—di|= arg;ninz fix), @)
1=1 1=1
where the local objective function at sensor [ is

1
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This formulation reduces sensitivity to large errors and makes
the solution more robust to outliers. However, it introduces
new challenges by transforming the objective function into a
non-smooth, non-convex, and even non-weakly convex form,
making the optimization problem significantly more difficult.

ADMM seems like a natural choice for solving @) in a
federated setting due to its advantages in handling non-convex

and non-smooth problems in practice [17]-[19]. In order to
apply conventional ADMM, one might consider rewriting the
problem (@) in the following form:

> filx)
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subject to  x; = W,

min
{xit,w

vie{l,..., L}, 5)

where each sensor maintains a local copy x; while enforcing
consensus through a global variable w. Since f;(x) is non-
convex and non-smooth, ADMM cannot be applied directly, as
it requires at least weak convexity [17]], [18]. The lack of weak
convexity and smoothness also prevents the use of a closed-
form proximal update step or a linearized proximal function,
which is essential for the iterative structure of ADMM.

To address these limitations, we first rewrite f;(x) as a
difference of convex (DC) function:

filx) = Ti(x) — ¢u(x), (6)

which allows partial convexification of the problem with
Ii(x) = 2max(0, ||x — a;||—d;) and ¢;(x) = ||x — a;||—d;.
This decomposition allows us to rewrite the problem as

min
{xi},w

L
> Tuxi) - éi(z)
=1

subjectto x; =2z, w=x; Vie{l,...,L}. (1)
This formulation ensures that T';(x) has a closed-form proxi-
mal function, but ¢;(x) remains non-smooth and non-convex,
preventing direct application of ADMM.

We now take care of the constraint problem by introducing a
relaxation. The strict consensus constraint x; = w necessitates
the need for a smooth function when we update each x;. To
mitigate this issue, we replace the hard constraint with a total
variation norm, which allows a soft consensus between the
local variables while still preserving consistency. The modified
problem is reformulated as

L
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g =x, q=w,Vle{l,....,L}. 9

Since the objective function has bounded gradients, the total
variation norm with a suitable w does not interfere with
the consensus requirement while still allowing flexibility in
optimization [20].

After this relaxation, we still need to handle the non-
smoothness of the total variation norm regularization term
and the remaining nonconvex, non-smooth component ¢;(x)
as they get updated in the second block of ADMM. The next
sections discuss the details of the smoothing approach and the
convergence guarantees of the proposed method.



III. DISTRIBUTED ROBUST LOCALIZATION

To address the challenges of optimizing non-smooth func-
tions using ADMM, smoothing techniques are employed to
approximate a function g with a family of smooth functions
g, which preserve essential properties such as continuity and
differentiability. These approximations ensure that g(x, )
converges to g(x) as p — 01 [21]], allowing for effective
numerical optimization in federated settings.

In our approach, we approximate the ¢;-norm term |z||;
using a smooth function representation for each component
|2:], as introduced in [21]]. Specifically, the smoothing function
is defined as:

f(zip) = {|Zi|7

= p
2wt |zi| < p.

< |z
n< |zl (10)

This formulation ensures that the smoothed function h(z, 1) =
n . .

> iy f(zi,p) provides an upper bound on |z, which

converges to the exact /1 norm as p decreases. To further

refine the approximation, we apply a Moreau envelope to each

function ¢;(-), obtaining a smooth lower bound:

1 .
@HX —a|lP—d; if [|x —ayl|< g,

6, (%, 1) = an

||x—al|\—% —d; if |x —al|> .

Since —eg, (x, 1) is an upper bound for —¢;(x), minimizing it
ensures the original function is also minimized. Additionally,
—eg, (%, 1) exhibits %-smoothness with a bounded gradient,
ensuring weak convexity (i.e., —eg, (-, 1) + ﬁ [|-I* is convex).

Leveraging these approximations, we derive the following
augmented Lagrangian:

LU\PyU{vIJ’h-,)U'(b (X,W, Za Qv \1175, C) -
L

> <F1(Xl) — e, (21, 1) + O] (x0 — z1)
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where X = [x1,---,x1], £ = {Sl}lL:I’ ¢ = {Cl}lelv and
W = {W;}£ | are dual variables, 1; ¢ and j ¢ are smoothing
parameters, and o; ¢ and 0, ¢ are penalty parameters.

Each client [ operates independently, maintaining its own
update index k;, which tracks the number of local iterations
performed. Asynchronous updates are permitted, allowing
clients to perform multiple updates per global iteration k.
This design accounts for device heterogeneity, making it
suitable for federated learning.

To progressively refine the approximations, the parameters
lg, Ph, Oy, and o¢ are updated at each local iteration £
following the rules:

(ki) _ k) _ O (k) _ k) _ B
le —C\/k_laﬂ¢l —ﬁaogl —d\/E,MhL —ﬁ

13)

Since smoothing gradually diminishes over iterations, the op-
timization process progressively recovers the original problem
structure, enabling ADMM to operate effectively even in non-
smooth and non-convex settings.

To update x;, we solve the following optimization problem:

x") = argmin Ty(x) + (2" )T (2" ™)
k1) ki—1) Uéklil) ki—1)
+oy Il — 2" VP — g

(€N T (x, — gDy (14)

By grouping the quadratic and linear terms in (I4), we
rewrite the optimization problem as:

. v 1
x; = argmin Ty(x1) +  [x — p|* = Proxr, (p; —), (1)
X1

where
v=0f" + o, (16)
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The proximal operator of I'; is given by:
Proxr, (p; A) =
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To update z;, we solve the following optimization problem:

2 = argmin —e,(z, ") + (27T (") — )

o5
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By rearranging and completing the square, we rewrite (19) as:
2
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Thus, the update reduces to computing the proximal operator:
7, = Proxi%(_#;kl))(c; ), 21
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oy v
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because the function —=*--=* is weakly convex with modulus
1 . . . .
e [22]. The proximal operator is given by:
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For the updates of both g; and q; in parallel, we have:

Ky (k1)
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Following the simplification provided in [23], we get:
(k) (kz 1) C(kl 1)
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where for each component p € {1,...,P + 1} ep =
(k) _ & i (k) 4 G
Proxf( u0y (T — (kl) +wp + (kl) ; Uw) as

defined in [18]. Furthermoré the update for each dual variable
W, &, and (; is given by:

k) = gD k0 (xl(kz) _Zluﬂ)) (25)
é-l(kl) _ gl(kl—l) + Uékl) (X(kl) _ gl(kl)) (26)
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Accordingly, we set k;” to k; to provide updated values for
the central client.

After all clients update their local variables, the central
server performs the following update step for the global

variable w, aggregating information from all clients:
(kw+1) (k") _ #(k1%)
Zl 19 q L

(kP 41)
21:1 O¢

where k,, denotes the iteration of the global update. This up-
date ensures consistency across clients by incorporating latest
updates, aligning local and global optimization objectives.

We note that the asynchronicity of local updates does
not compromise the validity of the convergence proof. The
updates to the dual variables, following an ascent step, occur
after the updates of g; and q;. This order of updates mitigates
the impact of dual variable updates and ensures the conver-
gence of the algorithm while maintaining robustness to noise
introduced by smoothing, as the noise impact is bounded. To
maintain synchronization, we assume that while the global
update for w occurs, local updates for g;, q;, §;, and (;
are paused. Similarly, during local client updates, the global
variable update is temporarily suspended. Furthermore, there
exists a constant K, such that within every K, global steps,
each client updates its local variables at least once.

wiko) —

; (28)

Theorem 1 (Global Convergence). Assume that the param-

eters uékl), ugﬂ), oékl) and Ufpkl) are updated according to

(13D, pd > /80 and ac > \/g Then, Algorithm[I] converges

Algorithm 1: Federated Smoothing with Moreau en-
velope ADMM (FSMDM)

Initialize ¢, d, 3, K; for each node [, K., K, and the
parameters 7, 7y, and \;

for each node l = 1,---, L in parallel do

Update Iu(kl) ( )’ ‘uglkl) and O’(kl) by (IE)

for each local lteratwn k=1,---, K
( asynchronously) do

Update x by [@;

Update z( 2 by €D);

Update ’(/Jl by 23);

Receive updated variable from the central node;

Update g and /" by @4);

Update Sl(kl) and Cl(kl) by (26) and (27) and
send updated variables to server;

end

end

for each global iteration k,, = 1,---, K,, do
Receive updated variables from all nodes;
Update w(*+) by @8) and send it to all nodes;

end

to a stationary point ({x}, ®[, &/, ¢ Y., W*) satisfying the
following KKT conditions:

& ei(xy) — ou(x)) (29a)
L

> ¢i=0 (29b)
=1

w*=x/, Vie{l,...,L}, (29¢)

where (| = —&) for eachl € {1,---,L}.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
federated smoothing ADMM with Moreau envelope (FS-
MDM) through simulations and compare it with the federated
version of DSLR [3]. The sensor network G consists of
L = 21 clients, which are uniformly and randomly positioned
within a cubic region of [—30, 30]3. The target location is also
uniformly and randomly distributed within the same region. To
assess accuracy, we use the root-mean-square error (RMSE) as

the performance metric, defined as RMSE = M
The results are obtained by averaging over 1000 independent
trials. The following parameters are used in the simulations:

_ 1 _ /3 _
c= looﬁ,d_m,a_looﬁ, and § = 100v/3.

In the first scenario, we analyze the robustness of the algo-
rithms in the presence of outliers. We introduce outliers with
varying probability, denoted as p, ranging from 0.025 to 0.3
in increments of 0.025. The outliers, represented by ¢;, follow
a uniform distribution over the interval [0, 60+/3], as modeled

€ if u; < .
v P Where u; is sampled from a

by: y; =
yeyi otherwise,

[[x — ail],
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Fig. 1: RMSE versus outlier prob-
ability.

uniform distribution on the interval [0, 1]. As shown in Figure
[l FSMDM consistently outperforms DSLR across all outlier
probabilities, demonstrating its superior robustness.

In the second scenario, we examine the accuracy of the
algorithms when the measurement noise follows a Cauchy
distribution. The measurements are modeled as in (1), with
€; independently drawn from a Cauchy distribution with
scale parameter v, i.e., ¢; ~ Cauchy(0,~). Simulations are
conducted for «y values ranging from 0.2 to 4 in increments
of 0.2. Figure [2] demonstrates that FSMDM achieves lower
RMSE compared to DSLR across all tested scale parameters,
highlighting its robustness to heavy-tailed noise. Moreover,
when v = 1, Figure [ shows that FSMDM exhibits a faster
convergence rate than DSLR, particularly when three local
updates are performed per global iteration in FSMDM.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces a federated ADMM-based algorithm
for robust localization, integrating smoothing techniques to
tackle non-convexity and non-smoothness. By leveraging the
Moreau envelope for convex functions that are subtracted
in the problem formulation, and a smoothed total variation
norm, the method ensures computational efficiency and im-
proved convergence. The algorithm is designed to support
asynchronous updates and multiple local updates per global it-
eration, making it well-suited for real-world federated learning
environments. Simulations show FSMDM outperforms state-
of-the-art methods like DSLR, achieving lower RMSE, faster
convergence, and robustness to outliers and heavy-tailed noise,
making it well-suited for distributed localization tasks.
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