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Abstract

We present a stochastic setting for optimization probleritis monsmooth convex separable objec-
tive functions over linear equality constraints. To solwets problems, we propose a stochastic
Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM) algotihm. Our algorithm applies to a more
general class of nonsmooth convex functions that does matssarily have a closed-form solution
by minimizing the augmented function directly. We also destmte the rates of convergence for
our algorithm under various structural assumptions of thefgstic functions©(1/+/t) for convex
functions andD(log t/t) for strongly convex functions. Compared to previous litera, we estab-
lish the convergence rate of ADMM algorithm, for the first&nin terms of both the objective value
and the feasibility violation.

1 Introduction

The Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM)_[12] is a very simple computational method for con-
strained optimization proposed in 1970s. The theoretsa¢ets of ADMM have been studied from 1980s to 90s and
its global convergence was established in the literaturd,[S]. As reviewed in the comprehensive papér [6], with its
capacity of dealing with objective functions separatelgd agnchronously, this method turned out to be a natural fit
in the field of large-scale data-distributed machine leagrEind big-data related optimization and therefore redeive
significant amount of attention in the last few years. Inientheoretical and practical advances are conducted-there
after. On the theoretical hand, ADMM is recently shown toéhavate of convergence 6f1/N) [7,18,/9,[10], where

N stands for the number of iterations. On the practical harielMM has been applied to a wide range of applica-
tion domains, such as compressed sensing [11], image a&sto[12], video processing and matrix completioni [13].
Besides that, many variations of this classical method bhaes recently developed, such as linearized[[13, 14, 15],
accelerated[13], and online [10] ADMM. However, most ofsaeariants including the classic one implicitly assume
full accessibilty to true data values, while in reality ormdardly ignore the existence of noise. A more natural way
of handling this issue is to consider unbiased or even biabedrvations of true data, which leads us to the stochastic
setting.

1A short version appears in the 5th NIPS Workshop on Optiriirgor Machine Learning, Lake Tahoe, Nevada, USA, 2012.
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1.1 Stochastic Setting for ADMM

In this work, we study a family of convex optimization proiwe in which our objective functions are separable and
stochastic. In particular, we are interested in solvingtilewing linear equality-constrained stochastic optiation:
min  Egb(x,&) + 0 s.t. Ax + By = b, 1
e Dy ¢t (x, &) 2(y) y (1)
wherex € R* |y € R, A ¢ Rm*4 B ¢ R™*% b ¢ R™, X is a convex compact set, apdis a closed convex
set. We are able to draw a sequence of identical and indepe¢ide.) observations from the random vectothat
obeys a fixed but unknown distributidd. One can see that whehis deterministic, we can recover the traditional

problem setting for ADMMI[[6]. Denote the expectation fuilet; (x) = E¢61(x,£). In our most general setting,
real-valued functiong, (-) andds(-) are convex but not necessarily continuously differengabl

Note that our stochastic setting of the problem is quiteediffit from that of the Online ADMM proposed
in [L0]. In Online ADMM, one does not assung to be i.i.d., nor the objective to be stochastic, but in-

stead, a deterministic concept referred as regret is coaderR (xp4) = 22:1 (01 (xk, &) + O2(yk)] —
inf axt By—=b Yy [01(X, &) + Oa(y)].

1.2 Our Contributions

In this work, we propose a stochastic setting of the ADMM peaib and design the Stochastic ADMM algorithm.
A key algorithmic feature of our Stochastic ADMM that digiirishes it from previous ADMM and variants is the
first-order approximation of; that we use to modify the augmented Lagrangian. This simpldification not only
guarantees the convergence of our stochastic method, mubehefits to a more general class of convex objective
functions which might not have a closed-form solution in imizing the augmented, directly. For example, with
stochastic ADMM, we can derive close-form updates for thesnoooth hinge loss function (used in support vector
machines). However, with deterministic ADMM, one has td &¥YM solvers during each iteration![6], which is
indeed very time-consuming. One of our main contributierteat we develop the convergence rates of our algorithm
under various structural assumptions. For coriéx), the rate is proved to b@(1/+/); for strongly convex; (-),

the rate is proved to b@(log ¢/t). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that cogeace rates of ADMM

are established for both the objective value and the fdagibiolation. By contrast, recent researchi[8] 10] onlypsis

the convergence of ADMM indirectly in terms of the satisfaotof variational inequalities.

1.3 Notations

Throughout this paper, we denote the subgradients @indfd, asd; andd. When they are differentiable, we will
useV#; andVé- to denote the gradients. We use the notafiphoth for the instance function valde(x, &) and for

its expectatiord; (x). We denote by(u) = 0, (x) + 02(y) the sum of the stochastic and the deterministic functions.
For simplicity and clarity, we will use the following notatis to denote stacked vectors or tuples:

X bl Xk X
uE( ),WE(y),Wk (}’k),WE< y )7
Y A Ak R™

k 2
~ LS X _ P Z?fl i —ATA ()
a; = k i=0 , Wi = %Zi:l Vi , F(w) = —BTX

T 2im1Yi 1 Zl’c—l X\ Ax+ By —b

For a positive semidefinite matrix € R% %91, we define th&?-norm of a vectok as| x| ¢ := [|G'/2x]|» = VxTGx.
We use(-, -) to denote the inner product in a finite dimensional Euclidgzate. When there is no ambiguity, we often
use|| - || to denote the Euclidean norin- ||2. We assume that the optimal solution bF (1) exists and denate

u, = (xI, y*T)T. The following quantity appear frequently in our convergeanalysis:

O = 01 (xp—1,&k) — 071 (xk—1),
Dx= suwp [xa—xu|, Dy.5=|Blyo—y.)l. ©)

Xa,XpEX



1.4 Assumptions

Before presenting the algorithm and convergence resudtdisithe assumptions that will be used in our statements.

Assumption 1. Forall x € X, E[Hei(x,&)”?] < M2

Assumption 2. Forall x € X, E[exp {||9g (x,§)||2/M2H < exp{1}.
Assumption 3. Forall x € X, E [[|0}(x, &) — 07 (x)|]?] < o2

2 Stochastic ADMM Algorithm

Directly solving problem[{f1) can be nontrivial evenéfis deterministic and the equality constraint is as simple as
x —y = 0. For example, using the augmented Lagrangian method, an® mainimize the augmented Lagrangian:

min y@l(x) +602(y) — (N, Ax+ By — b) + gHAx + By — b||?,
Y

in La(x,y,\) =
Inlny 8(x,¥,A) L Jnin

xeX,y€
whereg is a pre-defined penalty parameter. This problem is at lesgtasier than solving the original one. The (de-
terministic) ADMM (Alg[d)) solves this problem in a Gaussid® manner: minimizing’s w.r.t. x andy alternatively
given the other fixed, followed by a penalty update over thgrbagian multipliet\.

Algorithm 1 Deterministic ADMM

0. Initializeyo andAy = 0.
for k=0,1,2,...do

1. Xpy1 ¢ argmingexy {91(x) + g H(Ax + Byr —b) — %

}

2. Vg1 ¢ argmingey {92(3’) +4 H(Axk+1 + By —b) — 3

3. )\kJrl < )\k — ﬂ (AXk+1 + BYk+1 — b)
end for

A variant deterministic algorithm named linearized ADMMlaces Line 1 of Ald.lL by
. 1
ki < angig {0100 + 5 1(x+ By~ b) = /Bl + gl x| @

whereG € R4*% js positive semidefinite. This variant can be regarded asiargéization of the original ADMM.
WhenG = 0, it is the same as Algl1. Whei = r1,;, — BAT A, itis equivalent to the following linearized proximal
point method:

xi+1 - arg min {01 (x) + Bx = x1)7 [A7 (A + By — b= Ae/B)] + £ x = xi2}

Note that the linearization is applied only to the quadratiwtion ||(Ax + By — b) — Ax/3||?, but not tod;. This
approximation helps when Line 1 of Alg.1 does not produceoaed-form solution given the quadratic term. For
example, lev; (x) = ||x|| andA not identity.

As shown in Ald.2, we propose &tochastic Alternating Direction Method of MultiplieStochastic ADMNl algo-
rithm. Our algorithm shares some features with the clakai@the linearized ADMM. One can see that Line 2 and
3 are essentially the same as before. However, there are tjar diifferences in Line 1. First, we replade(x)

with a first-order approximation df; (x, £41) atxy: 01 (xx) + x70 (xk, £x+1). This approximation has the same
flavour of the stochastic mirror desceint|[16] used for s@\arone-variable stochastic convex problem. One important
benefit of using this approximation is that our algorithm barapplied to nonsmooth objective functions, beyond the
smooth and separable least squares loss used in lasso dSsicuitar to the linearized ADMM{4), we add @stnorm
prox-function||x — x;||? but scale it by a time-varying stepsizg, ;. As we will see in Sectiohl3, the choice of this
stepsize is crucial in guaranteeing a convergence.



Algorithm 2 Stochastic ADMM

0. Initializexg,yo andAg = 0.
for k=0,1,2,...do

1. Xpy1 < argmingex {<0/1(Xk7€k+1)7x> + % H(AX+ Byr —b) — %

)

? L Ixox? }

2Mk+1
2. Yi41 ¢ argmingey {92(y) + % H(Aka + By —b)— %

3. A1 A — B(AXp41 + Byr+1 — b).
end for

3 Main Results of Convergence Rates

In this section, we will show that our Stochastic ADMM givenAlg 2 exhibits a rate)(1/+/t) of convergence in
terms of both the objective valandthe feasibility violationE[f (1) — 0(w.) + p||AX; + By: — b||a] = O(1/V/1).
We extend the main result if more structural informatiodpfs available.

Before we address the main theorem on convergence ratestsivpréésent an upper bound of the variation of the
Lagrangian function and its first order approximation baseéach iteration points.

Lemmal. Yw € W,k > 1, we have
M1 107 (X, €1 |12
2

B
(e = x[I* = [Ixxs1 = x[|?) + 5 (Il4x + Byx = b||* = [[Ax + Byx41 — b|?) (6)

01(xk) + O2(yr11) — 0(0) + (Wip1 — W) F(wip1) <

2Nk 1
1
+ (Orp1,x — Xp) + 5 (A = Xkll3 = 1A = A ll3) -

Utilizing this lemma we are able to obtain our main resultwhas below. We present our main theorem of the
convergence in two fashions, both in terms of expectatiahprnbability satisfaction.

Theorem 1. Letn, = Af’jﬂ,Vk > landp > 0.

(i) Under Assumptiofll, we hawe > 1,

V2Dy M N BD; p+p*/B

E[0(u,) — 6(u.) + pl| A%, + By, — b||] < M (t) + Ma(t) = i 97 ,  (6)

(i) Under Assumptiohll arld 2, we have for &ny> 0,
1
Prob{e(ut) — 6(uy) + p||Ax: + By: — b| > (1 + 5(2 + 2\/2(2> Mi(t) + Mz(t)} <2exp{-Q}, ()

Remark 1. Adapting our proof techniques to the deterministic caserevhe noise takes place, we are able to obtain
a similar result for deterministic ADMM:

BDY. B P
- YeB P 8
2t + 28t’ (®)

Vp>0,t>1, 6(u;) —0(u.) + p||A%, + By: — bl|2 <
While resulting in aO(1/t) convergence rate same as the existing literafure/[8,/9ti@®labove finding is actually
a significant advance in the theoretical aspects of ADMM. tRerfirst time, the convergence of ADMM is proved
in terms of objective value and feasibility violation. Byrdoast, the existing literaturé][8] B,110] only shows the
convergence of ADMM in terms of the satisfaction of variaabinequalities, which is not a direct measure of how
fast an algorithm reaches the optimal solution.



3.1 Extension: Strongly Convex 6,

When functiord, (+) is strongly convex, the convergence rate of Stochastic AD&& be improved t® (lngt)

Theorem 2. When6; is u-strongly convex with respect {0- ||, takingn, = & in Alg[2, under Assumptidd 1,

_ _ _ 12 1o 2 BD?2 2
¥p > 0,t > 1 we haveR [0(@;) — O(w.) + pl| A + By, — blo] < MI8E 4 0% 4 Dot 4 o

3.2 Extension: Lipschitz Smooth 6,
Since the bounds given in Theor€in 1 are related to the matgafisubgradients, they do not provide any intuition

of the performance in low-noise scenarios. With a Lipschitmooth functiorf;, we are able to obtain convergence
rates in terms of the variations of gradients, as stated susptior. 8. Besides, under this assumption we are able to

replace the unusual definition af, in (2) with
Ly k%
u = FaE 9)
<% 21 Yi>

Theorem 3. Whend; (+) is L-Lipschitz smooth with respect o ||, takingn, = m in Alg[2, under Assump-
2
tion3, vp > 0, > 1 we havel [0(i;) — 0(w,) + p|| A%, + By, — b|lo] < ¥2Dxe 4 LDk 4 Fown 4 o7,

4 Summary and Future Work

In this paper, we have proposed the stochastic setting favilxlong with our stochastic ADMM algorithm. Based
on a first-order approximation of the stochastic functiam,algorithm is applicable to a very broad class of problems
even with functions that have no closed-form solution toghkproblem of minimizing the augmentéd We have
also established convergence rates under various staliessumptions of;: O(1/+/t) for convex functions and
O(log t/t) for strongly convex functions. We are working on integrgtitesterov’s optimal first-order methods[17] to
our algorithm, which will help in achieving optimal convermyge rates. More interesting and challenging applications
will be carried out in our future work.

5 Appendix
5.1 3-PointsRelation

Before proving Lemm@l1, we will start with the following sitegemma, which is a very useful result by implementing
Bregman divergence as a prox-function in proximal methods.

Lemma 2. Leti(x) : X — R be a convex differentiable function with gradigntLet scalars > 0. For any vectom
andv, denote their Bregman divergence B$u, v) = w(u) — w(v) — (Vw(v),u — v). If Vu € X,

x* = arg Irélg I(x) + sD(x,u), (10)
then
(8(x"),x" —x) < s[D(x,u) — D(x,x*) = D(x*,u)].
Proof. Invoking the optimality condition foi.{10), we have
(g(x*) +sVD(x*,u),x —x*) >0, ¥x € X,

which is equivalent to
s(VD(x",u),x — x")
= s (Vw(x*) — Vw(u),x — x*)

s[D(x,u) — D(x,x") — D(x",u)].



5.2 Proof of Lemmalll

Proof. Due to the convexity of; and using the definition af;, we have
01 (xx) — 01(x) < (0] (xk), Xk — X) = (0] (X, Ekt1)s X1 — X) 4+ (g1, X — Xp) + (07 (Xk, Ep1), Xk — Xiog1) -

(11)
Applying Lemmd2 to Line 1 of AIg]2 and takinB(u, v) = 1||v — u||?, we have
(01 (xk, &rr1) + AT [B(Axp41 + Byr — b) — Ai] , Xps1 — X)
(12)
< x, — x| — ||x —x|? = |Ixr —x 2
ST (I = xII* = llxrs1 = x[1* =[x — xpt1[|?)
Combining [11) and(12) we have
01(xx) — 01(x) + (Xp41 — X, —AT Xpy1)
< {01 (X Ekr1)s Xarr — X) + (g1, X — Xp) + (01 (Xks Epr1), Xk — K1) +
(xp41 — x, AT [B(Axp41 + Byt — b) — Ai])
= (01(xk, &ri1) + AT [B(Axp11 + By —b) — Ap), Xp 1 — x) + (13)
(Bks1,%x = Xp) + (X — Xpp1, BATB(yk — Yis1)) + (05 (Xk, Erg1), Xe — X 1)
a= 1
< o (e = x[” = %1 = %[ = (%1 = xkl|%) + (Opr1, % — x1) +

2Mk41
(x = Xp41, BATB(yr — yrs1)) + (05 (Xk, Ext1), Xk — Xpo1)
We handle the last two terms separately:

(x — X441, BATB(yr — yrs1)) = B (Ax — Axji1, Byx — Bypt1)

= g [(HAX + By — b”2 — ||AX+ Byi4+1 — b||2) + (HAXk-l—l + Byk41 — b”2 — ||AX;€+1 + By — b||2)]
1
< 5 (x+ Bye = bl = l4x + Bywar —bI) + 551k = Ml
(14)
and
0" (xx, 2 Xp — X 2
(01 (%k> Ehr1)s Xp — Xpp1) < i1 11 ; Sl | k277k kIHH (15)
Jr
where the last step is due to Young'’s inequality. Inser{i@) @nd[(1b) into[{13), we have
01(x) — 01(x) + (xpp11 — X, — AT A1)
2 oy Mt ]|07(xk, Ert) 1
< I (llk = x[1* = llxp41 = x[1%) + 5 + (Okt1, X — Xp) (16)

1
45 (M + Bye = bl = [Ax+ Byt = bI) + 551k = Al
Due to the optimality condition of Line 2 in Algl.2 and the camity of 65, we have

02(yit1) — 02(y) + (yes1 — ¥, =BT Apq1) < 0. (17)

Using Line 3 in Alg.2, we have
(Akr1 — A\ Axp 1 + Bygp1 — b)

1
=3 (kg1 = A A — Apg1)

(18)
1
=33 (A = Xkl = A = Aesn 12 = [ Ars1 — Axl?)
Taking the summation of inequalitids {16)[17) ahd (18), Wtam the result as desired. O



5.3 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. (7). Invoking convexity of¢; (-) andfs(-) and the monotonicity of operatdt(-), we havevw € Q:

0(tir) — 0(u) + (W, — w)" F(W,) < [01(xk—1) + O2(yx) — O(w) + (Wi — w)T F(wy)]

I
~ | —
-

o (19)
=3 [01(xk) + O2(yrr1) = 0(0) + (Wi — W) F(Wip1)]
k=0
Applying Lemmd1 at the optimal solutidix, y) = (x, y«), we can derive fron{(19) that A
O(ar) — () + (%0 — %) (= ATX) + (5 = v.) T (=BT A) + (A = )T (A%, + By, — b)
B 1 [ 05 xk,sm)n? L
<ix| g (e = = s =% 2) + G~
(20)

k
1/8 1

— [ Z||Ax, + Byo — b||? + —||XA — Xo||?
+ 7 (Zllax. + Bya b+ 1A - Al?)

1 (D% B .o
+ <6k+1,X* - Xk>:| + = <W + §Dy*

1
! g 5+ 3517~ Xl

o~

t—1
< 1 [nk+1|9/1(xk7£k+1)”2
0

The above inequality is true for aN € R™, hence it also holds in the baf, = {A : ||A]|2 < p}. Combing with the
fact that the optimal solution must also be feasible, itdal that

ma {6(1) = 0(u.) + (%0 = %) (= ATX) + (70 = y2) T (=BTA) + (A = A) (A% + By, —b)}

— Sy 3T 2T A= _
= max {6(u;) — 6(u.) + A{ (Ax, + By, —b) — X' (4%, + By; — b)} 21)

= )r\ré%xo {H(ﬁt) —0(u.) — AT (A%, + By, — b)}

=0(u;) — 0(u.) + p||Ax¢ + By — b||2

Taking an expectation ovdr (1) and usihgl(20) we have:
E[6(a;) — 0(u.) + pl[Ax; + By: — b||2]

[

t—1
1 M1 107 (Xk, Er1) D% B .,
SE[;Z( B) + (Ohp1s Xe — Xp) +— 2—m+§Dy*7B

k=0

1 { M2 D2 BDZ . 2 1A
< 2| 2 X Ty P 2 E(§ . —
<5 ( 5 k§:1nk+ 2m> +— +2[3t+t E: [(Ok41,Xs — X))
1 M2 D%\  BDZ 5  p?
_¥<TZ_ ’7’“+2_nt>+ 2 125
V2DxM  BD3. 5 p?

< ;
B Vit N 2t 28t
In the second last step, we use the fact tRatis independent 0€;1, henceEe, ¢, ,; (Or+1,%: —xi) =
<E$k+1\£[1:k] Okt1,Xs — xk> =0.



(i4) From the steps in the proof of pdtY), it follows that,

0(u;) — 0(u.) + pl| AX; + By: — b|
t—1

%kz M+ 161 X’“’é’““)”Q + % kZ:O (Org1, %0 — Xp) + % (’;—5: + §D3*,B + %) (22)
=A+B, +C;
Note that random variable$; and B; are dependent ofy,).
Claim 1. For ©Q; > 0,
M2 <
Prob (At > (1+ ) an> < exp{—O}. (23)

Letay = Zt Vk=1,...,t,then0 < ap <1 andzk , i, = 1. Using the fact thafdy,, vk} are independent
and applying Assumptldfi 2 one has

exp {Z ak|9/1(xk,£k+1)||2/M2H —

k=1

E

-~

E [exp {107 (x5, &rt1)[1? /M }]

k

1

IN
Ew

(]E lexp {1107 (xk, &rq1) (17 /M3 }] )ak (Jensen’s Inequalily

(exp{1})™ = exp {Z ak} = exp{1}
k=1

~
Il

1

<

-

k

1

Hence, by Markov’s Inequality, we can get

Prob(At (1+Ql A;t an> <exp{ (1—1—91)}1@ [exp{zaﬂe xka{k-‘,—l)” /Mz}‘| SGXP{_QI}-

k=1

We have therefore proved Claim 1.

Claim 2. For Q; > 0,

2
Prob (Bt > 20, D\X[jw) < exp {—%} . (24)

In order to prove this claim, we adopt the following facts iarhirovski's paper[16].

Lemma 3. Given that for allk = 1,...,t, ¢, is a deterministic function of;; with E [¢,|&—y] = 0 and
E [exp{¢}/0?}|€k—1)] < exp{1}, we have

(a) Fory > 0,E [exp{yCk}Héw-1)] < exp{r?oi}, Vb =1,.. ¢

(b) LetS; = >k, ¢k, then Prol{S; > Q4/>"1_, 07} < exp {—%} :
Using this result by settind, = (0, %« — xg—1) , St = 2221 (x, ando, = 2Dy M, Vk, we can verify that
E [€k|£[k—1]] =0and

E [exp{Ci/oi}€k—1)] < E [exp{D3[|0x]*/oi H€r—1)] < exp{1},

since| (2 < [x. — xi1 2182 < D% (2016} (xk, &) + 2M1).



Implementing the above results, it follows that
Q2
Prob(St > 2QQDXM\/E) < exp {—f} .

SinceS; = tB;, we have

DyM 03
< —1
Prob(Bt > 2029 i ) < exp{ 1
as desired.

Combining [22),[(2B) and (24), we obtain

) M2 DxM Qy
PrOb<EI’I’p(ut) (1 + Ql) o1 an + 2927 + Ct) S exp{—Ql} + exXp {—T} s

k=1

where Erp(@;) = 0(t;) —0(u.)+p|| A%, + By —b||2. Substituting; = Q, Q, = 2v/Q and plugging im, = MD—jﬂ,
we obtain[(V) as desired. O

5.4  Proof of Theorem 2
Proof. By the strong-convexity of; we havevx:
61 (1) = 1) < (6 (1), 0 = ) = x = s
= (0} (%ns €k 1), Xkt — X) + (Orr1, X — xk) + (0] (Xny Ep1), Xk — Xpy1) — %llX — x[%.
Following the same derivations as in Lemimha 1 and Thedlem wéhave

E[0(ar) — 0(us) + pl|AX; + By: — bll2]

-1
1 9/ 2 1 — X, 2
<gll Z {ﬁkﬂ” 1%k, Skl n < _ ﬁ) I — .12 = [[Xk+1 — X | }
t 2 2Mp+1 2 2nk 11

k=0
8D g
— E[ { )
T = 252 = Mol
M2 ! pu(k+1) BD] g . p?
E[Z22 2_ v —x,||? N £ AT
3 o Z e N L R R

< M?logt n ,uD?,( " BDE,*_’B P _
=t 2t 2t 2t

5.5 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. The Lipschitz smoothness 6f implies thatvk > 0:

L
01(xp41) < 01(x%) + (VO (xk), Xp11 — Xp) + §||Xk+1 — x||?

li=

L
01(xx) + (VO1 (Xk, E1)s Xiop1 — Xie) — (Oh1, X1 — Xpp) + §||Xk+1 — x|



It follows thatvx € X:
01(xpt1) — 01(x) + (xpy1 —x, —AT XNpy1)

L
< O1(xk) = 01(x) + (V0L (Xk, Err1)s Xir1 = Xie) = (Ot Xt = X) + 5 [ Xe1 = Xkl 4+ (K1 — %, —AT App1)

= 01(xx) — 01(x) + (VO1(xk, Ept1), X — Xie) — (Op1, Xk1 — Xk) + g”xk-kl —x?
+ [(VO1 (X €rg1)s Xig1 — X) + (K1 — %, —AT App1)]

< (V01 (xk), Xk — X) + (VO1(Xk, Ekr1), X — Xk) — (1, Xhy1 — Xp) + §||Xk+1 —xy)?
+ (VO (%ks €kp1), X1 — X) + (Xpg1 — %X, —AT A1)

L
= (Op41,X — Xpg1) + §||Xk+1 —x||* + [(VO1 (ks €r1)s Xi1 — X) + (X1 — %, —AT Apy1)]

L
= (Ok41,X — Xpp1) + §||Xk+1 —x |2 + (x — Xpt1, BATB(yr, — yr+1))
+ (V01 (xk, €xg1) + AT [B(Axar1 + Byr — b) — Ai] , Xp41 — X)

@ 1 C Umea — L
T 2k 2

+ (x = Xps1, BAT B(yr — Yi1)) + (Oks1, X — Xpg1) -

(IIx = x> = lIx — xp411%) Xk — x|

The last inner product can be bounded as below using Youmgdpiality, given thaty, 1 < %:
(Ok+1,%X = Xpt1) = (Ok41,X — Xg) + (Ok41, Xk — Xkt1)

1 1/7’]k+1 — L 2
< (S, X —Xp) Yimer =Ly ,
= < k+1,X Xk> 9 (1/nk+l — L) 92 ||Xk Xk+1||

Combining this with inequalitie§ (A4.117) add[18), we cahaysimilar statement as that of Lemija 1:

104112
O(upi1) = O(w) + (Wip1 — W) F(wrpa) < m

(IlAx + Byx — b||* - [[Ax + Byk+1 — bl|*)

1dk1l* +

o™

L 2 2
+ — ([IxXe — X||7” — ||X —X +
3 (100 = I = i = xI?)

1
+ Ok x —xu) + o5 (A= Akll3 = 1A = A ll3) -

The rest of the proof are essentially the same as Theldremek¢igpt that we use the new definitionmfin (@). O
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