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A UNIVERSAL ACCELERATED PRIMAL-DUAL METHOD FOR CONVEX
OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS*
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Abstract. This work presents a universal accelerated first-order primal-dual method for affinely constrained
convex optimization problems. It can handle both Lipschitz and Holder gradients but does not need to know the
smoothness level of the objective function. In line search part, it uses dynamically decreasing parameters and pro-
duces approximate Lipschitz constant with moderate magnitude. In addition, based on a suitable discrete Lyapunov
function and tight decay estimates of some differential/difference inequalities, a universal optimal mixed-type con-
vergence rate is established. Some numerical tests are provided to confirm the efficiency of the proposed method.
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1. Introduction. Consider the minimization problem

(1.1) 2%1(3 {f(x) :==h(z) + g(z) : Ax =b},

where (4,b) € R™*™ x R™, @ C R" is a simple closed convex subset, and f : R™ —
R U {400} is properly closed and convex, with smooth part i and nonsmooth part g. The
model problem (1.1) arises from many practical applications, such as compressed sensing [5],
image processing [7] and decentralized distributed optimization [3].

In the literature, existing algorithms mainly include Bregman iteration [4, 28, 74], qua-
dratic penalty method [34, 35], augmented Lagrangian method (ALM) [25, 26, 27, 32, 41, 58,
62, 63], and alternating direction method of multipliers [20, 21, 30, 36, 40, 51, 54, 59, 60, 66,
67, 72]. Generally speaking, these methods have sublinear rate O(1/k) for convex problems
and can be further accelerated to O(1/k?) for (partially) strongly convex objectives. We also
note that primal-dual methods [6, 18, 24, 29, 61, 64, 65, 68] and operator splitting algorithms
[12, 16, 17, 43] can be applied to (1.1) with two-block structure.

However, among these works, it is rare to see the optimal mixed-type convergence rate,
i.e., the lower complexity bound [52]

(1.2) min{@, !/iu_[}—l—min{\/L—/e,\/L—/u-Hnd},

where 1 > 0 is the convexity parameter of f and L is the Lipschitz constant of VA. Both
Nesterov’s smoothing technique [47] and the accelerated primal-dual method in [11] achieve
the lower bound for convex case ;1 = 0. The inexact ALM framework in [73] possesses the
optimal complexity (1.2) but involves a subroutine for inexactly solving the subproblem.

We mention that the second part of (1.2) corresponds to the objective f and agrees with
the well-known lower complexity bound of first-order methods for solving unconstrained
convex problems with Lipschitz gradients. The intermediate non-Lipschitz case is also of
interest to be considered [44, 46]. Particularly, when V f is Holder continuous (cf.(2.4)) with
exponent v € [0, 1), Nesterov [49] presented a universal fast gradient method (FGM) that
did not require a priori knowledge of the smoothness parameter v and the Holderian constant
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M, (f). A key ingredient of FGM is that Holderian gradients can be recast into the standard
Lipschitz case but with inexact computations [13, 55, 56, 57], and it achieves the optimal
complexity [45]

(1.3) (M”—(f)>+

€

More extensions of FGM can be found in [22, 23, 31].
The dual problem of (1.1) reads equivalently as

A€ R™

(1.4) min {(p(/\) = (b, \) +I;1€ac)2({<—AT)\,x> - f(a:)}}

If f is uniformly convex of degree p > 2 (see [49, Definition 1]), then V¢ is Holder contin-
uous with exponent v = 1/(p — 1) (cf. [49, Lemma 1]). The methods in [14, 37] work for
strongly convex problems, i.e., the Lipschitzian case (v = 1). Yurtsever et al. [75] proposed
an accelerated universal primal-dual gradient method (AccUniPDGrad) for general Holderian
case (v < 1) and established the complexity bound (1.3) for objective residual and feasibility
violation, with M, (f) being replaced with M, (). Similarly with the spirit of FGM, the
proposed method utilizes the “inexactness” property of V¢ and applies FISTA [2] to (1.4)
with a backtracking line search procedure.

In this work, we propose a universal accelerated primal-dual method (see Algorithm 3.1)
for solving (1.1). Compared with existing works, the main contributions are highlighted as
follows:

e It is first-order black-box type for both Lipschitz and Holder cases but does not need
to know the smoothness level priorly.

e It is equipped with the Bregman divergence and can handle the non-Euclidean set-
ting.

e In line search part, it adopts dynamically decreasing tolerance while FGM [49] and
AccUniPDGrad [75] use the desired fixed accuracy.

e By using the tool of Lyapunov function and tight decay estimates of some differen-
tial/difference inequalities, we prove the universal mixed-type estimate that achieves
the optimal complexity (including (1.2) as a special case).

We also provide some numerical tests to validate the practical performance. It is confirmed
that: (i) the proper choice of Bregman distance is crucial indeed; (ii) our method outperforms
FGM and AccUniPDGrad especially for non-Lipschitz problems and smooth problems with
large Lipschitz constants, as the automatically decreasing tolerance leads to approximate Lip-
schitz constants with moderate magnitude.

Our method here is motivated from an implicit-explicit time discretization of a novel
accelerated Bregman primal-dual dynamics (see (3.10)), which is an extension of the previous
accelerated primal-dual flow [39] to the non-Euclidean case. For unconstrained problems,
there are some existing continuous dynamics [33, 69, 70] with Bregman divergence. For
linearly constrained case, we see an accelerated primal-dual mirror model [76], which is
inspired by the accelerated mirror descent [33] and primal-dual dynamical approach [19] but
without numerical discretizations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we provide some preliminar-
ies including Bregman divergence and Holder continuity. Then the main algorithm together
with its universal mixed-type estimate is presented in section 3, and rigorous proofs of two
technical lemmas are summarized in sections 4 and 5, respectively. Finally, some numerical
results are reported in section 6.

2. Preliminary.
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2.1. Notations. Let (-,-) be the usual inner product of vectors and ||-|| be the standard
Euclidean norm (of vectors and matrices). Given a proper function g : R® — R U {400},
the subdifferential of g at any z € R" is the set of all subgradients:

dg(x) :={£e€ R": g(y) > g(x) + (§,y —x) VYye R"}.

Recall that @ C R™ is a nonempty closed convex subset. We denote by ¢t (+) the indicator
function of @) and let Ng(+) := Oug(+) be its normal cone.
Introduce the Lagrangian for the model problem (1.1):

L(z, ) = f(x) +gz) + (N, Az —b) V(z,A) € R" x R™.
We say (2%, \*) € @ x R™ is a saddle point of L if
L(x*A) < Lz, N") < L(x,A*) V(z,)) € R" x R™,
which also implies the optimality condition:
Az* —b=0, Of(z")+ No(z*)+ AT \* 20.

2.2. Bregman divergence. Let ¢ : Q — R be a smooth prox-function and consider the
corresponding Bregman divergence

Dy(z,y) == ¢(z) — d(y) — (Vo(y),z —y) VYV, y€Q.

Suppose ¢ is 1-strongly convex, which means
1
2.1) Dy(a,y) > 5 o —yl* Y,y €Q.

Particularly, ¢(z) = 1/2||z||* leads to Dy(z,y) = Dg(y,z) = 1/2 ||z — y||*, which boils
down to the standard Euclidean setting. In addition, we have the following three-term identity;
see [8, Lemma 3.2] or [15, Lemma 3.3].

LEMMA 2.1 ([8, 15]). Forany x,y,z € Q, it holds that
2.2) (Vo(x) = Vo(y),y — 2) = Dy(z,z) — Dy(z,y) — Dy (y, x).

If ¢(x) = § ||z then

(2.3) 2@—yy—z2) =lr—z*—lly—z)* = |z —y|*.

2.3. Holder continuity. Let h be any differentiable function on ). For 0 < v < 1,
define h h
M) e sup V@) = VR

ay lz —yl”
z,YeQ

If M, (h) < oo, then Vh is Holder continuous with exponent v:
24 IVh(z) = VR(y)|| < My(h) lz = ylI”  Va,y €@,

and this also implies

M, (h ,
05 ha) <)+ (Th)r )+ T ey vy e
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For v = 1, M1 (h) corresponds to the Lipschitz constant of V4, and we also use the conven-
tional notation Ly, = M (h).

According to [49, Lemma 2], the estimate (2.5) can be transferred into the usual gra-
dient descent inequality, with “inexact computations”. Based on this, (accelerated) gradient
methods can be used to minimize functions with Holder continuous gradients [13, 55, 56, 57].

PROPOSITION 2.2 ([49]). Assume M, (h) < oo and define

v—1 2

(2.6) M(v,8) =651 [M,(h)]71 V6> 0.

Then for any M > M (v,d), we have
M 4]
h@) < hly) + (Vh() o - ) + 5 e —yl*+ 5 Vayeq.
3. Main Algorithm. Throughout, we make the following assumption on f = h + g:

Assumption 3.1. The nonsmooth part g is properly closed and convex on (). The smooth
part h satisfies info<, <1 M, (h) < oo and is p-convex on @ with ;1 > 0, i.e.,

h(x) > h(y) + (Vi(y),z —y) + pDy(z,y) Y,y € Q.

Algorithm 3.1 Universal Accelerated Primal-Dual (UAPD) Method
Input: 3y =1, vo, Mo > 0, > 0 and ||A]|.
1: Initialization: zg, vo € Q and \y € R™.
2: fork=0,1,--- do
3: Set i, =0, Mk70 = M}y, and S, :{xk,vk,)\k,ﬂk,'}/k}.
(yk.,ik s Theyige s Uk yig » Ok s 5k,ik , Ak,ik) e Sub-UAPD(k, Sk, Mkzk)
while h(xy ;) — Agip > Ok, /2 do {Line search}
Set iy =i + 1and My ;, = QikMk@.
(y;m-k s Thyin > Ukyig s Ok iy s (519)1‘,c , A]mk) = Sub-UAPD(kJ, Sk, Mk?ﬂ:k)'
end while
Set ap = Ak iy s Myi1 = Mk.,ik and 5k+1 = 5k,ik-
10:  Update vx11 = (i + pag)/(1 + o) and Bry1 = Br/ (1 + ).
11:  Update 241 = Tk iy, Vet1 = Uk, and A1 = A + o/ Br (Avg1 — D).
12: end for

D A

Algorithm 3.2 (Jy, Zx, Uk, Gk, O, Ax) = sub-UAPD(k, Sy, My)
Input: k € N, M, >0and Sy = {Zk, v, Moy Bks Vi }-

1: Choose the step size & = /Bek/\/ BeMy + || A%
Set By, = /(1 + @) and 0y, = B/ (k +1).

Set §i, = (x5 + dwvr)/(1 + ax) and Ay = A + an/Br (Ave — b).
Update T, = (xx + avx)/(1 + ag) with

Ll

U = argnéin {g(v) + (Vh(yr) + AT X, v) + uDg(v, Ur) + ;—Zqu(U,Uk)} .
veE

s: Compute Ay, = h(Fi) + (Vh(Gr), Tr — T) + 2= |T5 — Tal*.
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Our main algorithm, called Universal Accelerated Primal-Dual (UAPD) method, is sum-
marized in Algorithm 3.1, where the subpart sub-UAPD in lines 4 and 7 has been given by
Algorithm 3.2. Note that we do not require priorly the smoothness constant M, (k) but per-
form a line search procedure.

3.1. Line search. From line 5 of Algorithm 3.1, we find that ¢}, is the smallest integer
such that

My i), Ok, iy,
2 2

We claim that i, is finite for each k¥ € N. Indeed, M}, ;, = 20k Mj, o increases as 1, does, and
the step size

(3.1) o VB :
B My i, + || Al

h(xk,i,) < h(Yki) + (VR Un,iy ), Thyip, — Ykyi) + ki, — Ysig I +

has to be decreasing. Thus the tolerance

1 Br
32 Sk i = .
(3-2) BT R T ang

is increasing and by (2.6), M (v, 0y ;, ) is decreasing . This together with Proposition 2.2
and Assumption 3.1 concludes that either i, = 0 or 1 < 45, < s* + 1 where s* > 0 solves
My, s« = M (v, 0y s~ ); see Figure 1. Moreover, we notice that
M(v, o

(v Ok0) _

k,0

My s+ = QS*M;C,O < M(v,bk0) = " <log,

M(l/, 5k,0)

My 0

M (v, 6k,00)

FIG. 1. lllustrations of My, s and M (v, 0y, ) as functions of s € [0,00). Here 0 oo = hgn Op,s =
S oo
B/ (k + 1) since ag, s — 0 as s — oo.

REMARK 3.2. In the line search part, Algorithm 3.1 adopts dynamically decreasing tol-
erance (3.2), i.e., 6, = Br/k. However, the methods in [49] and [75, Algorithm 2] chose
0r = €/k, where € is the desired accuracy. Hence, by Proposition 2.2, the approximate
smoothness constant My, of our algorithm is smaller than these two methods, especially for
Holderian case. This will be verified by numerical experiments.
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Below, we give an upper bound of M}, and the total number of line search steps. By
Theorem 3.5, B corresponds to the convergence rate of Algorithm 3.1 and admits explicit
decay estimate with respect to k (see Lemma 3.7). If the desired accuracy Si+1 = O(e) is
given, then the term |logs Bk+1| in (3.5) can also be replaced by |log, €|.

LEMMA 3.3. Forany k € N, we have
(3.3) Myy1 < max {2V3M (v, 641), Mo},

and consequently, it holds that

k

. M(l/, 6/€+1)}
34 i; <k4+14+maxq1l,log, ————= 5,
(3.4) ;O j { A YNENG
where

2
M (v, 6k41) M, (h)] ™ 1-vw
3.5 ! =1 It k+1 1 .
(3.5) 082 Mo/2V2 082 Mo/2v/2 1+V(0g2( + 1) + [logy Br+1l)
Proof. See Appendix A. O

3.2. Time discretization interpretation. Below, we provide a time discretization in-
terpretation of Algorithm 3.1. Given the k-th iterations (z, vk, A\x) and the parameters
(Y&, Bk, My), the line search procedure produces (Y, Zx+1, Vx+1) that satisfy

(3.6a) Ye — Tk _ Ve — Yk,
ag
Vo(v — Vo(v
(3.6b) | & i k+12¥k o) € u[Vo(yr) — Vo(vri1)] — G(yrs Vit1, ),
X — X
(3.60) | ZEE—E — gy — mp,
o
A - A
(B.6d) | BT = Avyyy -0,
o

where g(yk,vkﬂ,)\k) = Vh(yk) + 8g(vk+1) + NQ(UIH-I) + AT/):;C with /):k = Az +
ay/Br(Avg — b), and the step size ay, solves (cf.(3.1))

3.7) ol (BeMyt1 + | AI?) = 1B

Besides, y; and x4 satisfy

M, 1)
(3-8) h(@rs1) < h(y) + (VR(Yr), Trt1 — yr) + ;H ks — el + %,
and the parameters (741, Ox+1) are governed by
- Br+1 — B
(3.9) Tt =W — e pgr, 2,
e75 (675

with By = 1 and Yo > 0.

As one can see, ¥y in (3.6a) is an intermediate which provides a “prediction”, and then
the “correction” step (3.6¢) is used to update xy+1. From (3.6a), (3.6b), and (3.6¢), it is not
hard to find that yg, vg+1, Tk+1 € @, as long as x, v, € Q. Therefore, with g, vy € @, it
holds that {{Ek, Yk, vk}ng c Q.
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Furthermore, we mention that the reformulation (3.6) admits an implicit-explicit time
discretization for the following primal-dual dynamics:

/
T =v—u,

(3.10) 1V6(0) € W(Vo(a) — Vo(v)) — (05(x) + Na(x) + ATA),
BN = Av — b,

where 7 and /3 are governed by continuous analogues to (3.9):

(.11 Y =p—v, B =-8

We call (3.10) the Accelerated Bregman Primal-Dual (ABPD) flow. In the standard Euclidean
setting ¢(x) = 1/2|||?, it amounts to the accelerated primal-dual flow proposed in [39]. For
well-posedness and exponential decay estimate of (3.10) with smooth objective f and general
prox-function ¢, we refer to Appendix B.

3.3. A universal estimate. Let {(zx,vi, Ak, V&, Ok) }ren be the sequence generated
from Algorithm 3.1. We introduce the discrete Lyapunov function

(3.12) Er =L (zp, \*) — L (2", A\) + Dy (z", vi) + % (IAe — /\*H2 .

A one-step estimate is presented below.

LEMMA 3.4. Under Assumption 3.1, we have
0
(3.13) Erit — En < —Erp1 + %(1 +ar) VkeN.

Proof. See section 4. O

Using this lemma, we obtain the following theorem, which says the final convergence
rate is given by the sharp decay estimate of the sequence {0 }ren; see Lemma 3.7.

THEOREM 3.5. Under Assumption 3.1, we have {xy, vk }ren C Q and

(3.14) Az — b < BrTo.k:
(3.15) |f(zk) = f(z")] < BWo.k,
(3.16) L(xi, A*) — L (2", M) < BeRoks

forallk € N, where Ro i, := &+ In(k + 1), Tok := ||[Azo — b|| + 24/2Ro 1 and Wy 1, :=
Rok + |A*]| To, k. Moreover, if (s > 0, then

(3.17) Vain [[0x — 2¥]* 4 ||z — 2*)* < 286 Ros,

where Ymin := min{vyo, 1}

Proof. From (3.9) and the contraction estimate (3.13) follows immediately that

1 ) Br &= 6
it < S+ 2L g <6+ 2k ARy
k1S T b 5 k< Bréo 2;[3”1

By (3.2), we have 0341 = Bi+1/(k + 1), which further implies

k—1
Bk 1
. < — — < .
(3.18) Ex < o+ i B [Eo + In(k +1)]

i=0
This proves (3.16) and (3.17). Following the proof of [39, Theorem 3.1], it is not hard to
establish (3.14) and (3.15). Hence, we conclude the proof of this theorem. O
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REMARK 3.6. Note that the choice (3.2) can be replaced with

o Br

S S P
k+1 1+04k,ik

Ok, ix

Then the item Ry, in Theorem 3.5 becomes Ro = &+ 0In(k+1) and§d =1/In(K + 1)
cancels the logarithm factor, where K € N is the number of iterations chosen in advance.

It remains to establish the decay estimate of {5 }xen. From (3.7) and (3.9), we obtain

VB Brt1

\/ BeMp41 + |A|I?

A careful investigation into this difference equation gives the desired result.

LEMMA 3.7. Assume that M, < [Ml,(h)]li_v and max{~o, u} < |A||>. If p = 0, then

(3.20) B <C, < ”A”k + M(h> V> 1,
\/% Yo? kT2

and if u > 0, then for all k > 1, we have

(3.19) Br+1 — Bk = —

AP, (M, ()7

7mink2 E_Z L3 l..fV < 15
(3.21) B < C, ) Venin K7
A ko [min) .
- -1
YomkZ T PA\TE AN T dv=1

where Ymin = min{~yg, pu} and C, > 0 depends only on v.
Proof. By Lemma 3.3, we have

M, < max{2\/§M(u, 5, MO} Vi > 1.

In view of 61 = 81 = 1/(1 4+ ) < 1, it follows immediately that

M(v,8,) > M(v,1) = [M,(h)] 757 > M.

Since 0 = Bi/k and B is decreasing,it holds that M (v,6;) < M(v,d;) and M <
2v/2M (v, 81,). Plugging this into (3.19) gives

VB Br+1

(3.22) Br+1 — B < — 5
V2V2B.M (v, 810) + Al

Based on this difference inequality, we obtain (3.20) and (3.21). Missing proofs are provided
in section 5. O

According to the universal mixed-type estimate established in Lemma 3.7, our Algo-
rithm 3.1 achieves the optimal complexity bound for both the unconstrained case A = O and
affinely constrained case A # O, with Holderian smoothness exponent v € [0, 1]. Detailed
comparisons with existing results are summarized in order.

REMARK 3.8. Consider first the unconstrained case: A = O.
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e The Lipschitzian case v = 1:

. { [Ln | Ln }
min — 4/ — < |ln¢ ;.
e\

This is the well-known optimal complexity bound (cf.[46, 50]) of first-order methods
for smooth convex functions with Lipschitz continuous gradients, see [9, 10, 38, 42,
48].

e The Holderian case 0 < v < 1:

(3.23) min { (M%W) e , (MVT(]”)HZSU : (%)%} :

This matches the lower bound in [44, 45]. The convex case p = 0 has been obtained
by the methods in [31, 44, 49], and the restarted schemes in [31, 53] attained the
complexity bound for > 0. Besides, Guminov et al. [23] obtained (3.23) for
nonconvex problems, with an additional 1D line search.

REMARK 3.9. Then let us focus on the affine constraint case: A # O.
e The Lipschitzian case v = 1:

(3.24) min{ﬂ—l—\/ﬂ, M—i—“ﬂ~|lne|}.
€ € Ve 7

This coincides with the lower complexity bound in [52]. The methodsin [11, 47, 73]
achieved the bound for convex case |1 = 0, and the strongly convex case i > 0 can
be found in [73].

o The Hélderian case 0 < v < 1:

i (42) B (570}

Similarly with (3.24), this universal mixed-type estimate has optimal dependence on
||A]| (corresponding to the affine constraint), and the remainder agrees with (3.23),
which is optimal with respect to p and M, (h) (related to the objective f).

4. Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let us start from the difference £y41 — & = 11 + [z + I3,
where

]11 = ﬁ («Tk-i-la )\*) — E (,Tk, )\*) 5
Iy := Y41 D (™, vpy1) — WDy (2", 1),

P g = X2 = 5 = X

]13 =
Notice that zy, ;41 € @ and the first term is easy to handle:

(4.1) L = f(zrs1) = f@e) + (A A(@rgr — 2n))-

We derive the estimate of I3 in subsection 4.1 and finish the proof of (3.13) in subsection 4.2.
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4.1. Estimate of I». Invoking the three-term identity (2.2) and the difference equation
of {7 }ren in (3.9), we split the second term I as follows

Iy = (Vi1 — k) Do (2™, vk y1) + Vi [Dp (2", g 1) — Dg (2™, vg)]
= ap(p — Yet41)Dg (2", vis1) — WD (Vky1, Vk)
+ <V¢(Uk+1) - V¢(Uk), Vk+1 — UC*> .

Let us prove
oDy (2™, vpt1) + 1 (VO(vkt1) — Vo (), vpg1 — %)
4.2) < h(wx) — h(ye) — an [hlye) — h(a*) + (g, Avg 1 — b>}
—ag [g(vk41) — g(2%) + (VR(yk), vit1 — vi)],

which leads to the desired estimate of I:

Iy < — apver1Dg(x", veq1) — YDy (Vrg1, vr) — ak@k, Avgy1 —b)
(4.3) —ag [g(vi+1) — g(z") + h(yk) — h(z")]
+ h(zk) — h(yk) — ar (VR(yk), vip1 — vi) -

To do this, define (;+1 by that

Ve[V (vri1) — Vo(ur)]
= nok [V(y) — Vowrs)] — ar [VAyr) + s + AT A

Observing (3.6b), it follows that (11 € dg(vi+1) + No(vk+1) and

(4.4)

— o (Cey1, vrg1 — %) < —ag [g(vkg1) — g(z")] .
Thanks to (2.2), we have the decomposition
poe (Vo(yr) = Vo(urt1), ver1 — %)
= o [Dqﬁ(x*a yk) - D¢(.’I]*, vk-‘rl) - D(i)(vk-‘rlu ykﬂ 3

and invoking (3.6a) leads to

— ai (Vh(yr), vg+1 — =¥)
=— ar (VA(Yk), virr — vk) = (VAYR), Y& — Tk) — ar (VA(YR), ye — 7).

Since xx, Yy € @, by Assumption 3.1 we obtain

—(Vh(yk),yx — z1) — ax (Vh(yr), yx — 27)
< h(zk) — h(yk) — o [h(yr) — h(z") + pDg(z", yx))]-
Hence, combining the above estimates with (4.4) proves (4.2).
4.2. Proof of (3.13). Similarly as before, by (2.2), (3.6d) and (3.9), the third term I3 is
rearranged by that

kBt
2
+ ap(Avggr — b, A1 — A).

Iy = — N L P
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To match the cross term —ay, <Xk, Avgy1 — b> in the estimate of Iy (cf.(4.3)), we rewrite the
last term as follows

AL <A’Uk+1 - b, >\k+1 - >\*>
= o (Avpg1 — b, A1 — Xk> + ap(Avigr — b, g — A*).

In view of (2.3) and (3.6d), we get

o (Avgyr — b, Apy1 — Xk> = B <)\k+1 — Ny Akt1 — /):k>

2

)

= Bl =l e =) = B = 3

which gives

ﬂgs—@|

. B 2 S .
|/\k+1—)\ ||2+7kH/\k+1—/\kH +ak<Avk+1—b,/\k—/\ >
Therefore, collecting this with (4.1) and (4.3) yields

Ept1 — & < — i + %H)\kﬂ — il = D (V15 v8)
+ (1 + ag) [P(zrs1) — h(yx)] — . (VA(yk); k1 — k)
+ (1 + ar)g(rrr1) — g(xk) — rg(Vrs1)-

From (3.6¢c), we see that x; is a convex combination of xj and vy1, which implies

(1 +ar)g(zri1) < glok) + arg(virr).

Thanks to (3.8) and the relation ag (Vg1 — vi) = (14 ak) (g1 — y) (cf.(3.6a) and (3.6¢)),
we obtain
(1 + ar) [A(@rt1) — h(yr)] — s (VR(Yr), vip1 — vi)
aiMk-i-l
T 24 2ak

0
vgs1 — vill> + %(1 + ).

Consequently, applying (2.1) leads to

1) ~ 2
k1 — & < — i1 + %(1 +ag) + %H)\k-i-l — x|

2 M1 — (1 + o)
1+ oy

+ D¢(vk+1,vk).

Recall that Xk = M\; + ai/Br(Avk — b), which together with (3.6d) gives A1 — X;@ =
ak/ﬁkA('Uk-i-l — Uk) and

Okt1

Eht1 — & < — i + 1+ ayg)

1
+ 5 (08 Bera M + A1) = e8] Do(wrrr, ).

Since fBr11 < B (cf.(3.9)), the desired estimate (3.13) follows immediately from (3.7). This
finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4.
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5. Proof of Lemma 3.7. The key to complete the proof of Lemma 3.7 is the difference
inequality (3.22). In subsection 5.1, we shall introduce an auxiliary differential inequality
(cf.(5.1)) that can be viewed as a continuous analogue to (3.22). Later in subsections 5.2
and 5.3, we finish the proofs of (3.20) and (3.21) by using the asymptotic estimate of (5.1).

5.1. A differential inequality. Let », R > 0 and # > 1 be real constants such that
7 <6 —1. Assume y € W1°(0, c0) is positive and satisfies the differential inequality
oyt o
p(t)y?(t) + R

(.1 y'(t) < -

)

where 0 € L'(0,00) is nonnegative, and ¢ € C'[0,00) is positive and nondecreasing.
Plugging the trivial estimate

Vet)y?(t) + R? < \/o(t)y"(t) + R

into (5.1) gives

(5.2) < ot B )y’(t)g—a(t»

Yot oyt
The decay estimate of y(t) is given below. Detailed proof can be found in Appendix C.
LEMMA 5.1. Assume y € W°(0, 00) is positive and satisfies (5.1). Then for all t > 0,

we have )
AN R T
90“) +<—> ifn<6-1,

y(6) < Co ( %(t) %(t)

(¢ R \"
exp<—2\/502_t)>+(z(t)) ifnm=60-—1,
where 3(t) := fot o(s)ds and Cy ,, > 0 depends only on 6 and 1.
5.2. Proof of (3.20). In this case, by (3.9), we have v, = 7Sk and (3.22) becomes
V0B Br+1
VAVEBM (v, 5) + 4]

(5.3) Br+1 — Br < —

v=1
where M (v, §y11) = 6,71 [M,,(1)] ™% with 81 = Brr1/(k + 1).
Define a piecewise continuous linear interpolation

(5.4) y(t) == Be(k+1—t)+ Buga(t — k) Vte[kk+1),keN.

Clearly, y € W1°(0, 00) is positive and 0 < y(t) < y(0) = 1. In particular, we have
Br = y(k) for all k € N, and the decay estimate of S is transferred into the asymptotic
behavior of y(t), which satisfies

55 () < — V0/2y7(t) 7
VBVIRDly(0)] e + 4]

where ¢(t) := (t + 1) e [M,(h)] v . Thus, utilizing Lemma 5.1 gives

A M, (h
ﬂk—y(k)§0y< + Vi >1,
,/’)/Qk 702 k +2‘V
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where C,, > 0 depends only on v. This establishes (3.20).
Below, let us verify (5.5). Since v, < max{7o, 1} < ||A]”, from (3.7) we find that

ap < V"Ykﬁk/ HAH <1 VkeN.
Forany t € (k,k + 1), it is clear that

1> Br+1 S Br+1 1

1
“yt) T B l4ar 2 T yt) T Bra ’

which implies

v—1

BeM (v, 841) = (k) BrBITE < 277 o(t)[y(1)] 757 .

Since ¥/ (t) = Br+1 — Bk, plugging the above estimate into (5.3) proves (5.5).

5.3. Proof of (3.21). By (3.9), we have v > Ymin = min{vo, 1}, and (3.22) becomes

vV Ymin Bk Br+1 .
V2VEBM (v, 1) + AP

Br+1 — Br < —

Recall the piecewise interpolation y(¢) defined by (5.4). Similarly with (5.5), we claim that

y(t) < — Y Tmin/2 Y
VBVIRDly(0)] e + 1]

and invoking Lemma 5.1 again gives

2
1AI° (M, (h)] ™7 ,
7~k2+ Ery ifv <1,

ﬁk <G, Tmin ke

| A]1? k' [Ymin .
- fr=1
Yk TP\ B T, ) M

which proves (3.21) and completes the proof of Lemma 3.7.

6. Numerical Examples. In this part, we provide several numerical tests to validate the
performance of our Algorithm 3.1 (denoted shortly by UAPD). It is compared with Nesterov’s
FGM [49] and the AccUniPDGrad method [75], respectively for unconstrained and affinely
constrained problems.

Both UAPD and FGM involve the proximal mapping of the nonsmooth part g under
Bregman distance. However, FGM performs one more proximal calculation for updating vy,
and in line search part, FGM and AccUniPDGrad use the tolerance 0, = e with 7, =
O(1/k), which is smaller than ours §;, = S /k. As discussed previously in Remark 3.2, this
will lead to over-estimate issue, especially for Holderian case (cf. subsection 6.1) and smooth
problems with large Lipschitz constants (cf. subsection 6.2).

6.1. Matrix game. The problem reads as

1 i Py) = i h = .
(6.1) Jnin max (z, Py) ;ggl{ (z) = max <pmfc>},
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where P = (p1,p2, - ,pm) € R" ™ is the given payoff matrix and Ay denotes the stan-
dard simplex with X = m or n. According to von Neumann’s minimax theorem [1, Corollary
15.30], it is also equivalent to

max { min (ei,Py>} = — min {— min <€i7Py>}

YyeEA,, (1<i<n YEA, 1<i<n

= — min {g(y) ‘= max <qi,y>},

yEA, 1<i<n

where PT = —(q1,492, - ,qn) € R™*™. As we do not the know the optimal value of » and
g, it is more convenient to consider

(6.2) peatiD {f(@,y) :==Nh(z) +9(y)}.

Clearly, this problem is nonsmooth (f is only Lipschitz continuous) and the minimal value is
zero. A natural prox-function for this problem is the entropy ¢(x) = (z,Inz).

— 10" — 10

= =
—FGM
——UAPD
10 10
10° 10t 10° 10° 10
k
10
—e—FGM
10* —e— UAPD
<« 10°
S
F
10
10t
10° © 10°
0 2 4 6 8 10 100 10t 10° 10°
(2 k

FIG. 2. Numerical performances of FGM and UAPD on the matrix game problem with m = 100, n = 400.

We record (i) the decay behavior of the objective residual | f.| = | f(xx)| (with respect to
iteration number % and running time ¢ in seconds), (ii) the total number #i;, of the line search
step i, and (iii) the approximate Lipschitz constant Mj. The pay off matrix P is generated
from normal distribution and for FGM, we set the accuracy parameter e =le-5.

Numerical results are displayed in Figure 2, from which we see that our UAPD out-
performs FGM, with faster convergence and smaller Lipschitz constants. The total number
#iy is close to each other. But, FGM produces over-estimated Lipschitz parameters with
dramatically growth behavior since it adopts smaller tolerance ¢/k for line search procedure.
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Euclidean —e— Euclidean + Buclidean
Entropy 104 —e— Entropy 108 « Entropy

— 101 e =
~e 10 T ~
= 3k =
10? 10
h:d
h:4
10! 107 %
o
102 10° 10°
10°  10* 10° 10° 0 2 4 6 10° 10" 10° 10°
k 23 k

F1G. 3. Numerical results of UAPD on the matrix game problem with different prox-functions.

Besides, we investigate the difference between Euclidean distance ¢(z) = 1/2 ||z||* and
entropy function ¢(z) = (z,Inz). It is observed that these two cases are very similar in line
search procedure but entropy function leads to better convergence rate.

109 10°
I e et L L CE PR R A TSN
101 10"
. X
“ ~
| 102 | 102
< === FGM-matrix-game 2
= —— FGM-smooth =
-3 -matrix-os o N
10 gg;g nmtrlfhg:nm o FGM-smooth
— -SIMOO — === UAPD-matrix-game
—— UAPD-smooth
10 10
10° 108 10° 107
k t
105G 10°
—e—FGM
10 —e—UAPD ﬁ
10° —
4 -
. 10° . =
RS 2 100 ] el f
RS o2
L » FGM
102} * - + UAPD
N il
10 o
*
*
10° 10“‘
0 2 4 6 10° 10°
23 k

F1G. 4. Numerical performances of FGM and UAPD on regularized matrix game with m = 100, n = 400.

6.2. Regularized matrix game problem. The problem (6.1) admits an approximation

(63) fg(gj) ‘= oln Ze@)j»w)/g ,
j=1

where o > 0 denotes the smoothing parameter. This regularized objective is smoother than
the original one. According to [47, Eq.(4.8)], we choose o = ¢/(21nm), and the Lipschitz
constant of V f, is L, = max; ; | P; ;|*/(40).
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We then apply UAPD and FGM (with € =1e-5) to the smooth problem (6.3) and report
the numerical outputs in Figure 4. The optimal value f* is obtained by running UAPD with
enough iterations. Similarly as before, our UAPD is superior to FGM in convergence and
approximate Lipschitz constant. Also, we plot the objective residuals of the original matrix
game and find that with smoothing technique both two methods perform better than before.

6.3. Continuous Steiner problem. Let us consider one more unconstrained problem

(6.4) min f(z) = Z |z — a4]|,
j=1

z€RY

where a; € R"™ denotes a given location. Note that the objective is actually quite smooth
far away from each location a;. We generate a; from normal distribution and run UAPD
with enough iterations to obtain an approximated optimal value f*. Numerical results in
Figure 5 show that both FGM (with ¢ =1le-8) and UAPD work well and possess similar
convergence behaviors. Moreover, as V f is almost Lipschitz continuous and the magnitude
of the Lipschitz constant L is not so large, the over-estimated issue of FGM is negligible, and
the approximated constant M}, is the same as that of UAPD.

—FGM —FGM
——UAPD ——UAPD
% 10° ¥ 10°
~ ~
| I
¥ 110 <X o0
1071 aale 107 As_aaw
10° 10t 102 10°
k t
102
—e—FGM 240
—e—UAPD 220
200 « FGM
< = « UAPD
':Ft 10t E 180
160
140
0
% 2 4 6 8 10° 10! 102
(23 k

FIG. 5. Numerical performances of FGM and UAPD on the continuous Steiner problem with m = 800, n = 400.
6.4. Basis pursuit problem. In the last example, we move to the basis pursuit problem
min ||z, s.t.Az =0,
zeR"

where A € R™*™ and b € R™. To be compatible with the problem setting of AccU-
niPDGrad, we consider an equivalent formulation

S S
nin 5 lz||] s.t. Az =1b.
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The dual problem reads as

. . Ty 1.2
/\Ig]g}n {w()\) = (b, \) + §HA )\Hoo} )

Note that existing accelerated Bregman method [28] and accelerated ALM [71] can be
applied to this problem with theoretical rate O(1/k). But we only focus on the comparison
between UAPD and AccUniPDGrad [75], as black-box type methods with line search pro-
cedure. We mention that the AccUniPDGrad method also uses smaller tolerance €/k as that
in FGM. Numerical results are showed in Figure 6, which indicate that (i) our UAPD has
smaller objective residual and feasibility violation, and (ii) the line search procedure is more
efficient with smaller total number #i; and Lipschitz constant Mj.

—e— AccUniPDGrad
—e—UAPD

[ fi = £
[[ Az, — bl

—— AccUniPDGrad
——UAPD

[ fi = £
[[ Az, — bl

FIG. 6. Numerical performances of AccUniPDGrad and UAPD on the basis pursuit problem with m =
100, n = 500. The desired accuracy for AccUniPDGrad is € = le-3.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let us first prove (3.3). Recall that i is the smallest
integer such that

Ok,i
If ix, =0, then My = My. If 1, > 1, then we claim that

(A1) My i, <2M (v, 0kip—1)-

Otherwise, we have My ;, —1 = My, /2 > M(v,0k,,—1). According to Proposition 2.2,
this implies immediately that

O iy —
h(xg i —1) — Dk ip—1 < %7
which yields a contradiction and thus verifies the estimate (A.1). Additionally, by (3.1), we
have oy, i, < agi—1 < \/ia;m-k. Thus, using (2.6), (3.2), and (A.1) leads to

(A2) Myi1 = My, <2V2M (v, 614,) = 2V2M (v, 641).
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This implies that for all £ > 0, we have
(A3) M4 < max {2\/§M(y, Ser1), Mk} .

Note that §;, = i /k and By, is decreasing. Thus 6; > & and M (v, ;) < M (v, §x41) for all
1 <4 <k, this indicates that

Mysr < max{2\/§M(u, 5;€+1),Mi} V1<i<k.
Taking + = 1 and using (A.3) with £ = 0, we obtain
My11 < max {2\/§M(u, Sist), MO} ,

which proves (3.3).
Then, let us verify (3.4). Observing that

. M,
My = My, = 257 1M), = ij, = 1+ logy, —2L,
) M;,
we get

k

M,
Zij =k+ 1+ logy ]\ZH §k+1+max{1,1og2
0

M (v, 0p41) }
My/2v2 |~

=0

v—1
Since M (v, 0x+1) = 0,1 [M,, ()] 741, we complete the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Appendix B. Accelerated Bregman Primal-Dual Flow. Recall the conjugate function
¢ (8) = Sug{<£,w> —¢(x)} Ve R™
TE

We have the relation: { = Vé(x) <= z = V¢*(€); see [1, Theorem 16.23]. Therefore, by
introducing w = V¢(v), we obtain an alternative first-order formulation of (3.10):

¥ = V¢*(w) — =,

(B.1) yw' € p(Vo(z) —w) — (0f (z) + No(z) + ATN),
BN = AV (w) — b,

B.1. Well-posedness and exponential decay. Let us focus on the smooth setting: @ =
R™ and f € C! satisfies

f(@) > f(y) + (Vfy),x —y) + uDy(z,y) Vz,y€ R,

with g > 0. Then our ABPD flow dynamics (3.10) becomes

(B.2a) Y =v—uz,

d
(B.2b) 14 Vo) = (Vo) = Vo(v)) — V(@) — ATA,
(B.2¢) BN = Av —b.

By (B.1), this is also equivalent to
¥ =Vo*(w) — ,

(B.3) yw' = u(Vo(x) —w) — Vf(z) — ATA,
BN = AV¢* (w) —b.
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Recall that v and 3 are governed by (3.11), which actually admits explicit solutions

B(t) = Poe™", () =p+ (vo—pe "

Since ¢ is 1-strongly convex (cf. (2.1)), V@™ is 1-Lipschitz continuous. Consequently, if
both V f and V¢ are Lipschitz continuous, then by standard theory of ordinary differential
equations, we conclude that the dynamical system (B.3) admits a unique classical C'* solution
(x,w, A). This also promises that our ABPD flow (B.2) exists a unique solution (z, v, A) with
v = V¢*(w) being continuous.

We then introduce a Lyapunov function

Ba) v d) = LX)~ £(a",X) 9Dl )+ 5 A X,

which is a continuous analogue to the discrete one (3.12).

THEOREM B.1. Let (z,v,)\) € C*(Ry; R") x C°(R,y; R™) x CY(R,; R™) be the
unique solution to the ABPD flow (B.2). Then we have

(B.5) %5(:17, v, A) < =E(z,v,\) — uDy (v, x),

which implies the exponential decay rate

t

e'E(x(t), v(t), A(t)) + M/o e’ Dy(v(t),z(t))ds < E(xo, vo, Ao),

forallt > 0.

Proof. Taking the derivative with respect to the time variable gives

d d
Eé‘(m,v, A) = (Vo L(z,\*),2") + 7' Dg(a*,v) + ’}/ED¢($*,’U)

/
+ S IA =N+ B A=A X)L
Since w = V¢(v) € CH(Ry; R™), we see that Dy(z*,v) is continuous differentiable in
terms of ¢ and by (B.2b), we have

d d
ra Dot o) = (15 Voloho — ")

= u(Ve(z) — Vo(v),v —z*) — (Vf(z) + AT\ v —z*).

Then using the three-term identity (2.2) and following the proof of [39, Lemma 2.1], we can
verify (B.5) and complete the proof. O

Appendix C. Proof of Lemma 5.1.

C.1. The case n = 0 — 1. The estimate (5.2) becomes

y'(@) Lyt
(C.1) pt)—>< +R < —o(t).
Ve e = 70

Since y(0) = 1 and y/(t) < 0, it holds that 0 < y(¢) < 1 forall ¢t > 0. As ¢(t) is positive
and nondecreasing, we obtain

r Yy Yy
plny) = lny 4+ /o= < Jo=.
(Velny) N \/_y \/_y
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Combining this with (C.1) gives

(Ve@myo + 500 < -at),

and integrating over (0, t) leads to

1 R N t
(C.2) Veo(t) In ol +o (') - 1) > /0 o(s)ds = B(t).
Define
_ 0 (1 =\
(C3) Yi1(t) := exp (—2 g0@)) and Ys(t) := (1 + WE(lt)) :

Then one finds that

\/Wt)ln%(t) = %E(t), Y1(0) =1,

R 1
-1 (Y2 %) —1) = 52@), ¥5(0) = 1.
This also implies
1 R0
(C4) Vel In gy + =3 (V70 1) <30),

where Y (t) := Y1 (¢) + Y2(¢). For fixed ¢ > 0, the function

v — \/go(t)ln%—i- Gizl (v —1)

is monotonously decreasing in terms of v € (0, 00). Collecting (C.2) and (C.4) yields that

y(t) < Y (t) = exp <—2\E/%> + (1 + %2(@) =

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.1 withnn = 6 — 1.

C.2. The case y < # — 1. The proof is in line with the previous case. We have

_ / _
VEyTTTIN ey oyttt VY
n+1-0 Y 10 2yt

which together with (5.2) gives

< Dy Ry”@))’

+

n+1-— 0 1—6 < _U(t) = G(S"(t)ay(t)) > E(f),

where G : [0,00) x (0,00) — R is define by

i \/E n+1-0 R 1-6
G('LU,'U) = m(v —1)+6_1('U —1),
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for all w > 0 and v > 0. In addition to Y>(¢) defined in (C.3), we introduce

0—n—1 G

24/(1)

Since G(w, -) is monotonously decreasing and

G(p(t),Ya(t) + Ys(t)) < X(t) < G(p(t), y(t)),

Yi(t) == {1+ 2(t)

we obtain

0—-1

y(t) < <1 + WZ(t)) B

0—n—1
2¢/¢(t)

This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.1 with p < § — 1.
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