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A THIRD ORDER DYNAMICAL SYSTEM FOR GENERALIZED
MONOTONE EQUATION

PHAM VIET HAI AND PHAN TU VUONG

ABsTRACT. We propose a third order dynamical system for solving a nonlinear equa-
tion in Hilbert spaces where the operator is cocoercive with respect to the solutions
set. Under mild conditions on the parameters, we establish the existence and unique-
ness of the generated trajectories as well as its asymptotic convergence to a solution of
the equation. When the operator is strongly monotone with respect to the solutions
set, we deliver an exponential convergence rate of e~ 2!, which is significantly faster
than the known results of second order dynamical systems. In particular, for convex
optimization problems, the proposed dynamical system provides a fast convergence
rate of O(t%) for the objective values. In addition, we discuss the applications of the
proposed dynamical system to several splitting monotone inclusion problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be a real Hilbert space with the inner product (-,-) and induced norm || -||. Let
U : H — H be a continuous operator. We are interested in the following equation:

(1.1) Find z, such that U(z.) = 0.

The symbol Z(U) stands for the zeros set of the operator U, which is assumed to be
non empty. The equation (L)) looks simple, but it is general enough to cover numerous
problems in optimization and variational analysis, e.g. the convex optimization prob-
lems, variational inequalities, monotone inclusions, fixed point problems, saddle point
problems etc. Let us recall some particular examples below:

Optimization problem: Let f : H — R be a convex and differentiable function.
Then solving the optimization problem

(1.2) min f(x)

zeH

is equivalent to solving problem (LI]) with U := V f, where the notation V f denotes the
gradient of f.

Monotone inclusion: Another important problem is to find a zero of the sum of
two monotone operators

(1.3) Find z, € H such that 0 € A(x,) + B(z.),

where A : H — H is a monotone single-valued operator and B : H = H is a maximal
monotone set-valued operator defined on H. Let I be the identity operator and Jp :=
(I — B)™! be the resolvent of the operator B. Then the monotone inclusion (3] is a
particular case of equation (II)) with

U:=T—-Jp(I—~A),
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for some v > 0.

Variational inequality: A crucial special case of Problem (3] is the following
variational inequality (VI) problem

(1.4) Find z, € H such that 0 € A(z,) + No(z.),

where € is a nonempty closed convex subset of H and Nq(z.) is the normal cone of
at x,.
Fixed point problem: Let F': H — H be an operator. The fixed point problem:

Find z € H such that x = F(x)
is equivalent to Problem (LI with U :=1 — F.

There are recent emerging research directions which use ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs) to investigate the solutions set of the optimization problems [3], [7, 8 22],
variational inequalities [13} [I7) 25], monotone inclusions [14], 15] and equilibrium prob-
lems [24, [26] and many others. We refer the readers to [1} 2] (6] [7, [8, 11} 22] and references
therein for more examples. It is well understood in the literature that the gradient de-
scent algorithm for solving optimization is a discrete version of the gradient flow (first
order ODE), which provides a convergence rate of (’)(%) Meanwhile, the second order
ODE, which associates with the Nesterov’s algorithm, exhibits a fast convergence rate
of (’)(tig) Using ODEs does not provide exclusively a novel insight of Nesterov’s scheme,
it is one of the productive methods to design algorithms with similar performances.

Motivated by the fast convergence rate of the second order ODE for solving op-
timization, this approach has been extended extensively to cocoercive equations [I1],
variational inequalities [25] as well as monotone inclusions [1} [12]. For solving equation
(1), Bot and Csetnek proposed a second order ODE where the operator U is cocoer-
cive. They showed the existence and uniqueness of the generated trajectories as well as
their weak asymptotic convergence to a zero of the operator U. The application to the
monotone inclusion (L3 and convex optimization was also discussed [11]. In particular,
when the sum A+ B in (L3) is strongly monotone, Bot and Csetnek showed in [12] that
the trajectories generated the second order ODE converges exponentially to the unique
solution with the convergence rate of e~*.

1.1. Higher order ODEs motivation. While the theory and results for first and sec-
ond order ODE are well established as reviewed above, the idea of using higher order
ODE approach is relatively new. In this paper, we will study the equation (L)) via a
third order dynamical system.

Third order dynamical systems for solving the optimization problem (L2]) has been
studied recently by Attouch, Chbani and Riahi. In [4], they proposed the following ODE

a 200 — 6
7O+

called (TOGES). These authors first reformulated (L) as a second order dynamical
system by temporal scaling techniques. Then the convergence analysis was obtained

using Lyapunov’s energy function which was well developed for second order ODE. More
importantly, they showed a convergence rate of O(t%) in the sense that

(15) 2"(t) + 2 (1) + Vf(a(t) + 2/ () = 0,

/ . C
Fa(t) + 2 () —inf f <
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for some constant C' > 0 and obtained the convergence of the trajectories towards
optimal solutions of (L2)). However, the convergence rate of f(z(¢)) in (TOGES) is only
O(1), which is not fully satisfied in the view of fast optimization. In a subsequence paper

¢
[5], the authors provided a modification of (TOGES), called (TOGES-V), as follow

(t) + wm'(t) +Vf (m(t) + %tm’(t)) =0,

7
a —"_ x//

(1.6) 2" (t) + ;

where they obtained finally a fast convergence rate of O (t%) for f(z(t)) —infy f.

Recently, we proposed in [18] the following third order dynamical system for solving
monotone inclusion (L3))

(L.7) y" (1) + agy”(t) + cny' (t) + ao(I — Jyp(I —vA))(y(t)) = 0,

where as, aq, ag,y are positive coeflicients. Under suitable choices of these coefficients,
we obtained the existence and uniqueness of the generated trajectories. When A and
B satisfy a generalized monotone condition and the sum A + B is strongly monotone,
we showed that the trajectory y(t) converges exponentially to the unique solution with
a fast rate of e*!, for some positive p which could be chosen so that p > 1 (see [18]
Theorem 3.7| ). This rate is significantly faster than the rate e~ obtained by Bot, and
Csetnek for second order ODE in [12]. We also discussed the fast exponential convergence
results for solving variational inequality problem (L4]) where the operator A is strongly
pseudo-monotone and Lipschitz continuous [I8] Section 5].

1.2. Our contributions. Motivated by the strong evidence of fast convergence results
for third order dynamical system, we associate to Problem (I.I]) an ODE of the following
form

(18) {mm(t) A0+ B1(0)a(1) + AU (9= () =0,

x(to) = xo,xl(to) = xl,x’ (to) = T2,
where
Gz(t) == z(t) + M (D)2 (t) + Ao (t)2” (¢).

In contrast to the cocoerciveness assumption as required in [I1], we will only assume
that the operator U is cocoercive with respect to the zeros set Z(U), which is called
quasi-cocoercive. This assumption is strictly weaker the cocoerciveness and useful to
tackle the inclusion problem (L3]) when A is merely monotone but not cocoercive. Our
main contributions are summarized as follow:

e Existence and uniqueness of the trajectories x(t) generated by (LS).

e Weak asymptotic convergence trajectories x(t) to a zero of the operator U.

e Fast exponential convergence rate of e~ 2! for solving strongly monotone (with
respect to the zeros set) equations.

e Fast rate (’)(t%) for the convex optimization (2], which covers the start of the
art results in [5] as a special case.

e Weak asymptotic convergence for solving merely splitting monotone inclusions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we present some prelimi-
nary results and lemmas for establishing the convergence analysis. We investigate the
existence and uniqueness of the trajectories as well as its asymptotic convergence in
Section Bl In Section ] we deliver a fast exponential convergence when the operator U
is strongly monotone with respect to the zeros set. Section [l discusses the fast conver-
gence rate of (’)(t%) for convex optimization problems. Finally, applications to several
monotone splitting inclusions are presented in Section [G
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some definitions and lemmas which are useful in the sequel.
We also present a new lemma for establishing the fast rate O(t%) in the following sections.

Definition 2.1. The single-valued operator U : H — H is called

(1) wy-cocoercive if w, > 0 and
(2) wy-quasi-cocoercive if it is cocoercive with respect to the zeros set, i.e.
(U(x),z —2*) > wu||U()||* V. € Z(U),Vz € H.
(3) Ly-Lipschitz continuous if L, > 0 and
[U(z) =U@)l| < Lullz —y| Vz,y€H.
(4) p-strongly monotone if p > 0 and
({U(@) =U(y),x—y) > plz —yl* Va,yeH.
(5) p-strongly pseudomonotone if p > 0 and

Remark 2.2. It is clear that the quasi-cocoerciveness is strictly weaker than the
cocoerciveness. As we will see in Section [6], the forward-backward operator for strongly-
pseudo monotone variational inequality and the forward-backward-forward operator for
monotone inclusion are quasi-cocoercive, but not nessesary cocoercive. Also, from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that if T is w,-cocoercive then it is 1/w,-Lipschitz continu-
ous.

Definition 2.3. The set-valued operator B : H = H is called monotone if
(u—v,x—y) >0 V(z,u),(y,v) € GraB.

We also say that the operator B is mazimally monotone if it is monotone and there is
no monotone operator whose graph strictly contains the graph GraB.

Let B be maximal monotone, then resolvent of B, defined by Jg := (I — B)~!, has
full domain. Moreover, it is single-valued and firmly-nonexpansive (i.e. cocoercive with
modulus 1), see [9)].

2.1. Absolutely continuous functions. Let R>( := [0, 00).

Definition 2.4. A function h : R>g — H is called locally absolutely continuous if for
each interval [to,?1] one can find an integrable function g : [tg,t1) — H subject to the
following equality
t
() = hto) + [ g()ds Ve ot
to
Remark 2.5. Note that a locally absolutely continuous function always is differentiable

almost everywhere and its derivative is identical to its distributional derivative almost
everywhere.

For m > 1, the space L™(X) consists of functions that are m-power Lebesgue inte-
grable over X C R with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
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Lemma 2.6 ([I]). Let u € LP(R>g), v € LY(R>g), where 1 < p < oo and 1 < g < 0.
Suppose that u : R>q — Rxq s locally absolutely continuous. Then tlim u(t) = 0 provided
- - —00

that

u'(t) < w(t)  for almost every t € Rxo.

Lemma 2.7 ([9]). Let 0 # Q C H. Assume that the function ¥ : R>g — H satisfies
conditions (i)-(ii).
(i)  For every w € Q, the limit tliglo [|9(t) — wl| exists.
(ii)  Every weak sequential cluster point of ¥(-) belongs to the set Q.
Then there exists u € Q such that 9(-) converges weakly to u as t — oo.
Lemma 2.8 below will be used to prove the convergence at the rate (’)(t%) for our

dynamical system. In the statement, writing f = O(g) means that f(t) < Cg(t) for
every t, where C is some positive constant.

Lemma 2.8. Let y : R — H be a absolutely continuous function. If g : H — R is a
convex function satisfying

g (y(t)+ &ty (1) < % Vit > to,

where &£ # %,Ml are positive constants, then there exist positive constants Ms, Ms such
that

aly()) < M2 Ms

- =Vt >t
té

Furthermore, if the constant &€ < L, then

) =0 ().

#+3

Proof. Let t,s >t >0, ¢ > 0 and ¢,(t) = y(t) + &ty'(t). We have

0,0 = < ().

Tl
QL
~

which yields, through integrating ¢ € [s, s + €| and then dividing both sides by (s + 6)%,
that
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Using the convexity of the function g and Jensen inequality, the line above gives

1

()
s+e¢

1 1 (ste)

3
s \¢ 1 \¢ M,
< ——
< <5+6> 9(y(s)) + <5+6> 3¢ 4T

S

(s42)E

_l’_

1

)5 gly(s)) + !

(s+e)%—s

g(‘?y(Tg)) dr

ool +2) < (5=

—

«
M=

—

=

1
which implies, after multiplying both sides by (s+¢)¢ and dividing both sides by e, that

(s—l—a)%
1 1 1 1 Ml
_ — < — —F aT.
. ((s +e)eg(y(s +¢)) 359(3/(@)) =2 T3¢ dr
st
Letting € — 0, we get
(s+€)%
d 1 d M, My 1y
st gy(s)] < = = i
% e=0

and then

T
T g(y(T)) — 6§ gy (ko)) = / Llstae)] < <Té—3 _ t§—3) |

to éh(%_?))

The solution of dynamical system (L§)) is defined as follows.

0

Definition 2.9. A function z(-) is called a strong global solution of equation (LS if
conditions (i)-(iii) hold.
(i) The functions z, 2, 2" : [tg,00) — H are locally absolutely continuous.
(ii) The equation ™ (t)+ Ba(t)x” (t)+ B1(t)x’ (t) + Lo (t)U(¢px(t)) = 0 holds for almost
every t > .
(ili) z(to) = wo,2'(to) = 21,2" (to) = 2.

3. A THIRD-ORDER DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

3.1. Existence and uniqueness of a solution.

Proposition 3.1 (Equivalent form). The dynamical system (L8]) is equivalent to the
first order system

(3.1) y'(t) =T(t,y(t)),
where y = (y1,y2,y3) and the mapping T : R X H x H X H — H X H x H is defined by
T(t,y) :== (Y2, y3, —B1()y2 — Ba(t)ys — Bo()U (y (1)),
Dy(t) = y1 + A1 (t)y2 + A2(t)ys-
Proof. The proof is straightforward and it is left to the reader. (]
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Proposition 3.2. Consider the dynamical system (L8), where the operator U : H — H
is Ly-Lipschitz continuous and the functions B; : R>9 — Rsg for j € {0,1,2}, A1, Ao :
R>0 — Rx>q are locally integrable. Then for any ug,u1,us € H, there exists a unique
strong global solution to the dynamical system (L8]).

Proof. The key is to apply the Cauchy-Lipschitz-Picard theorem to the first order dy-
namical system (B.1) (see [19, Proposition 6.2.1]).

For every t € R, we show that T'(¢,-) is Lipschitz continuous. Indeed, take arbitrarily
y=(y1,Y2,Y3),2 = (21, 22,23) € H x H x H and consider

IT(t.y) = T(t,2)II” = lly2 — 221> + lys — 25
HB1 (1) (y2 — 22) + Ba(t)(ys — 23) + Bo (1) [U(dy (1)) — U(¢=())]]1?

2
<Ny =22+ | D807 | (ly2 = 22l + llys — zsl* + 1U(6y(t) — U(¢:(1))II?)
5=0

2
<lly ==+ [ D 8@ | (ly = =17 + Lilloy () — 6-(D]) -
—~

Consequently, taking into account the explicit form of ¢ and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, we get

IT(t,y) = Tt 2)I?

2
<y —=lP+ [ D87 | (ly ==l + L3 (1 + M) + X2(t)?) |y — =11%)
j=0

1+ B]t2 (L4 L2 (1 +M®%+2®)) | lv— 2>
]

Next is to prove T'(.,y) is locally integrable for every y € H x H x H. Indeed, we observe

/ I )P de — (b~ a) (el + 1vs]1)
, a
= [ 161012 + Batt)us + BB (0,(0) — Ul )] ds
b 9 '
< [ 208502 ) Dl + ol + Ll = e+ M6+ haOhalP]

=0
b/ o
S/ > B [yl + L2 + M) + X)) (lyll* + ll]1?)] dt
|

3.2. Weak convergence. The convergence analysis of the dynamical system ([.8]) will
be done by using the Lyapunov functions

(3-2) y=llz —z.)? == [2Y)?
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where x, € Z(U). Denote
Ay = Bou—D)By

Bo ’ ) D)5
B = (2wu—D)Bs 27
_ (Qwu-D)B1Bs B Fo Y%y — D
(3.3) Ay = QouDiibs _ Bayy, -3, Co = 4

Wy — 60
By = B24=P) (83 — 261) — 3,

2
A = (2wu;0D)51 o %1)\% — 28,

Given two functions f,g : R>g — R, writing f < g (f > g) means that f(t) < g(?)
(f(t) > g(t) respectively) for every ¢ > 0.

Assumption 3.1. The functions Bo,B1,P2 : R>yy — Ry are locally integrable and
satisfy

(3.4) 5 > 0> 3,
(3.5) 1 >0>p,
(3.6) By >0> 6.
The functions A1, A2 : R>y, — R>q are locally integrable and satisfy
(3.7) A >0,
(3.8) Ay > 0.
The function D : R>;, — R satisfies
(3.9) D :=sup D(t) < 2wy,
t>tg
2 o B3
(3.10) D > 58
(3.11) D'<o<D.
There exist positive constants A1, Ao, Ag such that
(3.12) Ag(t) > Ay Vit > to,
(3.13) Bo(t) > Ay Vit > tq,
(3.14) AL(t)+2> Ag V> t.

Remark 3.3. We will discuss in the later subsection how to select functions satisfying
Assumption Bl For further analysis, we make the following remarks.

(1) Under Assumption 3] the lower bounds and upper bounds of Sy, 81, f2 exist and
they are denoted as

(3.15) 0 < co:=inf By < supfy =: oy < 0,

(3.16) 0<c:=inff; <supfi =: a1 < 0,

(3.17) 0 < cg:=inf By <supfy =: as < 0.

Moreover, we can find positive constants Ay, As, Ag subject to the followings
(3.18) As(t) < Ay V> to,

(3.19) Bi(t) > As Vit > to,

(3.20) Co(t) > Ag YVt > to.

(2) Under Assumption B3], the first-order derivatives of Sy, 51, 82 are bounded.
B5(to) < B5(t) <0,
(3:21) Bi(to) < B1(t) <0,
0 < By(t) < Bylto)-



(3) Under Assumption B3] the following inequalities hold

(3.22) By >0>p1,

" o_ ///31 //BI/B(,)*/B{/BO i 5_?7 %75158 2/31
A=+ 20 BB ¢ ) (525 - BR 1+ ) 20

— A} = (2w, — D) (- Béfl - 5251 + 52?%/36> + 1 (BoA A2 + BoXi A2 + BoAis)
+D’ (ﬂ;fQ - %AMQ) >0,
(3.23) AY — A+ Ay > Ao,
(3.24) By — B} = By + (2w, — )5250/3705250+D/% > By,
(3.25) A17A5+2:A1+(2wu7D)<%35150)+D’g1+2>A1+2
(3.26) Pr—B2>P1> e

We are now in the position to establish the weak convergence of the trajectories
generated by the dynamical system (L.g]).

Theorem 3.4. Consider the dynamical system (LS)), where the operator U : H — H
18 Wy -quasi-cocoercive and is L -Lipschitz continuous. Assumption [31] holds. Let the

parameters be denoted by [B.3), BI12)-BI4) and BIR)-B20). If condition B.21) holds

1 A2
3.27 — < Ay — =4
( ) o < Aj Ay’

then the following results hold.

(i) z,a', 2" are bounded.
(ii) « x” 2", U(x) € L2
— Tim o (1) — T _
(iii) tlggoy () = Jim "(t) = lim U(z(t)) = 0.
(iv) The trajectory x(-) generated by the dynamical system (L) converges weakly to
an element in Z(U).

Proof. The convergence of equation (L8] is done by using the functions defined in (3.2)).
By ([.21), we can take € > 0 subject to the following

1 1 A2
(3.28) a < - - <A5—A—3.
Since
y'(t) =2(2'(t),2(t) — @),
(3.29) y'(t) = 2(a"(t), x(t) — xs) + 221 (1),
() = 2 (2 (1), 2(t) — ) + 324 (1)

by (L8), we have

y" (1) + Ba(8)y" (t) + Bu(t)y' ()
= —2080(t) (U(¢2(t)), () — 2) + 321(t) + 2B2(t) 21 (¢)
= —2B0(t) (U(¢a(t)), $a(t) — 24) + 280(t) (U(da(t)), A (8)2'(£) + A2 ()" (1))
+321(t) + 262(t) 21 (1)
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Since the operator U is w,-quasi-cocoercive and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
can estimate

") + B2 ()y" () + Br(t)y (t)

< (20 = DAV O + BN 0+ Xa(0a” (O + 3540) + 282(8)2 (1)
o 2wy, — D(t) 1" /
(3.30) = -2 S e ) + )’ 6 + (0 O
+@((;) [AL(H)2(t) + Ao (t)z” ()| + 325 () + 2B2(t) 21 (2).

A direct computation gives
|2 + Box” + Br2’|?
(3.31) = b1z + B1Bez) + Bz + Pazy + (B3 — 261)22 + 23,
(3.32) A1z’ + Xoz”||> = A2z + A320 4+ A oz,
Through substituting ([3.31)-([B3.32]) back into (3:30]) and then using the notations in ([3.3]),

we get
(3.33) 0> y" + By + Bry + Aoz + A12] + Aoz1 + B125 + Boza + Cozs.

After integrating the line above over [to,t], there exists a constant M; = Mj(tp) such
that

My >y (t) + Ba(t)y' (t) + [Br(t) — Ba(t)]y(t) + Aa(t)z1 (1) + [Ar(t) — A5(1)]21(t) + Bi(t)za(t)

n / 1B2(s) — BL(3)]u(s) ds + / [AY(s) — AL (s) + Ao(s)]2a (s) ds

(3.34) + / [Bo(s) — B! (s)]2a(s) ds + / Cols)2s(s) ds.

to to

Using (29), (@22), @23) and (@2, we get
My >2(a"x —x.) + Bay’ + (B1 — Ba)y + Asz) + (A1 — Ay + 2)z1 + B2z

1
(3.35) Z Bgy/ + (,81 — ,Bé — 6)y + Agzi + (Al — AIQ + 2)21 + <B1 - g) 22,
where we estimate 2 (2", — x,) by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Setting
1
H = Agzi + (Al — AI2 + 2)21 + <Bl — g) 29.
Then
1
H =20 () (= 2+ D+ (B = 2 ) o)
1
> 20 (o) + Bl P+ (8= 2 ) 1P (by @20, D, @T)
1
> 221" [o') + Bl + (85 - £ ) 1"

1
330 =28+ Al + (A= 2) [P oy ED)
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Note that

1
“2A 2" - 1] + Agl!| + (A5 _ —) 12|
A2 1
3.37 = Aallz' || — " As — L "2
(3.37) (VA - ) + (2031 1) g

2

1 A4 A?l /12

(3.38) = | l2"[\/As = = = || —==] + <A3 - 71> [E
€ 1 Ay — =

Ay — 2

Taking the sum of (3.37) and (3.38]), we can find a constant § > 0 for which

1
(3.39) —2A4]12"|| - lla'|| + Aslla’|* + (As - g) l="[1* > o(ll2"1* + [l"]1*)-

Inequalities ([3.36]) and (3.39) give
(3.40) H 2 0([l2" 1 + [l'][?).
From (3.35) and (3.40), we get
My > By + (B1 — By — e)y + 0(||="|* + [|2"]]%),
which implies, after dividing both sides by Bs, that

M 1 1
— >y +— % (Br— By —e)y + EQ(HOE"H2 + ')

Ba
Using (817) and (3:26]), the line above can be estimated as follows

M, _ M 1 1
— > >y (B By — )y + - 0([l2” P + [|2']P)
c2 2 6 65
cp—¢€ 0
(3.41) >y + y+ a—z(Hx"Hz + [la’[1?)-

(i) Setting n :=
above with € and then integrating over [tg,t], we obtain

M M
1( en(to—t)) < y(to)e”to + 17
nca nca

, we have 7 > 0. Through multiplying the inequality

y(t) < ylto)e" ™" +

which means that z is bounded.
Inequality (B.41)) leads to the following

M 0 0 0 1
Moy D=2 o)+ Ly > (— . 60) 117 = Lo — 22,
Co fe%) (0% (0%’ €0

where g := % and the expression 2 (z/,x — x,) is estimated by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. The inequality above shows z’ is bounded. Since x, 2’ are bounded, by (3.41))
z” is bounded too.

(ii) Inequality ([B.34) gives

My 2 y'(t) + Ba(0)y (6) + [Ba(0) = By () + H =221 + 2

t

+/[A'z'(8) — A (s) + Ao(s)]z1(s) ds + /[Bo(S) = Bi(s)]z2(s) ds +/Co(8)23(8) ds,

to to
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which implies, by (@20), B0), @2, B23), @I, that

My > y"(t) + B2 (t)y' () + cry(t) — 221
¢ ¢

t
+A1/z1(s) ds—i—AQ/zg(s) ds+A6/23(5) ds.
to

to to

Thus, o/, 2", 2" € L2
It follows from (L8 that

00 = g5 Ia” (6 + Ba(B)a” (1) + A1 (/0]
< () + B0 (6) + B (')

< %(Hx/l/(t)u + O[2||$”(t)H + OZIHQT/(t)H)

Hence, U(¢,(t)) € L?, too.
Next is to prove U(z(t)) € L?. Indeed, by ([3.9) and ([B.I0), we have

Bo(PMi(0)ha(t) _ _ Polto)?
= A1 (t)Aa(t),

Bi)B(t) T Bilto)Balto) 1(t)A2(2)
which means, by ([8.7)-(B.8]), that A1, A2 are bounded above. Since the operator U : H —

‘H is L,-Lipschitz continuous, we have

U(6(5) - UO)] < Ll 02’0 + Xal)a” )
< L (IOl sup 2e) + 1) s (1))

2w, >

which gives U(z(t)) € L2
(iii) We make use of Lemma Indeed, we have

i (%”x’@ﬂz) = (2" (1), (1)) < ("W + |/ D)) € L,

1

% (3101 ) = @0, 0) < 1" OFF + 12" @))€ 2

and

& (Gloeenr) = (Suae).vee)
1(|d ?
<! (H@U@c(f))

< 3 (Bl WP + U E)P) e .

+ HU(w(t))H2>

(iv) We make use of Lemma[2Z7 Indeed, inequality (B.33)) can be expressed as folllows

d d d
02 " + 5 (B) + (51— B+ S (Aash) + Sl(Ay = Ap)a] + 5 (Bra)
+(BY — By + (AY — Ay + Ag)z1 + (Bo — B))z
d d d d
> y/// + (,823/ )+ y7 — (B /82) 1+ dt(AQZi) + a[(Al — A,Q)Zl] + 5(3122%
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which means that the function h := " + oy + (81 — B4y + A22] + (A1 — AL)z +
Biz9 is monotonically decreasing. By (B.2I) and item (i), the function h is bounded.
Consequently, the limit tlim h(t) exists. Note that item (ii) and ([3.2]]) reveal that

— 00

Jim [y (2) + B2 )y () + A2(1)21 (1) + (Ar(t) — A5(1)) 21 () + Bu(t)2a(t)] = 0.

Thus, the limit tlim [B1(t) — B5(t)]y(t) exists. By (3.22) and (B.:26), the limit tlim [B1(t)—
— 00 —00
B5(t)] exists and it is positive. We infer that tlim y(t) exists for every z, € Z(U).
— 00

Next, we prove Lemma 27(ii). To that aim, let T be a weak sequential cluster point
of z; meaning that there exists a sequence s,, — oo such that z(s,) converges weakly
to Z. Since the operator U is maximally monotone, its graph is sequentially closed
corresponding the weak-strong topology of the product H x H. Since tlgglo U(x(t)) =0,

we also have lim U(z(sy,)) =0 and so U(Z) = 0. The proof is complete. O
n—o0

3.3. Parameters choices. In the subsection, we give examples illustrating Theorem

B4l Let
— ;. Tt ) —
(342) /Bj(t) _pje T +qj7 BO(t) - ﬁ7
Aj(8) = 051 — 3.
Theorem 3.5. Consider equation (L8]), where the operator U : H — H is wy-quasi-
cocoercive, Ly -Lipschitz continuous and the coefficients are of forms in (3.42). Here
(3.43) q; > 0,9]' > O,pj > 0,7“]' > O,mj > 0.

Then the trajectory x generated by (L) converges weakly to an element in Z(U) provided
that

_l’_
(3.44) g2 > max {pl\/q_lql; V2(p1 + Q1)} )

(3.45) py < VI 4
P11+ Q1
+ +1
Wy 2(p2 + q2) 1 qs + (pl q\l/)qup() )
(3.46) — > max 5 ; ; 5 3 3 (>
0 a @192 @195 — (p1+q1)*(po + 1)
Wy, WUQ%
(3.47) 0<t <y\[—(— —22+q) ),
do qo0
(3.48) 0< 016, < ﬂ-min{w—l; 0 q%—2(p1+q1)},
do do
2
Wy q1 w w 1
(349) 0< 6162 < ————— | (0145 — (p1 + @1)*(po +1)*) <_u> — 22+ =]
Wuq192 — 9o q0 g q1
Proof. A straightforward computation shows
co = 58, ap = qo,
c1 = q1, a1 = p1+ 41,
C2 = q2, Qa2 = p2 + q2.

Let D(t) = w,. Note that condition ([B.I0) follows directly from (B.48]). It follows from
(B44) and (3.43) that

w 62
0 <Ay := q_g[q% —2(p1 +q1)] — 0

u

< B07
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which gives (313). By [B.47), we get

w
0<Ar:="2gi = 2p2 ) -

qo6?

< AOa

u

which gives (312). Again using (8.48), we observe 610, < (=112 —1). Consequently,

6.6
0<Agi=w, 92 1 00172 4 4o

q0 Wy
which gives (3.14). We have

w Wy &Y w
Ay = 0L O g+ 1) = A,

Bo Co q0

Bl _ wu/BZ 2 Wy g2 _. A5.
Bo qo
Consider
2

w w 1
(0163 — (b1 + 010 + 1)°] (—) Loy L
q0 q0 q1

which is a quadratic form of the variable % with the leading coefficient

0143 — (p1 + @)% (po + 1) >0 (by (B.47)).
Note that condition (3.40]) gives

(p1+41)(po+1)
@ + B0

— > .
o 165 — (p1+q1)*(po +1)2
Consequently, the quadratic form is always positive. Note that condition ([B.27)) is equiv-

alent to (B3.49). O

Remark 3.6. It is not difficult to choose a set of parameters satisfying the system of

inequalities (3.44)-(3.49). Indeed, given p1,q; we first choose g satisfying (3.44), then
select po so that ([3.45) holds and so on until (3.49)).

In the case when p; = 0 for j € {0,1,2}, (LY) is simplified to the third-order ODE
with constant coeflicients and Theorem becomes the following result.

Wy

Corollary 3.7. Consider equation (L)), where the operator U : H — H is wy-quasi-
cocoercive, Ly -Lipschitz continuous and B; = qj, \j = 0. Then the trajectory x generated
by (L) converges weakly to an element in Z(U) provided that

(3.50) 72 >/ 2q,
2

q71
3.51 < Wy—.
( ) q0 Wy 2(]2

4. EXPONENTIAL CONVERGENCE

In the section, we estimate an exponential convergence of the trajectory generated by
the dynamical system (LS.

Assumption 4.1. Assume that
(i) The operator U : H — H is p-strongly monotone with respect to Z(U), i.e.
(U(z),x — x,) > pllz — z.||* Va. € Z(U),Vz € H.

(ii) The operator U : H — H is Ly-Lipschitz continuous.
(111) The coefficients B, \; of the dynamical system (L8]) are constants.
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Theorem 4.1. Consider the dynamical system (L8), under Assumption[{.1l Denote
_ P
(41) R = L_%,

where p, L, are the constants stated in Assumption [{.1. Then the trajectory x(-) gen-
erated by the dynamical system (L8) converges to the unique solution x. at the rate
O(e=2) provided conditions (E2)-[E9) hold.

(4.2) Bo >max{4+9; 6; E},
Pk Pk
(4.3) max {4(52 -3); %(52 - 3)} <P < W7
2 KBr . [ =280+ P1+4 Pa—4
(4.4) ;(—2ﬁ2+51+4)<50<7-mm{ 2 —3) 3 },
=8+ pfBo — 261 + 452
(4.5) 0< )\ < 905
40 (2= p) N 2ehe < oA+ By - 2) — 25 - ).
12+ 31 — 435
(4.7) 0<h <
(4.8) BO (% — p) A < g—g;(ﬂg — 4) -3,
(19 o (2 -0) 8 < 5508 — 23 - 250)

Proof. From Assumption [4.1] it is clear that Z(U) is singleton. Let x, € Z(U), then for
any v € H we have

(4.10) (U@),7 — ) = pl[t = 2.]*.
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce
W@ - 7 = 2l 2 (U©),7 — 2.) 2 plfv — 1%,

which implies
U@ = pllv — 2]l.
Moreover, by the Lipschitz continuity
L2
IU@)II° < Ly][o - a.? < 7“((](5),5 — Tu),

or equivalently

N — 1% _ _
(4.11) (U), 0 —2y) > ﬁllU(v)H2 = s|U®@)|*.
u
Note that
(4.12) e — 4|2 = Moy + My +y + Mozl + (A2 —2X9) 21 + A2z,
Denote
U,2 ‘= %,

U2,1 = %,
(4413) Uil = % —_ 3 —_ (% — p) /BoAlAg,

uz,0 = 55-(63 = 261) — (2 = p) BoA3.

P 2 2
U0 = 55k — 2 — 202 4+ Byp(AT — 2)),
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Note that
2 2L2 — p?
K p

It follows from (£.2)-(£9), that
—8 +4(B2 + BopAz) — 2(B1 + BopA1) + plo

(4.14) = (=8+482 — 281 + pPo — 2pBoA1) + 4pfor2 = 0,
(4.15) durg —2u11 +uro >0, (by (&6))

(4.16) 12 — 4(B2 + BopA2) + (B + Bopr1) = 0, (by @)
(4.17) —duyo+ui; >0, (by @)

(4.18) —2ug1 +uz0 > 0. (by (@)

A direct computation gives
y" + Boy + By — 321 — 2021 = 2(a" + Boa” + P12’ x — x,)
= =280 (U(¢z),z — x4)
= =280 (U(¢2), b — x+) + 260 (U(¢2), A1z’ + Xoz)
which implies, by (£I0)-(I1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, that
y" + Boy” + 1y’ — 32 — 26221
< —Boplide — z:]? = BorllU (@a)lI* + 260 (U(¢a), Ara’ + Aoz
< ~Bopllgs — 2.~ 2
= —Bop|lde — z:||> — %Hw"’ + Boz” 4 Bra’||? + 2—50\\)\196' + Xoz”||2.
Using (413), (331), B32) and (£I12), the last inequality can be rewritten as
0> y" + (B2 + Bopr2)y” + (B1 + BopA1)y' + Bopy

" / /
+u122] + U127 + u1,021 + U2,129 + Uz 022.

2
U@ + 22 A’ + 2

Through multiplying both sides by e2(*~%) and then integrating s € [to, t], we can find
a positive constant M7 = M (tg) subject to the following

My > 20 (1) + (By + Bopha — 2y (t) + (—2(Ba + BopAa) + B + BopAi + 4)y(t)]
t

+[—8 +4(B2 + BopA2) — 2(B1 + BopA1) + Bop) / 270y (s) ds
to

+e2(t7t0)[u1,221 (t) + (—2u12 + ur1)z1 (1))
¢

+(4ur 2 — 2ui 1 + u1 ) / 62(87150)21(8) ds

to
t

+e20)yy 1 20(8) + (—2u21 + uay) / e*(710)25(s) ds.

to

Using (£14), (£I5) and (£I8), we get
My > () + (8o + Bopra — 2)y' (1) + (=2(B2 + Bopda) + B1 + Bophi + 4)y(1)]
+62(t—t0)[ul,221(t) + (—2u1,2 + U1,1)Zl ()]
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Continue integrating the inequality above with respect to t € [tg, 7]

M+ My > 771009/ (1) + (By + Bopha — 4)e> 0y (1)
t

+[12 — 4(B2 + BopA2) + B1 + BopAi] / e=t0)y(¢) dt

to
t

+u1,262(T7t°)Z1(7') + (—4ur 2 +u) / e2(t=t) 2, (t) dt,
to
which implies, by (£16) and ([@I7), that
M7+ My > 2T70y/ (1) + (B2 + Bopha — 4)e2 T 10)y (1)
or equivalently to saying that
(My7 + Mz)e(ﬁz-l—ﬁoﬂ)@—ﬁ)(T—to) > % [6(524—500}\2—4)(7’—1&0)2/(7.) )

After integrating the line above with respect to 7 € [tg,T] and then dividing both sides
by e(ﬁ2+50p>\2*4)(T7t0)’ we Obtain

T
Y(T) < e~ (BotBopo—1)(T—to) / (M7 + My)elBo+Bopha=6)(r—to) g
to
te~ PatBopra=4)(T=to)y 4y — O(e=2T).
(]
In the case when A\; = A9 = 0, conditions (A5])-(@.9]) can be omitted.

Corollary 4.2. Consider the dynamical system (L8)), under Assumption [{.1. Denote
&1), where p, L, are the constants stated in Assumption [{1 Then the trajectory x(-)
generated by the dynamical system (L8]) converges to the unique solution x, at the rate

O(e2Y) provided conditions (E2)-E4) hold.

As an illustration, we apply Theorem [4.1] to the variational inequality (4] recalled
below in an equivalent form:

(VI(V,Q)) Find z, € Q C H such that (V(z.),y — x.) > 0 for all y € .
The solutions set of Problem [VI(V, ) is denoted as S(V, ).

Assumption 4.2. Assume that
(i) The set Q C H is non empty, closed and conver.
(ii) The operator V : H — H is -strongly pseudo-monotone.
(iii) The operator V : H — H is M-Lipschitz continuous.
(iv) Let v be the parameter such that

440
Remark 4.3. It is well-known that the solutions set S(V, ) is singleton provided that
the operator V : H — H is (-strongly pseudo-monotone [20].

Proposition 4.4 (|25, Proposition 2.6]). Let v € H and z. € S(V,Q). Under Assump-
tion [{.3 it holds that

(4.20) @ — 1T — vV (7)),T — x,) > k1|7 — Lo (T — vV (D)%,
(4.21) [0 —Ho@ — vV (@))[| = ke2l[v — 2,



18 PHAM VIET HAI AND PHAN TU VUONG

where
v M? vl

— Kgi=o——.

40 1+vl+vM

and Ilq stands for the projection operator onto €.

We associate to Problem [VI(V, Q)[the dynamical system ([L§]), in which the coefficients
Bos P1, P2, A1, A2 are positive constants and the operator U := I —Ilg(I —vV). In detail,
the dynamical system takes the form

(4.23) 2 (t) + B (t) + Bra’ (t) + Pol¢e(t) — Ma(da(t) — vV (¢a(t)))] =0,

where

(4.22) K1i=1-—

bz(t) = z(t) + M2’ (t) + Xaz” (1).

Under the suitable assumptions, the dynamical system ([£23]) offers the convergence
rate O(e~2"), which is better than the rate O(e~*) obtained by Hai and Vuong in [I8]
for the case when A\ = Ay = 0.

Corollary 4.5. Consider the dynamical system [L23), under Assumption[f.3. Then the
trajectory x(-) generated by the dynamical system [@23]) converges to the unique solution
z. at the rate O(e2t) provided conditions [&2)-@9) hold, where 1, ko are the constants

stated in (A.20)-E22) and

K1 I{%

:M2’

— 2
p = K1Kj.

5. CONVEX OPTIMIZATION

It is well-known that when the operator U is the gradient of a convex function f;
meaning that U = Vf, Problem (I[LI)) is precisely the one of finding stationary points
of the function f and it links to minimizing the convex optimization problem (L2]).
As discussed in Theorem [B.4] the trajectory generated by the dynamical system (Lg]),
where U = V f, converges weakly to a solution of Problem (LT]). This system takes the
following form

(5.1) 2" (t) + B2 ()" (t) + B1(t)x'(t) + Bo()V f(¢x(1)) = 0,
where
(5.2) by =T+ Mz’ + Noz”.

5.1. The fast rate of O(t%) In the subsection, we study the dynamical system (5.0))
whose coeflicients take the following forms

Ao(t) = &at?, Mi(t) = it
(5.3)
Bo(t) =2, Bi(t) =4, Bolt) = ao.
Substituting (5.3) back into (B.1]), we get

(5.4) 2"(t) + %x"(t) + %x'(t) — —agV [ (x(t) + &uta’ (1) + Ext?a" (1)) .

We will study two cases of the convergence property of the dynamical system (5.4]).
* Case 1: & # 0.
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Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the function f : H — R is convexr and differentiable.
Consider the dynamical system ([B.4]), where ag > 0, tg > 0 and

The following assertions hold.
(i) It holds that

a0+ 6t'0) + a"0) - 1. =0 &

(i) If the parameters &1,&a satisfy

(5.5) §2 <9,

(5.6) L+2V/6 <& < (452 +9),
then we have

(57) fa®) - £.= 0 (5).

Proof. Note that

¢p(t) = (1+&)a'(t) + (&1 + 28)ta” (1) + Eat?2"(t)
(5.8) = —apbat’V f(¢2(t)) (by BF)).
(i) Let us define the function

ot
V(E) = S (6a(0) — £+ 1P"0) + L00/6) + 01— w2+ 2)a(0) - ) P
We have
ant2 3
V(0) = S [£(0x(0) — )+ G (VT (0x(0), (1)
+ <t2x”/(t) + vota” (t) + vi2 (t), 22" (t) + 2 "(t) + (v1 —va +2)(z(t) — x*)> ,

which implies, by (5.4]) and (58], that

a 2
V/(t) = gt F(a(t)) - f*]——IIVf(qu( 1)
ot (VF(6u()), 2" (1)) — a 2 (V£ (6a(t)). 2 (1))

—ag(v1 — va + 2t (V f(¢(1)), 2(t) — z.) .
Since

(Vf(92(1)), 2(t) = 2:) = (VF(0u(t)), 6a(t) — 2) = (VF(a(t)), &ata’ (1) + 282" (1)),

we continue o
—040(’/1 — 2+ 2) (Vf(dz(1)), po(t) — x4)
<ao (g - -+ 2)) 1700) - ] 0.

2

VI(t) =
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Thus, we get

a0t3

V(to) >V (t) > 36

= L (62(t)) = fi]-
(i) Consider the quadratic function

h(z) = 2° = (&1 — &)z + &

By (56)), the function h(z) has two distinct positive roots, denoted as p,q. Again using

(E4), we have 6 > & — & =p+q and h(3) =9 — 3£ + 4& > 0. Hence, 0 < p,q < 3.

Now we can write ¢, in the following form

du(t) = (x(t) + qta'(t)) + pt(z(t) + qtz’(t))'.
Using Lemma 2.8 we get
1 1
falt) + )~ £.=0 (). o)~ £.=0 ().

O

Remark 5.2. The dynamical system (5.4) and the (’)(t%) convergence result obtained
in Theorem [5.1] are totally new for convex optimization problems.

* Case 2: & = 0.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the function f : H — R is conver and differentiable.
Consider the dynamical system (5.4), where ag > 0, to > 0 and

b — <1-£1§1> (s —2) — 1—;%51‘

Suppose that

(5.9) vy > 6+ i
&
Then it holds that
(5.10) a0 + &t 0) - £.=0 (7).
(511) S0) = Jo < 5+

Proof. Tt follows from (5.9)), that

(5.12) 2 <~ —-2)—

To prove (5.10), we consider the function

Oé(]tg 1 2 /
[f(¢2(t)) = fil + S1E727(2) + (v2 = 2)ta’(?)

&1
Lo 1+& _ 2
+ (g -2 -5 el 2P
Using (5.4)), where & = 0, we have

30[0t2

&
+ <—a0t2Vf(¢x(t)),t2m”(t) + (1o — 20t/ (t) + (

V(t) = —

Oéotg

[ (¢2(t) — £ +—<Vf (62(1)), #(1))

(2 =2) = 5 ) wlt) =) ).

V'(t) =

&1
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Since ¢, = (1 + &)z’ + &t the line above becomes

N T B I+& . ot 2
V() = 221 02(0) - £+ (FE - 02 - D)) o (V100 (0)
o0 (Gm =2 = 58 ) (VS @.(0).0) ~ )
. 3Oéot2 i oy 1+& —r
= 280 7(00(0) ~ 1.1~ a0 (ol =2) = 5 ) £ (V1600 0(0) — ).
Using the convexity of the function f, we get
Vi(t) < (g — -2+ ;&) aot?[f (62 (1)) — 1.
<0 (by (12)).
Consequently,
«a 3
Vito) = V(0 > S (0x(0) ~ 1.

To show (5.I1)), we make use of Lemma [Z8 for the function g(z) := f(2) — f. O

Remark 5.4. In the case when & = %, Theorem .3 reduces to the results by Attouch
et al obtained in [5]. Notably, our convergence analysis is carried out directly without
using temporal scaling and second order ODE reformulation.

5.2. Ergodic convergence. In the subsection, we study the dynamical system (5.1))
when (y, 81, B2 are positive constants and Ay = A9 = 0. It turns out that this case offers
the ergodic convergence at the rate O (%), similar to that of [II] for second order ODE.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that the function f: H — R is convex and the gradient V f is
M -Lipschitz. Consider the dynamical system (5.1I), where the coefficients By, B1, B2 are
positive constants satisfying condition (2.13]).

(5.13) Bo < %

M
Then it holds that
t

f ﬁ/x(s)ds —f*:(o(%).

to
Proof. Consider the quadratic function
h(x) = 2M Baa® — 481 oz + 20031
By (&13), the function h(x) has two distinct roots x1, x2 subject to the following

Bo 1 B 2B
14 Po 2 _h_ 2
(5.14) 252<2(x1+362) TR
Note that
Bo Mpg 20
1 200 2 ) .
(5 5) h<2,82 25, >0, h i BofBr >0
By (GI4)-(EI5), the roots x1, xo verify
2
& <r1 <29 < ﬂ

26, M
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Let A € (z1,22). Since h(z) < 0 for = € (z1,x2), we have h(A) < 0 and so

)
2A82 — fo 50 '

Take B to be a constant satisfying

: (2
B2(2A62 — Bo) sb< BoBa ( 1) '

Then
5.16 L(Ll.p BBy <0
(5.16) 31 (5, + B0) - B <0
b 11
e=g <ﬁ2+3ﬁ0> AM > 0.

Let us define the function V : R — R by setting

V() = 2" (£) + Baa’(t) + Br(a(t) — )|

1
203032
1 1
+§BH$”(15)H2 + 5351“95/(15)“2 + f(z(t)) — f«

We have

V(t) = 5 (2"(t) + Bo (t) + B! (t), 2" (t) + B! (t) + Br(z(t) — 24))

+B (2" (t), 2" (t)) + BBy (2" (t),2'(t)) + (V[ (2(1), 2/ (1)),

which implies, by (5.1)), that

Vi) =~ (V f(at)), 2lt) - 2.) — BBalla” (1) — (i

. - Bﬁo) (VF((t)), 2" (1))

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we estimate

ml/ 2
—(Vf(a(t),2"(t)) < (AHVf( eI + 1 ﬁ?”)
Hx Ol

(AMWf(m(t)), (1)~ )+ 10

<

DN | —

Thus, we get

B2
< —e (V) z(t) — 2. (by BI6))
< —elf(z(t) — ful-

V() < e (VFa0)0lt) ) + |5 (54 B ) - B " O
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Throughout integrating with respect to t € [tg, s| and then dividing both sides by s — tg,
the last inequality gives

V(to) > V(s) n €
S—to S—to S—to

/ () — £.] dt

/ @) — f.]dt

to

€

55—t

S

[atar| - 1.

to

> f

S — to
where the line above uses the Jensen inequality. The proof is complete. U

6. SPLITTING MONOTONE INCLUSIONS

In this section, we discuss the applications of the proposed third order ODE to the
following three operators splitting inclusion

(6.1) Find z, € H such that 0 € A(zy) + B(z:) + C(x4),

where A : H — H is a single-valued operator and B, C : H = H are maximal monotone
set-valued operators defined on H. The solutions set of (6.1]) is denoted by Z(A+B+C).
This monotone inclusion provides a very general framework and has many applications
in optimization [I6]. When A is w4 cocoercive, Davis and Yin introduced in [16] the
following operator

Tpy : H—H, Tpy:= J,YBO(2ch—f—7AOch)+I—’yJ’yc,
where v € (0,2w4). Then the solutions set Z(A + B + C') can be characterized in terms
of Tpy by
Z(A+ B+ C) = Jyo(Fix(Tpy)),
where Fix(Tpy ) stands for the set of fixed points of Tpy. Now let us define the operator
U:H—Hby
U:=1-Tpy =~vJyc—Jypo(2Jyc — 1 —~vAo J,c)
then it holds
Z(A+ B+ C) = Jy,c(Fix(Tpy)) = Jyc(Z(U)).
Hence, we can deduce the convergence results established in the previous sections of the

third order ODE for solving (6.1]), provided that U is (quasi) cocoercive. Indeed, we can
verify this condition in the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.1. For all v € (0,2wy), the operator U is cocoercive.

Proof. 1t follows from [16, Proposition 2.1] that Tpy is a-averaged with coefficient

2
a=—A ¢ (0,1).
dwa — 7y
Therefore, U = I — Tpy is %—Cocoercive [10, Remark 3.2 and Corollary 3.5]. O

Remark 6.2. If C' = 0, then the monotone inclusion (6.I]) reduces to the two operators
splitting monotone inclusion ([L3]). In this case, the Tpy is nothing but the forward-
backward operator, i.e. Tpy = Jya(I —vyB) = Tpp.

If A =0 then (61 reduces to

(6.2) Find z, € H such that 0 € B(xz,) + C(x4),
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where B,C' : H = H are maximal monotone set-valued operators. In this case, Tpy
coincides with the Douglas-Rachford operator studied in [21]

Tpy = nyB o (QJA/C — I) + I — ’yJA{C =Tpg.

Forward-backward-forward operator. When C' = 0 and A is only merely mono-
tone and not cocoercive, we will employ the forward-backward-forward operator U :
‘H — H proposed by Tseng in [23]

(6.3) U:=1-Jyg(I—-~A)—~[Az—AoJ,g(I —~A)],
for some v > 0. We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.3. [I5, Proposition 1| Assume that A is monotone and L-Lipschitz continuous
and B is maximal monotone. Then it holds
(1) Z(A+ B) = Z(U);
(ii) U is Lipschitz continuous;
(ii3) If v < % then U is quasi-cocoercive with modulus w = (11;#%2
Hence, the convergence results of the third order ODE discussed previously for solving

([L3) also follow.

REFERENCES

[1] B. Abbas, H. Attouch, and Benar F. Svaiter. Newton-like dynamics and forward-backward methods
for structured monotone inclusions in Hilbert spaces. J. Optim. Theory Appl., 161(2):331-360, 2014.

[2] Cristian Daniel Alecsa, Szilard Csaba Laszlo, and Titus Pinta. An extension of the second order
dynamical system that models Nesterov’s convex gradient method. Appl. Math. Optim., 84(2):1687—
1716, 2021.

[3] Hedy Attouch, Zaki Chbani, Juan Peypouquet, and Patrick Redont. Fast convergence of inertial
dynamics and algorithms with asymptotic vanishing viscosity. Math. Program., 168(1-2 (B)):123—
175, 2018.

[4] Hedy Attouch, Zaki Chbani, and Hassan Riahi. Fast convex optimization via a third-order in time
evolution equation. Optimization, 71(5):1275-1304, 2022.

[6] Hedy Attouch, Zaki Chbani, and Hassan Riahi. Fast convex optimization via a third-order in time
evolution equation: TOGES-V an improved version of TOGES*. Optimization, 73(3):575-595,
2024.

[6] Hedy Attouch and Jalal Fadili. From the ravine method to the Nesterov method and vice versa: a
dynamical system perspective. STAM J. Optim., 32(3):2074-2101, 2022.

[7] Hedy Attouch and Juan Peypouquet. The rate of convergence of Nesterov’s accelerated forward-
backward method is actually faster than 1/k?. SIAM J. Optim., 26(3):1824-1834, 2016.

[8] Hédy Attouch, Juan Peypouquet, and Patrick Redont. A dynamical approach to an inertial forward-
backward algorithm for convex minimization. STAM J. Optim., 24(1):232-256, 2014.

[9] Heinz H. Bauschke and Patrick L. Combettes. Convex analysis and monotone operator theory in
Hilbert spaces. CMS Books Math./Ouvrages Math. SMC. Cham: Springer, 2nd edition edition,
2017.

[10] Heinz H. Bauschke, Walaa M. Moursi, and Xianfu Wang. Generalized monotone operators and
their averaged resolvents. Math. Program., 189(1-2 (B)):55-74, 2021.

[11] Radu Ioan Bot and Erné Robert Csetnek. Second order forward-backward dynamical systems for
monotone inclusion problems. SIAM J. Control Optim., 54(3):1423-1443, 2016.

[12] Radu Ioan Bot, and Erné Robert Csetnek. Convergence rates for forward-backward dynamical
systems associated with strongly monotone inclusions. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 457(2):1135-1152,
2018.

[13] Radu Ioan Bot, Erné Robert Csetnek, and Phan Tu Vuong. The forward-backward-forward method
from continuous and discrete perspective for pseudo-monotone variational inequalities in Hilbert
spaces. Fur. J. Oper. Res., 287(1):49-60, 2020.

[14] Radu Ioan Bot and David Alexander Hulett. Second order splitting dynamics with vanishing damp-
ing for additively structured monotone inclusions. J. Dyn. Differ. Equations, 36(1):727-756, 2024.

[15] Radu Ioan Bot, Michael Sedlmayer, and Phan Tu Vuong. A relaxed inertial forward-backward-
forward algorithm for solving monotone inclusions with application to gans. Journal of Machine
Learning Research, 24(8):1-37, 2023.



25

[16] Damek Davis and Wotao Yin. A three-operator splitting scheme and its optimization applications.
Set-Valued Var. Anal., 25(4):829-858, 2017.

[17] Nguyen Thi Thu Ha, J. J. Strodiot, and Phan Tu Vuong. On the global exponential stability of
a projected dynamical system for strongly pseudomonotone variational inequalities. Optim. Lett.,
12(7):1625-1638, 2018.

[18] Pham Viet Hai and Phan Tu Vuong. Third order dynamical systems for the sum of two generalized
monotone operators. J. Optim. Theory Appl., 2024.

[19] Alain Haraux. Systémes dynamiques dissipatifs et applications. (Dissipative dynamical systems and
applications), volume 17 of Rech. Math. Appl. Paris etc.: Masson, 1991.

[20] Do Sang Kim, Phan Tu Vuong, and Pham Duy Khanh. Qualitative properties of strongly pseu-
domonotone variational inequalities. Optim. Lett., 10(8):1669-1679, 2016.

[21] Pierre-Louis Lions and B. Mercier. Splitting algorithms for the sum of two nonlinear operators.
SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 16:964-979, 1979.

[22] Weijie Su, Stephen Boyd, and Emmanuel J. Candés. A differential equation for modeling Nesterov’s
accelerated gradient method: theory and insights. J. Mach. Learn. Res., 17:43, 2016. 1d/No 153.

[23] Paul Tseng. A modified forward-backward splitting method for maximal monotone mappings. STAM
J. Control Optim., 38(2):431-446, 2000.

[24] Le Van Vinh, Van Nam Tran, and Phan Tu Vuong. A second-order dynamical system for equilibrium
problems. Numer. Algorithms, 91(1):327-351, 2022.

[25] Phan Tu Vuong. A second order dynamical system and its discretization for strongly pseudo-
monotone variational inequalities. STAM J. Control Optim., 59(4):2875-2897, 2021.

[26] Phan Tu Vuong and Jean Jacques Strodiot. A dynamical system for strongly pseudo-monotone
equilibrium problems. J. Optim. Theory Appl., 185(3):767-784, 2020.

(P. V. Hai) FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND INFORMATICS, HANOI UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND
TeEcHNOLOGY, KHoA ToAN-TIN, Dar Hoc BacH kHOA Hanoi, 1 Dar Co ViET, HANOI, VIETNAM.
Email address: hai.phamviet@hust.edu.vn

(P. T. Vuong) MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHAMPTON, SO17 1BJ, SOUTHAMP-
TON, UK
Email address: t.v.phan@soton.ac.uk



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Higher order ODEs motivation
	1.2. Our contributions

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Absolutely continuous functions

	3. A third-order dynamical system 
	3.1. Existence and uniqueness of a solution
	3.2. Weak convergence
	3.3. Parameters choices

	4. Exponential convergence
	5. Convex optimization
	5.1. The fast rate of O(1t3)
	5.2. Ergodic convergence

	6. Splitting monotone inclusions
	References

