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Tikhonov regularization of monotone operator flows not only ensures

strong convergence of the trajectories but also speeds up the

vanishing of the residuals
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Abstract

In the framework of real Hilbert spaces, we investigate first-order dynamical systems governed by mono-
tone and continuous operators. It has been established that for these systems, only the ergodic trajectory
converges to a zero of the operator. A notable example is the counterclockwise π{2-rotation operator on R

2,
which illustrates that general trajectory convergence cannot be expected. However, trajectory convergence
is assured for operators with the stronger property of cocoercivity. For this class of operators, the trajec-
tory’s velocity and the operator values along the trajectory converge in norm to zero at a rate of op 1

?

t
q as

t Ñ `8.
In this paper, we demonstrate that when the monotone operator flow is augmented with a Tikhonov

regularization term, the resulting trajectory converges strongly to the element of the set of zeros with
minimal norm. In addition, rates of convergence in norm for the trajectory’s velocity and the operator
along the trajectory can be derived in terms of the regularization function. In some particular cases, these
rates of convergence can outperform the ones of the coercive operator flows and can be as fast as Op 1

t
q

as t Ñ `8. In this way, we emphasize a surprising acceleration feature of the Tikhonov regularization.
Additionally, we explore these properties for monotone operator flows that incorporate time rescaling and
an anchor point. For a specific choice of the Tikhonov regularization function, these flows are closely linked
to second-order dynamical systems with a vanishing damping term. The convergence and convergence rate
results we achieve for these systems complement recent findings for the Fast Optimistic Gradient Descent
Ascent (OGDA) dynamics, leading to surprising outcomes.

When the monotone operator is defined as the identity minus a nonexpansive operator, the monotone
equations transform into a fixed point problem. In such cases, explicitly discretizing the system with
Tikhonov regularization, enhanced by an anchor point, leads to the Halpern fixed point iteration. Through
convergence analysis, which can be viewed as the discrete counterpart of the continuous time analysis, we
identify two regimes for the regularization sequence which ensure that the generated sequence of iterates
converges strongly to the fixed point nearest to the anchor point. Furthermore, we establish a general
theoretical framework that provides convergence rates for the vanishing of the discrete velocity and the
fixed point residual. For certain regularization sequences, we derive specific convergence rates that align
with those observed in continuous time.

Key Words. monotone equations, Tikhonov regularization, strong convergence, convergence rates, Lyapunov
analysis,
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1 Introduction

Let H be a real Hilbert space and M : H Ñ H a continuous and monotone operator. We say that M : H Ñ H
is monotone if

xM pxq ´M pyq , x´ yy ě 0 @x, y P H.

Being monotone and continuous, M is also maximally monotone ([11]), which means that there is no other
(set-valued) monotone operator with the graph in H ˆ H being a strict supset of the graph of M . Therefore,
the set ZerM :“ tx P H :Mpxq “ 0u is convex and closed.

By assuming throughout this work that ZerM is nonempty, we are interested in the investigation of contin-
uous time models that solve the following equation

Find x P H such that M pxq “ 0. (1.1)

A broad class of problems arising in applications can be reduced to the solving of a monotone equation in real
Hilbert spaces such as (1.1).

Inspired by the gradient flow, we first attach to (1.1) the following dynamics

9x ptq `M px ptqq “ 0, (1.2)

with starting time t0 ě 0 and initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H. We assume that it admits a unique strong global
solution x : rt0,`8q Ñ H (see [20, Appendix]) with the property that t ÞÑ Mpxptqq is absolutely continuous
on every compact interval rt0, T s. If M : H Ñ H is Lipschitz continuous, then this holds for every x0 P H.

It has been long recognized (see, for instance, [9]) that only the ergodic trajectory t Ñ 1
t´t0

şt
t0
xpsqds

converges weakly to a zero of M , while the trajectory t ÞÑ xptq may not converge in general. To see this, one
can consider the example ([24]) of the counterclockwise π{2-rotation operator on R

2, M : R2 Ñ R
2,Mpx1, x2q “

p´x2, x1q, which has p0, 0q as its unique zero. For t0 “ 0 and px1p0q, x2p0qq :“ r0pcospθ0q, sinpθ0qq, for r0 ą 0
and θ0 P R, the solution trajectory of (1.2), px1ptq, x2ptqq “ r0pcospθ0 ´ tq, sinpθ0 ´ tqq, is bounded, but does not
have a limit point as t Ñ `8. On the other hand, the ergodic trajectory t Ñ 1

t

şt
0
px1psq, x2psqqds converges to

p0, 0q as t Ñ `8.
The situation changes drastically when M : H Ñ H is a ρ-cocoercive operator for some ρ ą 0, that is

xM pxq ´M pyq , x´ yy ě ρ ‖M pxq ´M pyq‖2 @x, y P H.

A ρ-cocoercive operator is obviously monotone and 1
ρ
-Lipschitz continuous. In this case, the solution trajectory

t ÞÑ xptq of (1.2) converges weakly to a zero of M , and it holds that } 9xptq} “ }Mpxptqq} “ o
´

1?
t

¯
as t Ñ `8.

According to [3, Theorem 11], this results holds true even for the trajectory of a cocoercive operator flow
with small perturbations. For completeness we provide the proof of the statement for the system without
perturbations in Theorem A.1 in the Appendix ((see, also, [13]).

In the following, we will mention some typical examples of cocoercive operators, which obviously also serve
as examples of monotone operators.

For every convex and continuously differentiable function f : H Ñ R it holds according to the Baillon-
Haddad Theorem (see [11, Corollary 18.17]) that its gradient ∇f : H Ñ H is 1

L
-cocoercive if and only if it is

L-Lipschitz continuous. Further, an operator T : H Ñ H is nonexpansive, meaning it is 1-Lipschitz continuous,
if and only if Id´T is 1

2
-cocoercive, where Id: H Ñ H denotes the identity mapping on H. This emphasizes the

strong connection between fixed point problems and equations governed by cocoercive operators. Finally, we
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recall that the Yoshida approximation ρM : H Ñ H with parameter ρ ą 0 of a set-valued maximally monotone
operator M : H Ñ H is the single-valued operator defined as

ρM : H Ñ H, ρM :“ 1

ρ
pId ´ JρM q ,

where JρM :“ pId ` ρMq´1 : H Ñ H denotes the resolvent of M with parameter ρ ą 0. The operator ρM is
ρ-cocoercive ([11, Corollary 23.11]) and it holds Zer

ρM “ ZerM :“ tx P H : 0 P Mpxqu. This emphasizes the
strong connection between monotone inclusions and equations governed by cocoercive operators.

We want to note that even in the case of a cocoercive operator, one cannot generally expect the solution
trajectory of (1.2) to strongly converge to a zero of this operator. A counterexample in this sense was provided
in [2] for a dynamical system governed by the gradient of a convex and continuously differentiable function
with a Lipschitz continuous gradient.

In spite of being ubiquotus in applications, we will not focus in this paper on continuous time models for
(1.1) driven by cocoercive operators, but rather by monotone and continuous ones, which constitute a larger
class of operators. Operators such as

M : H ˆ G Ñ H ˆ G, Mpx, yq :“ p∇xΦpx, yq,´∇yΦpx, yqq,

where G is another real Hilbert space and Φ : H ˆ G Ñ R is a convex-concave function with a continuous
gradient, are monotone and continuous but generally not coercive, as illustrated by the example of a nontrivial
bilinear operator. For such operators, (1.1) is equivalent to the problem of finding the saddle points of the
minimax problem

min
xPH

max
yPG

Φpx, yq,

which is of great relevance in game theory and in convex optimization in the context of linear equality con-
straints.

If the operatorM :“ ∇f is the (not necessarily Lipschitz continuous) gradient of a convex and continuously
differentiable function f : H Ñ R, then it is monotone and continuous and the solutions of (1.1) are precisely
the optimal solutions of the optimization problem

min
xPH

f pxq . (1.3)

The dynamical system (1.2) becomes in this case the gradient flow

9x ptq ` ∇f px ptqq “ 0, (1.4)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H. Whenever argmin f ‰ H, that is, the set of minimizers of f is not
empty, the generated trajectory converges weakly to an element of argmin f and fpxptqq ´ min f “ op1

t
q as

t Ñ `8, where min f denotes the minimal value of f .
Relying on the previous works [49, 5], the second-order continuous time model

:xptq ` α

t
9x ptq ` β∇2fpxptqq 9xptq ` ∇f px ptqq “ 0, (1.5)

with α ě 3 and β ě 0, initial time t0 ą 0 and initial conditions x pt0q :“ x0 P H and 9x pt0q :“ 9x0 P H,
was introduced in [8] in the context of minimizing a convex and twice differentiable function f : H Ñ R with
argmin f ‰ H. The primary aim was to accelerate the convergence of the function values along the generated
solution trajectory. Indeed, if α ě 3 and β ě 0, then fpxptqq ´ min f “ Op 1

t2
q as t Ñ `8, while if β ą 0, thenş`8

t0
t2}∇fpxptqq}2dt ă `8. If α ą 3, then the trajectory converges weakly to an element of argmin f and

fpxptqq ´ min f “ op 1
t2

q as t Ñ `8.
Recently, in [14], in the context of a monotone equation such as (1.1), a second-order dynamical system

has been proposed that combines a vanishing damping term with the time derivative of the operator along
the trajectory, which can be seen as an analogous of the Hessian-driven damping term in (1.5). This model
exhibits fast convergence rates rates of convergence in norm for the trajectory’s velocity and the operator along
the trajectory, outperforming those of the cocoercive operator flow. This phenomenon is analogous to the one
described above for optimization, despite the fact that the operator does not have to originate from a potential.

The precise formulation of this so-called Fast Optimistic Gradient Descent Ascent (OGDA) dynamics is

:x ptq ` α

t
9x ptq ` β ptq d

dt
M px ptqq ` 1

2

ˆ
9β ptq ` αβ ptq

t

˙
M px ptqq “ 0, (1.6)

3



with initial time t0 ą 0, α ě 2, β : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` a continuous differentiable and nondecreasing function,
and initial conditions xpt0q “ x0 P H and 9x pt0q “ 9x0 P H.

It has been shown that if

sup
tět0

t 9β ptq
β ptq ď α ´ 2,

then

‖ 9x ptq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

t

˙
and ‖M px ptqq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

tβ ptq

˙
as t Ñ `8,

and if

sup
tět0

t 9β ptq
β ptq ă α ´ 2,

then

‖ 9x ptq‖ “ o

ˆ
1

t

˙
and ‖M px ptqq‖ “ o

ˆ
1

tβ ptq

˙
as t Ñ `8,

and xptq converges weakly to a zero of M as t Ñ `8.
Explicit and implicit numerical algorithms, introduced as discrete time counterparts of (1.6) and sharing

its convergence properties have also been provided in [14, 18].
In this paper, we consider the Tikhonov regularization of the dynamical system (1.2)

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` ε ptq x ptq “ 0, (1.7)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H and continuously differentiable regularization function ε : rt0,`8q Ñ
R`` satisfying

lim
tÑ`8

ε ptq “ 0 and

ż `8

t0

ε ptq dt “ `8.

It is well-known ([6, 24]) that the Tikhonov regularization ensures that the trajectory generated by the
system converges strongly to the element of minimum norm in ZerM . We will demonstrate that, in addition,
rates of convergence in norm for the trajectory’s velocity and the operator along the trajectory can be derived
in terms of εptq. In some particular cases, these rates of convergence can be can be as fast as Op1

t
q as t Ñ `8.

In this way, we emphasize a surprising acceleration feature of the Tikhonov regularization.
Further, by using time rescaling techniques, we translate the strong convergence and the convergence rate

statements to the more general dynamic

9x ptq ` β ptqM px ptqq ` δ ptq px ptq ´ vq “ 0, (1.8)

with initial time t0 ě 0, β, δ : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` continuously differentiable functions satifying

lim
tÑ`8

δ ptq
β ptq “ 0,

ż `8

t0

δ ptq dt “ `8, and

ż `8

t0

β ptq dt “ `8.

initial conditions x pt0q :“ x0 P H and anchor point v P H.
This dynamic, referred to as the continuous model of the Halpern method [31], was studied by Suh, Park,

and Ryu in [50] in finite-dimensional spaces, in the case βptq :“ 1 and ε ptq :“ α
tq

for every t ě t0 ą 0, where
α ą 0 and 0 ă q ď 1. By relying on a very intricate Lyapunov analysis, the convergence of the trajectory
and convergence rate for the norm of the operator along the trajectory has been provided. These results turn
out to be particular cases of our more general approach, which is fundamentally different. In addition, our
approach provides a rate of convergence for the velocity. In light of the above considerations, it is evident that
the Halpern method is nothing else than a particular instance of the classical Tikhonov regularization approach.

The benefit of the time rescaling technique ([3, 4]) is that there is no need to develop a Lyapunov analysis
for every single system, as it allows retrieving the convergence statements from the previously known results of
other related dynamics.

Finally, we show the connection between a particular first-order dynamical system with Tikhonov regular-
ization and anchor point of the type (1.8) and the second order dynamical system

:x ptq ` α

t
9x ptq ` β ptq d

dt
M px ptqq `

ˆ
9β ptq ` β ptq

t

˙
M px ptqq “ 0, (1.9)

with initial time t0 ą 0, α ě 2, β : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` a twice continuous differentiable and function, and initial
conditions xpt0q “ x0 P H and 9x pt0q “ 9x0 P H.

The dynamics (1.9) inherits from the first order dynamical system with Tikhonov regularization the strong
convergence property of the trajectory and the fast rates of convergence in norm for the trajectory’s velocity

4



and the operator along the trajectory. In addition, it coincides with (1.6) for βptq “ β0t
α´2 with α ě 2 and

β0 ą 0, and thus reveals the strong convergence of the trajectory for Fast OGDA in a setting where, according
to [14], nothing could be said about the behaviour of the trajectory.

In the case when M “ Id´T , for T : H Ñ H a nonexpansve (1-Lipschitz continuous) operator, the explicit
discretization of (1.7) with anchor point v P H (or of the dynamic (1.8) in case β ” 1) leads to the Halpern fixed
point iteration [31]. By performing a convergence analysis which can be seen as a the discrete counterpart of the
one provided for the continuous time system, we derive two different regimes for the regularization sequence,
both of which guarantee that the generated sequence of iterates strongly converges to the fixed point of T (or
the zero of M) that is closest to v. In addition, we provide a general theoretical framework that allows to
derive convergence rates for the vanishing of the discrete velocity and of the fixed point residual. Again, for
some instances of the regularization sequence, we are able to derive concrete convergence rates that actually
match those in continuous time. Extensions to fixed point problems governed by averaged operators are given,
which allow us to improve some statements concerning the asymptotic properties of some algorithms from the
literature ([15], [36]).

2 First-order dynamical system with Tikhonov regularization

The starting point of our study is a first-order monotone operator flow with Tikhonov regularization.

Let t0 ě 0 and ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` be given. We consider on rt0,`8q the following dynamical system

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` ε ptqx ptq “ 0, (2.1)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H.

For the regularization function ε, the following conditions are imposed. These conditions are known to be
necessary for the strong convergence of the trajectory to the minimum norm solution, as discussed in [6, 24].

The regularization function ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` is required to be continuously differentiable and to satisfy

lim
tÑ`8

ε ptq “ 0 and

ż `8

t0

ε ptq dt “ `8. (2.2)

The first-order dynamical system is assumed to admit a unique strong global solution x : rt0,`8q Ñ H,
meaning that it is absolutely continuous on every compact interval rt0, T s (see [20, Appendix]) and it
satisfies (2.1) almost everywhere, with the property that t ÞÑ Mpxptqq is absolutely continuous on every
compact interval rt0, T s.

Remark 2.1. piq The first condition in (2.2) is essential and inherently expected, as we anticipate the trajec-
tory to converge towards a zero of the operatorM . If we were to assume that ε ptq ” ε0 ą 0, then the trajectory
xptq would indeed exhibit strong convergence, albeit towards the unique zero of the strongly monotone operator
M ` ε0Id.

piiq In case M ” 0, the equation
9x ptq ` ε ptqx ptq “ 0

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H, has as its unique solution

x ptq “ x0 exp

ˆ
´

ż t

t0

ε puqdu
˙
.

We observe that xptq converges to 0 as t Ñ `8, representing the element of ZerM with the minimum norm,

if and only if
ş`8
t0

εptqdt “ `8. This property holds irrespective of the initial data x0 and underscores the

indispensability of the second condition in (2.2).

piiiq If M : H Ñ H is Lipschitz continuous, then (see, for instance, [32, Proposition 6.2.1], [48, Theorem 54])
(2.1) has for every x0 P H a unique strong global solution x : rt0,`8q Ñ H. In this case, t ÞÑ Mpxptqq
is absolutely continuous on every compact interval rt0, T s and therefore almost everywhere differentiable on
rt0,`8q.
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2.1 Convergence analysis and rates of convergence

Following Remark 2.1 (ii), we define

γ : rt0,`8q Ñ R``, γ ptq :“ exp

ˆż t

t0

ε puq du
˙
, (2.3)

such that for every t ě t0 it holds 9γ ptq “ ε ptq γ ptq. This function will naturally appear several times in the
analysis. The conditions (2.2) imposed on ε ensure that γ is strictly increasing, thus γ ptq ě γ pt0q “ 1 for every
t ě t0, and that limtÑ`8 γ ptq “ `8.

Given a trajectory solution x : rt0,`8q Ñ H of (2.1) and ξ P ZerM , we define the functions

ϕξ : rt0,`8q Ñ R`, ϕξ ptq :“ 1

2
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖

2
, (2.4)

and

ψ : rt0,`8q Ñ R`, ψ ptq :“ 1

2
‖M px ptqq ` ε ptqx ptq‖2 . (2.5)

These two objects are pivotal in our convergence analysis. Let us begin by establishing some initial estimates
for them. In some of these estimates, we will utilize the quantity

D0 px0, v, ξq :“ max t‖x0 ´ ξ‖ , ‖v ´ ξ‖u , (2.6)

which is defined for a triple px0, v, ξq P H ˆ H ˆ H.

Lemma 2.2. Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be a trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with Tikhonov
regularization (2.1) and ξ P ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

piq for almost every t ě t0, it holds

9ϕξ ptq ` 2ε ptqϕξ ptq ď ´ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ, ξy ď ε ptqϕξ ptq ` ε ptq
2

‖ξ‖
2
; (2.7)

piiq the trajectory is bounded, in particular, for every t ě t0, it holds

‖x ptq ´ ξ‖ ď D0 px0, 0, ξq and ‖x ptq‖ ď 2D0 px0, 0, ξq ; (2.8)

piiiq for almost every t ě t0, it holds

9ψ ptq ` 2ε ptqψ ptq ď ´1

2
9ε ptq

ˆ
d

dt
‖x ptq‖2

˙
“ ´ 9εptqx 9xptq, xptqy; (2.9)

pivq for almost every t ě t0, it holds

d

dt

`
γ2 ptqψ ptq

˘
“ γ2 ptq 9ψ ptq ` 2ε ptq γ2 ptqψ ptq ď ´1

2
9ε ptq γ2 ptq

ˆ
d

dt
‖x ptq‖2

˙
“ ´ 9εptqγ2 ptq x 9xptq, xptqy.

(2.10)

Proof. piq For almost every t ě t0, when we take the time derivative of ϕξ, we obtain

9ϕξ ptq “ xx ptq ´ ξ, 9x ptqy “ ´ xx ptq ´ ξ,M px ptqqy ´ ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ, x ptqy .
“ ´ xx ptq ´ ξ,M px ptqqy ´ ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ, ξy ´ 2ε ptqϕξ ptq
ď ´ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ, ξy ´ 2ε ptqϕξ ptq , (2.11)

where in the last inequality we used that xx ptq ´ ξ,M px ptqqy ě 0, which holds due to the monotonicity of M .
The second inequality in (2.7) follows from

´ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ, ξy “ ε ptq
2

´
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖

2 ` ‖ξ‖
2 ´ ‖x ptq‖2

¯
ď ε ptqϕξ ptq ` ε ptq

2
‖ξ‖

2
.

piiq By invoking (2.7), it yields for almost every t ě t0

d

dt

`
γ ptqϕξ ptq

˘
“ γ ptq 9ϕξ ptq ` ε ptq γ ptqϕξ ptq ď ε ptq γ ptq

2
‖ξ‖2 “ 9γ ptq ‖ξ‖

2

2
.
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After integration from t0 to t, we obtain for every t ě t0

γ ptqϕξ ptq ´ γ pt0qϕξ pt0q ď pγ ptq ´ γ pt0qq ‖ξ‖
2

2
,

which is equivalent to

‖x ptq ´ ξ‖
2 ď 1

γ ptq ‖x0 ´ ξ‖
2 `

ˆ
1 ´ 1

γ ptq

˙
‖ξ‖

2
.

The first statement in (2.8) is a direct consequence, as γ ptq ě γ pt0q “ 1 for every t ě t0. The second statement
in (2.8) follows by the triangle inequality.

piiiq Differentiating the function ψ with respect to t gives for almost every t ě t0

9ψ ptq “
B
M px ptqq ` ε ptqx ptq , d

dt
pM px ptqq ` ε ptqx ptqq

F

“ ´
B

9x ptq , d
dt
M px ptqq ` 9ε ptqx ptq ` ε ptq 9x ptq

F

“ ´
B

9x ptq , d
dt
M px ptqq

F
´ 9ε ptq x 9x ptq , x ptqy ´ ε ptq ‖ 9x ptq‖2

ď ´ 9ε ptq x 9x ptq , x ptqy ´ ε ptq ‖ 9x ptq‖2 (2.12)

“ ´1

2
9ε ptq

ˆ
d

dt
‖x ptq‖2

˙
´ 2ε ptqψ ptq ,

where inequality (2.12) is a consequence of the monotonicity of M .

pivq The statement follows from (2.9), by using that 9γptq “ γptqεptq for every t ě t0.

Proposition 2.3. Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov regularization (2.1). If }Mpxptqq} Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, then xptq converges strongly to the minimum
norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8.

Proof. Invoking inequality (2.7) for ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q, we have for almost every t ě t0

9ϕξ˚
ptq ` ε ptqϕξ˚

ptq ď ε ptq xx ptq ´ ξ˚, 0 ´ ξ˚y .

By using Lemma A.5 and the boundedness of xp¨q, from here we obtain that

lim sup
tÑ`8

ϕξ˚
ptq ď lim sup

tÑ`8
xx ptq ´ ξ˚, 0 ´ ξ˚y . (2.13)

We are going to show that, under the additional assumption }M px ptqq } Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, every weak cluster
point of xp¨q belongs to ZerM . Such cluster point always exists thanks to the boundedness of the trajectory.

If px is arbitrary weak cluster point of xp¨q, then there exists a sequence tx ptkqukě0 such that x ptkq converges
weakly to px as k Ñ `8. On the other hand, M px ptkqq converges strongly to 0 as k Ñ `8. Since M is
monotone and continuous, it is maximally monotone (see, for instance, [11, Corollary 20.28]). Therefore, its
graph is sequentially closed in the weak ˆ strong topology of H ˆ H (see [11, Proposition 20.38]). This means
that M ppxq “ 0.

This enables us to conclude from (2.13), by using the variational characterization of the projection, that
lim suptÑ`8 ϕξ˚

ptq ď 0, which is nothing else than xptq Ñ ξ˚ as t Ñ `8.

According to the previous result, the condition (2.2) required for the regularization function, in combination
with the assumption that }Mpxptqq} Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, suffice to ensure the strong convergence of the trajectory
xp¨q towards the minimum norm solution of (1.1). In contrast, the following proposition demonstrates that
assuming convergence rather than divergence for the integral of the regularization function results in the weak
convergence of the trajectory xp¨q to a solution of (1.1).

Proposition 2.4. Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov regularization (2.1). Regarding the regularization function, instead of (2.2), suppose that

lim
tÑ`8

ε ptq “ 0 and

ż `8

t0

ε ptq dt ă `8.

If ‖M px ptqq‖ Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, then xptq converges weakly to an element of ZerM as t Ñ `8.

7



Proof. Observing that statement (i) in Lemma 2.2 holds regardless of condition (2.2), for every ξ˚ P ZerM we
have

9ϕξ˚ ptq ď ε ptq
2

‖ξ‖2 for almost every t ě t0.

In particular, according to Lemma A.2, the limit limtÑ`8 ϕξ˚
ptq P R exists. This yields that the first condition

in Opial’s Lemma (see Lemma A.3) is satisfied.
The demonstration that the second condition in Opial’s Lemma is satisfied under the additional assumption

}Mpxptqq} Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8 has been presented in the proof of Proposition 2.3.
The trajectory xp¨q converging weakly to a solution of (1.1) follows as a consequence of Lemma A.3.

In the following theorem, we present additional conditions on the regularization function that ensure
}Mpxptqq} Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, leading to the strong convergence of xp¨q to the solution of (1.1) with minimal
norm.

Theorem 2.5. Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov regularization (2.1). Regarding the regularization function, assume that, in addition to (2.2), it
satisfies either

lim
tÑ`8

| 9ε ptq|
ε ptq “ 0. (2.14)

or ż `8

t0

| 9ε ptq| dt ă `8. (2.15)

Then, }Mpxptqq} Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, and therefore the trajectory xptq converges strongly to the minimum norm
solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.3, it is sufficient to show that each of the two conditions (2.14) and (2.15)
leads to ψptq Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, which will imply that ‖M px ptqq‖ Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8.

Let ξ P ZerM . In the first scenario, we assume that (2.14) holds. Then there exists t10 ě t0 such that

t ÞÑ | 9εptq|
εptq is bounded on rt10,`8q. According to (2.9) and by using twice the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and

then Lemma 2.2 (ii), we have for almost every t ě t10

9ψptq ` εptqψptq ď ´ εptqψptq ` | 9ε ptq| ‖ 9x ptq‖ ‖x ptq‖ “ ´1

2
εptq} 9xptq}2 ` | 9ε ptq| ‖ 9x ptq‖ ‖x ptq‖

ď 1

2

| 9ε ptq|2
εptq }xptq}2 ď 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2 | 9ε ptq|2

εptq “ εptq
˜
2D0 px0, 0, ξq2 | 9ε ptq|2

εptq2

¸
.

By using Lemma A.5, we obtain limtÑ`8 ψptq “ 0.
In the second scenario, we assume that (2.15) holds. Using (2.10) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we

obtain for almost every t ě t0

d

dt

`
γ2 ptqψ ptq

˘
ď ´ 9εptqγ2 ptq x 9xptq, xptqy ď 1

2
| 9εptq|γ2ptq}xptq}2 ` 1

2
| 9εptq|γ2ptq} 9xptq}2

ď 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2 | 9εptq|γ2ptq ` | 9εptq|γ2ptqψptq.

Let s ě t0. By integration, it yields for every t ě s

γ2ptqψptq ď γ2psqψpsq ` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2
ż t

s

| 9εpuq|γ2puqdu`
ż t

s

| 9εpuq|γ2puqψpuqdu.

The function t ÞÑ γ2psqψpsq`2D0 px0, 0, ξq2
şt
s

| 9εpuq|γ2puqdu is nondecreasing, therefore, according to Gronwall’s
Lemma (see Lemma A.6), we obtain for every t ě s

γ2ptqψptq ď
ˆ
γ2psqψpsq ` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2

ż t

s

| 9εpuq|γ2puqdu
˙
exp

ˆż t

s

| 9εpuq|du
˙
,

which, by using that γ is nondecreasing, implies that for every t ě s

ψptq ď
ˆ
γ2psqψpsq
γ2ptq ` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2

ż t

s

| 9εpuq|γ
2puq
γ2ptq du

˙
exp

ˆż t

s

| 9εpuq|du
˙

ď
ˆ
γ2psqψpsq
γ2ptq ` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2

ż t

s

| 9εpuq|du
˙
exp

ˆż t

s

| 9εpuq|du
˙
.
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From here it yields that for every s ě t0

lim sup
tÑ`8

ψptq ď 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2
ˆż `8

s

| 9εpuq| du
˙
exp

ˆż `8

s

| 9εpuq| du
˙
. (2.16)

Finally, letting s Ñ `8 in (2.16), we obtain limtÑ`8 ψptq “ 0.
To summarize, each condition (2.14) and (2.15) ensures that ‖Mpxptqq ` εptqxptq‖ Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8. Given

the boundedness of the trajectory, this immediately implies ‖Mpxptqq‖ Ñ 0 as t Ñ `8, thus concluding the
proof.

Remark 2.6. piq The condition (2.15) was introduced by Cominetti, Peypouquet, and Sorin in [24, Theorem
9]. The technique employed in proving limtÑ`8 ψptq “ 0 aligns with the approach used in this paper.

piiq In [35] (also see [24, Proposition 5]), the strong convergence of the trajectory to the minimal norm solution
has been demonstrated under assumptions regarding the regularization function which, in addition to (2.2),
entail that t ÞÑ εptq is decreasing and satisfy the condition

lim
tÑ`8

| 9ε ptq|
ε2 ptq “ 0. (2.17)

The condition (2.14) in Theorem 2.5 represents a notable enhancement within this context. Specifically, it
accommodates regularization functions of the form ε ptq “ α

tq
, where 0 ă q ď 1 and α ą 0. This condition

allows for the critical choice q :“ 1, for which (2.17) is not fulfilled.

While the previous theorem ensures the convergence of ‖M px ptqq‖ to zero as t Ñ `8, it does not pro-
vide information about the speed of this convergence process or how it could be obtained. In the following
result, we will introduce general conditions concerning the regularization function that enables the derivation
of convergence rates for the operator norm and the velocity.

To this end, we define for t1 ě t0 and a triple px0, v, ξq P H ˆ H ˆ H the following quantity

D1 px0, v, ξ, t1q :“
b
‖M px pt1qq ` ε pt1q px pt1q ´ vq‖2 ` 8D2

0 px0, v, ξq | 9ε pt1q|. (2.18)

Theorem 2.7. Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov regularization (2.1) and ξ P ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

piq if there exists t1 ě t0 such that

t ÞÑ εptq is twice differentiable and t ÞÑ d

dt

`
9ε ptq ` ε2 ptq

˘
preserves constant sign on rt1,`8q , (2.19)

then for every t ě t1 it holds

ψptq ` 9εptq
2

‖x ptq‖2 ď γ2 pt1q
2γ2 ptq

´
‖M px pt1qq ` ε pt1qx pt1q‖2 ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2

¯

` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2
„

9ε ptq ´ 1

γ2 ptq 9ε pt1q γ2 pt1q


`
, (2.20)

where rrs` :“ max tr, 0u;

piiq if, in addition,
t ÞÑ ε ptq is nonincreasing on rt1,`8q , (2.21)

then for almost every t ě t1 it holds

‖ 9x ptq‖ ď D1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1qmax

# a
| 9ε ptq|a
| 9ε pt1q|

,
γpt1q
γ ptq

+
, (2.22)

and for every t ě t1 it holds

‖M px ptqq‖ ď D1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1qmax

# a
| 9ε ptq|a
| 9ε pt1q|

,
γpt1q
γ ptq

+
` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq ε ptq . (2.23)
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Proof. For every t ą t1 ě t0, by integrating (2.10) from t1 to t, we obtain

γ2 ptqψ ptq ´ γ2 pt1qψ pt1q ď ´1

2

ż t

t1

9ε puq γ2 puq
ˆ
d

du
‖x puq‖2

˙
du

“ ´ 1

2
9ε puq γ2 puq ‖x puq‖2

∣

∣

∣

∣

u“t

u“t1

` 1

2

ż t

t1

d

du

`
9ε puq γ2 puq

˘
‖x puq‖2 du

or, equivalently,

ψ ptq ` 9εptq
2

‖x ptq‖2 ď γ2pt1q
2γ2 ptq

´
2ψ pt1q ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2

¯
` 1

2γ2 ptq

ż t

t1

d

du

`
9ε puq γ2 puq

˘
‖x puq‖2 du. (2.24)

Then, observe that for every t ě t1

d

dt

`
9ε ptq γ2 ptq

˘
“ :ε ptq γ2 ptq ` 2 9ε ptq γ ptq 9γ ptq “ p:ε ptq ` 2 9ε ptq ε ptqq γ2 ptq “ d

dt

`
9ε ptq ` ε2 ptq

˘
γ2 ptq , (2.25)

which means d
dt

`
9ε ptq γ2 ptq

˘
and d

dt

`
9ε ptq ` ε2 ptq

˘
share the same sign on rt1,`8q.

The case d
dt

`
9ε ptq ` ε2 ptq

˘
is nonnegative on rt1,`8q. Using Lemma 2.2 (ii), we deduce that for every

t ě t1 it holds

0 ď
ż t

t1

d

du

`
9ε puqγ2 puq

˘
‖x puq‖2 du ď 4D0 px0, 0, ξq2

ż t

t1

d

du

`
9ε puq γ2 puq

˘
du

“ 4D0 px0, 0, ξq2
`

9ε ptq γ2 ptq ´ 9ε pt1q γ2 pt1q
˘
.

Plugging this inequality into (2.24), we obtain for every t ě t1

ψ ptq ` 9εptq
2

‖x ptq‖2 ď γ2pt1q
2γ2 ptq

´
2ψ pt1q ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2

¯
` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2

„
9ε ptq ´ 1

γ2 ptq 9ε pt1q γ2 pt1q

. (2.26)

If, in addition, ε is nonincreasing on rt1,`8q, then, invoking Lemma 2.2 (ii), we obtain for every t ě t1

‖Mpxptqq ` εptqxptq‖2 ďγ2 pt1q
γ2 ptq

´
‖M px pt1qq ` ε pt1qx pt1q‖2 ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2 ´ 4D0 px0, 0, ξq2 9εpt1q

¯

ďγ2 pt1q
γ2 ptq D1pxpt1q, 0, ξ, t1q2.

The case d
dt

`
9ε ptq ` ε2 ptq

˘
is nonpositive on rt1,`8q. We have for every t ě t1

ż t

t1

d

du

`
9ε puq γ2 puq

˘
‖x puq‖2 du ď 0

and further, due to (2.24),

ψ ptq ` 9εptq
2

‖x ptq‖2 ď γ2pt1q
2γ2 ptq

´
2ψ pt1q ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2

¯
. (2.27)

The combination of (2.26) and (2.27) results in (2.20).
If, in addition, ε is nonincreasing on rt1,`8q, then (2.25) yields for every t ě t1

1

γ2 ptq ď 1

´ 9ε pt1q γ2 pt1q p´ 9ε ptqq “ | 9ε ptq|
| 9ε pt1q| γ2 pt1q

and therefore

‖Mpxptqq ` εptqxptq‖2 ď ´ 9ε ptq ‖x ptq‖2 ` γ2 pt1q
γ2 ptq

´
‖M px pt1qq ` ε pt1q x pt1q‖2 ` 9ε pt1q ‖x pt1q‖2

¯

ď ´ 9ε ptq 4D0 px0, 0, ξq2 ` | 9ε ptq|
| 9ε pt1q|

´
‖M px pt1qq ` ε pt1qx pt1q‖2 ` 4D2

0 px0, v, ξq | 9ε pt1q|
¯

“ | 9ε ptq|
| 9ε pt1q|D1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1q2 .

By combining the estimates we derived for ‖Mpxptqq ` εptqxptq‖ in case where ε is nonincreasing, for every
t ě t1, we obtain

‖Mpxptqq ` εptqxptq‖ ď γpt1qD1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1qmax

#
1a

| 9ε pt1q|γ pt1q
a
| 9ε ptq|, 1

γ ptq

+
,

leading to the conclusion.

10



As an application of the theoretical considerations above, we consider dynamics generated by (2.1) for
regularization functions of the form

ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R, ε ptq :“ α

tq
, with t0 ą 0, 0 ă q ď 1 and α ą 0.

For every 0 ă q ď 1 and α ą 0, the regularization function ε evidently satisfies (2.2). Furthermore, it meets
both conditions (2.14) and (2.15), ensuring the strong convergence of the trajectory xptq toward the minimum
norm solution as t Ñ `8.

For every t ě t0 it holds 9ε ptq “ ´ qα
tq`1 and :ε ptq “ qpq`1qα

tq`2 , therefore

:ε ptq ` 2ε ptq 9ε ptq “ q pq ` 1qα
tq`2

´ 2qα2

t2q`1
“ qα

t2q`1

ˆ
q ` 1

t1´q
´ 2α

˙
. (2.28)

In case 0 ă q ă 1, there exists t1 :“ max
!
t0,

`
q`1

2α

˘ 1

1´q

)
such that d

dt
p 9εptq ` ε2ptqq ď 0 for every t ě t1.

According to (2.25),

?
| 9εptq|?

| 9εpt1q|
ě γpt1q

γptq for every t ě t1. For every t ě t0 it holds

γ ptq “ exp

ˆż t

t0

α

sq
ds

˙
“ exp

ˆ
α

1 ´ q

´
t1´q ´ t

1´q
0

¯˙
,

and Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.5 lead to the following result.

Theorem 2.8 (the case ε ptq :“ α
tq
, 0 ă q ă 1). Let t0 ą 0, 0 ă q ă 1, α ą 0, and x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the

trajectory solution of the dynamical system

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` α

tq
x ptq “ 0, (2.29)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H, and ξ P ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

piq for almost every t ě t1 :“ max
!
t0,

`
q`1

2α

˘ 1

1´q

)
it holds

‖ 9x ptq‖ ď D1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1q
ˆ
t1

t

˙ q`1

2

,

and for every t ě t1 :“ max
!
t0,

`
q`1

2α

˘ 1

1´q

)
it holds

‖M px ptqq‖ ď D1 px pt1q , 0, ξ, t1q
ˆ
t1

t

˙ q`1

2

` 2αD0 px0, 0, ξq
tq

;

piiq the trajectory xptq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8.

In case q “ 1, if α ě 1, then d
dt

p 9εptq ` ε2ptqq ď 0 for every t ě t0, and, if α ă 1, then d
dt

p 9εptq ` ε2ptqq ą 0 for
every t ě t0. For every t ě t0 it holds

γ ptq “ exp

ˆż t

t0

α

t
dt

˙
“ exp

ˆ
log

ˆˆ
t

t0

˙α˙˙
“

ˆ
t

t0

˙α

,

and Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.5 lead to the following result.

Theorem 2.9 (the case ε ptq :“ α
t
). Let t0 ą 0, α ą 0, and x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the

dynamical system

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` α

t
x ptq “ 0, (2.30)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H, and ξ P ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

piq for almost every t ě t0 it holds

‖ 9x ptq‖ ď D1 px0, 0, ξ, t0q
ˆ
t0

t

˙mintα,1u
,

and for every t ě t0 it holds

‖M px ptqq‖ ď D1 px0, 0, ξ, t0q
ˆ
t0

t

˙mintα,1u
` 2αD0 px0, 0, ξq

t
;
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piiq the trajectory xptq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8.

The above theorems suggest that the best rates of convergence occur when they are Op1
t
q as t Ñ `8,

achieved when q “ 1 and α ě 1. This represents a clear improvement concerning the convergence rates
compared to those of the unregularized dynamical system, even in cases where the operator is cocoercive (see
Theorem A.1). Should one aim to enhance the rates of convergence for both the velocity and the operator norm
by opting for q ą 1, it is important to note, as highlighted in Remark 2.1 (ii), that strong convergence of the
trajectory to the minimum norm solution cannot be expected.

For t ě t0 ą 1, we consider the regularization function ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R, εptq “ 1
t logptq . For every t ě t0 it

holds

9εptq ` ε2ptq “ ´1

t2 logptq , and
d

dt
p 9εptq ` ε2ptqq “ 2

t3
ą 0,

and t ÞÑ εptq is nonincreasing on rt0,`8q. In addition, condition (2.14) as well as condition (2.15) is satisfied.

According to (2.25),

?
| 9εptq|?

| 9εpt0q|
ď γpt0q

γptq for every t ě t0. For every t ě t0 it holds

γ ptq “ exp

ˆż t

t0

1

s logpsqds
˙

“ exp plogplogptqq ´ logplogpt0qqq “ logptq
logpt0q ,

and Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.5 lead to the following result.

Theorem 2.10 (the case ε ptq :“ 1
t logptq ). Let t0 ą 1 and x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the

dynamical system

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` 1

t logptqx ptq “ 0, (2.31)

with initial condition x pt0q :“ x0 P H, and ξ P ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

piq for almost every t ě t0 it holds

‖ 9x ptq‖ ď D1 px pt0q , 0, ξ, t0q logpt0q
logptq ,

and for every t ě t0 it holds

‖M px ptqq‖ ď D1 px pt0q , 0, ξ, t0q logpt0q
logptq ` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq

t logptq ;

piiq the trajectory xptq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8.

We have seen that even if the regularization function converges to zero faster than 1
t
, while satisfying the

standing assumptions (2.2), the rates of convergence for the velocity of the trajectory and the operator along
the trajectory cannot be expected to be faster than Op1

t
q as t Ñ `8.

2.2 First-order dynamical system with Tikhonov regularization and time rescaling

In this subsection, we will extend the previous analysis to first-order dynamical systems that incorporate
Tikhonov regularization and time rescaling, expressed through the presence of a time-dependent coefficient of the
operator. With the introduction and analysis of this continuous dynamic, we take the first step in our attempt
to demonstrate the close connection between first-order dynamical systems with Tikhonov regularization and
second-order dynamical systems with a vanishing damping term associated with the monotone equation 1.1.

Let s0 ě 0 and β, δ : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` be given functions. We consider on rs0,`8q the following dynamical
system

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` δ psq z psq “ 0, (2.32)

with initial condition z ps0q :“ z0 P H.

For the time rescaling function β and the regularization function δ, we consider the following assumptions.

The functions β, δ : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` are required to be continuously differentiable and to satisfy

lim
sÑ`8

δ psq
β psq “ 0,

ż `8

s0

δ psq ds “ `8, and

ż `8

s0

β psq ds “ `8. (2.33)
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The first-order dynamical system is assumed to admit a unique strong global solution z : rs0,`8q Ñ H
with the property that s ÞÑ Mpxpsqq is absolutely continuous on every compact interval rs0, Ss.

The following proposition will allows us to transfer the statements obtained for (2.1) in the previous section
to (2.32).

Proposition 2.11. Let s0, t0 ě 0 and β, δ : rs0,`8q Ñ R``, ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R`` be continuously differentiable
functions. Suppose that the time rescaling function satisfies

ż `8

s0

β psq ds “ `8.

Let x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` ε ptqx ptq “ 0 with x pt0q :“ z0 P H, (2.34)

and z : rs0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` δ psq z psq “ 0 with z ps0q :“ z0 P H. (2.35)

Then the two trajectories are equivalent, subject to a time rescaling process. Precisely, there exist bijective
functions τ : rs0,`8q Ñ rt0,`8q and σ : rt0,`8q Ñ rs0,`8q such that σ “ τ´1 and

• if xp¨q is the trajectory solution of (2.34), then zpsq :“ x pτ psqq defines the trajectory solution of (2.35)
with δpsq :“ ε pτ psqqβ psq for every s ě s0;

• if zp¨q is the trajectory solution of (2.35), then x ptq :“ z pσ ptqq defines the trajectory solution of (2.34)

with εptq :“ δ pσ ptqq
β pσ ptqq for every t ě t0.

Moreover,

lim
tÑ`8

ε ptq “ 0 ô lim
sÑ`8

δ psq
β psq “ 0 and

ż `8

t0

ε ptq dt “ `8 ô
ż `8

s0

δ psq ds “ `8.

Proof. We define τ : rs0,`8q Ñ rt0,`8q for every s ě s0 as

τ psq “ t0 `
ż s

s0

β puq du. (2.36)

Since β is strictly positive and continuous, τ is a monotonically increasing and thus injective. Moreover, it holds
τ ps0q “ t0 and limsÑ`8 τ psq “ `8, meaning that σ is also surjective and therefore, bijective. For clarity, we
will denote its inverse τ´1 by σ : rt0,`8q Ñ rs0,`8q.

“xptq Zñ zpsq”. Le xp¨q be the trajectory solution of (2.34). We perform a change of time variable, setting
t :“ τpsq in the dynamics (2.34), and define for every s ě s0

z psq :“ x pτ psqq . (2.37)

Then by the chain rule, we have for almost every s ě s0

9z psq “ 9x pτ psqq 9τ psq “ 9x pτ psqqβ psq .

At the time t “ τ psq, multiplying both sides of (2.34) by β psq ą 0 yields for almost every s ě s0

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` ε pτ psqqβ psq z psq “ 0.

This is equivalent to (2.35) if for every s ě s0 we choose

δ psq :“ ε pτ psqqβ psq . (2.38)

Suppose that limtÑ`8 ε ptq “ 0 and
ş`8
t0

ε ptq dt “ `8. It follows from (2.38) and the property that

limsÑ`8 τ psq “ `8 that

lim
sÑ`8

δ psq
β psq “ lim

sÑ`8
ε pτ psqq “ 0.

Furthermore, for every s ě s0, we have

ż s

s0

δ puq du “
ż s

s0

ε pτ puqqβ puqdu “
ż s

s0

ε pτ puqq 9τ puq du “
ż τpsq

τps0q
ε prq dr “

ż τpsq

t0

ε prq dr (2.39)

Taking the limit as s approaches `8, we obtain
ş`8
s0

δ puqdu “ `8.
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“xptq ð\ zpsq”. Le zp¨q be the trajectory solution of (2.35). We substitute s :“ σ ptq in the dynamic (2.35). By
definition, for every t ě t0 it holds

τ pσ ptqq “ t

and differentiation with respect to t gives

9τ pσ ptqq 9σ ptq “ β pσ ptqq 9σ ptq “ 1 ô 9σ ptq “ 1

β pσ ptqq . (2.40)

Therefore, if we set for every t ě t0
x ptq :“ z pσ ptqq ,

by the chain rule it yields for almost every t ě t0

9x ptq “ 9z pσ ptqq 9σ ptq “ 9z pσ ptqq ¨ 1

β pσ ptqq .

Consequently, at the time s “ σ ptq, dividing both sides of equation (2.35) by β pσ ptqq ą 0, we deduce that for
almost every t ě t0

9x ptq `M px ptqq ` δ pσ ptqq
β pσ ptqqx ptq “ 0. (2.41)

By setting for every t ě t0

ε ptq :“ δ pσ ptqq
β pσ ptqq ,

this is nothing else than (2.34).

Suppose that limsÑ`8
δpsq
βpsq “ 0 and

ş`8
s0

δ psq ds “ `8. By following previous arguments, we have

lim
tÑ`8

ε ptq “ lim
tÑ`8

δ pσ ptqq
β pσ ptqq “ 0.

Furthermore, for every s ě s0 it holds

ż t

t0

ε prq dr “
ż t

t0

δ pσ prqq
β pσ prqqdr “

ż t

t0

δ pσ prqq 9σ prq dr “
ż σptq

σpt0q
δ puq du “

ż σptq

s0

δ puq du,

thus, by taking the limit as t approaches `8, we conclude
ş`8
t0

ε ptq dt “ `8.

Proposition 2.11 allows us to transfer the convergence and convergence rate results stated in Theorem 2.5
and Theorem 2.7, respectively, to the dynamical system (2.32).

Theorem 2.12. Let z : rs0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (2.32). Regarding β
and δ, assume that, in addition to (2.33), they satisfy either

lim
sÑ`8

1

β psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

9δ psq
δ psq ´

9β psq
β psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

“ 0. (2.42)

or ż `8

s0

∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds ă `8. (2.43)

Then, the trajectory zpsq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as s Ñ `8.

Proof. Given the trajectory solution zp¨q of (2.32) and

τpsq “ t0 `
ż s

s0

β puq du @s ě s0,

where t0 ě 0, then, according to Proposition 2.11, xp¨q :“ z
`
τ´1p¨q

˘
is the trajectory solution of (2.1) with

εptq :“ δ
`
τ´1ptq

˘

β pτ´1ptqq for every t ě t0.

For every t ě t0, we have

9ε ptq “ 1

β pτ´1ptqq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
,
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and thus it holds

| 9ε ptq|
ε ptq “ 1

β pτ´1ptqq

∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘∣∣
∣

∣

β
`
τ´1ptq

˘

δ pτ´1ptqq “ 1

β pτ´1ptqqq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

9δ
`
τ´1ptqq

˘

δ pτ´1ptqqq ´
9β

`
τ´1ptqq

˘

β pτ´1ptqqq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Therefore, if (2.42) is satisfied, then

lim
tÑ`8

| 9ε ptq|
ε ptq “ 0.

On the other hand, by using a substitution argument,

ż `8

t0

| 9ε ptq| dt “
ż `8

t0

1

β pτ´1ptqq

∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘∣∣
∣

∣

dt “
ż `8

s0

∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds.

Therefore, if (2.43) is satisfied, then ż `8

t0

| 9ε ptq| dt ă `8.

Invoking Theorem 2.5, the trajectory xptq “ z
`
τ´1ptq

˘
converges strongly to the minimum norm solution

ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as t Ñ `8. This is nothing else than the trajectory zpsq converges strongly to ξ˚ as s Ñ
`8.

Before deriving in a similar manner the rates of convergence for the trajectory solution of (2.32), we express
the quantity introduced in (2.18) in terms of β and δ. For s1 ě s0 and a triple pz0, v, ξq P H ˆ H ˆ H, we have

D1 pzps1q, v, ξ, τ ps1qq “
b
‖M px pτ ps1qqq ` ε pτ ps1qq px pτ ps1qq ´ vq‖2 ` 8D0 pz0, v, ξq2 | 9ε pτ ps1qq|

“ 1

β ps1q

d
‖β ps1qM pz ps1qq ` δ ps1q pz ps1q ´ vq‖2 ` 8D0 pz0, v, ξq2 β ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Theorem 2.13. Let z : rs0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (2.32) and ξ P ZerM .
Then, the following statements are true:

piq if there exists s1 ě s0 such that

s ÞÑ δpsq
β psq is twice differentiable and s ÞÑ d

ds

ˆ
1

β psq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ` δ2 psq

β2 psq

˙
preserves constant sign on

rs1,`8q , (2.44)

then for every s ě s1 it holds

‖βpsqMpxpτpsqqq ` δpsqxpτpsqq‖2 ` β psq
„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ‖x pτ psqq‖2 (2.45)

ď β2 psq
β2 ps1q exp

ˆ
´2

ż s

s1

δpuqdu
˙ "

‖βps1qM pz ps1qq ` δps1qz ps1q‖2 ` β ps1q
„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q ‖z ps1q‖2

*

` 4D0 pz0, 0, ξq2 β psq
"„

d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ´ β psq

β ps1q exp
ˆ

´2

ż s

s1

δ puqdu
˙ „

d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

*

`
; (2.46)

piiq if, in addition,

s ÞÑ δpsq
βpsq is nonincreasing on rs1,`8q, (2.47)

then for almost every s ě s1 it holds

‖ 9z psq‖ ď D1 pzps1q, 0, ξ, τ ps1qqmax

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

a
βps1qβpsq

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

, βpsq exp
ˆ

´
ż s

s1

δ puq du
˙

,
////.
////-
, (2.48)
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and for every s ě s1 it holds

‖M pz psqq‖ ďD1 pzps1q, 0, ξ, τ ps1qqmax

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

a
βps1qa
βpsq

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

, exp

ˆ
´

ż s

s1

δ puqdu
˙

,
////.
////-

` 2D0 pz0, 0, ξq δ psq
β psq . (2.49)

Proof. For t0 ě 0 and

τpsq “ t0 `
ż s

s0

β puq du @s ě s0,

we consider again xp¨q :“ zpτ´1p¨qq the trajectory solution of (2.1) with εptq :“ δ
`
τ´1ptq

˘

β pτ´1ptqq for every t ě t0.

piq For every t ě t0 we have

9ε ptq “ 1

β pτ´1ptqq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘

and

:ε ptq “ ´
9β

`
τ´1ptq

˘
9pτ´1q ptq

β2 pτ´1ptqq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
` 1

β pτ´1ptqq

„
d2

ds2

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
9pτ´1q ptq

“ 1

β2 pτ´1ptqq

#„
d2

ds2

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
´

9β
`
τ´1ptq

˘

β pτ´1ptqq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
+
,

therefore

:ε ptq ` 2ε ptq 9ε ptq “ 1

β2 pτ´1ptqq

#„
d2

ds2

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
`

˜
2δ

`
τ´1ptq

˘
´

9β
`
τ´1ptq

˘

β pτ´1ptqq

¸ „
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙ `
τ´1ptq

˘
+
.

For every s ě s0 it holds

d

ds

ˆ
1

β psq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ` δ2psq

β2psq

˙

“ ´
9β psq
β2 psq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ` 1

β psq

„
d2

ds2

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ` 2

δpsq
βpsq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

“ 1

β psq

#„
d2

ds2

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq `

˜
2δ psq ´

9β psq
β psq

¸ „
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

+
,

therefore the function t ÞÑ :ε ptq ` 2ε ptq 9ε ptq “ d
dt

`
9εptq ` ε2ptq

˘
preserves constant sign on rt1,`8q, where

t1 :“ τps1q.
According to Theorem 2.7 (i), the estimate (2.20) is satisfied for every t ě t1. By taking t :“ τ psq in this

inequality, we obtain for every s ě s1

1

2
‖Mpxpτ psqq ` εpτpsqqxpτpsqq‖2 ` 9ε pτ psqq

2
‖x pτ psqq‖2

ď γ2pτ ps1qq
2γ2 pτ psqq

´
‖M px pτ ps1qqq ` ε pτ ps1qqx pτ ps1qq‖2 ` 9ε pτ ps1qq ‖x pτ ps1qq‖2

¯

` 2D0 px0, 0, ξq2
„

9ε pτ psqq ´ 1

γ2 pτ psqq 9ε pτ ps1qq γ2 pτ ps1qq


`
.

Multiplying both sides by 2 r 9τ psqs2 “ 2β2 psq ą 0, we obtain for every s ě s0

‖βpsqMpxpτpsqqq ` δpsqxpτpsqq‖2 ` β psq
„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ‖x pτ psqq‖2
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ď β2 psq γ2pτ ps1qq
β2 ps1q γ2 pτ psqq

"
‖βps1qM pxpτ ps1qq ` δps1qxpτ ps1qq‖2 ` β ps1q

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q ‖xpτ ps1qq‖2

*

` 4D0 pz0, 0, ξq2 β psq
„„

d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ´ β psq

γ2 pτ psqq
γ2 pτ ps1qq
β ps1q

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q



`

“ β2 psq
β2 ps1q exp

ˆ
´2

ż s

s1

δpuqdu
˙ "

‖βps1qM pz ps1qq ` δps1qz ps1q‖2 ` β ps1q
„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q ‖z ps1q‖2

*

` 4D0 pz0, 0, ξq2 β psq
"„

d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ´ β psq

β ps1q exp
ˆ

´2

ż s

s1

δ puqdu
˙ „

d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

*

`
,

where, by recalling the calculation in (2.39), we used that

γpτpsqq “ exp

˜ż τpsq

t0

ε prq dr
¸

“ exp

ˆż s

s0

δ puq du
˙

@s ě s0.

piiq Assuming that (2.47) holds is equivalent with requiring that t ÞÑ ε ptq is nonincreasing on t ě t1 “ τps1q.
This means that we can make use of the two estimates provided in Theorem 2.7 (ii).

From (2.22), by taking t :“ τpsq, we obtain for almost every s ě s1 that

‖ 9z psq‖ “ ‖ 9x pτ psqq 9τ psq‖ “ β psq ‖ 9x pτ psqq‖

ď D1 pxpτps1qq, 0, ξ, τ ps1qqβpsqmax

# a
| 9ε pτ psqq|a
| 9ε pτ ps1qq|

,
γ pτps1qq
γ pτ psqq

+

“ D1 pzps1q, 0, ξ, τ ps1qqmax

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

a
βps1qβpsq

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

, βpsq exp
ˆ

´
ż s

s1

δ puq du
˙

,
////.
////-
.

From (2.23), by taking t :“ τpsq, we obtain that for every s ě s1 that

‖Mpz psqq‖ ď D1 pzps1q, 0, ξ, τ ps1qqmax

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

a
βps1qa
βpsq

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
ps1q

∣

∣

∣

∣

, exp

ˆ
´

ż s

s1

δ puqdu
˙

,
////.
////-

` 2D0 pz0, 0, ξq δ psq
β psq .

To illustrate the two theoretical results of this subsection, we consider the case where, for α ą 0,

δ psq :“ α

s
@s ě s0.

With this choice of the regularization function, we will later establish a connection between the first-order
dynamical system and a second-order system with vanishing damping.

Theorem 2.14. Let s0 ą 0, α ą 0, β : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` a twice differentiable function and z : rs0,`8q Ñ H
the trajectory solution of the dynamical system

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` α

s
z psq “ 0, (2.50)

with initial condition z ps0q :“ z0 P H. Suppose that there exists s1 ě s0 such that

s ÞÑ sβpsq is nondecreasing on rs1,`8q and lim
sÑ`8

sβpsq “ `8, (2.51)

and
s 9β psq
β psq ď α ´ 1 and βpsq

´
9βpsq ` s:βpsq

¯
ě s 9βpsq2 @s ě s1. (2.52)

Then, the following statements are true:
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piq it holds

‖ 9z psq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

s

˙
as s Ñ `8, (2.53)

‖M pz psqq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

sβ psq

˙
as s Ñ `8; (2.54)

piiq the trajectory zpsq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as s Ñ `8.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that, by defining δ psq :“ α

s
, for every s ě s0,

ż `8

s0

δ psq ds “ `8 and

ż `8

s0

β psq ds “ `8,

thus, the conditions (2.33) are satisfied.
For every s ě s1 it holds

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq “ ´α

d

ds
psβpsqq

s2βpsq2 “ ´αβpsq ` s 9βpsq
s2βpsq2 ď 0,

thus, the function s ÞÑ
„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq is nonincreasing on rs1,`8q.

Since even both conditions (2.42) and (2.43) are satisfied, Theorem 2.12 yields the strong convergence of
zpsq to the minimum norm solution as s Ñ `8.

In addition, for every s ě s1 it holds

1

β psq

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq ` δ2 psq

β2 psq “ ´αβpsq ` s 9βpsq
s2βpsq3 ` α2

s2βpsq2 “ α

s2βpsq2

˜
α ´ 1 ´ s 9βpsq

βpsq

¸
.

Since s ÞÑ 1
sβpsq is nonincreasing on rs1,`8q and, due to (2.52), s ÞÑ α ´ 1 ´ s 9βpsq

βpsq is nonnegative and

nonincreasing on rs1,`8q, condition (2.44) is satisfied. This means that the rates of convergence for both the
velocity and the operator norm can be deduced from the estimates given in Theorem 2.13 (ii).

To this end, we notice first that for every s ě s1 it holds

a
βpsq

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

“

gffe
α

d

ds
psβpsqq
s2βpsq ď α

s
, (2.55)

since, according to (2.52),

0 ď
d

ds
psβpsqq
βpsq ď α @s ě s1.

Invoking again (2.52), for every s ě s1 it holds

d

ds

`
s1´αβpsq

˘
“ s1´α 9βpsq ` p1 ´ αqs´αβpsq “ s´α

´
s 9βpsq ` p1 ´ αqβpsq

¯
ď 0,

thus
βpsq ď s1´α

1 βps1qsα´1. (2.56)

Since, for every s ě s1

exp

ˆ
´

ż s

s1

δpuqdu
˙

“ exp

ˆ
´

ż s

s1

α

u
du

˙
“ sα1
sα
, (2.57)

we obtain

βpsq exp
ˆ

´
ż s

s1

δpuqdu
˙

ď βps1qs1
s
. (2.58)

Substituting (2.55) and (2.58) into (2.48), and using (2.56), yields (2.53).
On the other hand, for every s ě s1 it holds

d
∣

∣

∣

∣

„
d

ds

ˆ
δ

β

˙
psq

∣

∣

∣

∣

a
βpsq

“

gffe
α

d

ds
psβpsqq

s2βpsq3 ď α

sβpsq . (2.59)

Substituting (2.59) and (2.57) into (2.43) yields (2.54).

18



The conditions (2.51) and (2.52) are fulfilled, for instance, for

βpsq “ sp, where ´ 1 ă p ď α ´ 1.

In this case, Theorem 2.14 leads to the following result.

Theorem 2.15 (the case δ psq :“ α
s

and βpsq “ sp, p ą ´1). Let s0 ą 0, α ą 0, ´1 ă p ď α ´ 1, and
z : rs0,`8q Ñ H the trajectory solution of the dynamical system

9z psq ` spM pz psqq ` α

s
z psq “ 0, (2.60)

with initial condition z ps0q :“ z0 P H.
Then, the following statements are true:

piq it holds

‖ 9z psq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

s

˙
as s Ñ `8, (2.61)

‖M pz psqq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

s1`p

˙
as s Ñ `8; (2.62)

piiq the trajectory zpsq converges strongly to the minimum norm solution ξ˚ :“ PZerM p0q as s Ñ `8.

2.3 First-order dynamical system with anchor point

Enhancing the dynamical systems (2.32) with an anchor point represents the final step in our attempt to
establish a connection between first-order dynamical systems with Tikhonov regularization and second-order
dynamical systems with a vanishing damping term.

Let s0 ě 0 and β, δ : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` be given functions. We consider on rs0,`8q the following dynamical
system

9y psq ` β psqM py psqq ` δ psq py psq ´ vq “ 0, (2.63)

with initial condition y ps0q :“ y0 P H and anchor point v P H.

The convergence and convergence rate results derived for (2.32) can be transferred to (2.63). In particular,
the rates of convergence are not affected by the presence of the anchor point. The only difference is the limit
point to which the trajectory converges strongly, now being the closest point to v in the solution set ZerM .

Define z : rs0,`8q Ñ H as
z psq :“ y psq ´ v @s ě s0. (2.64)

The main idea relies on the observation that yp¨q is the trajectory solution of (2.63) if and only if zp¨q is the
trajectory solution of

9z psq ` β psqMv pz psqq ` δ psq z psq “ 0, (2.65)

where Mv : H Ñ H is the monotone operator defined as

Mv pzq “ M pz ` vq @z P H. (2.66)

The rates of convergence for the velocity and the operator norm follow from Theorem 2.13, since 9z psq “ 9y psq
and Mv pz psqq “ M py psqq for every s ě s0.

If β and δ, in addition to (2.33), satisfy either (2.42) or (2.43), then the trajectory ypsq converges strongly to
PZerM pvq. Indeed, according to Theorem 2.12, zpsq “ ypsq ´ v converges strongly to PZerMv p0q “ PZerM pvq ´ v

(see [11, Proposition 29.1]) as s Ñ `8. In other words, ypsq converges strongly to PZerM pvq as s Ñ `8.

Remark 2.16. The dynamic (2.63) was also studied by Suh, Park, and Ryu in [50] in finite-dimensional spaces,
in the case βpsq :“ 1 and ε psq :“ α

sq
for every s ě s0 ą 0, where α ą 0 and 0 ă q ď 1. By relying on a very

intricate Lyapunov analysis, the convergence of the trajectory and convergence rate for the operator norm has
been provided.

These results are particular cases of our more general approach, see Theorems 2.8 and 2.9, which is funda-
mentally different, as it relies on the study of the two very simple functions ϕ and ψ, defined as in (2.4) and
(2.5), respectively. In addition, our approach provides a rate of convergence for the velocity.

The dynamics (2.63) is referred to as the continuous model of the Halpern method. In light of the above
considerations, it is evident that the Halpern method is nothing else than a particular instance of the classical
Tikhonov regularization approach.
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3 From first-order dynamics with Tikhonov regularization to second-

order dynamics with vanishing damping term

In this section, we will demonstrate that, when applied to monotone equations of the type (1.1), first-order
dynamics with a specific Tikhonov regularization term are intimately related to first-order dynamics with a
vanishing damping term. The latter have been proved in [14] to accelerate the convergence rate of the operator
norm with respect to the first-order monotone operator flow, while preserving the weak convergence of the
trajectory to a zero of the operator.

Let s0 ą 0, α ą 1 and β : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` a continuous differentiable function. We consider on rs0,`8q
the dynamical system

:z psq ` α

s
9z psq ` β psq d

ds
M pz psqq `

ˆ
9β psq ` β psq

s

˙
M pz psqq “ 0, (3.1)

with initial conditions z ps0q “ z0 P H and 9z ps0q “ 9z0 P H.

We assume that it admits a unique strong global solution z : rs0,`8q Ñ H, meaning that z and ¨z are
absolutely continuous on every compact interval rs0, Ss and that z satisfies (3.1) almost everywhere, with the
property that s ÞÑ Mpzpsqq is absolutely continuous on every compact interval rs0, Ss.

Proposition 3.1. Let s0 ą 0 and α ą 1. Then z : rs0,`8q Ñ H is the trajectory solution of (3.1) with the
initial conditions z ps0q “ z0 and 9z ps0q “ 9z0 if and only if it is the trajectory solution of

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` α ´ 1

s
pz psq ´ vq “ 0, (3.2)

with initial condition z ps0q “ z0 and anchor point

v :“ z0 ` s0

α ´ 1
p 9z0 ` β ps0qM pz0qq .

Proof.

“second-order” Zñ “first-order”. Let z : rs0,`8q Ñ H be the trajectory solution of (3.1) with initial conditions
z ps0q “ z0 and 9z ps0q “ 9z0. For almost every s ě s0 it holds

d

ds
ps 9z psq ` sβ psqM pz psqqq “ s:z psq ` 9z psq ` sβ psq d

ds
M pz psqq `

´
s 9β psq ` β psq

¯
M pz psqq “ p1 ´ αq 9z psq .

By integration from s0 to s, we get for almost every s ě s0

s 9z psq ´ s0 9z0 ` sβ psqM pz psqq ´ s0β ps0qM pz0q “ p1 ´ αq pz psq ´ z0q

or, equivalently,

9z psq ` β psqM pz psqq ` α ´ 1

s
pz psq ´ vq “ 0,

where v :“ z0 ` s0
α´1

p 9z0 ` β ps0qM pz0qq.
“first-order” Zñ “second-order”. Starting with the trajectory solution z : rs0,`8q Ñ H of the first-order system
(3.2) with initial condition z ps0q :“ z0 P H and anchor point v :“ z0 ` s0

α´1
p 9z0 ` β ps0qM pz0qq, it satisfies for

almost every s ě s0
s 9z psq ` sβ psqM pz psqq ` pα ´ 1q pz psq ´ vq “ 0.

In addition, 9z ps0q “ 9z0. After differentiation, it yields for almost every s ě s0

s:z psq ` 9z psq ` sβ psq d

ds
M pz psqq `

´
s 9β psq ` β psq

¯
M pz psqq ` pα ´ 1q 9z psq “ 0,

which is nothing else than (3.1).

Theorem 2.14 and the considerations in Subsection 2.3 lead to the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Let s0 ą 0, α ą 1, β : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` a twice differentiable function and z : rs0,`8q Ñ H
the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (3.1) with initial conditions zps0q “ z0 and 9z ps0q “ 9z0. Suppose
that there exists s1 ě s0 such that

s ÞÑ sβpsq is nondecreasing on rs1,`8q and lim
sÑ`8

sβpsq “ `8,
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and
s 9β psq
β psq ď α ´ 2 and βpsq

´
9βpsq ` s:βpsq

¯
ě s 9βpsq2 @s ě s1.

Then, the following statements are true:

piq it holds

‖ 9z psq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

s

˙
as s Ñ `8, (3.3)

‖M pz psqq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

sβ psq

˙
as s Ñ `8; (3.4)

piiq the trajectory zpsq converges strongly to PZerM

´
z0 ` s0

α´1
p 9z0 ` β ps0qM pz0qq

¯
as s Ñ `8.

Remark 3.3. In [14], for the Fast Optimistic Gradient Descent Ascent (OGDA) dynamics

:z psq ` α

s
9z psq ` β psq d

ds
M pz psqq ` 1

2

ˆ
9β psq ` αβ psq

s

˙
M pz psqq “ 0 (3.5)

with initial time s0 ą 0, α ě 2, β : rs0,`8q Ñ R`` a continuous differentiable and nondecreasing function,
and initial conditions zps0q “ z0 and 9z ps0q “ 9z0, it has been shown that if

sup
sěs0

s 9β psq
β psq ď α´ 2,

then

‖ 9z psq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

s

˙
and ‖M pz psqq‖ “ O

ˆ
1

sβ psq

˙
as s Ñ `8,

without providing a statement regarding the convergence of the trajectory. On the other hand, if

sup
sěs0

s 9β psq
β psq ă α´ 2,

then

‖ 9z psq‖ “ o

ˆ
1

s

˙
and ‖M pz psqq‖ “ o

ˆ
1

sβ psq

˙
as s Ñ `8,

and zpsq converges weakly to a zero of M as s Ñ `8.
If for every s ě s0 it holds

s 9β psq “ pα´ 2qβ psq ,
that is, β psq “ β0s

α´2 for some β0 ą 0, then the dynamical system (3.5) coincides with (3.1). According
to Theorem 3.2, besides the rates of convergence for the velocity and the operator norm, we obtain in this

borderline case that zpsq converges strongly to PZerM

´
z0 ` s0

α´1
p 9z0 ` β ps0qM pz0qq

¯
as s Ñ `8.

This is particularly true when β is constant and α “ 2, which is of significant interest when deriving discrete
explicit counterparts of (3.5).

4 Fixed point problem and discretization

In this section, we will introduce and analyze discrete time counterparts of the first-order dynamical system
(2.1) in the context of identifying the fixed points of nonexpansive operators.

4.1 Problem formulation and overview of existing numerical methods

For T : H Ñ H a nonexpansive (1-Lipschitz continuous) operator, i.e.,

}T pxq ´ T pyq} ď }x´ y} @x, y P H,

we consider the fixed point problem
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Find x P H such that x “ T pxq . (4.1)

We denote the set of all fixed points of T by FixT :“ tx P H : x “ T pxqu and assume throughout this section
that this set is nonempty. The set FixT is convex and closed (see, for instance, [11, Corollary 4.24]).

There are many motivations for studying this particular class of problems. It has long been known that
various monotone inclusions and convex optimization problems can be represented by fixed point formulations
using nonexpansive operators. For a more detailed discussion of this connection, the reader is referred to
[11, 27].

To establish the connection between (1.1) and (4.1), we observe that FixT “ ZerpId ´ T q and, since T is
nonexpansive, Id ´ T satisfies (see [11, Proposition 4.11]) the inequality

xx´ y, pId ´ T q pxq ´ pId ´ T q pyqy ě 1

2
‖pId ´ T q pxq ´ pId ´ T q pyq‖2 ě 0 @x, y P H. (4.2)

This shows that Id ´ T is a continuous and monotone operator. In other words, the fixed point problem (4.1)
can be equivalently formulated as a monotone equation of type (1.1).

These premises allow to approach (4.1) by the dynamical system (2.30) for M :“ Id ´ T . This gives
a convergence rate of O

`
1
t

˘
for ‖xptq ´ T pxptqq‖ and ensures the strong convergence of xptq to PFixT p0q as

t Ñ `8 (see also [16]).This is a significant improvement over both convergence statements for the dynamical
system

9xptq ` pId ´ T qpxptqq “ 0 (4.3)

with the initial condition xpt0q “ x0, as provided in Theorem A.1 (see, also, [13, Theorems 11 and 16]).
The most standard approach used to detect a fixed point of T is the Banach-Picard iteration, which reads

for every k ě 0
xk`1 :“ T pxkq , (4.4)

where x0 P H is a given starting point. According to the Banach-Picard fixed point theorem, if T is a
contraction, namely, T is Lipschitz continuous with modulus κ P r0, 1q, then the sequence txkukě0 generated
by (4.4) converges strongly to the unique fixed point of T with a linear convergence rate. On the other hand,
if T is merely nonexpansive, then Banach-Picard might diverge. To see this, it is enough to choose T “ ´Id
and x0 ‰ 0. A closer look at this example reveals that the Banach-Picard iteration not only fails to approach
a fixed point of T , but also generates a sequence that does not satisfy the asymptotic regularity property. We
say that the sequence txkukě0 satisfies the asymptotic regularity property if the difference xk ´ T pxkq Ñ 0 as
k Ñ `8. This property is crucial for guaranteeing the convergence of the iterates, as we will see later.

To overcome the restrictive contraction assumption on T , Krasnosel’skĭı proposed in [37] applying the
Banach-Picard iteration (4.4) to the operator 1

2
Id ` 1

2
T instead of T . Building on this idea, by iteratively

considering a convex combination between Id and T , the so-called Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann iteration emerges.
Specifically, let tαkukě0 be a sequence in r0, 1s. The Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann iteration is defined for every k ě 0 as

xk`1 :“ αkxk ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq , (4.5)

where, again, x0 P H is a given starting point.
A fundamental step in proving the convergence of the iterates of (4.5) is to demonstrate that xk´T pxkq Ñ 0

as k Ñ `8. This was first established by Browder and Petryshyn in [21] in the constant case αk ” α0 P p0, 1q.
The extension to nonconstant sequences was achieved by Groetsch in [28], who proved that if

ř
kě0 αk p1 ´ αkq “

`8, then the asymptotic regularity property is satisfied. The weak convergence of the iterates has been
studied in various settings in [11, 12, 28, 34, 46]. Techniques based on Tikhonov regularization to improve the
convergence of the iterates from weak to strong have been recently explored in [15, 17].

It must be emphasized that the asymptotic regularity property does not automatically provide an explicit
convergence rate. Indeed, deriving a precise rate of convergence is much more complex, and research on this
subject is still limited compared to the extensive results on the convergence of iterates. The convergence of the
Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann iteration, expressed in terms of the fixed point residual ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖, was proved to be

o
´

1?
k

¯
by Baillon and Bruck in [10] for the case of a constant sequence tαkukě0. For a nonconstant sequence,

it was initially shown to be O
´

1?
k

¯
in [25, 39], and later on improved to o

´
1?
k

¯
in [26, 41, 19]. These results

align with the statements in the continuous setting by Boţ and Csetnek ([13]) mentioned earlier. Contreras and
Cominetti demonstrated in [23] that in the Banach space setting the lower bound of the Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann

iteration is O
´

1?
k

¯
, whereas Maulén, Fierro, and Peypouquet proved in [42] that the rate of convergence of

the fixed point residual of a general inertial Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann algorithm is o
´

1?
k

¯
.
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In the following, we shall see that both Banach-Picard and Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann iterations are obtained
by temporal discretizations of the same dynamical system (4.3). The difference lies in the chosen step size.
Specifically, we consider an explicit finite-difference scheme with step sizes hk ą 0

xk`1 ´ xk

hk
` pId ´ T q pxkq “ 0 @k ě 0,

which is equivalent to

xk`1 “ xk ´ hk pId ´ T q pxkq “ p1 ´ hkqxk ` hkT pxkq @k ě 0. (4.6)

From this, it is clear that Banach-Picard process is simply the scheme above with hk ” 1, while taking
hk “ 1 ´ αk leads to the Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann iteration.

By considering convex combinations with a fixed anchor point v P H, one obtains the Halpern iteration [31]

xk`1 :“ αkv ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq @k ě 0. (4.7)

The asymptotic regularity property of this iterative scheme has been studied in [55, 56]. This method has
recently been gaining increasing attention [40, 45, 44, 50, 33]. One reason for its attractiveness, besides guaran-
teeing strong convergence of the iteration, is its acceleration property, which has been demonstrated recently.
Sabach and Shtern proved in [47] for a general form of the Halpern iteration that the rate of convergence of the
fixed point residual is of O

`
1
k

˘
. Lieder obtained in [40] the same rate of convrgence for the Halpern iteration

(4.7) with αk :“ 1
k`2

for every k ě 0, while Park and Ryu showed in [44] that the O
`
1
k

˘
convergence rate is

optimal within a specific family of fixed point iterations.
This rate of convergence is particularly attractive when compared to the closely related Krasnosel’skĭı-Mann

method. Building on these insights, researchers have started combining this anchoring technique with other
methods to accelerate convergence. Notable contributions in this direction include works by Yoon and Ryu
[58], Lee and Kim [38], and Tran-Dinh [53] and his coauthor Luo [54].

Recently, in [18] (see also [14]), explicit numerical methods with Nesterov momentum and correcting operator
terms have been introduced. These methods exhibit a convergence rate for the fixed point residual of O

`
1
k

˘
,

while the sequence of iterates weakly converges to a fixed point of the operators. These numerical methods
were derived through a subtle discretization of the Fast Optimistic Gradient Descent Ascent (OGDA) dynamics
(1.6).

The main aim of this section is to show that the Halpern iteration serves as the discrete counterpart to
the first-order dynamical system (2.1) with an anchor point v P H (see (2.63)). Additionally, we will derive
convergence rates for the vanishing of both the discrete velocity and the fixed point residual for various choices
of the sequence tαkukě0, and establish the strong convergence of the iterates to PFixT pvq. Our approach will
utilize novel proof techniques that are inspired by those used in the continuous time analysis.

4.2 Convergence results of the discretization

To construct a numerical method, we consider the dynamics given by (2.1) where an anchor point v P H is also
added (or the dynamics (2.63) with β ” 1)

9x ptq ` pId ´ T q px ptqq ` ε ptq px ptq ´ vq “ 0,

with initial condition xpt0q “ x0 P H.
The explicit finite-difference scheme with step sizes 1 gives

xk`1 ´ xk ` pId ´ T q pxkq ` εk pxk`1 ´ vq “ 0 @k ě 0

or, equivalently,

xk`1 :“ εk

1 ` εk
v ` 1

1 ` εk
T pxkq @k ě 0.

Here tεkukě0 is a positive, so-called regularization sequence which mimics the properties (2.2) of the regular-
ization function ε ptq in the continuous case, and is therefore required to fulfill

lim
kÑ`8

εk “ 0 and
ÿ

kě0

εk “ `8. (4.8)

For convenience, we write for every k ě 0

αk :“ εk

1 ` εk
P p0, 1q ô 1 ´ αk “ 1

1 ` εk
.

Then (4.8) translate into the following condition.
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The sequence tαkukě0 Ď p0, 1q satisfies

lim
kÑ`8

αk “ 0 and
ÿ

kě0

αk “ `8. (4.9)

With this new regularization sequence, the update rule turns out to be nothing else but the Halpern fixed
point iteration ([31]).

Let v, x0 P H. For every k ě 0 set

xk`1 :“ αkv ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq . (4.10)

Next, we provide some preliminary estimates that will useful in the convergence analysis of (4.10).

Lemma 4.1. Let txkukě0 be the sequences generated by the iterative scheme (4.10) and ξ P FixT . Then, the
following inequalities are satisfied for every k ě 0:

‖xk ´ ξ‖ ď D0 px0, v, ξq , (4.11)

‖T pxkq ´ v‖ ď 2D0 px0, v, ξq , (4.12)

1

2
‖xk`1 ´ ξ‖

2 ď 1

2
p1 ´ αkq ‖xk ´ ξ‖

2 ` αk xxk ´ ξ, v ´ ξy

` αkD0px0, v, ξq
ˆ
3

2
D0 px0, v, ξqαk ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖

˙
. (4.13)

Proof. We use an induction argument to prove the first inequality. Obviously (4.11) holds when k “ 0. Suppose
that (4.11) holds for k “ k0 ě 0. It follows from (4.10) and the triangle inequality that

‖xk0`1 ´ ξ‖ “ ‖αk0
v ` p1 ´ αk0

qT pxk0
q ´ ξ‖

ď αk0
‖v ´ ξ‖ ` p1 ´ αk0

q ‖T pxk0
q ´ ξ‖

“ αk0
‖v ´ ξ‖ ` p1 ´ αk0

q ‖T pxk0
q ´ T pξq‖

ď αk0
‖v ´ ξ‖ ` p1 ´ αk0

q ‖xk0
´ ξ‖ ď max t‖x0 ´ ξ‖ , ‖v ´ ξ‖u “ D0 px0, v, ξq .

This means that (4.11) is satisfied for k “ k0 ` 1, so it is satisfied for every k ě 0.
The inequality (4.12) follows immediately from this, since for every k ě 0 we have

‖T pxkq ´ v‖ ď ‖T pxkq ´ T pξq‖ ` ‖T pξq ´ v‖

ď ‖xk ´ ξ‖ ` ‖T pξq ´ v‖ “ ‖xk ´ ξ‖ ` ‖ξ ´ v‖ ď 2D0 px0, v, ξq .

Now, let k ě 0 be fixed. By the definition of xk`1 in (4.10), we have

1

2
‖xk`1 ´ ξ‖

2 “ 1

2
‖αkv ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq ´ ξ‖

2 “ 1

2
‖αkpv ´ ξq ` p1 ´ αkq pT pxkq ´ ξq‖2

“ 1

2
p1 ´ αkq2 ‖T pxkq ´ ξ‖

2 ` p1 ´ αkqαk xT pxkq ´ ξ, v ´ ξy ` 1

2
α2
k ‖v ´ ξ‖

2

“ 1

2
p1 ´ αkq2 ‖T pxkq ´ T pξq‖2 ` p1 ´ αkqαk xxk ´ ξ, v ´ ξy

´ p1 ´ αkqαk xxk ´ T pxkq , v ´ ξy ` 1

2
α2
k ‖v ´ ξ‖2 . (4.14)

Using successively the nonexpansiveness of T , the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the fact that αk P p0, 1q, we
infer

1

2
p1 ´ αkq2 ‖T pxkq ´ T pξq‖2 ´ α2

k xxk ´ ξ, v ´ ξy ´ p1 ´ αkqαk xxk ´ T pxkq , v ´ ξy ` 1

2
α2
k ‖v ´ ξ‖2

ď 1

2
p1 ´ αkq2 ‖xk ´ ξ‖

2 ` α2
k ‖xk ´ ξ‖ ‖v ´ ξ‖ ` p1 ´ αkqαk ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ ‖v ´ ξ‖ ` 1

2
α2
k ‖v ´ ξ‖

2

ď 1

2
p1 ´ αkq ‖xk ´ ξ‖

2 ` α2
k ‖xk ´ ξ‖ ‖v ´ ξ‖ ` αk ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ ‖v ´ ξ‖ ` 1

2
α2
k ‖v ´ ξ‖

2

ď 1

2
p1 ´ αkq ‖xk ´ ξ‖

2 ` 3

2
D0 px0, v, ξq2 α2

k `D0 px0, v, ξqαk ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ ,

and the announced statement follows by plugging this estimate into (4.14).
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In analogy to the analysis in the continuous time regime, we provide a result that allows us to derive
convergence rates for the discrete velocity and the fixed point residual of the operator, as well as ensuring
strong convergence for the sequence of iterates.

Proposition 4.2. Let txkukě0 be the sequences generated by the iterative scheme (4.10) and ξ P FixT . Then,
the following statement are true:

piq for every k ě 1 it holds

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď p1 ´ αkq ‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq |αk ´ αk´1| , (4.15)

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ ď p1 ´ αkq ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξqαk; (4.16)

piiq if ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ Ñ 0 as k Ñ `8, then txkukě0 converges strongly to the fixed point of T closest to v,
ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq, as k Ñ `8.

Proof. piq Let k ě 1 be fixed. According to (4.10), and by using the triangle inequality, we can derive that

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ “ ‖αkv ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq ´ αk´1v ´ p1 ´ αk´1qT pxk´1q‖
“ ‖p1 ´ αkq pT pxkq ´ T pxk´1qq ` pαk ´ αk´1q pv ´ T pxk´1qq‖
ď p1 ´ αkq ‖T pxkq ´ T pxk´1q‖ ` |αk ´ αk´1| ‖T pxk´1q ´ v‖

ď p1 ´ αkq ‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq |αk ´ αk´1| ,

which yields further

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ “ ‖αkv ` p1 ´ αkqT pxkq ´ T pxk`1q‖
ď p1 ´ αkq ‖T pxkq ´ T pxk`1q‖ ` αk ‖v ´ T pxk`1q‖
ď p1 ´ αkq ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξqαk.

piiq In the view of (4.13), we will prove that

lim sup
kÑ`8

xxk ´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y ď 0. (4.17)

Recall that the sequence of iterates txkukě0 is bounded, see Lemma 4.1, therefore there exists a subsequence
txkn

uně0 of txkukě0 that converges weakly to px as n Ñ `8 and

lim sup
kÑ`8

xxk ´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y “ lim
nÑ`8

xxkn
´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y “ xpx´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y .

Since, according to the assumption, ‖xkn
´ T pxkn

q‖ Ñ 0 as n Ñ `8, the Browder’s demiclosedness prin-
ciple ([11, Theorem 4.27]) yields px P FixT . Therefore, since ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq, we have from the variational
characterization of the projection that ([11, Theorem 3.16])

xpx´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y ď 0.

This yields (4.17), which allows us to deduce further that

lim sup
kÑ`8

ˆ
xxk ´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y `D0px0, v, ξq

ˆ
3

2
D0 px0, v, ξqαk ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖

˙˙

“ lim sup
kÑ`8

xxk ´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y ď 0.

We are therefore in a position to use Lemma A.7 with

ak :“ 1

2
‖xk ´ ξ˚‖

2
, bk :“ xxk ´ ξ˚, v ´ ξ˚y `D0px0, v, ξq

ˆ
3

2
D0 px0, v, ξqαk ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖

˙
, dk :“ 0,

which yields the conclusion.

Relying on the estimates (4.15)-(4.16), we can formulate further conditions on the sequence tαkukě0 which,
in the light of Proposition 4.2piiq, lead to the strong convergence of the sequence generated by the Halpern
iteration (4.10).
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Theorem 4.3. Let txkukě0 be the sequence generated by the iterative scheme (4.10). Assume that, in addition
to (4.9), the sequence tαkukě0 satisfies either

lim
kÑ`8

|αk`1 ´ αk|

αk`1

“ 0 (4.18)

or ÿ

kě0

|αk`1 ´ αk| ă `8. (4.19)

Then, ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ Ñ 0 as k Ñ `8, and therefore the sequence txkukě0 strongly converges to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq
as k Ñ `8.

Proof. Let ξ P FixT . The statement follows by applying Lemma A.7 to the inequality (4.15) in two dif-
ferent ways, depending on the additional assumptions for tαkukě0. Specifically, for every k ě 1 we set
ak :“ ‖xk ´ xk´1‖. If (4.19) holds, we choose bk :“ 0 and dk :“ 2D0 px0, v, ξq |αk ´ αk´1|, while if (4.18)

holds we choose bk :“ 2D0 px0, v, ξq |αk´αk´1|
αk

and dk :“ 0, repsectively. In both cases we can conclude that

‖xk ´ xk´1‖ Ñ 0 as k Ñ `8, which immediately gives ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ Ñ 0 as k Ñ `8 due to the inequality
(4.16) and the assumption limkÑ`8 αk “ 0. Proposition 4.2 piiq gives the desired conclusion.

Remark 4.4. The condition (4.18) was proposed by Xu in [56], while (4.19) is due to Wittmann [55]. As
pointed out in [57, Examples 3.1 and 3.2], these two conditions are not comparable in the sense that neither
of them implies the other. Note also that the two conditions above can be interpreted as discrete versions of
(2.14) and (2.15) and respectively.

To illustrate the theoretical results and to derive explicit convergence rates, we consider first the case
αk :“ α´1

pk`bqq for every k ě 0, where 0 ă q ă 1, α ą 1 and b ą 0.

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 ă q ă 1, α ą 1, b ą 0 with α´ 1 ă bq, and ξ P FixT . For given x0, v P H, let txkukě0 be
the sequence generated by

xk`1 :“ α´ 1

pk ` bqq v `
ˆ
1 ´ α ´ 1

pk ` bqq
˙
T pxkq @k ě 0.

Then, the following statement are true:

piq for every k ě k1 :“ max

"
1,

R´
2

α´1

¯ 1

1´q ´ b

V*
it holds

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď 1

k ` b ` 1
max

"
pk1 ` bq ‖xk1

´ xk1´1‖ ,
4qD0 px0, v, ξq pb ` 2q

b

*
;

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ ď 1

k ` b ` 1
max

"
pk1 ` bq ‖xk1

´ xk1´1‖ ,
4qD0 px0, v, ξq pb ` 2q

b

*
` 2 pα ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq

pk ` bqq ;

piiq the sequence txkukě0 converges strongly to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq as k Ñ `8.

Proof. Since 0 ă q ă 1, the function t ÞÑ tq is nondecreasing and concave on p0,`8q. We thus have 0 ď
pk ` bqq ´ pk ` b´ 1qq ď q pk ` b ´ 1qq´1

for every k ě 1. Therefore, according to (4.15) in Proposition 4.2 piq,
we have for every k ě 1 that

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď
ˆ
1 ´ α´ 1

pk ` bqq
˙
‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq

∣

∣

∣

∣

α ´ 1

pk ` bqq ´ α ´ 1

pk ` b´ 1qq
∣

∣

∣

∣

ď
ˆ
1 ´ α´ 1

pk ` bqq
˙
‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2q pα ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq

pk ` bqq pk ` b´ 1q ,

and the statements follow from Lemma A.8 and (4.16), respectively. As ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ Ñ 0 as k Ñ `8, the
strong convergence of the sequence of iterates follows from Proposition 4.2 piiq.

There are several reasons for focusing on the case q “ 1. One reason, of course, is to derive the discrete
counterpart of the theorem 2.9 which gave the best rates of convergence in the continuous setting. Additionally,
our approach in this critical case offers an alternative proof for the result by Lieder in [40], which corresponds
to the scenario where αk “ 1

k`2
for every k ě 0. Moreover, our method allows v to vary within H instead of

fixing it as x0.
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Theorem 4.6. Let α ą 1 and ξ P FixT . For given x0, v P H, let txkukě0 be the sequence generated by

xk`1 :“ α ´ 1

k ` α
v `

ˆ
1 ´ α´ 1

k ` α

˙
T pxkq @k ě 0.

Then, the following statements are true:

piq for every k ě 1 it holds

‚ if α ą 2, then

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď 1

k ` α` 1
max

"
pα ` 1q ‖x1 ´ x0‖ ,

2pα ´ 1q pα` 2qD0 px0, v, ξq
pα ´ 2qα

*
;

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ ď 1

k ` α` 1
max

"
pα ` 1q ‖x1 ´ x0‖ ,

2pα ´ 1q pα` 2qD0 px0, v, ξq
pα ´ 2qα

*
` 2 pα ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq

k ` α
;

‚ if α “ 2, then

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď 1

k ` 2

c
2p6 ` π2q

3
D0 px0, v, ξq2 ` ‖v ` T px0q ´ 2x0‖

2 ´ ‖T px0q ´ v‖
2
;

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ ď 1

k ` 2

c
2p6 ` π2q

3
D0 px0, v, ξq2 ` ‖v ` T px0q ´ 2x0‖

2 ´ ‖T px0q ´ v‖
2 ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq

k ` 2
;

‚ if 1 ă α ă 2, then

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď 1

pk ` α ` 1qα´1
max

"
pα ` 1qα´1

‖x1 ´ x0‖ ,
8pα2 ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq
α2p2 ´ αqpα ` 2q2´α

*
;

‖xk`1 ´ T pxk`1q‖ ď 1

pk ` α ` 1qα´1
max

"
pα ` 1qα´1

‖x1 ´ x0‖ ,
8pα2 ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq
α2p2 ´ αqpα ` 2q2´α

*
` 2 pα ´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq

k ` α
;

piiq the sequence txkukě0 converges strongly to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq as k Ñ `8.

Proof. For every k ě 1, we have from (4.15) in Proposition 4.2 piiq that

‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď
ˆ
1 ´ α ´ 1

k ` α

˙
‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq

∣

∣

∣

∣

α ´ 1

k ` α
´ α ´ 1

k ` α´ 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ď
ˆ
1 ´ α ´ 1

k ` α

˙
‖xk ´ xk´1‖ ` 2 pα´ 1qD0 px0, v, ξq

pk ` αq pk ` α ´ 1q .

For α ‰ 2, the estimates for the discrete velocity and the fixed point residual follow from Lemma A.9 and
(4.16).

For α “ 2, Lemma A.9 would give rates of convergence of O
´

log k
k

¯
as k Ñ `8. In the following we will

see that we can get rid of the log k term by a different approach, inspired by the continuous time analysis.
To fix the setting, the iteration (4.10) is in this case for every k ě 0

xk`1 :“ 1

k ` 2
v ` k ` 1

k ` 2
T pxkq , (4.20)

which also implies

T pxkq ´ xk`1 “ 1

k ` 1
pxk`1 ´ vq . (4.21)

For every k ě 1, we consider the difference

1

2
pk ` 2q2 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

2 ´ 1

2
pk ` 1q2 ‖xk ´ xk´1‖

2

“ xpk ` 1q pxk ´ xk´1q , pk ` 2q pxk`1 ´ xkq ´ pk ` 1q pxk ´ xk´1qy

` 1

2
‖pk ` 2q pxk`1 ´ xkq ´ pk ` 1q pxk ´ xk´1q‖2 . (4.22)

By making use of the formulas (4.20) and (4.21), respectively, we observe that for every k ě 1

pk ` 2q pxk`1 ´ xkq ´ pk ` 1q pxk ´ xk´1q
“ v ` pk ` 1qT pxkq ´ pk ` 2qxk ´ v ´ kT pxk´1q ` pk ` 1qxk´1
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“ ´ pk ` 1q
´

pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq
¯

´ xk ` T pxk´1q

“ ´ pk ` 1q
´

pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq
¯

` 1

k
pxk ´ vq .

Plugging this relation into (4.22), we deduce that for every k ě 1

1

2
pk ` 2q2 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

2 ´ 1

2
pk ` 1q2 ‖xk ´ xk´1‖

2

“
B

pk ` 1q pxk ´ xk´1q ,´ pk ` 1q
´

pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq
¯

` 1

k
pxk ´ vq

F

` 1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

´ pk ` 1q
´

pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq
¯

` 1

k
pxk ´ vq

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

“ ´ pk ` 1q2 xxk ´ xk´1, pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qqy ` k ` 1

k
xxk ´ xk´1, xk ´ vy

` 1

2
pk ` 1q2 ‖pxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq‖2

´ k ` 1

k
xpxk ´ T pxkqq ´ pxk´1 ´ T pxk´1qq , xk ´ vy ` 1

2k2
‖xk ´ v‖

2

ď k ` 1

k
xT pxkq ´ T pxk´1q , xk ´ vy ` 1

2k2
‖xk ´ v‖

2
,

where the last inequality comes from the
1

2
-cocoercivity of Id ´ T , see (4.2). Furthermore, by taking into

consideration again the definition of iteration xk, we have for every k ě 1

k ` 1

k
xT pxkq ´ T pxk´1q , xk ´ vy “ xT pxkq ´ T pxk´1q , T pxk´1q ´ vy

“ ´1

2
‖T pxkq ´ T pxk´1q‖2 ´ 1

2
‖T pxk´1q ´ v‖

2 ` 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2

ď ´1

2
‖T pxk´1q ´ v‖

2 ` 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2
,

Therefore, by also ultilizing Lemma 4.1, we conclude that for every k ě 1

1

2
pk ` 2q2 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

2 ´ 1

2
pk ` 1q2 ‖xk ´ xk´1‖

2 ď 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2 ´ 1

2
‖T pxk´1q ´ v‖

2 ` 1

2k2
‖xk ´ v‖

2

ď 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2 ´ 1

2
‖T pxk´1q ´ v‖

2 ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq2
k2

.

By telescoping, we obtain for every k ě 1

1

2
pk ` 2q2 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

2 ´ 2 ‖x1 ´ x0‖
2 ď 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖2 ´ 1

2
‖T px0q ´ v‖2 ` 2D0 px0, v, ξq2

kÿ

i“1

1

i2

ď 1

2
‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2 ´ 1

2
‖T px0q ´ v‖

2 ` π2D0 px0, v, ξq2
3

.

Using that 2 px1 ´ x0q “ v ` T px0q ´ 2x0, thiy yields for every k ě 1

pk ` 2q2 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖
2 ď ‖T pxkq ´ v‖

2 ` 2π2D0 px0, v, ξq2
3

` ‖v ` T px0q ´ 2x0‖
2 ´ ‖T px0q ´ v‖

2

ď 2p6 ` π2q
3

D0 px0, v, ξq2 ` ‖v ` T px0q ´ 2x0‖
2 ´ ‖T px0q ´ v‖

2
. (4.23)

where last inequality follows from (4.12) in Lemma 4.1. This and (4.16) in Proposition Proposition 4.2 give the
estimates in case α “ 2.

The strong convergence of the sequence txkukě0 is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.2 piiq.

Remark 4.7. From the estimates given in the case of α “ 2, one can see that it is reasonable to choose v :“ x0,
as Lieder did in [40], since the last two terms in the expression under the square root can be simplified, and
therefore the constant depends only on the distance from x0 to the set FixT .
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4.3 The averaged operator case

The above investigations conducted for nonexpansive operatora can be extended to θ-averaged operators
T : H Ñ H with θ P p0, 1s. This extension provides greater flexibility in the considered approaches.

A single-valued operator T : H Ñ H is said to be θ-averaged if there exists a nonexpansive operator N : H Ñ
H such that

T “ p1 ´ θq Id ` θN.

In this case, for every 0 ď λ ď 1
θ
the operator Tλ :“ p1 ´ λq Id`λT is nonexpansive. Indeed, Tλ can be written

as
Tλ “ p1 ´ λq Id ` λT “ p1 ´ λq Id ` λ pp1 ´ θq Id ` θNq “ p1 ´ λθq Id ` λθN,

which is obviously nonexpansive. Moreover, it holds ‖x´ T pxq‖ “ 1
λ
‖x´ Tλ pxq‖ for every x P H and FixT “

FixTλ. This shows that, in order to obtain an iterative method that detects the fixed points of T , one simply
has to replace T by Tλ in the iterative scheme (4.10), without affecting the convergence results.

Let v, x0 P H and 0 ă λ ď 1
θ
. For every k ě 0 set

xk`1 :“ αkv ` p1 ´ αkq pp1 ´ λq xk ` λT pxkqq . (4.24)

According to Theorem 4.3, the sequence txkukě0 strongly converges to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq as k Ñ `8, provided
that tαkukě0 satisfies one of the conditions (4.18) or (4.19) in addition to (4.9). Convergence rates for the

discrete velocity and the fixed point residual can be straightforwardly derived from Theorem 4.5 for αk :“ α´1
pk`bqq

for every k ě 0, where 0 ă q ă 1, α ą 1 and b ą 0, and from Theorem 4.6 for αk :“ α´1
k`α

for every k ě 0, where
α ą 1.

Regarding the strong convergence of the iterates to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq, we will see below that in the case
0 ă λ ă 1

θ
this is guaranteed only by assuming that the sequence tαkukě0 satisfies (4.9). The proof adapts an

idea used in [22, 52].

Theorem 4.8. Let 0 ă λ ă 1
θ
and assume that the sequence tαkukě0 satisfies only (4.9). For given x0, v P H,

let txkukě0 be the sequence generated by (4.24). Then, the sequence txkukě0 strongly converges to ξ˚ :“ PFixT pvq
as k Ñ `8.

Proof. Bydefinition, there exists a nonexpansive operator N : H Ñ H such that

p1 ´ λq Id ` λT “ p1 ´ λq Id ` λ pp1 ´ θq Id ` θNq “ p1 ´ λθq Id ` λθN.

In particular, the iteration (4.24) becomes

xk`1 “ αkv ` p1 ´ αkq pp1 ´ λθq xk ` λθN pxkqq @k ě 0. (4.25)

From Lemma 4.1, we have for every k ě 0

‖xk ´ ξ˚‖ ď D0 px0, v, ξ˚q ,

which, by the triangle inequality and the fact that ξ˚ P FixT “ FixN , leads to

‖N pxkq‖ ď ‖N pxkq ´N pξ˚q‖ ` ‖ξ˚‖ ď ‖xk ´ ξ˚‖ ` ‖ξ˚‖ ď D0 px0, v, ξ˚q ` ‖ξ˚‖ . (4.26)

These shows that both sequences txkukě0 and tN pxkqukě0 are bounded.
For every k ě 0, we define

θk :“ αk ` p1 ´ αkqλθ P p0, 1q ,

wk :“ 1

αk ` p1 ´ αkqλθ pαkv ` p1 ´ αkqλθN pxkqq .

Obviously, the sequence twkukě0 is also bounded. Furthermore, 1 ´ θk “ p1 ´ αkq p1 ´ λθq and limkÑ`8 θk “
λθ P p0, 1q. For every k ě 0, we have

wk “ 1

θk
pαkv ` p1 ´ αkqλθN pxkqq “ 1

θk
pxk`1 ´ p1 ´ θkqxkq

or, equivalently,
xk`1 “ p1 ´ θkqxk ` θkwk.
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Some simple calculations give for every k ě 0

wk`1 ´ wk “ 1

θk`1

pαk`1v ` p1 ´ αk`1qλθN pxk`1qq ´ 1

θk
pαkv ` p1 ´ αkqλθN pxkqq

“
ˆ
αk`1

θk`1

´ αk

θk

˙
v ` p1 ´ αk`1qλθ

θk`1

pN pxk`1q ´N pxkqq `
ˆ
1 ´ αk`1

θk`1

´ 1 ´ αk

θk

˙
λθN pxkq ,

therefore, by using that θk “ αk ` p1 ´ αkqλθ ě p1 ´ αkqλθ and (4.26), we obtain the following estimates

‖wk`1 ´ wk‖ ´ ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ ď
∣

∣

∣

∣

αk`1

θk`1

´ αk

θk

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖v‖ ` p1 ´ αk`1qλθ
θk`1

‖N pxk`1q ´N pxkq‖

`
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ
1 ´ αk`1

δk`1

´ 1 ´ αk

θk

˙∣

∣

∣

∣

λθ ‖N pxkq‖ ´ ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

ď
∣

∣

∣

∣

αk`1

θk`1

´ αk

θk

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖v‖ `
ˆ p1 ´ αk`1qλθ

θk`1

´ 1

˙
‖xk`1 ´ xk‖

`
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ
1 ´ αk`1

θk`1

´ 1 ´ αk

θk

˙∣

∣

∣

∣

λθ ‖N pxkq‖

ď
∣

∣

∣

∣

αk`1

θk`1

´ αk

θk

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖v‖ `
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ
1 ´ αk`1

θk`1

´ 1 ´ αk

θk

˙∣

∣

∣

∣

λθ pD0 px0, v, ξ˚q ` ‖ξ˚‖q .

This guarantees that lim supkÑ`8 p‖wk`1 ´ wk‖ ´ ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖q ď 0, which, by using Lemma A.10, allows
us to conclude that limkÑ`8 ‖wk ´ xk‖ “ 0. Consequently, limkÑ`8 ‖xk`1 ´ xk‖ “ limkÑ`8 θk ‖wk ´ xk‖ “
0, which, by using (4.16), further implies limkÑ`8 ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ “ 0. The conclusion follows from Proposi-
tion 4.2 piiq.

Remark 4.9. Boţ, Csetnek, and Meier proposed in [15] for z0 P H the following iterative scheme

zk`1 :“ βkzk ` λ pT pβkzkq ´ βkzkq @k ě 0, (4.27)

with tβkukě0 Ď p0, 1s, limkÑ`8 βk “ 1,
ř

kě0p1 ´ βkq “ `8 and
ř

kě1 |βk ´ βk´1| ă `8, and 0 ă λ ď 1
θ
,

designed with the aim of generating a strongly convergent sequence tzkukě0 to the fixed point of a θ-averaged
operator T : H Ñ H with minimum norm.

By setting xk :“ βkzk for every k ě 0, the iterative scheme (4.27) can be rewritten as

xk`1 :“ βk`1 pp1 ´ λqxk ` λT pxkqq @k ě 0, (4.28)

which corresponds to (4.24) with αk :“ 1´ βk`1 for every k ě 0, and v :“ 0. Note that the strong convergence
of txkukě0 to PFixT p0q is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3 in the context of fulfilling condition (4.19).
Since limkÑ`8 βk “ 1, this says nothing more than that the sequence txkukě0 strongly converges to PFixT p0q
as k Ñ `8. Furthermore, if 0 ă λ ď 1

θ
, then, according to Theorem 4.8, the same conclusion follows even

without assuming that
ř

kě1 |βk ´ βk´1| ă `8.
In addition, the rates of convergence for ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖, as provided by the Halpern iteration, can be trans-

ferred to the discrete velocity and the fixed point residual expressed in terms of the original sequence tzkukě0,
namely, by using the boundedness of the latter and that for every k ě 1, the following holds

‖zk`1 ´ zk‖ ď p1 ´ βkq ‖zk‖ ` λ ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ “ αk´1 ‖zk‖ ` λ ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖

and

‖zk ´ T pzkq‖ ď ‖zk ´ xk‖ ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ ` ‖T pxkq ´ T pzkq‖
ď 2 ‖zk ´ xk‖ ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ “ p1 ´ βkq ‖zk‖ ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖
“ 2αk´1 ‖zk‖ ` ‖xk ´ T pxkq‖ ,

respectively.

Remark 4.10. For A : H Ñ H a (set-valued) maximally monotone operator, the problem of finding a zero of
A, this is an element in the set ZerA :“ tx P H : 0 P Apxqu, is for every η ą 0 equivalent to the problem of
finding a fixed point of the resolvent JηA : H Ñ H, JηA “ pId` ηAq´1, which is a single-valued and 1

2
-averaged

operator. The classica proximal point algorithm, defined for a given x0 P H as

xk`1 “ JηA pxkq @k ě 0,
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produces a sequence txkukě0 that weakly converges to a zero of A as k Ñ `8. The fixed point residual

‖JηA pxkq ´ xk‖ vanishes with a rate of convergence of O
´

1?
k

¯
as k Ñ `8.

Gu and Yang have shown in [30] that for H :“ R
N , this rate of convergence can be improved to

‖JηA pxkq ´ xk‖ “

$
’’’’’&
’’’’’%

O

ˆ
1

k

˙
, if N “ 1,

O

¨
˝ 1b`

1 ` 1
k

˘k
k

˛
‚, if N ě 2.

as k Ñ `8.

In the setting of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, Kim introduced in [36] (see also [44]) the following
iterative scheme, which, for given y0 “ x´1 “ x0 P H, for every k ě 0, reads

yk`1 :“ JηA pxkq ,

xk`1 :“ yk`1 ` k

k ` 2
pyk`1 ´ ykq ´ k

k ` 2
pyk ´ xk´1q .

(4.29)

Using the performance estimation approach, he proved that this method has a fixed point residual convergence
rate of O

`
1
k

˘
as k Ñ `8.

One can note that, for every k ě 1, the second update formula in (4.29) can be equivalently written as

pk ` 2qxk`1 “ 2pk ` 1qyk`1 ´ 2kyk ` kxk´1,

pk ` 1qxk “ 2kyk ´ 2 pk ´ 1q yk´1 ` pk ´ 1qxk´2,

...

3x2 “ 4y3 ´ 2y1 ` x0,

2x1 “ 2y1.

Summing these relations, we obtain that for every k ě 0

pk ` 2qxk`1 ` pk ` 1qxk “ 2 pk ` 1q yk`1 ` x0.

In the view of the first equation in (4.29), it yields that the sequence txkukě0 generated by Kim’s algorithm
fulfills

xk`1 “ 1

k ` 2
x0 ` k ` 1

k ` 2
p2JγA pxkq ´ xkq @k ě 0.

Consequently, according to Theorem 4.3 applied to averaged operators, even in infinite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces, the sequence txkukě0 strongly converges to PZerApx0q as k Ñ `8. In addition, from Theorem 4.6 in

case α “ 2 it follows that }xk`1 ´xk} and ‖JηA pxkq ´ xk‖ converge to zero with a rate of convergence of O
`
1
k

˘

as k Ñ `8.

A Appendix

In the appendix, we discuss the asymptotic behaviour of the trajectory generated by (1.2) in case M is an
cocoercive operator (see [3, Theorem 11] for a general formulation), and outline additional results that play an
essential role in the convergence of the continuous time models.

A.1 The cocoercive case

Theorem A.1. Let M : H Ñ H be a ρ-cocoercive operator for some ρ ą 0, that is

xM pxq ´M pyq , x´ yy ě ρ ‖M pxq ´M pyq‖2 @x, y P H,

with ZerM ‰ H, and x : rt0,`8q Ñ H be the solution trajectory of

9x ptq `M px ptqq “ 0,

with initial condition xpt0q :“ x0 P H. Then, the following statements are true:

piq it holds ‖M px ptqq‖ “ o
´

1?
t

¯
as t Ñ `8;
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piiq the solution trajectory xptq converges weakly to an element of ZerM as t Ñ `8.

Proof. Let ξ P ZerM . For every t ě t0, we consider

E ptq :“ 1

2
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖

2
.

Then, for almost every t ě t0 it holds

d

dt
E ptq “ xx ptq ´ ξ, 9x ptqy “ ´ xx ptq ´ ξ,M px ptqqy .

By integration, we get for every t ě t0

1

2
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖

2 ď 1

2
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖

2 `
ż t

t0

xx psq ´ ξ,M px psq ´Mpξqqy ds ď 1

2
‖x pt0q ´ ξ‖

2
.

This gives the boundedness of the trajectory. On the other hand, by invoking the ρ-cocoercivity ofM and that
Mpξq “ 0, and by letting t converge to infinity, we obtain

ρ

ż `8

t0

‖M px psqq‖2 ds ď
ż `8

t0

xx psq ´ ξ,M px psqqy du ď 1

2
‖x pt0q ´ ξ‖

2 ă `8. (A.1)

Therefore, lim inftÑ`8 t ‖M px ptqq‖2 “ 0. By computing the time derivative at almost every t ě t0 and by
making use of the monotonicity of M , we get

d

dt

ˆ
1

2
t ‖M px ptqq‖2

˙
“ 1

2
‖M px ptqq‖2 ` t

B
M px ptqq , d

dt
pM px ptqqq

F

“ 1

2
‖M px ptqq‖2 ´ t

B
9x ptq , d

dt
pM px ptqqq

F

ď 1

2
‖M px ptqq‖2 .

The right-hand side of the above inequality belongs to L
1 prt0,`8q ;Hq thanks to (A.1). According to

Lemma A.2, limtÑ`8 t ‖M px ptqq‖2 P R exists, and therefore it must be equal to 0. In other words,

‖M px ptqq‖ “ o

ˆ
1?
t

˙
as t Ñ `8,

which means that statement (i) is proven.
Using that for almost every t ě t0 it holds

d

dt

ˆ
1

2
‖x ptq ´ ξ‖2

˙
“ xx ptq ´ ξ, 9x ptqy “ ´ xx ptq ´ ξ,M px ptqqy ď 0,

thanks to Lemma A.2, we obtain that the limit limtÑ`8 ‖x ptq ´ ξ‖ P R exists. This shows that the first
condition in Opial’s Lemma (see Lemma A.3) is satisfied.

Using that limtÑ`8 M px ptqq “ 0 and the sequential closedness of the graph of M in the weak ˆ strong
topology of H ˆ H, it yields that every weak limit point of the trajectory xptq belongs to ZerM . This shows
that the second condition in Opial’s Lemma is also satisfied.

Consequently, according to Lemma A.3, the trajectory xptq converges weakly to an element in ZerM as
t Ñ `8, which proves (ii).

A.2 Auxiliary results used in the convergence analysis of the continuous time

models

The following result and its proof can be referenced in [1, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma A.2. Let h : rt0,`8q Ñ R be a locally absolutely continuous function that is bounded from below, and
g P L

1 prt0,`8q ;Rq be such that

9h ptq ď g ptq for almost every t ě t0.

Then the limit lim
tÑ`8

h ptq P R exists.
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The continuous form of Opial’s Lemma ([43]) serves as the primary tool utilized to establish the weak
convergence of the trajectory.

Lemma A.3. Let S be a nonempty subset of H and x : rt0,`8q Ñ H. Assume that

piq for every ξ P S, lim
tÑ`8

‖x ptq ´ ξ‖ exists;

piiq every weak sequential cluster point of the trajectory x ptq as t Ñ `8 belongs to S.

Then xptq converges weakly to a point in S as t Ñ `8.

Lemma A.4. [7, Lemma A.4] Take t0 ą 0, and let h P L
1 prt0,`8qq be nonnegative and continuous. Consider

anondecreasing function γ : rt0,`8q Ñ R` such that limtÑ`8 γ ptq “ `8. Then,

lim
tÑ`8

1

γ ptq

ż t

t0

γ prq h prq “ 0.

The following result, provided in [24, Lemma 1], is employed in proving the strong convergence of the
trajectory.

Lemma A.5. Let h : rt0,`8q Ñ R be a locally absolutely continuous function, g : rt0,`8q Ñ R a bounded
function and ε : rt0,`8q Ñ R` a locally integrable function such that

9h ptq ` ε ptqh ptq ď ε ptq g ptq for almost every t ě t0.

Then h is also bounded and, if
ş`8
t0

ε ptq dt “ `8, then lim suptÑ`8 h ptq ď lim suptÑ`8 g ptq.

Gronwall’s Lemma ([29]) in integral form for continuous functions will be utilized to establish the strong
convergence of the trajectory to the minimal solution under a certain condition.

Lemma A.6. Let h, g : rt0,`8q Ñ R be continuous function and k : rt0,`8q Ñ R a function with the property
that its negative part is integrable on every closed and bounded subinterval of rt0,`8q. If h is non-negative and

h ptq ď kptq `
ż t

t0

gpuqhpuqdu for every t ě t0,

then

h ptq ď kptq `
ż t

t0

kpuqgpuq exp
ˆż t

u

gprqdr
˙
du for every t ě t0.

If, in addition, k is nondecreasing, then

h ptq ď kptq exp
ˆż t

t0

gpuqdu
˙

for every t ě t0.

A.3 Auxiliary results used in the convergence analysis of the discrete time models

The following result by Xu (see [56, Lemma 2.5]) and will play a crucial role in the proof of the strong
convergence of the sequence of iterates.

Lemma A.7. Let takukě0 be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying for every k ě 0

ak`1 ď p1 ´ αkq ak ` αkbk ` dk, (A.2)

where tαkukě0, tbkukě0, and tdkukě0 are sequences of real numbers with the properties

piq tαkukě0 Ď r0, 1s and ř
kě0 αk “ `8;

piiq lim supkÑ`8 bk ď 0;

piiiq ř
kě0 dk ă `8.

Then, limkÑ`8 ak “ 0.

The following two lemmas are used to derive the convergence rates for the discrete time models.
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Lemma A.8. Let tξkukě1 be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying

ξk`1 ď
ˆ
1 ´ c

pk ` bqq
˙
ξk ` d

pk ` bqq pk ` b´ 1q @k ě 1, (A.3)

where 0 ă q ă 1, 0 ă c ă bq, and d ě 0. Then, for every k ě k1 :“ max

#
1,

Sˆ
2

c

˙ 1

1´q

´ b

W+
it holds

ξk`1 ď 1

k ` b` 1
max

"
pk1 ` bq ξk1

,
2d pb` 2q

cb

*
.

Proof. Multiplying both sides of (A.3) by k ` b` 1 ą 0, we get for every k ě 1

pk ` b ` 1q ξk`1 ď pk ` b ` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

pk ` bqq
˙
ξk ` d

pk ` bqq
k ` b` 1

k ` b´ 1

ď pk ` b ` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

pk ` bqq
˙
ξk ` d

pk ` bqq
b` 2

b
. (A.4)

Since 0 ă q ă 1, we have

pk ` b` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

pk ` bqq
˙

“ k ` b` 1 ´ c pk ` bq1´q ´ c

pk ` bqq

ď k ` b´ c

2
pk ` bq1´q ` 1 ´ c

2
pk ` bq1´q

ď k ` b´ c

2
pk ` bq1´q

“
ˆ
1 ´ c

2 pk ` bqq
˙

pk ` bq ,

where the second inequality holds for k ě k1 :“ max
!
1,

Q`
2
c

˘ 1

1´q ´ b
U)

. Under these premises, we have for

every k ě k1

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď
ˆ
1 ´ c

2 pk ` bqq
˙

pk ` bq ξk ` d

pk ` bqq
b` 2

b

“
ˆ
1 ´ c

2 pk ` bqq
˙

pk ` bq ξk ` c

2 pk ` bqq
2d pb` 2q

cb
.

By induction, it follows that for every k ě k1

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď max

"
pk1 ` bqξk1

,
2d pb` 2q

cb

*
.

Lemma A.9. Let tξkukě1 be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying

ξk`1 ď
ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
ξk ` d

pk ` bq pk ` b´ 1q @k ě 1, (A.5)

where 0 ă c ă b and d ě 0. Then, the following statements are true for every k ě 1:

piq if c ą 1, then

ξk`1 ď 1

k ` b` 1
max

"
pb` 1q ξ1,

d pb` 2q
pc ´ 1q b

*
;

piiq if c “ 1, then

ξk`1 ď p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3d

k ` b` 1
` 3d

log k

k ` b ` 1
;

piiiq if 0 ă c ă 1, then

ξk`1 ď 1

pk ` b` 1qc
ˆ

pb` 1qc ξ1 ` d pb` 1q pb ` 3 ´ cq
b2pb` 2q1´cp1 ´ cq

˙
.
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Proof. Multiplying both sides of (A.5) by k ` b` 1 ą 0, we get for every k ě 1

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď pk ` b` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
ξk ` d pk ` b` 1q

pk ` bq pk ` b´ 1q

ď pk ` b` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
ξk ` d pb` 2q

pk ` bq b .

Observing that

pk ` b` 1q
ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
“ pk ` bq

ˆ
1 ` 1

k ` b

˙ ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
“ pk ` bq

˜
1 ´ c´ 1

k ` b
´ c

pk ` bq2

¸
,

we obtain for every k ě 1

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď
˜
1 ´ c´ 1

k ` b
´ c

pk ` bq2

¸
pk ` bq ξk ` d pb` 2q

pk ` bq b . (A.6)

(i) The case c ą 1. From (A.6) we deduce that

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď
ˆ
1 ´ c ´ 1

k ` b

˙
pk ` bq ξk ` pb` 2q d

b pk ` bq “
ˆ
1 ´ c´ 1

k ` b

˙
pk ` bq ξk ` c´ 1

k ` b

d pb` 2q
pc ´ 1q b @k ě 1,

and the conclusion follows, once again, by induction arguments.

(ii) The case c “ 1. The inequality (A.6) now implies that

pk ` b` 1q ξk`1 ď pk ` bq ξk ` 3d

k
@k ě 1.

For every integer K ě 1, by summing up the inequality above for k “ 1, . . . ,K, we obtain

pK ` b` 1q ξK`1 ď p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3d
Kÿ

k“1

1

k
ď p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3d

˜
1 `

ż K

1

1

t
dt

¸

“ p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3dp1 ` logKq
ď p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3d` 3d logK.

This ensures that for every k ě 1

ξk`1 ď p1 ` bq ξ1 ` 3d

k ` b` 1
` 3d

log k

k ` b ` 1
.

(iii) The case 0 ă c ă 1. Multiplying both sides of (A.5) by pk ` b` 1qc, we get for every k ě 1

pk ` b` 1qc ξk`1 ď pk ` b` 1qc
ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
ξk ` d pk ` b` 1qc

pk ` bq pk ` b´ 1q . (A.7)

Using that 0 ď pt` 1qc ´ tc ď ctc´1 for every t ě 0, we obtain

pk ` b` 1qc ď pk ` bqc ` c pk ` bqc´1 “ pk ` bqc
ˆ
1 ` c

k ` b

˙
@k ě 1.

Under these premises, from (A.7) we obtain for every k ě 1

pk ` b` 1qc ξk`1 ď pk ` bqc
ˆ
1 ` c

k ` b

˙ ˆ
1 ´ c

k ` b

˙
ξk ` pb` 2q2 d

b pb` 1q pk ` b` 1q2´c

ď pk ` bqc ξk ` d pb` 1q pb` 2q
b2 pk ` b` 1q2´c

.

Once again, by the telescoping sum argument, we obtain for every k ě 1

pk ` b ` 1qc ξk`1 ď pb` 1qc ξ1 ` d pb` 1q pb` 2q
b2

kÿ

i“1

1

pi` b` 1q2´c
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ď pb` 1qc ξ1 ` d pb` 1q pb` 2q
b2

˜
1

pb` 2q2´c
`

ż k

1

1

px ` b` 1q2´c
dx

¸

ď pb` 1qc ξ1 ` d pb` 1q pb` 2q
b2

˜
1

pb` 2q2´c
` 1

pb` 2q1´cp1 ´ cq

¸

“ pb` 1qc ξ1 ` d pb` 1q pb` 3 ´ cq
b2pb` 2q1´cp1 ´ cq .

The following result is [51, Lemma 2.2] and plays an important role in the proof of the strong convergence
of the Halpern iteration in the case of averaged operators.

Lemma A.10. Let txkukě0 and twkukě0 be bounded sequences in H and tδkukě0 be a sequence in r0, 1s with
0 ă lim infkÑ`8 δk ď lim supkÑ`8 δk ă 1. If xk`1 “ p1 ´ δkqxk ` δkwk for every k ě 0 and

lim sup
kÑ`8

p‖wk`1 ´ wk‖ ´ ‖yx`1 ´ xk‖q ď 0,

then limkÑ`8 ‖wk ´ yk‖ “ 0.
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[13] R. I. Boţ, E. R. Csetnek. A dynamical system associated with the fixed points set of a nonexpansive
operator. Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations 29, 155–168 (2017)

36

arXiv:2208.08260
arXiv:2301.00701
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Method: Recent Progress and Applications. SpringerBriefs in Optimization, Springer, Cham (2022)

[28] C. W. Groetsch. A note on segmenting Mann iterates. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applica-
tions 40, 369–372 (1972)

[29] T.H. Gronwall Note on the derivatives with respect to a parameter of the solutions of a system of
differential equations. Annals of Mathematics 20(2), 292–296 (1919)

[30] G. Gu, J. Yang. Tight sublinear convergence rate of the proximal point algorithm for maximal monotone
inclusion problems. SIAM Journal on Optimization 30(3), 1905–1921 (2020)

[31] B. Halpern. Fixed points of nonexpanding maps. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society 73(6),
957–961 (1967)
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17, Masson, Paris (1991)

[33] S. He, H.-K. Xu, Q.-L. Dong, N. Mei. Convergence analysis of the Halpern iteration with adaptive
anchoring parameters. Mathematics of Computation 93, 327–345 (2024).

[34] S. Ishikawa. Fixed points and iteration of a nonexpansive mapping in a Banach space. Proceedings of the
American Mathematical Society 59(1), 65–71 (1976)

37



[35] M.M. Israel Jr., S. Reich. Asymptotic behavior of solutions of a nonlinear evolution equation. Journal
of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 83(1), 43–53 (1981)

[36] D. Kim. Accelerated proximal point method for maximally monotone operators. Mathematical Program-
ming 190, 57–87 (2021)
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