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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 m/2-rotation operator on R2,
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 0(%) as
t — +00.

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 (9(%)
as t — +00. 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.
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1 Introduction

Let ‘H be a real Hilbert space and M : H — H a continuous and monotone operator. We say that M : H — H
is monotone if
M (x)—M(y),z—y)=>0 Vx,yeH.

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 x H being a strict supset of the graph of M. Therefore,
the set ZerM := {x € H : M(x) = 0} 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 = € H such that M (x) = 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

i (t) + M (z (t)) = 0, (1.2)

with starting time ¢g > 0 and initial condition z (to) := 2o € H. We assume that it admits a unique strong global
solution z : [tg, +00) — H (see [20, Appendix|) with the property that ¢ — M (x(t)) is absolutely continuous
on every compact interval [to,T]. If M: H — H is Lipschitz continuous, then this holds for every zo € H.

It has been long recognized (see, for instance, [9]) that only the ergodic trajectory t — ﬁ SZO x(s)ds
converges weakly to a zero of M, while the trajectory ¢t — x(t) may not converge in general. To see this, one
can consider the example ([24]) of the counterclockwise 7/2-rotation operator on R?, M: R? — R2 M (x1,22) =
(—x2,x1), which has (0,0) as its unique zero. For tg = 0 and (21(0),22(0)) := ro(cos(bp), sin(fy)), for ro > 0
and 0y € R, the solution trajectory of (1.2), (z1(t),x2(t)) = ro(cos(fy —t),sin(6y —t)), is bounded, but does not
have a limit point as ¢ — +00. On the other hand, the ergodic trajectory ¢t — + Sé(ml(s), x2(8))ds converges to
(0,0) as t — +o0.

The situation changes drastically when M : H — H is a p-cocoercive operator for some p > 0, that is

(M (z) = M (y), 2 —y) = p||M () — M (y)|* Va,yeH.

A p-cocoercive operator is obviously monotone and %—Lipschitz continuous. In this case, the solution trajectory

t — x(t) of (1.2) converges weakly to a zero of M, and it holds that |z(¢)|| = | M (z(¢))| = o (%) as t — +00.

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 — R it holds according to the Baillon-
Haddad Theorem (see [11, Corollary 18.17]) that its gradient Vf: H — H is F-cocoercive if and only if it is
L-Lipschitz continuous. Further, an operator T': H — H is nonexpansive, meaning it is 1-Lipschitz continuous,
if and only if Id —T is %-cocoercive, where Id: ‘H — H denotes the identity mapping on H. This emphasizes the
strong connection between fixed point problems and equations governed by cocoercive operators. Finally, we



recall that the Yoshida approzimation P M : H — H with parameter p > 0 of a set-valued maximally monotone
operator M : H =3 H is the single-valued operator defined as

1
pM:H*H, pM!=;(Id—Jp1\/]),

where J,n = (Id + pM)™" : H — H denotes the resolvent of M with parameter p > 0. The operator #M is
p-cocoercive ([11, Corollary 23.11]) and it holds Zer’ M = ZerM := {x € H : 0 € M(x)}. 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 x g — H x ga M(SC,y) = (qu)(l',y),*qu)(.f,y)),

where G is another real Hilbert space and ® : H x G — 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

i i
min max (2, 9),

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

If the operator M := Vf is the (not necessarily Lipschitz continuous) gradient of a convex and continuously
differentiable function f: H — R, then it is monotone and continuous and the solutions of (1.1) are precisely
the optimal solutions of the optimization problem

min f (). (1.3)

TeH

The dynamical system (1.2) becomes in this case the gradient flow
T(@t)+Vf(z(t)) =0, (1.4)

with initial condition z (tp) := xo € H. Whenever argmin f # ¢J, that is, the set of minimizers of f is not
empty, the generated trajectory converges weakly to an element of argmin f and f(z(t)) — min f = o(%) as
t — 400, where min f denotes the minimal value of f.

Relying on the previous works [19, 5], the second-order continuous time model
#(t) + 2 (1) + BV (2(£)d () + VS (z (1) = 0, (L5)
with @« > 3 and § > 0, initial time ¢ty > 0 and initial conditions x (tg) := x9 € H and z (tp) := 4o € H,

was introduced in [8] in the context of minimizing a convex and twice differentiable function f : H — R with
argmin f # . The primary aim was to accelerate the convergence of the function values along the generated
solution trajectory. Indeed, if @ > 3 and 8 > 0, then f(z(t)) — min f = O(:) as t — +00, while if 3 > 0, then
;:Oo 2|V f(z(t)|?dt < +oo. If a > 3, then the trajectory converges weakly to an element of argmin f and
f(z(t)) —min f = o(%) as t — +o0.

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

B+ L)+ B 0) M (e (1) + 5

5 <B (t) + %(t)) M (z(t)) =0, (1.6)



with initial time to > 0, @ = 2, B : [to, +0) — Ry a continuous differentiable and nondecreasing function,
and initial conditions z(ty) = zo € H and & (t9) = 2o € H.
It has been shown that if

t3 (t)
B w ST
then ) )
o0 =0(7) and 1M =0(55) st
and if
su w <a—2
t;; B(t) 7
then ) )
|z ()] = o (¥> and ||M (z(¢))|| =o (%) as t — 4o,

and z(t) converges weakly to a zero of M as t — +o0.

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)

() + M(z(t) +e(t)z(t) =0, (1.7)

with initial condition x (to) := zp € H and continuously differentiable regularization function e: [tg, +00) —
R, satisfying

t——+00

+00
lim e(t) =0 and J e (t)dt = +0.
to
It is well-known ([0, 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 £(t). In some particular cases, these rates of convergence can be can be as fast as O(1) as t — +o0.
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

z(t) + B () M (2 (t) +6(t) (z(t) —v) =0, (1.8)
with initial time tg = 0, 8,0: [to, +90) — R4 continuously differentiable functions satifying

+00 +0
tEI-Poo % =0, L 0(t)dt =+, and B (t)dt = +oo.

initial conditions z (t9) := x¢ € H and anchor point v € 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 5(t) := 1 and ¢ (t) := { for every t > to > 0, where
a > 0and 0 < g < 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

E10)
t

0 to

. a. d :
B0+ 550450 G )+ (50 + 20 ) @) -0 (19)
with initial time tg > 0, a > 2, 8 : [to, +0) — R4 a twice continuous differentiable and function, and initial
conditions z(tg) = xp € H and & (tg) = 2o € 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



and the operator along the trajectory. In addition, it coincides with (1.6) for 8(t) = Bot®*~2 with o > 2 and
Bo > 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 =1d — T, for T : H — H a nonexpansve (1-Lipschitz continuous) operator, the explicit
discretization of (1.7) with anchor point v € H (or of the dynamic (1.8) in case 5 = 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 tg = 0 and e: [tg,+0) — R4 be given. We consider on [tg, +0) the following dynamical system
T (t)+ M (xz(t) +e(t)x(t) =0, (2.1)

with initial condition z (to) := z¢ € H.

For the regularization function e, 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 [, 24].

The regularization function e: [tg, +00) — R, is required to be continuously differentiable and to satisfy

lim e(t)=0 and fﬂo e (t)dt = +c0. (2.2)

t—+o0 .

The first-order dynamical system is assumed to admit a unique strong global solution x : [tg, +0) — H,
meaning that it is absolutely continuous on every compact interval [to,T] (see [20, Appendix]) and it
satisfies (2.1) almost everywhere, with the property that ¢ — M (xz(t)) is absolutely continuous on every
compact interval [to, T].

Remark 2.1. (i) The first condition in (2.2) is essential and inherently expected, as we anticipate the trajec-
tory to converge towards a zero of the operator M. If we were to assume that € (t) = €9 > 0, then the trajectory
x(t) would indeed exhibit strong convergence, albeit towards the unique zero of the strongly monotone operator
M + gold.

(ii) In case M = 0, the equation
z(t)+e)x(t)=0

with initial condition x (to) := z¢ € H, has as its unique solution

2 (t) = o exp <£;€(u)du>.

We observe that x(t) converges to 0 as ¢ — +00, representing the element of ZerM with the minimum norm,
if and only if S;:OO e(t)dt = +oo. This property holds irrespective of the initial data zp and underscores the
indispensability of the second condition in (2.2).

(i) If M : H — H is Lipschitz continuous, then (see, for instance, [32, Proposition 6.2.1], [48, Theorem 54])
(2.1) has for every zg € H a unique strong global solution x : [tg, +o0) — H. In this case, t — M(z(t))
is absolutely continuous on every compact interval [to,T] and therefore almost everywhere differentiable on
[to, +00).



2.1 Convergence analysis and rates of convergence
Following Remark 2.1 (ii), we define

t

i o 40) = Rews 0= o0 ([ cwaa). (2.3

0

such that for every t > ¢y it holds 4 (¢) = € (¢) v (¢). This function will naturally appear several times in the
analysis. The conditions (2.2) imposed on € ensure that « is strictly increasing, thus v (t) = « (to) = 1 for every
t = to, and that lims—, o v (t) = +00.

Given a trajectory solution x: [tg, +o0) — H of (2.1) and £ € ZerM, we define the functions

o [to,+0) = Ry, e (1) 1= 3 llo (1) — €], (2.4)
and
b [t +0) = By, (1) = M (2 (1) +2 () (1) (25)

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

Dy (w0, v,&) := max {[[zo = £[, lv = £[1}, (2.6)
which is defined for a triple (zg,v,&) € H x H x H.

Lemma 2.2. Let x: [tg,+00) — H be a trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with Tikhonov
reqularization (2.1) and & € ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

(1) for almost every t = to, it holds

Ge () + 25 (0 pc () < —= (1) e (1) — €. <= (e () + “ O ] (27)
(ii) the trajectory is bounded, in particular, for every t = to, it holds
@ () = &Il < Do (20,0,€)  and |z @)]| < 2Do (20,0,8); (2.8)
(iii) for almost every t = to, it holds
B0+ 200 (0) < 50 (G 10 OI) = -0, (2.9
(iv) for almost every t = to, it holds
d i o 2 (4 i 9 2 <L 2 d 2 (1) 2 :
FEPOD0) =P 090+ 202 06 (0) <3070 (10 O ) = -0 (O Gl0). 200

(2.10)
Proof. (i) For almost every t > to, when we take the time derivative of ¢¢, we obtain
Pe(t) =Cx(t) —&at) =) = &M (x(t) —e () (@ () — &z (1))

— e (t) =& M (x () — e (t) (e (t) = & &) — 2 () pe (1)
—e(t) <z (t) = &€ — 2 (D) pe (1), (2.11)

where in the last inequality we used that {(z (t) — &, M (z (t))) = 0, which holds due to the monotonicity of M.
The second inequality in (2.7) follows from

N

@ ® -6 = "1 (@) - € + 11 - 2 1) < @0 1)+ 2 .
(ii) By invoking (2.7), it yields for almost every t > to
L 00c ) =10 e () + = O (@0 (1) < LT g 5y AL



After integration from ¢y to ¢, we obtain for every t > tg

3 (0 (1) — 3 (10 e (1) < (3 () = (t0)) L

which is equivalent to

o ®) = €I < = lloo = €] +<1m) Il

The first statement in (2.8) is a direct consequence, as 7y (t) > v (to) = 1 for every t > ty. The second statement
in (2.8) follows by the triangle inequality.

(iii) Differentiating the function v with respect to ¢ gives for almost every ¢ = t

§(0) = (M@ O) +@2(0). 5 O 0 0) + £ (02() )

=—<w<> GV @(0) 42020+ 00 )

I
\
N
K-
=<
S~—
|

M) = (0G0 (0) < () 0
£ (0G0, (1) 0 O (2.12)
~5£ 0 (12 @1F) 200 ).

N

where inequality (2.12) is a consequence of the monotonicity of M.
(iv) The statement follows from (2.9), by using that ¥(t) = y(¢t)e(t) for every ¢ = to. O

Proposition 2.3. Let z: [tg,+00) — H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov regularization (2.1). If ||M(z(t))| — 0 as t — +oo, then z(t) converges strongly to the minimum
norm solution &y := Pzens (0) as t — +00.

Proof. Invoking inequality (2.7) for &4 := Pzeras (0), we have for almost every ¢ = t

Pes (1) +2 (1) ey (1) < e () (@ () = €4, 0 = &)

By using Lemma A.5 and the boundedness of z(-), from here we obtain that

lim sup e, (t) <limsup (z (1) — &, 0 — &) (2.13)

t—+o0 t——+00

We are going to show that, under the additional assumption | M (x (¢)) | — 0 as t — 400, every weak cluster
point of z(-) belongs to ZerM. Such cluster point always exists thanks to the boundedness of the trajectory.

If 7 is arbitrary weak cluster point of z(-), then there exists a sequence {z (tx)}, such that x (t) converges
weakly to Z as k — 400. On the other hand, M (z (t;)) converges strongly to 0 as k — +o00. 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 x strong topology of H x H (see [11, Proposition 20.38]). This means
that M (z) = 0.

This enables us to conclude from (2.13), by using the variational characterization of the projection, that
lim sup,_, , ,» ¢, (t) < 0, which is nothing else than x(t) — & as t — +00. O

According to the previous result, the condition (2.2) required for the regularization function, in combination
with the assumption that | M (z(t))| — 0 as t — +0, suffice to ensure the strong convergence of the trajectory
x(+) 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 x(-) to a solution of (1.1).

Proposition 2.4. Let x: [tg,+00) — H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov reqularization (2.1). Regarding the regularization function, instead of (2.2), suppose that

400
lim e(t)=0 and J e (t)dt < +o0.
t—+00 t

0

If |M (z (t))|| = 0 as t — 400, then z(t) converges weakly to an element of ZerM as t — +0.



Proof. Observing that statement (i) in Lemma 2.2 holds regardless of condition (2.2), for every &, € ZerM we
have
et)

. t
Pe, (1) < — €] for almost every ¢ = to.

In particular, according to Lemma A.2, the limit lim;_, . @¢, (t) € 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
| M(x(t))]| — 0 as t — 400 has been presented in the proof of Proposition 2.3.

The trajectory x(-) converging weakly to a solution of (1.1) follows as a consequence of Lemma A.3. O

In the following theorem, we present additional conditions on the regularization function that ensure
| M(x(t))|| — 0 as t — +0, leading to the strong convergence of z(-) to the solution of (1.1) with minimal
norm.

Theorem 2.5. Let x: [tg,+0) — 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

o e@)]
tl}rfw 0 0. (2.14)
or +o0
f & (8)] dt < +0. (2.15)

Then, |M(x(t))| — 0 as t — 400, and therefore the trajectory x(t) converges strongly to the minimum norm
solution &y 1= Pzerps (0) as t — +00.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.3, it is sufficient to show that each of the two conditions (2.14) and (2.15)
leads to ¥(t) — 0 as t — +00, which will imply that ||M (z (¥))|| — 0 as t — ~+o0.

Let £ € ZerM. In the first scenario, we assume that (2.14) holds. Then there exists [ > to such that
t — LWL s hounded on [th, +90). According to (2.9) and by using twice the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and

e(t)
then Lemma 2.2 (ii), we have for almost every t >

D(t) +e(t)(t) < —eOw(t) + @) llE O]l ()] = —%E(t)\lﬂb(t)\l2 +le @z @l fl« @)l

<

O o)1 < 200 (0,07 LD < 0 (wo (20,097 ELL ) -

N =

By using Lemma A.5, we obtain lim;_, ;4 ¥(t) = 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 > t,

d

Z (7O B) <=0 (1) @), 2(1) < %If:‘(lﬁ)W(t)\lfrf(t)\l2 ORIl

2
< 2Dq (20,0,€)” [£(8)[7*() + [E(8) | * (1) (8).

Let s > tg. By integration, it yields for every ¢t > s
5 [t t
P(0)(t) < ¥ (s)9(s) + 2Dg (0,0, €) J [€(u)]y* (u)du + J [(u) |y () (u)du.

The function t — v2(s)(s)+2Dq (z0,0,€)? Sz |€(u)|v?(u)du is nondecreasing, therefore, according to Gronwall’s
Lemma (see Lemma A.6), we obtain for every ¢ > s

()l < (wsw(s) #2D0 (20,0.9)* t |s'<u>|72<u>du) exp ( | t |e'<u>|du> |

which, by using that ~ is nondecreasing, implies that for every t > s

o) < (29U 4 20, 00,097 t <t Yo (| t ()l

V(1) 73(t)
< (72%5’)(5) + 2D (z0,0,€) f |é(u)|du> exp <Jt |é(u)|du> :



From here it yields that for every s > #g

lim sup (1) < 2D (20, 0, )’ ( f " ) du) exp <L+OO ()| du> . (2.16)

t—+0 s

Finally, letting s — +00 in (2.16), we obtain lim;_, ;4 ¥ (t) = 0.

To summarize, each condition (2.14) and (2.15) ensures that |M(z(¢)) + e(t)z(¢t)|| — 0 as t — +00. Given
the boundedness of the trajectory, this immediately implies ||M(x(t))|| — 0 as ¢ — +o0, thus concluding the
proof. O

Remark 2.6. (i) The condition (2.15) was introduced by Cominetti, Peypouquet, and Sorin in [24, Theorem
9]. The technique employed in proving lim;—, ;4 ¥(t) = 0 aligns with the approach used in this paper.

(if) 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) is decreasing and satisfy the condition

el _
Jm S = 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 e (t) = £, where 0 < ¢ < 1 and a > 0. This condition
allows for the critical choice ¢ := 1, for which (2.17) is not fulfilled.

While the previous theorem ensures the convergence of || M (z (t))|| to zero as t — +oo, 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 t; > ¢y and a triple (xg,v,§) € H x H x H the following quantity

Dy (w0, 0,8, 11) = \/IIM (@ (t2)) + ¢ (1) (z (t1) = v)||* + 8D (x0,v,€) |¢ (t1)]. (2.18)

Theorem 2.7. Let xz: [tg,+0) — H be the trajectory solution of the first-order dynamical system with
Tikhonov reqularization (2.1) and & € ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

(i) if there exists t1 = to such that

d
t — e(t) is twice differentiable and t — 7 (£(t) + > (t)) preserves constant sign on [t1,+), (2.19)

then for every t = t1 it holds

00+ Y e 0 < L8 (10 @ 0)) + 2 (02 (001 + 2 0) 2 (1))

2 <2
2 . 1 . 2
+ 2Dy (.To, O,f) [E (t) - 72 (t){:“ (tl) y (tl):|+ R (2.20)
where [r], := max {r,0};
(ii) 4f, in addition,
t— e (t) is nonincreasing on [t1,+0), (2.21)
then for almost every t =ty it holds
. E@®] ()
12 (@)]| < D1 (z (1) ,075,151)111&)({ HOEI } (2.22)
and for every t = t1 it holds
1M (x ()] < D1 (x(t1),0,&,t1) max {%, 1(8)) } + 2Dy (w0, 0,&) e (¢) . (2.23)



Proof. For every t > t1 > tg, by integrating (2.10) from #; to ¢, we obtain

£ )72 ) (5o e @) du

t

2 2 1
Y)Y (t) =7 (t) ¥ (t1) < —§J;

1

or, equivalently,

w0+ e @ < 8 (2004200 I @) + 55 [ 52 G007 @) e @l du 220

~—

Then, observe that for every ¢t > t1

% EWP* M) =M M) +2 )77 (1) = E@X) + 261 et)r* () = % E@) +e2 ) (t), (2:25)
which means & (¢ (t)+2 (t)) and 4 (£ () + £%(t)) share the same sign on [t1, +0).

ai &
The case <L (¢(t) + €2 (t)) is nonnegative on [t1,+o0). Using Lemma 2.2 (i), we deduce that for every

dt
t > t1 it holds

t d ) t d )
0 [ (£ @) ) o I du < 4D (50,06 [+ (¢ ()7 ()
4 du ¢ du

= 4Dg (20,0,€)" (£ (1) (1) — £ (1) 7* (t2) )
Plugging this inequality into (2.24), we obtain for every t > t;

00+ e O < T (26 () + () o (@) + 200 (00,0.6) [£(0) = 52 ()22 ()] - (226

2 292 (1) 72 (t)
If, in addition, € is nonincreasing on [t1, +0), then, invoking Lemma 2.2 (ii), we obtain for every ¢t > ¢;
2 _7(t) 2, . 2 2 .
[ M (z(t) + e(@)z(@)]” < (1) (llM(w (t1)) + & (t) z (E)|I” + € (t2) [|= (t2)[]” = 4Do (20, 0,8) E(tl))
2
77 (t) 2
< 72 (t) Dl(:v(tl),O,E,tl) .

The case < ((t) + €2 (t)) is nonpositive on [t1, +o0). We have for every ¢ > t;

L % (£ (u) 42 (w)) ||z (u)]|* du < 0

and further, due to (2.24),

£(t) 2 _ 72(t) . 9
w0+ eI < S0 (200 + @) e @) (2.27)

The combination of (2.26) and (2.27) results in (2.20).
If, in addition, ¢ is nonincreasing on [t1, +00), then (2.25) yields for every t > t;
1 1 ) € (t)]
S 7)) pp— ' -
V2(t) T —E(t)y? (t) € (t1)[7? (t1)

and therefore
72 (t)
72 ()
. et
< —€ (t) 4Dg (:COa 07 5)2 + ||E ((tl))||
€ (@) 2
= 1= D1($(t1),0,§,t1) .
€ ()]
By combining the estimates we derived for | M (z(t)) + e(t)z(t)|| in case where e is nonincreasing, for every
t = t1, we obtain

1M (2(1)) + e@z(0)]” < —& (&) l= ()]” +

N

(1M (@ (12)) + & (t2) @ (@I + £ (1) [l (1))

(I (@ (01)) + = (81) @ (42) > + 4D3 (o, v, ) | (1))

1 - 1
[M(2(t) + e(®)z(B)]] < ~v(t) D1 (x (tl),O,é,tl)maX{m € @), m} :

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

e: [to,+0) >R, ¢e(t):= %, with tg > 0,0 < ¢ <1 and a > 0.
For every 0 < ¢ < 1 and « > 0, the regularization function ¢ evidently satisfies (2.2). Furthermore, it meets

both conditions (2.14) and (2.15), ensuring the strong convergence of the trajectory x(t) toward the minimum
norm solution as ¢ — +c0.

For every t > o it holds £ (t) = —7L% and £ (t) = q(th?“, therefore
B} ) qlg+1)a 2qa? go [q+1
E(t)+2e(t)e(t) = T~ el = ot \ it 20 ) . (2.28)

1

In case 0 < ¢ < 1, there exists t; := max {to, (%) 1"7} such that 4 (£(t) + €%(t)) < 0 for every ¢ > t;.
l£()

€(t1)]

> V,Y((t tl)) for every t > t;. For every t > t; it holds

b o @ 1 1—
_ o _ _® (p—q _41-q
v (t) = exp <£0 Squ) —exp<1_q(t to )),

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

According to (2.25),

Theorem 2.8 (the case ¢ (t) := 5,0 < g <1). Lettp > 0,0 < g <1, a>0, and z: [tg,+0) — H be the
trajectory solution of the dynamical system

i (t) + M (z (1) + %x (t) =0, (2.29)
with initial condition x (to) := xg € H, and £ € ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

_1
(i) for almost every t = t1 := max {to, (%) 1"’} it holds

q+1
t1

2
i 0l < D1 ()06 ()
1
and for every t = t1 := max {to, (%) 1"’} it holds

q+1

IM (a (1) < Dy (2 (12).0.6,12) <%) © oy 2Dl 0.9,

(i) the trajectory x(t) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution & = Pzeas (0) as t — +c0.

In case ¢ = 1, if & > 1, then 2 (&(¢) +€2(t)) < 0 for every t > to, and, if a < 1, then £ (£(¢) +€2(¢)) > 0 for
every t = to. For every t > ty it holds

([ 30) - on () 2

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

Theorem 2.9 (the case € (t) := ¢). Let to > 0, > 0, and x: [to, +0) — H be the trajectory solution of the
dynamical system

& (t) + M (z(t) + %x (t) =0, (2.30)
with initial condition x (to) := xo € H, and £ € ZerM. Then, the following statements are true:

(i) for almost every t = tq it holds

. to min{a,1}
IOl < D1 (en060) ()

and for every t = tg it holds

min{a,1}
t 2aDg (29,0,
IV & ()] < D (0, 0,6.t0) () 4 2R L0,

11



(i) the trajectory x(t) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution &y = Pzeas (0) as t — +c0.

The above theorems suggest that the best rates of convergence occur when they are O(%) as t — 4o,
achieved when ¢ = 1 and a > 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 ¢ > 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 >ty > 1, we consider the regularization function ¢ : [tg, +0) — R,e(t) = m. For every t = tg it
holds . J 5
= Floar) o) and E(E(t) +e%(t) = 5
and ¢ — ¢(t) is nonincreasing on [tg, +00). In addition, condition (2.14) as well as condition (2.15) is satisfied.

[€(t)] ~Y(to)

E(t) + %(¢) >0,

According to (2.25), Y—= < L% for every ¢ > to. For every t > t; it holds
(o)) — 7
| > log(t)
t) = ex ———ds | = exp (log(log(t)) — log(log(t = ,
v = ([ o p (loz(log(1) ~ log(log(to))) = 12>

and Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.5 lead to the following result.
Theorem 2.10 (the case ¢ (t) := m) Let to > 1 and x: [to, +0) — H be the trajectory solution of the
dynamical system

1
b () =0, (2:31)

with initial condition x (to) := xo € H, and £ € ZerM . Then, the following statements are true:

() + M (x (1))

(i) for almost every t = tq it holds

log(to)
log(t) ’

& (®)]l < D1 (x (t) ,0,&, o)

and for every t =ty it holds

log(to) | 2Do (20,0,¢)
log(t) tlog(t) ’

IM ( ()] < D1 (2 (to) ,0,, t0)

(i) the trajectory x(t) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution & = Pzens (0) as t — +o0.

We have seen that even if the regularization function converges to zero faster than %, 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 (9(%) as t — +o0.

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 so = 0 and 8,6: [so, +90) — R, be given functions. We consider on [sg, +0) the following dynamical
system

2(s)+B(s) M (z(s))+6(s)z(s) =0, (2.32)

with initial condition z (sg) := 29 € H.

For the time rescaling function 8 and the regularization function §, we consider the following assumptions.

The functions §,d: [so, +00) — R, are required to be continuously differentiable and to satisfy

(e

li (5) _g T S (s)ds = a [ ds = 2.33
S*ll‘fI'lOOB(S)_7 L (s)ds = +o0, an (s)ds = +0. (2.33)

0 S0

12



The first-order dynamical system is assumed to admit a unique strong global solution z : [sg, +0) — H
with the property that s — M (x(s)) is absolutely continuous on every compact interval [sg, S].

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 sg,to = 0 and 8,9: [sg, +0) = Ry, e: [to, +0) — R be continuously differentiable
functions. Suppose that the time rescaling function satisfies

+00
(s)ds = +0.
Let x: [to,+0) — H be the trajectory solution of
T+ M@@)+e®)x@t)=0 with x(to):=z2 €H, (2.34)
and z: [so,+00) — H be the trajectory solution of
2(s)+B(s)M(z(s))+d(s)z(s) =0 with z(sg) := 29 € H. (2.35)

Then the two trajectories are equivalent, subject to a time rescaling process. Precisely, there exist bijective
functions 7: [sg, +00) — [to, +0) and o: [tg, +%0) — [so, +0) such that o = 71 and

o if x() is the trajectory solution of (2.34), then z(s) := x (7 (s)) defines the trajectory solution of (2.35)
with 0(s) =€ (7 (s)) B () for every s = so;
o if z(-) is the trajectory solution of (2.35), then x (t) := z (o (t)) defines the trajectory solution of (2.34)

: _0a(®)
with (t) = EICID))

for every t = tg.

Moreover,

5(5) +o0 400
tglllooé“ t) =0« SEIJ,I}OO 30s) =0 and LO e(t)dt = +0 < LO d(s)ds = +0.

Proof. We define 7: [sg, +00) — [to, +00) for every s = sg as

T(s) =to+ Js B (u) du. (2.36)

Since [ is strictly positive and continuous, 7 is a monotonically increasing and thus injective. Moreover, it holds
7 (s0) = tp and lims_, 1o 7 (8) = +00, meaning that o is also surjective and therefore, bijective. For clarity, we
will denote its inverse 771 by o: [tg, +90) — [s0, +00).

“x(t) = 2z(s)”. Le x(-) be the trajectory solution of (2.34). We perform a change of time variable, setting
t := 7(s) in the dynamics (2.34), and define for every s = s

z2(s) ==z (7(s)). (2.37)
Then by the chain rule, we have for almost every s > sg
5(5) = (7 ()7 (5) = # (7 () B(5)..
At the time t = 7 (s), multiplying both sides of (2.34) by 3 (s) > 0 yields for almost every s = s
F(5)+ B (5) M (2 (5)) + & (7 (5)) B (5) 2 5) = 0.
This is equivalent to (2.35) if for every s > s¢ we choose
5 (s) :=e(7(s)) B (s)- (2.38)

Suppose that lim;, e (t) = 0 and S;:OOE(t) dt = +oo. It follows from (2.38) and the property that
limg_, yop 7 (8) = +00 that
5 (s)

s—1»+oo B(s) s—to

Furthermore, for every s > sg, we have

f 5 (u) du = f e (r (u)) B (u) du = f e (r () 7 (u) du — f(s) e (r) dr f(s) e (r) dr (2.39)

s0 7(s0)

Taking the limit as s approaches +00, we obtain S:UOO 0 (u) du = +o0.

13



“x(t) < z(s)”. Le z() be the trajectory solution of (2.35). We substitute s := o (¢) in the dynamic (2.35). By
definition, for every t > tg it holds
T(o(t) =t

and differentiation with respect to ¢ gives

(2.40)

Therefore, if we set for every t = tg
z(t) =z (0 (1)),

by the chain rule it yields for almost every t > tq

Consequently, at the time s = o (t), dividing both sides of equation (2.35) by 3 (o (t)) > 0, we deduce that for
almost every t > tg

_ (o (t) _
@ (t)+ M (2 () + Fo)” () = 0. 240
By setting for every t > t (o (1))
0 (o(t
I

this is nothing else than (2.34).
Suppose that lim,_, ;o g((i)) =0 and S;w d (s)ds = +o0. By following previous arguments, we have
§ (o (1))

e = Jm 2wy =

Furthermore, for every s > sq it holds

Civar e [0 s NS () dr — o () N o (1) S
LO (r)dr = LBl = toé( (r)) & (r)d —L(to)é( )d —f 0 (u) du,

thus, by taking the limit as ¢ approaches +00, we conclude S;;OO e (t)dt = +o0. O

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: [sg, +0) — H be the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (2.32). Regarding 3
and &, assume that, in addition to (2.33), they satisfy either

sg%ﬂ@>§g‘§i§=0 (2.42)
” [ [ (o

Then, the trajectory z(s) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution & := Pzens (0) as s > +00.

Proof. Given the trajectory solution z(-) of (2.32) and
7(s) = to +J- B(u)du Vs = so,
S0

where ¢y > 0, then, according to Proposition 2.11, () := z (77!(:)) is the trajectory solution of (2.1) with
§ (Tt

e(t) = 7(7—71( ))

B(r=H(t))

For every t > tg, we have

for every t = tg.



and thus it holds

|8| B ﬂwll(t» Hdi (%)] (71(“)‘ §§<(tt>)>) B ﬂwll(t))) 6

Therefore, if (2.42) is satisfied, then

E®

t—+0 ¢ (t)

On the other hand, by using a substitution argument,

foo SOl = :06( s (3)] ““Mdtzﬂw

Therefore, if (2.43) is satisfied, then

ds.

i (5)] o

+o0
f & (8)] dt < +o0.
to

Invoking Theorem 2.5, the trajectory z(t) = z (t7!(t)) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution
&« := Pzeras (0) as t — +oo. This is nothing else than the trajectory z(s) converges strongly to &y as s —
+00. (|

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 8 and §. For s1 = sp and a triple (29, v,&) € H x H x H, we have

Dy (2(s1),0,6,7 \/HM e (7 (s1)) (x (7 (1)) = v)[|* + 8D (20,0, €) |¢ (7 (s1))]

d (6
HOIC
Theorem 2.13. Let z: [sg, +00) — H be the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (2.32) and £ € ZerM.
Then, the following statements are true:

\/w (1) ) + 3 (s1) (2 (s1) — v)||* + 8Dg (20,v,€)* B (s1)

(i) if there exists s1 = so such that

o(s) . ) . . d < 1 [d <5>] 52(s)> .
S 1s twice differentiable and s — — — | = s) + reserves constant sign on
5(s) 7 s \5e) a5 \5)] W T ) P é

[s1,+0), (2.44)

then for every s = sy it holds

BN a(r(e)) + 802N + 50| 12 (5) | @ I eI (2.45)
< e (2 al )du){m(sl)M(z(sn)w( D=l + e | 3 (5)] 01 G0l
sl [ ()2 L) E )
(i) if, in addition, 5()
s 5 (‘Z) is nonincreasing on [s1, +%), (2.47)

then for almost every s = s it holds

HENEAY S
1) < Dy (2(50), 0,6, 7 (s1)) max { A/B(s1)5(5) [Z <f ) Ao - f;uu)du) L (248)
¢ HSIE
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and for every s = sy it holds

1M (2 ()] <D (<o), 0.6, 7 MW—J (wan)

+2Dg (20,0, €) ((‘Z) (2.49)

ISy

Proof. For tg = 0 and )
7(8) = to +J. B(u)du Vs = so,
S0

we consider again z(-) := z(771(-)) the trajectory solution of (2.1) with &(t) := for every ¢ = tg.

(i) For every ¢ =ty we have

and
0=y & (3)] o)+ gy [ (5)| @y e
- {[5_ (8)] 05 & (3) (7_1(”)}’
therefore

£0)+ 2202 (0) = g {[j— (5)] )+ (26 (1) - @Egg) 5] (H(t))} -
For every s > s it holds
i (5wl ()] 0+ 53)
-~ s (3]0 s [ (5)] 0 25 [ ()] @
5l ()] o+ (w058 [ ()] -
E?eief:(r;;che function ¢ — &(f) + 2 ()£ (1) = 4 (2(t) + £2(¢)) preserves constant sign on [¢1, +00), where

According to Theorem 2.7 (i), the estimate (2.20) is satisfied for every ¢ > ¢;. By taking ¢t := 7 (s) in this
inequality, we obtain for every s > s1

LI atr () + @ ) + L o (o)

2 (1) s, :
< LT (I @ s + € ) (7 I + € (7 o) (7 )P

)
+ 2D (0,0,£)* [ (T(s)) —

Multiplying both sides by 2 [ (s)]* = 282 (s) > 0, we obtain for every s > so

4]

BN + St + 86 [ (5) [ @ e o
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< C L L) (ot 1) + o)t ()P + 5 60) [ 35 (5| ) et s}

(
rapo(a.6500|| 5 (5)] - 5 <T(S<?s>> St | (5)] o),
- e (- f& ) { 1806213 (= (50) + 3(s0)z o0 + 8 o) | 5 (5 )| o) 1 60017

i ()] -2 (o ) [ ()] ]

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

v(7(s)) = exp (LZ(S) e(r) dr) = exp <Lso 0 (u) du> Vs = sg

(ii) Assuming that (2.47) holds is equivalent with requiring that ¢ — ¢ (¢) is nonincreasing on t > t; = 7(s1).
This means that we can make use of the two estimates provided in Theorem 2.7 (ii).

From (2.22), by taking ¢ := 7(s), we obtain for almost every s > s; that
12 = [l2 (7 ()7 ()] = B(s) |2 (7 ()l
< Dy (2(r(50)),0,6,7 (sl))ﬂ(S)maX{ CCL (T(S”)}

e 1 (3)
Ao (- [ o

EG
e E O]

From (2.23), by taking t := 7(s), we obtain that for every s > s; that
d (¢
i Y& ( )] <5>\

V/B(s) \/’ ds B

= D; (2(s1),0,&,7(s1)) max

1M (z(s))|| < Di1(2(s1),0,&,7 (s1)) max

([

+2Dq (20,0, €) Z((Z))

To illustrate the two theoretical results of this subsection, we consider the case where, for a > 0,
0(s):=— Vs=so

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 so > 0, a > 0, 8 : [sp, +0) = Ry a twice differentiable function and z: [so,+0) > H
the trajectory solution of the dynamical system

2(s) + B (s) M (2(s)) + %z (s) =0, (2.50)

with initial condition z (o) := zo € H. Suppose that there exists s; = so such that

s+ sf(s) is nondecreasing on [s1,+0) and EIJIrloo sp(s) = +o, (2.51)
and .
sﬂﬁ((ss)) <a-1 and B(s) (ﬁ(s) + sﬁ(s)) > s8(s)? Vs = s (2.52)

Then, the following statements are true:
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(i) it holds

E@I=0 (1) as—tn (259
MG =0 (555) s (2.54)

(i) the trajectory z(s) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution & := Pzear (0) as s — +o0.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to see that, by defining § (s) := g, for every s = sg,
s

+00 +0
J- 0(s)ds =+ and (s)ds = +0,
S0 S0
thus, the conditions (2.33) are satisfied.
For every s > s1 it holds

[d <5>] 0 %(SW)) Bls) +58(s) _

ds \ B Y OL IO
, d (6 . . .
thus, the function s — as\3 (8) is nonincreasing on [s, +).
s

Since even both conditions (2.42) and (2.43) are satisfied, Theorem 2.12 yields the strong convergence of
z(s) to the minimum norm solution as s — +0.
In addition, for every s > s; it holds

1 [d (s 52 : 2 :

[_ <_>] (s) + 2(8) = _aﬁ(8)2+863(8) T 2a 2 T 2 . sl 1= o) :
B(s) Lds \ B B2 (s) s2B(s) s?B(s)>  s*6(s) Bs)
s5(s)
B(s)
nonincreasing on [s1, +), 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 > s; it holds

Since s — f(é) is nonincreasing on [s1, +00) and, due to (2.52), s — a —1 — is nonnegative and

d (¢
o1 (5)] @) - (2.55)
since, according to (2.52),
d
2 (s8(5)
Ogiﬂ(s) <a Vs> s.
Invoking again (2.52), for every s > s1 it holds
4 (=5() = $17B(s) + (1 - )5 B(s) = 57 (s(s) + (1 - @)3()) <0,
thus
B(s) < s1“Bls1)s™ . (2.56)
Since, for every s > s1
s B B s g B i
exp (— . 5(u)du) = exp( Ll udu) = (2.57)

we obtain

B(s) exp < f 5(u)du> < Bls) > (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 > s; it holds

d (¢
HOIE
p(s)
Substituting (2.59) and (2.57) into (2.43) yields (2.54). O

(2.59)
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The conditions (2.51) and (2.52) are fulfilled, for instance, for
B(s) =sP, where —1<p<a-—1
In this case, Theorem 2.14 leads to the following result.
Theorem 2.15 (the case ¢ (s) := < and B(s) = sP,p > —1). Let s > 0, a >0, =1 <p < a—1, and

z: [80, +0) = H the trajectory solution of the dynamical system

2(s) +sPM (z(s)) + %z (s) =0, (2.60)

with initial condition z (sg) := zo € H.
Then, the following statements are true:

(i) it holds

@I =0 (1) s (2.61)
M GO =0 (55) a5 = 4o (2.62)

(ii) the trajectory z(s) converges strongly to the minimum norm solution & := Pzeas (0) as s > +o0.

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 so = 0 and 3,9 [sg, +0) — R, be given functions. We consider on [sg, +0) the following dynamical
system

y(s)+5(s) M(y(s)) +6(s) (y(s) —v) =0, (2.63)

with initial condition y (sg) := yo € H and anchor point v € 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: [sg, +0) — H as

z(s):=y(s)—v Vs =so. (2.64)

The main idea relies on the observation that y(-) is the trajectory solution of (2.63) if and only if z(-) is the
trajectory solution of
2(s)+B(s)M°(z(s))+0(s)z(s) =0, (2.65)

where M": H — H is the monotone operator defined as
MY (z)=M(z+v) VzeH. (2.66)

The rates of convergence for the velocity and the operator norm follow from Theorem 2.13, since z (s) = 9 ()
and MV (z(s)) = M (y (s)) for every s = so.

If 5 and 4, in addition to (2.33), satisfy either (2.42) or (2.43), then the trajectory y(s) converges strongly to
Pzeras (v). Indeed, according to Theorem 2.12, z(s) = y(s) — v converges strongly to Pzerare (0) = Pzeras (v) —v
(see [11, Proposition 29.1]) as s — +o0. In other words, y(s) converges strongly to Pzeras (v) as s — +o0.

Remark 2.16. The dynamic (2.63) was also studied by Suh, Park, and Ryu in [50] in finite-dimensional spaces,
in the case §(s) := 1 and ¢ (s) := & for every s > so > 0, where a > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 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 ¢ and v, 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 so >0, a > 1 and S : [sg, +0) — Ry a continuous differentiable function. We consider on [sg, +00)
the dynamical system

26+ 220+ M o)+ (360 + 2 ) ar e —0, (3.)

with initial conditions z (sg) = zo € H and 2 (sg) = 209 € H.

We assume that it admits a unique strong global solution z : [sg,+00) — H, meaning that z and -z are
absolutely continuous on every compact interval [so, S] and that z satisfies (3.1) almost everywhere, with the
property that s — M (z(s)) is absolutely continuous on every compact interval [sg, S].

Proposition 3.1. Let so > 0 and a > 1. Then z: [so,+0) — H is the trajectory solution of (3.1) with the
ingtial conditions z (sg) = zo and Z (sg) = 2o if and only if it is the trajectory solution of

a—1

2(s) + B (s) M (z(s)) +

. (z(s) —v) =0, (3.2)

with initial condition z (so) = zo and anchor point

vi= 2o+ (20 + B (s0) M (20)) -

a—1
Proof.

“second-order” = “first-order”. Let z: [sg, +90) — H be the trajectory solution of (3.1) with initial conditions
2 (80) = 2o and 2 (sg) = 29. For almost every s > s¢ it holds

d

L (525) + 58.(5) M (2 ())) = 55 ) + 2 () + 58.8) =M (= (5)) + (6 (3) + B(5)) M (2()) = (1= ) £

By integration from sg to s, we get for almost every s > sg

sz (s) — so20 + sB(s) M (2 (s)) — soB (s0) M (z0) = (1 — ) (2(s) — 20)

or, equivalently,
a—1

S(5) + B (9) M (2 () +
where v := 29 + =25 (20 + B (s0) M (20)).

“first-order” = “second-order”. Starting with the trajectory solution z: [sg, +00) — H of the first-order system
(3.2) with initial condition z (so) := 20 € H and anchor point v := 2o + 2225 (20 + B (s0) M (20)), it satisfies for
almost every s = sg

— (29— 0) =0,

sz(s)+sB(s) M (z(s)) + (a—1)(z(s) —v) =0.

In addition, 2 (sg) = Zo. After differentiation, it yields for almost every s = s

sz(s) +2(s) + sB(s) disM (z(s)) + (sﬂ (s)+ B (s)) M(z(s))+(a—1)2(s) =0,

which is nothing else than (3.1). O
Theorem 2.14 and the considerations in Subsection 2.3 lead to the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Let so >0, « > 1, 8 : [s9, +0) — Ry, a twice differentiable function and z: [sg, +0) — H
the trajectory solution of the dynamical system (3.1) with initial conditions z(so) = zo and 2 (sg) = Zo. Suppose
that there exists s1 = sg such that

s+ sf(s) is nondecreasing on [s1,+0) and hrf sp(s) = +o,
§—+00
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and

<a—2 and B(s) (ﬂ(s) + sﬂ(s)) > sf(s)? Vs = s
Then, the following statements are true:

(i) 4t holds

1
@l =0 (3) ass s 3.3
7 G601 =0 (555) oo (3.4)
z ()| = — as s — ; .
5B (s)
(i) the trajectory z(s) converges strongly to P zems (zo + 2205 (20 + B (s0) M (zo))) as s — +oo.
Remark 3.3. In [14], for the Fast Optimistic Gradient Descent Ascent (OGDA) dynamics

. a. d 1/ afB (s)

Z(s) + 57 (s)+ B(s) EM (z(s)) + 3 B(s)+ — M(2(s))=0 (3.5)
with initial time sp > 0, @ = 2, § : [s0, +0) — Ry a continuous differentiable and nondecreasing function,
and initial conditions z(sg) = 2z¢ and 2 (sg) = Zp, it has been shown that if

5B (s)
sup <a-—2,
$2380 ﬂ (5)
then ) )
12 (s)|| = O (;) and ||M (z(s))|| =0 (F(S)) as s — +,
without providing a statement regarding the convergence of the trajectory. On the other hand, if
5B (s)
sup a— 2,
s=s0 B (8)
then ) )
IIZ(s)|| = o (;) and ||M (z(9))] =0 (sﬂ (S)) as s — +,

and z(s) converges weakly to a zero of M as s — +0.
If for every s > sq it holds

sB(s) = (@ =2)B(s),
that is, B(s) = Bos®2 for some By > 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
0= (20 + B (s0) M(zo))) as s — +0oo.

(e

borderline case that z(s) converges strongly to Pzeras (zo +

This is particularly true when S is constant and o = 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 — H a nonexpansive (1-Lipschitz continuous) operator, i.e.,
IT(z) =Tl <lz—y| Ve,yeH,

we consider the fixed point problem
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Find = € H such that x = T (). (4.1)

We denote the set of all fized points of T by FixT := {x € H: x = T (x)} 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 FixI' = Zer(Id — T') and, since T is
nonexpansive, Id — T satisfies (see [11, Proposition 4.11]) the inequality

(@—y,(Id=T)(z) - (Id=T)(y)) > % I(Id = T) (@) = M =T) (y)[|* > 0 Va,y e 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) for ||z(t) — T (x(t))|| and ensures the strong convergence of z(t) to Prir (0) as

t — +0o0o (see also [16]).This is a significant improvement over both convergence statements for the dynamical
system

z(t) + (Id=T)(z(t)) =0 (4.3)
with the initial condition x(tg) = xg, 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 = 0
g1 =T (zk), (4.4)

where o € 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 « € [0, 1), then the sequence {x1},-, 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 xg # 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 reqularity property. We
say that the sequence {x} k>0 satisfies the asymptotic regularity property if the difference z — T (xg) — 0 as
k — +o00. This property is crucial for guaranteeing the convergence of the iterates, as we will see later.

To overcome the restrictive contraction assumption on 7', Krasnosel’skil proposed in [37] applying the
Banach-Picard iteration (4.4) to the operator %Id + %T instead of 7. Building on this idea, by iteratively
considering a convex combination between Id and 7', the so-called Krasnosel’skii-Mann iteration emerges.
Specifically, let {ax}, -, be a sequence in [0, 1]. The Krasnosel’skii-Mann iteration is defined for every k£ > 0 as

Th+1 = QT + (1 — Oék) T (xk) , (4.5)

where, again, xg € H is a given starting point.

A fundamental step in proving the convergence of the iterates of (4.5) is to demonstrate that z; —T (x5) — 0
as k — +o00. This was first established by Browder and Petryshyn in [21] in the constant case aj = ag € (0,1).
The extension to nonconstant sequences was achieved by Groetsch in [28], who proved that if };, _j ax (1 — ax) =
+00, 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’skii-Mann iteration, expressed in terms of the fixed point residual ||z — T (x1)||, was proved to be

0 (#) by Baillon and Bruck in [10] for the case of a constant sequence {ay},-,. For a nonconstant sequence,

it was initially shown to be O (ﬁ) in [25, 39], and later on improved to o (ﬁ) in [26, 41, 19]. These results

align with the statements in the continuous setting by Bot and Csetnek ([13]) mentioned earlier. Contreras and

Cominetti demonstrated in [23] that in the Banach space setting the lower bound of the Krasnosel’skii-Mann
iteration is O (ﬁ), whereas Maulén, Fierro, and Peypouquet proved in [42] that the rate of convergence of
1

the fixed point residual of a general inertial Krasnosel’skii-Mann algorithm is o (W)
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In the following, we shall see that both Banach-Picard and Krasnosel’skii-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 hy > 0

Thtl 7Tk (1~ T) (2) =0 Vk >0,

hi
which is equivalent to
Tpp1 = —hpyId =T) (z) = (1 — hg) zr + b T (z,)  VEk = 0. (4.6)
From this, it is clear that Banach-Picard process is simply the scheme above with hy = 1, while taking

hr = 1 — oy, leads to the Krasnosel’skii-Mann iteration.
By considering convex combinations with a fixed anchor point v € H, one obtains the Halpern iteration [31]

Tpr1 = apv + (1 — o) T (zx) VE=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 [417] for a general form of the Halpern iteration that the rate of convergence of the
fixed point residual is of O (). Lieder obtained in [10] the same rate of convrgence for the Halpern iteration
(4.7) with oy, = ﬁ for every k > 0, while Park and Ryu showed in [11] that the O (1) 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’skii-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 (%),
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 € 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 {ay}r=0, and establish the strong convergence of the iterates to Py (v). 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 € H is also
added (or the dynamics (2.63) with 8= 1)

z(t) + (Id=T) (z (1)) + & (t) (z (t) —v) =0,
with initial condition x(tg) = 2o € H.
The explicit finite-difference scheme with step sizes 1 gives
1 —xp + (Id=T) (zx) + e (g1 —v) =0 Vk =0

or, equivalently,
Ek 1
v+
1+ ¢k 1+ e
Here {ey},~, is a positive, so-called regularization sequence which mimics the properties (2.2) of the regular-
ization function € (¢) in the continuous case, and is therefore required to fulfill

T+1 =

li =0 and = +00. 4.8
e =0t o @

For convenience, we write for every k = 0

B 1+ e

e(0,)el—q=

oy : .
k 1+ e

Then (4.8) translate into the following condition.
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The sequence {ax},-, S (0,1) satisfies

kErfoo a, =0 and ];)ak = +00. (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, 29 € H. For every k > 0 set

Tht1 = QU + (1 — Oék) T (.%k) . (410)

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

Lemma 4.1. Let {x1},, be the sequences generated by the iterative scheme (4.10) and § € FixT'. Then, the
following inequalities are satisfied for every k = 0:

||$k_§H gDO (x()avag)a (411)

[T (z) — v|| < 2Dg (z0,v,§)., (4.12)
3 7k = €17 < 3 (1= o) lan — €1 + o Gon — 6,0 = €

+ agDo(w0,v,§) (gDo (20,v,8) o + [lzg — T(xk)H) : (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 = kg > 0. It follows from (4.10) and the triangle inequality that

ko +1 = &Il = llowov + (1 = ane) T (k) — &
< agy [0 =€l + (1= any) [T (2k,) — £
= o [v =&l + (1 = aro) |T (ko) — T ()|
< g flv =&l + (1= o) lwg, — €Il < max {{lzo =&, lv = €lI} = Do (20, 0,€) .

This means that (4.11) is satisfied for k = ko + 1, so it is satisfied for every k = 0.
The inequality (4.12) follows immediately from this, since for every k = 0 we have

T (z) =T+ T (§) = vll
lze = &Il + 1T () = vll = llzx — &Il + (1§ = vl < 2Do (20,v,¢) -

Now, let k = 0 be fixed. By the definition of zj,1 in (4.10), we have

ks — €17 = ¢ flanw + (1 — 0n) T () — €] = 1 flas(v — €) + (1 — ) (T () — )
= 5 (1= a)* IT (@) — €I + (1~ o) o T () — &0 — & + o o — €]
= 5 (1= 0w T () = TO)I + (1 — ) g (o — &0 — &)
~ (L= aw)ag Cox = T (x) 0 =€) + i o — € (114)

Using successively the nonexpansiveness of T', the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the fact that «y, € (0,1), we
infer

5 (1= ) I (@) = T O = o (o — &0 = © — (1~ aw) an G = T (a0 = € + 7 o — €]
< % (1— ) [lon — &1 + af lox — &l o =&l + (1 — ax) ax [lag =T (@) o — &l + %ai lv —¢|?
< % (1= an) l|lze — €1 + af llzx — €Il o = &l + arllzx = T (i) o — €] + %ai lv — €]
<5 (L= ) ek — €1 + 2 Do (0, v,)* 03 + Do (w0, v, €) e [k — T ()]
and the announced statement follows by plugging this estimate into (4.14). O
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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 {xy},-, be the sequences generated by the iterative scheme (4.10) and § € FixT'. Then,
the following statement are true:

(i) for every k =1 it holds

(1= ag) |ox — 21| + 2Do (z0,v,§) |ax — ag—1], (4.15)
(1 —ag) |re11 — 2k + 2Do (20,0, ) o; (4.16)

lzks1 — zi| <
Tk — T (zpg1)]| <

(ii) of |lox =T (zx)|| — 0 as k — +oo, then {zk},~, converges strongly to the fized point of T closest to v,
&y = Prixr (’U), as k — +o0.

Proof. (i) Let k > 1 be fixed. According to (4.10), and by using the triangle inequality, we can derive that
k1 = 2il| = lowv + (1 = o) T (x1) — ap—1v — (1 = 1) T (k-1 |
= [ = an) (T (zk) = T (wr-1)) + (ar — ag-1) (v = T (z-1))||
(1= o) |7 (k) = T (wr—1)[| + |k = k1| | T (wp—-1) — |

(1 - Oék) ||2L'k - zkfln + 2D0 (':607’075) |ak - O‘k71| )

NN

which yields further

[Zkt1 =T (wp41) || = lowv + (1 — ) T (z1) = T (2p41) |
< (=) [T (zx) = T (g 1)l + o [[v =T (2p41)]|
< (1= ag) ||Tke1 — 2kl + 2Do (20,0, €) ag.

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

lim sup (zg — €4, v — &y < 0. (4.17)
k—>+00

Recall that the sequence of iterates {z1},- is bounded, see Lemma 4.1, therefore there exists a subsequence
{Zh, Y=o Of {Tk})> that converges weakly to  as n — +o0 and

thUP<$k *5*,U*§*> = nETw<$kn — &y, v *§*> = <EC\*§*;U *§*>

k—+00

Since, according to the assumption, ||z, — T (xk, )] — 0 as n — +o0o, the Browder’s demiclosedness prin-
ciple ([11, Theorem 4.27]) yields Z € FixT. Therefore, since &« := Prixr (v), we have from the variational
characterization of the projection that ([11, Theorem 3.16])

<£/L'\7§*,’U7§*><0

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

lim sup ((mk — &, v — &4y + Do(20,0,8) <3D0 (w0, v,8) ag + ||vg — T(xk)”))

k—+00

= limsup (z — &, v — &) <0

k—+00

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

ar 1= 5 lon — &l b= i — Gy — Gy + Doleo,v,) (3D0<:co,vs>ak+||xk—T<xk>||), di =0,

which yields the conclusion. O

Relying on the estimates (4.15)-(4.16), we can formulate further conditions on the sequence {ax}, -, which,
in the light of Proposition 4.2(ii), lead to the strong convergence of the sequence generated by the Halpern
iteration (4.10).
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Theorem 4.3. Let {x1},- be the sequence generated by the iterative scheme (4.10). Assume that, in addition
to (4.9), the sequence {ax},~ satisfies either

T L= Rl 7 (4.18)
k—+00 Lt
or
Z lagks+1 — ag| < +oo. (4.19)

k=0

Then, ||z — T (z)|| — 0 as k — +o0, and therefore the sequence {xy},-, strongly converges to &« := Prixr (v)
as k — +oo.

Proof. Let & € 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 {ax},-,. Specifically, for every k& > 1 we set
ap = ||lzg — xx—1]. If (4.19) holds, we choose by := 0 and dj := 2Dg (x0,v,&) |ar — a—1|, while if (4.18)
holds we choose by, := 2Dq (zg, v, &) % and di := 0, repsectively. In both cases we can conclude that
|k — zk—1]] — 0 as k — +oo, which immediately gives ||zx — T (2)|| — 0 as k — +oo due to the inequality
(4.16) and the assumption limy_, ;o ar = 0. Proposition 4.2 (ii) gives the desired conclusion. O

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
o :=ﬁforeveryk}(),where0<q<1,a>1andb>0.

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 <q<1,a>1,b>0 witha—1<b?, and § € FixXT'. For given xo,v € H, let {zr},-, be
the sequence generated by

—1 1
by i O a q>T($k) Vk > 0.

(k+b)q”+<1_ (k+b)

Then, the following statement are true:

(i) for every k = k1 := max{l, [(%) T—a b}} it holds

1 49Dy (zo,v,&) (b+ 2
|$k+1—$k|<mmax{(h—i—bﬂxkl—xkl_lﬂ, 4Do (70, v,8) ( )}

b )
1 4qDg (x0,v,&) (b + 2) 2(a—1) Do (zg,v,8)
-T < — ki+0b — Tk, —1]| » ;
fowsr =T o)l < g o G+ 0) o, = o d o

(ii) the sequence {x},~, converges strongly to &« := Prir (v) as k — +o0.

Proof. Since 0 < ¢ < 1, the function ¢ — t? is nondecreasing and concave on (0,+00). We thus have 0 <
(k+b)?—(k+b—1)!<q(k+b—1)"" for every k > 1. Therefore, according to (4.15) in Proposition 4.2 (i),
we have for every k > 1 that

a—1 a—1 a—1

_ <(l1—- — — Tp_ 2D , v, -
k41 — @il ( (k;+b)q)|$k -t + 200 (20,0, \ =7 ~ g =17

a—1 2q (a — 1) Dg (o, v,&)
< (1—m) ka_xk—ln"' (k+b)q(k+b—1) )

and the statements follow from Lemma A.8 and (4.16), respectively. As ||xp — T (zx)|| — 0 as k — +o0, the
strong convergence of the sequence of iterates follows from Proposition 4.2 (ii). O

There are several reasons for focusing on the case ¢ = 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 a; = =5 for every k > 0. Moreover, our method allows v to vary within H instead of

. . k+2
fixing it as xg.
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Theorem 4.6. Let a > 1 and § € FixT'. For given xo,v € H, let {x1},, be the sequence generated by

a—1 a—1
= 1-— T k=>=0.
Tkt I<:+av+< k+a> (we) v 0

Then, the following statements are true:
(i) for every k =1 it holds

e if a > 2, then

|‘.’I/'k+1 —.’L'kH < 2(0471) (O[+2) DO (:C(),’U,f)}

max{(a +1) ||z — a0,

kE+a+1 (a—2)a ’
1 2(a—1) (a+ 2) Do (zg,v,&) 2(a—1) Do (zg,v,8)
-7 <— 1) [|z1 — zoll, :
s = T o)l < g max @4 1) o = ol o + 2@ U Do
e if a =2, then
1 2(6 + w2
foren =21l < gy 2D (5,0, €02+ o+ T (20) — 20l — | (o) — ol
k+2 3
1 2 2 2D
forer = )l < g 25Dy 0,697 + o+ T an) = 220l” = 17 () —of? + 22020:028),

o ifl <a <2, then

1 a1 8(a? — 1)Dy (0, v, &)
_ D — 1 — ;
lower = oell < G yem m“{(“ R TC S [
1 a—1 8(@2 - 1)D0 (-’L'O,’U,g) 2(04— 1)D0 (:COa’UaE)
- T <—— 1 — , ;
71 =T (@) (k+a+ 1)o—1 maX{(aJr 7l = ol a2(2 — a)(a + 2)2- k+ o

(ii) the sequence {x},~, converges strongly to &« := Prir (v) as k — +o0.
Proof. For every k = 1, we have from (4.15) in Proposition 4.2 (ii) that

a—1
k+ «
oa—1 2 (a—1) Dg (zg,v,¢)
< (1-— — Tp_ .

( k+0&)||$k et + (k+a)(k+a—1)

For a # 2, the estimates for the discrete velocity and the fixed point residual follow from Lemma A.9 and

(4.16).
For av = 2, Lemma A.9 would give rates of convergence of O (%) as k — +00. In the following we will

a—1 a—1 ‘

— T 2D -
)ka T 1||+ 0(-T0ava€) k+a E+a—1

kst — il < (1 -

see that we can get rid of the logk 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 > 0

1 k+1
= —T 4.2
e = v s T @), (4.20)
which also implies
1
T (k) = zpe1 = 7 1 (Tht1 — ). (4.21)

For every k = 1, we consider the difference
1 9 2 1 2 2
(k4 2)% ks — el = 3 Ok + 1) [l — i
= ((k+1) (xr — 1), (k +2) (@ps1 — 2) = (K + 1) (2% — Tp-1))
+ % (k +2) (241 — 1) — (k + 1) (2 — z-1) % (4.22)
By making use of the formulas (4.20) and (4.21), respectively, we observe that for every k > 1

(k + 2) (:L'k+1 — :L'k) — (k + 1) (SCk — :Ckfl)
=v+(k+1)T (zg) — (k+2)zp —v—kT (x)—1) + (K + 1) 21
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—(k+1) ((:ck ~ T (xx)) — (wpy — T (z,H))) — o+ T (z51)
1

= = (b + 1) ((@n = T (@) = (@rm1 = T (2im))) + 7 (@6 —0).
Plugging this relation into (4.22), we deduce that for every k > 1
1 2 2 1 2 2
S (b2 Jonr =l = 5 (b + 1) g — 2aa
- <(k 1) (@ — @pr) s — (k+ 1) ((:ck T (x1)) — (wp1 = T (x,H))) + % (zx — v)>

) (e I E T e |

k+1
k

= — (k+1)" Cp — g, (ox = T (21)) = (w51 = T (24-1))) + (Tp = Tp—1, T — V)

45 O+ D on = T () = (onor T ()P

k+1 1
= (e =T (2x)) = (2p-1 = T (@p-1)) 2 = 0) + o5 [l — 0
k+1 1
< T () =T (zp-1) s 20 = ) + 55 |l — )%,

1
where the last inequality comes from the =-cocoercivity of Id — T', see (4.2). Furthermore, by taking into

consideration again the definition of iteration zj, we have for every k > 1

P20 ) = T ) = ) = T () = T (i) T (1) — )

1 2 1 2 1 2
=5 1T (@) = T (@r-0)II” = 5 IT (2h-1) =0l + S IT () = v

N

1 2 1 2
L @) = ol + 21T (@) — ol

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

1 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1
5 (b +2) ey = awl” = 5 (b + D)7 2w — 2|7 < ST (2n) =0l = ST (2-1) = ol + 55 llaw — o
1 1 2D 2
< 1T (o) — ol — LT (mrma) — o] 4 220
By telescoping, we obtain for every k > 1
1 ) ) s 1 iR |
5 (b +2)7 zhes = 2i|” = 2[]z1 = o™ < 1T () —ol* - 5 ||T(9€0) —v|* + 2Dy (20, v,€) Z =
1 2 1 2 7T DO (':6071)75)2
< 5 I () — o> = 21T () — ] + 20T

Using that 2 (x1 — z9) = v+ T (x¢) — 2x0, thiy yields for every k > 1

27-(-2D0 (an v, 5)2

3 + v+ T (20) — 220> — ||T (z0) — v||?

(k +2)* [|zpsr — zall” < ||T (zx) = of|”

2(6 + 72
< 20270 Dy (g, 0,€0% + o + T (a0) — 20l — T () — o] (1.23)
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 a = 2.

The strong convergence of the sequence {xy}r>0 is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.2 (ii). O

Remark 4.7. From the estimates given in the case of & = 2, one can see that it is reasonable to choose v := x,
as Lieder did in [10], 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 x( to the set FixT'.

28



4.3 The averaged operator case

The above investigations conducted for nonexpansive operatora can be extended to 6-averaged operators
T:H — H with 6 € (0,1]. This extension provides greater flexibility in the considered approaches.
A single-valued operator T': ‘H — H is said to be 8-averaged if there exists a nonexpansive operator N: H —
‘H such that
T=(1-6)Id+6N.

In this case, for every 0 < A < % the operator Ty := (1 — A\) Id + AT is nonexpansive. Indeed, Ty can be written
as
Th=1-NId+ N =1-NId+A((1-60)Id+0N) = (1 —A0)Id + A\IN,

which is obviously nonexpansive. Moreover, it holds ||z — T (z)|| = 1 ||z — T ()| for every x € H and FixT =
FixT. This shows that, in order to obtain an iterative method that detects the fixed points of T', one simply
has to replace T by T) in the iterative scheme (4.10), without affecting the convergence results.

Let v,2p e H and 0 < A < %. For every k = 0 set

Tpt1 1= QU + (1 — Oék) ((1 — )\) T + AT (xk)) . (424)

According to Theorem 4.3, the sequence {z}, -, strongly converges to x := Prixr (v) as k — +00, provided
that {ax},>, 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 oy, := ﬁ

for every k > 0, where 0 < g <1, @ > 1 and b > 0, and from Theorem 4.6 for oy, := gT_i for every k = 0, where
a> 1.

Regarding the strong convergence of the iterates to & := Prixr (v), we will see below that in the case
0<A< % this is guaranteed only by assuming that the sequence {ax},- satisfies (4.9). The proof adapts an
idea used in [22, 52].

Theorem 4.8. Let 0 < )\ < % and assume that the sequence {ay}, satisfies only (4.9). For given xo,v € H,
let {x},= be the sequence generated by (4.24). Then, the sequence {xy},~, strongly converges to §x := Prir (v)
as k — +o0.

Proof. Bydefinition, there exists a nonexpansive operator N: H — H such that
I=XNd+XT=1-XNId+A((1-0)Id+0N) = (1 —X0)Id + AON.
In particular, the iteration (4.24) becomes
1 = ov + (1 —ag) (1= M)z, + NN (z1)) Vk =0. (4.25)
From Lemma 4.1, we have for every k > 0
[z = &«ll < Do (0, v, &),

which, by the triangle inequality and the fact that £, € FixT = FixN, leads to

IN (i)l <IN (2r) = N (Gl + 1164l < [z — Eall + 1€ ]l < Do (20,0, &) + (161l - (4.26)

These shows that both sequences {x};-, and {N (z1)},~, are bounded.
For every k > 0, we define

0 :

ar+ (1—ag) A€ (0,1),

wim — L g (v + (= @) N (1),

Obviously, the sequence {wy};~ is also bounded. Furthermore, 1 — 6% = (1 — ay) (1 — A\0) and limg, 10 O =
A0 € (0,1). For every k = 0, we have

= ei (Ozk’U + (1 — Ozk) NN (:L'k)) = Gi (karl — (1 — Qk)zk)
k k

Wi

or, equivalently,
Tht1 = (1 — Gk):ck + Orwy.
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Some simple calculations give for every k = 0

1 1
Wpe1 — Wk = B (410 + (1 — agy1) MON (2541)) — o (v + (1 — ag) AON (ay))
1-— A0 1-— 1-—
— (ak+1 B %) v+ (L“) (N (2411) — N (z3)) + ( Qg1 ak) NN (25),
Opt1 Ok Or+1 Or11 O

therefore, by using that 0, = ay + (1 — ax) A = (1 — ai) A0 and (4.26), we obtain the following estimates

Qg1 Qf 1—aps1) N0
lwesr = will = zrsr — 2xll < |70 = 2= llv]l + (= ak41) X6 [N (zr41) = N (@)
Opr1 Ok Or+1
11—« 11—«
(S5 = 152 ) I @] = ok o]
Ok+1 Ok
« « 11—« A0
<G - S ot + (=2 1 s
9k+1 Gk 9k+1
1— oy 1— oy
o (e - 250 ) e
Or+1 O
Qe (677 1-— (677 1— (692
<[t = ] ol | (S - 25 ) [0 (00 (v + -
Ory1 Ok Or+1 Ok
This guarantees that limsup,_, |, (||wk+1 — we|| — ||zk+1 — zx||) < 0, which, by using Lemma A.10, allows
us to conclude that limg_, 4o ||wi — 2k || = 0. Consequently, im0 [|Z+1 — k|| = Mg o Ok ||wip — 2] =
0, which, by using (4.16), further implies limy_, o ||zx — T (zx)|| = 0. The conclusion follows from Proposi-
tion 4.2 (ii). O
Remark 4.9. Bot, Csetnek, and Meier proposed in [15] for zg € H the following iterative scheme
Zk+1 = Brzk + A (T (Bkzk) — ﬁkzk) Vk = 0, (4.27)

with {Br}=0 S (0,1, 1impyon Be = 1,2320(1 — B) = +00 and 3}, Bk — Be—1| < +o0, and 0 < A < 3,
designed with the aim of generating a strongly convergent sequence {21}, to the fixed point of a f-averaged
operator T : H — H with minimum norm.

By setting xj, := Sz for every k = 0, the iterative scheme (4.27) can be rewritten as

Tra1 := Bra1 ((1 — /\):L'k + \T' (:Ck)) Yk = 0, (428)

which corresponds to (4.24) with ay := 1 — Bg41 for every k > 0, and v := 0. Note that the strong convergence
of {zx},~¢ to Prixr (0) is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3 in the context of fulfilling condition (4.19).
Since limy 1o B = 1, this says nothing more than that the sequence {zy},- strongly converges to Pgir (0)
as k — +o00. Furthermore, if 0 < A < %, then, according to Theorem 4.8, the same conclusion follows even
without assuming that >, [8r — Br—1] < +c0.

In addition, the rates of convergence for ||zx — T (x1)||, 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 {21},

namely, by using the boundedness of the latter and that for every k > 1, the following holds

lzrr1 = zll < (1= Bi) llzkll + Allze = T (20)ll = ar—1 2&ll + Aller =T ()|

and
2 =T )l < llze = zell + llok = T (z)|| + 1T (2x) = T (20) |
< 2llzn — apll + llze =T (@)l = (1= Be) llzwll + llow = T ()l
= 2ap-1 [|z] + llzx = T (zi)ll
respectively.

Remark 4.10. For A: H 3 H a (set-valued) maximally monotone operator, the problem of finding a zero of
A, this is an element in the set ZerA := {x € H : 0 € A(x)}, is for every n > 0 equivalent to the problem of
finding a fixed point of the resolvent J,4 : H — H, J,a = (Id + nA)~!, which is a single-valued and %—averaged
operator. The classica proximal point algorithm, defined for a given xy € H as

Tht1 = JUA (.Tk) Vk =0,
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produces a sequence {xj} k>0 that weakly converges to a zero of A as k — +o0. The fixed point residual

|Jna (x1) — zk|| vanishes with a rate of convergence of O (ﬁ) as k — +o0.

Gu and Yang have shown in [30] that for H := R, this rate of convergence can be improved to
1
o(2) -
| pa () — zil| = 1 as k — 4o0.
Ol ——] iN=2
1
(1+%)"k

In the setting of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, Kim introduced in [36] (see also [44]) the following

iterative scheme, which, for given yo = z_1 = xg € H, for every k > 0, reads

Yr+1 = Jpa (zr),
k (4.29)

k
Thtl = Yk+1 + T——5 (yk+1 — Yk) — m (yk —Tp_1).

k+2

Using the performance estimation approach, he proved that this method has a fixed point residual convergence
rate of O (%) as k — +oo.
One can note that, for every k = 1, the second update formula in (4.29) can be equivalently written as

(k + 2) Th4+1 = Q(k + 1)yk+1 — 2kyr + kxp_1,
(k4 Dag =2kyr —2(k— 1) yr—1 + (k — 1) z—2,

3xg = 4y3 — 2y1 + 7o,
21‘1 = 2y1.

Summing these relations, we obtain that for every k > 0
(k+2)xper + (K + 1) zg =2(k+ 1) ype1 + zo.

In the view of the first equation in (4.29), it yields that the sequence {zy},>, generated by Kim’s algorithm

fulfills
1 k+1

a0t el
Consequently, according to Theorem 4.3 applied to averaged operators, even in infinite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces, the sequence {zy},-, strongly converges to Pzera (7o) as k — +c0. In addition, from Theorem 4.6 in

Tk+1 = 2Jy4 (xx) — k) Vk=0.

case o = 2 it follows that |2x41 — x| and ||Jya (z) — k|| converge to zero with a rate of convergence of O (1)
as k — +oo.
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 — H be a p-cocoercive operator for some p > 0, that is
(M (2) = M (y),z—y) > p||M (2) = M (y)|I” Va,yeH,
with ZerM # &, and x: [tg, +00) — H be the solution trajectory of
z(t) + M (z(t)) =0,
with initial condition x(tg) := xo € H. Then, the following statements are true:

(i) it holds ||M (z (t))|| = 0(%) as t — +o0;
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(ii) the solution trajectory x(t) converges weakly to an element of ZerM as t — +0.

Proof. Let & € ZerM. For every t > tg, we consider

1 2
£(t) =5l (t) — €.
Then, for almost every t > tg it holds

d

W) =) =&a(t) =)= &M (z(1))).

By integration, we get for every t = tg

1

5 Iz (®) —¢) Iz (o) — €11*.

N | —
N —

= () - €]1” +L (@ (s) =& M (2 (s) = M(€)))ds <

This gives the boundedness of the trajectory. On the other hand, by invoking the p-cocoercivity of M and that
M (&) = 0, and by letting ¢t converge to infinity, we obtain

p| M@ [ ) - €M @ ) du e () € < 40 (A1)

Therefore, liminf, o ¢ ||M (z (t))||*> = 0. By computing the time derivative at almost every ¢t > t and by
making use of the monotonicity of M, we get

% (Gt eon)

LI @ (M), 5 o))
=—HM( )| —t< (t),E(M(x(t)))>
3 1M @ ().

//\

The right-hand side of the above inequality belongs to L' ([tg, +o0);H) thanks to (A.1). According to
Lemma A2, lim;_, 4o t|[M (2 (t))]|* € R exists, and therefore it must be equal to 0. In other words,

I3 @) = o () ast = e,

which means that statement (i) is proven.
Using that for almost every ¢t > ¢y it holds

& (310 -67) =0~ 630D =~ @) - &M () <0,

thanks to Lemma A.2, we obtain that the limit lim;—, o ||z (¢) — &|| € R exists. This shows that the first
condition in Opial’s Lemma (see Lemma A.3) is satisfied.

Using that lim;, o M (2 (t)) = 0 and the sequential closedness of the graph of M in the weak x strong
topology of H x H, it yields that every weak limit point of the trajectory x(t) belongs to ZerM. This shows
that the second condition in Opial’s Lemma is also satisfied.

Consequently, according to Lemma A.3, the trajectory x(t) converges weakly to an element in ZerM as
t — 400, which proves (ii). O

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

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

Lemma A.2. Let h: [tg,+00) — R be a locally absolutely continuous function that is bounded from below, and
g € L' ([to, +o0);R) be such that

h(t)<g(t) for almost everyt > to.

Then the limit lim h (t) € R exists.
t—+o0
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The continuous form of Opial’s Lemma ([13]) 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: [tg, +00) — H. Assume that

(i) for every &€ S, tEIJPoo |z (t) — &|| ewxists;

(i) every weak sequential cluster point of the trajectory x (t) as t — +o0 belongs to S.
Then xz(t) converges weakly to a point in S as t — +00.

Lemma A.4. [7, Lemma A.4] Taketo > 0, and let h € L' ([tg, +o0)) be nonnegative and continuous. Consider
anondecreasing function v: [to, +00) — Ry such that lims—, o v (t) = +00. Then,
1 t
Jim_ WJ () h () = 0.

0

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

Lemma A.5. Let h: [tg,+00) — R be a locally absolutely continuous function, g: [to,+0) — R a bounded
function and €: [tg, +0) — Ry a locally integrable function such that

h(t)+e(t)h(t)<e(t)g(t) for almost everyt = to.
Then h is also bounded and, if S:;OO e (t)dt = +o0, then limsup,_,, , h (t) < limsup, ., g (t).

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: [to, +o0) — R be continuous function and k: [to, +0) — R a function with the property
that its negative part is integrable on every closed and bounded subinterval of [to, +00). If h is non-negative and

h(t) <k(t) + J g(w)h(u)du  for every t = to,
to
then

h(t) < k(t) + J k(u)g(u) exp (th(r)dr> du  for every t > to.

to

If, in addition, k is nondecreasing, then

t

h (1) < k(t) exp (L

g(u)du) for every t = ty.

0

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 {ay},-, be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying for every k =0
ak+1 < (1 — ag) ap + agby + di, (A.2)
where {a} =0, 10k}ps0, and {di},~, are sequences of real numbers with the properties
(i) {ar}pso € [0,1] and X = +00;
(ii) limsupy_, 4 b <O0;
(iil) Xpsodr < +o0.
Then, limg_, 4o ar, = 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 {x},~, be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying

c d
Ser1 < (1_m) §k+(k+b)q(k+b—1) k=1, (A-3)

2\ T
where 0 < g<1,0<c<b?, andd > 0. Then, for every k = k; := max {1, {(—) — bw} it holds
c

2d(b+2)}.

1
furt < gy s {408, 2

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

c d k+b+1
k+b+1 <k+b+1)|(1— ——-=
(bt 1)t <(k b )< (k+b)q>€k+(kz+b)qk+b1
c d b+ 2
<k+b+1) (11— —-= —_— . A4
(ktb+ )( (k:+b)q>’£’“+(k:+b)q b (A.4)
Since 0 < ¢ < 1, we have
C 1—q C
D(1l-——=) = 1— S —
(k+b+)( (k:+b)q) kE+b+ c(k+0) k4 0)]
<k+b—g(k—i—b)l_q—i—l—g(kz—i—b)l_q

<k+b—g(kz+b)1‘q

()

1

where the second inequality holds for & > ki := max {1, [(%)Tq — b]} Under these premises, we have for
every k =k

¢ d  b+2
(k4+b+1)&k1 < <1m> (k+b)§k+m7

c c 2d (b + 2)
- <12(k+b)q>(k+b)§k+2(k+b)q R

By induction, it follows that for every k > k;

2d(b+2
(k+b+1)&4 < max{(k:l + b)&, %} )
O
Lemma A.9. Let {fk}@l be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying
G < (1- — )&+ d Yk > 1 (A.5)
LS k+b)F T k+b)(k+b—1) - '

where 0 < ¢ < b and d = 0. Then, the following statements are true for every k > 1:

(i) if ¢ > 1, then

d(b+2)
< —— )&, b
Skt I<:+b+1mam{(bJr )& (c—l)b}
(ii) if ¢ =1, then
(1+b)& +3d log k
<AL g0
S+t k+b+1 b+
(i) #f 0 <c< 1, then
. db+1)(b+3—c¢)
<—— (+1 .
St S D) <( R T L s
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Proof. Multiplying both sides of (A.5) by k+ b+ 1> 0, we get for every k > 1

dk+b+1)
E+b)(k+b—1)

<(k+b+1)(1 T >§k %

(E+b+1)&q1 <(k+b+1) (1—%)§k+(

Observing that

ceren (i) e (v 52) (1-5) -0 (- -

we obtain for every k > 1

c—1 c d(b+2)

(k+b+1)&k41 < <1—k—+b—m> (k:+b)£k+m.

(i) The case ¢ > 1. From (A.6) we deduce that

(k+b+1) &1 < (1 k;—+2> (k +b) & + % = <1 ;+1b> (k +b) & + Zﬁ%
and the conclusion follows, once again, by induction arguments.
(ii) The case ¢ = 1. The inequality (A.6) now implies that
(k+b4+1)&41 < (k+0b) & + %d Vk =1
For every integer K > 1, by summing up the inequality above for k = 1,..., K, we obtain

K
(K+b+1)&<+1\(1+b)§1+3d2 1+b)«£1+3d< J. %dt)

1
=(1+ )§1+3d(1+logK)
<(1+b)& +3d+ 3dlog K.

This ensures that for every k > 1

(1+b)& +3d log k

< _— .
St E+b+1 E+b+1

(iii) The case 0 < ¢ < 1. Multiplying both sides of (A.5) by (k+ b+ 1)°, we get for every k > 1

d(k+b+1)°
k+0)(k+b—1)

(k+b+1) &1 < (k+b+1)° <1kL+b>§k+(

Using that 0 < (¢t +1)° — ¢ < et~ ! for every t > 0, we obtain

(k+b+1)‘3<(k:+b)c+c(k:+b)c1:(kz+b)c<1+kib> Vk > 1.

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

(b+2)°d

c ¢ ¢ ¢
(k+b+1)&u1 < (k+0) <1+m) (1‘k+b)5k+b(b+1)(k+b+1)2‘°

db+1)(b+2)

<(k+b)¢& + :
( ) b2 (k+b+1)>°

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

(k+b+1) &G <(b+1)°& +

d(b+1 ) (b +2) Zk]
z+b+1

i=1
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(A.6)

V> 1,



b2 (b+2)2—c 1 (.’L'+b+ 1)2—0
db+1)(b+2) 1 N 1

b2 (b+2)*°¢ (b+2)<(1-c)
db+1)(b+3—c¢)
B2(b+2)1-¢(1—c¢)’

<(b+1)c§1+d(b+1)(b+2)< 1 +F 1 dz)

<b+1)% +

=(b+ 1)651 +

O

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 {wy};,, and {wy};>, be bounded sequences in H and {0}, be a sequence in [0, 1] with
0 < liminfy_, 4o 0 < limsupy_, o 0x < 1. If 2441 = (1 — Op) k + Spwy for every k=0 and

limsup ([[wk+1 — we | = [[yz+1 — zk]) <O,
k—-+00

then limy_, 4o [Jwi — yi]| = 0.
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