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A proximal-gradient inertial algorithm with Tikhonov regularization:
strong convergence to the minimal norm solution
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Abstract. We investigate the strong convergence properties of a proximal-gradient inertial algorithm
with two Tikhonov regularization terms in connection to the minimization problem of the sum of a
convex lower semi-continuous function f and a smooth convex function g. For the appropriate setting
of the parameters we provide strong convergence of the generated sequence (zx) to the minimum norm
minimizer of our objective function f + g. Further, we obtain fast convergence to zero of the objective
function values in a generated sequence but also for the discrete velocity and the sub-gradient of the
objective function. We also show that for another settings of the parameters the optimal rate of order
O(k~2) for the potential energy (f 4 g)(x3) — min(f + g) can be obtained.
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1 Introduction

Let H be a real Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product (-,-) and norm || - || = 4/(,-). Consider
the optimization problem
inf f(x)+g(2) (P)

where f : H — R = R U {+o0} is a convex lower semi-continuous and g : H — R is a convex,
continuously Fréchet differentiable function, with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient. We assume that the
set of minimizers of f + g, that is argmin(f + g), is nonempty. In order to introduce a proximal-gradient
algorithm associated to the optimization problem (P]) consider a sequence (¢x)r>0 with tg = 1 and that

for k > 1 satisfies the condition
14+ /1+48_,
: (T)

2

Let (tx)k>0 a sequence that satisfies ((I]) and consider the following inertial proximal-gradient algo-
rithm. Let zg,x1 € H and for all £ > 1 set

th—1 <t <

_ (te—1)(tk—1—-1) _ _ —tptte gy

{ Yo = o T (T = Te) 7t (TIREPROG)
Tpy1 = Proxgp(yx — sVg(yr) — seryr).

Here prox,; : H — H, prox,s(z) = argmin,c4 {f(y) + +|ly — z||*}, denotes the proximal point oper-

ator of the convex function sf. We assume that s € (0, %) and that (ex)r>1 is a non-increasing positive
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sequence that satisfies limg_, o €, = 0, hence the term segy, in (TIREPROG]) is a Tikhonov regular-

ization term. A comprehensive analysis of condition () will carried out in section We mention
(te=1)(tp—1—1)
t2
k-1

however, that according to the definition of ¢z, the inertial parameter is non-negative and

— 124t +t2

the parameter —&5——%=L
2t
k—1"k

algorithm (TIREPROQ])), is positive for all k£ > 1.

, (which will play the role of another Tikhonov regularization parameter in

1.1 Motivation and related works

The condition () imposed on the sequence (¢x) is inspired by Nesterov’s convex gradient method [25]
associated to the optimization problem inf,cy g(x), where the objective function g is convex, smooth
and has an L—Lipschitz continuous gradient, that is: zg = 21 € H and for all £ > 1

tet1

1
Th1 = Yk — SVI(Yk)- @

{ Yi = ok + 5 (v — 2p_1)

According to [25], the sequences generated by () satisfy g(zx)—ming = O(k~2) as k — +o0, provided

the stepsize s € (0, %] and the sequence (t) is defined via the recursion t; = 1, tx411 = RV ”21+4t’2“, for all
k > 1. We underline that the rate g(z;) — ming = O(k~2) as k — 400 obtained by Nesterov is optimal
in the class of convex smooth functions with Lipschitz continuous gradient. However the convergence of
the sequences generated by (D), (at least in the weak topology of ), is still an open problem.

The results of Nesterov were extended by Beck and Teboulle to the optimization problem (P)), (see
[13]), where the following proximal-gradient inertial algorithm, named (FISTA), was considered: zp =
z1 € H and for all £ >1

ty

Y = Tk + tk;l (xk — xk—l) (2)
Tp+1 = proXe(yx — sVg(yk))-

Also in (2)) one has s € (O, %] and the sequence (t;) satisfies the recursion t; = 1, tg4q1 = LV;H'%,
for all & > 1. According to [13], for the sequence generated by (2] the rate (f + g)(zx) — min(f + g) =
O(k~2) as k — +oo holds. Also in this case, the convergence of the sequences generated by (@) is still a
widely open problem.

Fortunately, in order to obtain the optimal rate of order O(k~2) in (@) or (2)) it is enough to assume
that the sequence (t) satisfies the condition (T]). More precisely, if one consider tx = r(k — 1), r < %,

2
then (tj) satisfies condition (), i.e., one has t; < txy1 < w, therefore in the literature tj is
usually taken in the form ¢, = %, a > 3. In that case algorithm (2)) becomes: z¢p = x1 € H and for

k>1
Tp1 = ProXgp (wk + (1 - %) (r — xp—1) — sVyg <<Ek + <1 - %) (zr — l’k—l))) : (3)

According to [12] [I7] the sequences generated by (Bl converge in the weak topology of H to a minimizer
of f+gand (f + g)(zx) — min(f + g) = o(k™2) as k — +o0, provided a > 3. Note that for a = 3 one
has only the rate (f + ¢)(zx) — min(f + g) = O(k~?) as k — +oo and, also in this case it is not known
whether the generated sequences converge.

In [5] the authors considered a FISTA type algorithm with a Tikhonov regularization term, that is,

tk+

Yk = T + t’“_ll (zr — Tg-1) (4)
Try1 = ProXgs(yx — sVg(yr) — seryr)-



Here (e) is a non-increasing positive sequence that goes to zero. In case (t;) satisfies condition (IJ),
(even with equality on the right hand side), then according to [5] the ergodic strong convergence result

Zi:l i1l o
Zk €
=1 t;41

holds, where z* is the minimum norm minimizer of f 4+ g. Fast convergence of the discrete velocity
||z — zk_1]| is also obtained, but no convergence result for the potential energy (f + ¢)(xx) — min(f + g)
is provided. According to [5], obtaining both the fast convergence of the potential energy (f + g)(zy) —
min(f + g) and the convergence of the generated sequences toward the minimum norm solution is a
difficult challenge, because these two requirements are somewhat incompatible.

In this paper we answer positively to this challenge, by obtaining even something more: both ”full”
strong convergence of the generated sequences to the minimum norm solution, that is, limg_ 4 ||zx —
x*|| = 0, and fast rates for the decay (f + g)(zx) — min(f 4 g). Therefore, in this paper we associated
to the optimization problem () the algorithm (TTREPROGI), which is a proximal-gradient algorithm
with two Tikhonov regularization terms, and our goal is to provide conditions such that the sequences
generated by this algorithm converge, in the strong topology of H, to the minimum norm minimizer of
the objective function f 4 g. At the same time we aim to preserve (as much as possible) the rate O(k~2)
for the potential energy (f + g)(zx) — min(f + g). That is the reason why, inspired from [23] and [21],
we considered in our inertial proximal-gradient algorithm two Tikhonov regularization terms. Though
considering two Tikhonov regularization terms increase the complexity of our algorithm, the use of both
Tikhonov regularization terms is essential in order to obtain strong convergence of the generated sequences
to the minimum norm minimizer of the objective function, as some numerical experiments show. Indeed,
as we mentioned before, the term sepyy is a Tikhonov regularization term since € is a nonincreasing

positive sequence that goes to 0 as k — +o0o. At the same time, under some extra assumptions on (t)

. —t2 4ttty .
that will assure strong convergence of the generated sequences, the term %xk can be considered
k—1'

lim =0

k——+o0

. . . T 7 »
as a Tikhonov regularization term since —%,——*=1 is a positive sequence that goes to 0 as k — +oo,

U1tk

see Remark [Bl

We emphasize that the introduction of the Tikhonov regularization terms in the classical proximal-
gradient algorithm will assure the strong convergence of the generated sequences to the element of minimal
norm from argmin(f + g), (for similar results see [I}, 4] [5 [7, @, 10, 11, 14} 16} 18, 19} 22|, 23] 27, 28]).
Our analysis reveals that the inertial parameter and the Tikhonov regularization parameters, (actually ¢
and €g), are strongly correlated. This fact is in concordance with some recent results from the literature
concerning the strong convergence of the trajectories of some continuous second order dynamical systems
to a minimal norm minimizer of a convex function or to the minimal norm zero of a maximally monotone
operator [I, 2, 3], [7, 8 M1, 14} 15, 16, 20, 22, 24]. Due to this correlation, the inertial parameter in

(TIREPROG) is W which is quite different from the inertial parameter used in (2), that is
k—1
L however in order to obtain the desired rates, both inertial parameters must go to 1 as k — +oo.

th+1
We underline that the forms of the inertial parameter Wﬂ
k—1

te—

and the Tikhonov regularization

2 2
—tattet+ts_q

parameter )
L1tk

are crucial in order to obtain our strong convergence result.

In [I1] the following inertial-proximal algorithm was considered in connection to the smooth opti-
mization problem inf,cy f(x): xo, 21 € H and for all £ > 1 set

Tpy1 = Proxy <<Ek + <1 - %) (z — 1) — %iﬂk) : (5)

where a > 3 and ¢ > 0. To our best knowledge this is the first inertial algorithm in the literature for
which both the strong convergence result liminfy . ||zx — 2*|| = 0 for the generated sequences and



fast convergence of the potential energy f(xr) — min f and discrete velocity ||z — xx_1|| were obtained.
Note that (B can be obtained via implicit discretization from the following dynamical system studied in
[T, 7].

() + S(t) + VF (2() + e(a(t) = 0, a(to) = wo, i(to) = vo, (6)

where t > to > 0, > 3, (up,v9) € H x H and the Tikhonov regularization parameter e(t) is a
nonincreasing positive function satisfying lim; ;o €(t) = 0. However the rates are not entirely pre-
served, since in () one obtains only the rates f(zy) — min f = o(k™2%) and |lzp — 21| = o(k~*) as
k — 400, where s € [%, 1) , meanwhile according to [I1], related to the dynamical system (@) the rates
f(z(t)) —min f = O(t2) and ||2(¢)|| = o(t~!) are obtained, where z(t) is a trajectory generated by the
dynamical system (@]).

In order to show the strong convergence result limy_,  » ||z —2*|| = 0 but also the correlation among
the stepsize, inertial parameter and Tikhonov regularization parameter, in [23] the author assumed that
the objective function f in inf,cy f(x) is proper, convex and lower semicontinuous only and associated
to this optimization problem the following inertial-proximal algorithm: xg,z1 € H and for all k > 1 set

Tgy1 = Proxy, ¢ <xk + <1 — %) (g — xp—1) — é%) , (7)
where «, ¢, ¢, p > 0 and (\y) is a sequence of positive real numbers. According to [23], in case the stepsize
M=land0<¢g<1,1<p<qg+1thenlimg_, ||z —2*| = 0, where x* is the minimal norm element
from argmin f. Further, ||z — z1—1|| € O(k'_qg_l) as k — +oo and f(zg) —min f = O(k™P) as k — +o0.
If g+ 1 < p<2and for p=2 one has ¢ > ¢(1 — q), then (xx) converges weakly to a minimizer of f.
Further, f(x)) —min f = O(k797) and |lzg — zx_1|| = O(k;_q%l) as k — +o0.

Concerning the case of inertial gradient type algorithms associated to a an optimization problem with
smooth objective function with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient, in [21] the authors considered a Nesterov
type algorithm with two Tikhonov regularization terms, that is, for the starting points xg,z; € H and
for all £k > 1 set

{ Yk = T + bp_1 (T — Tp—1) — LTk (8)
Try1 = Y — SV [(Yr) — S€xY-

We emphasize that in (8]) the stepsize satisfies 0 < s < % and ¢ is a nonincreasing positive sequence that
goes to 0 just as in (TTREPROGI), however, the inertial parameter by_; and the Tikhonov regularization
parameter ¢, depend by €, and have complex forms. In [21], strong convergence of the generated sequences
(zx) and (yx) to the minimum norm minimizer of f has been obtained, further fast convergence rates for
the potential energies f(xp) — min f, f(yx) — min f, of order O(ex), fast rates for the discrete velocity
and value of the gradient in a generated sequence of order o(,/€;) were provided.

The scope of this paper is to obtain similar results for the sequences generated by (TTREPROGI),
that is, beside obtaining strong convergence to the minimum norm minimizer of our objective function
f + g, we ought to provide fast convergence rates for the potential energy (f + g)(zx) — min(f + g) and
discrete velocity ||z — zg—1]|-

1.2 On condition (1) and a model result

Let us discuss about condition (dJ). Since tg = 1 and tx_1 < tj for all k& > 1 we conclude that the
sequence (t;)k>0 is increasing and t; > 1 for all £ > 1. Hence, the sequence (tx)r>0 has a limit greater
than 1. Note that if we would allow equality in the right hand side of (), that is, t; is defined by the

T /14487,

recursion t; = ——5—— then the limit of #; is +00 and that is the case of Nesterov’s algorithm or



—t2 4ty +t2

FISTA. However, in order to define (TIREPROG]) we need the parameter k=1 £ (), hence we

12t
cannot allow the equality in ().
Nevertheless, if we assume that beside (T]) one has limy_, ot = +oo then it is obvious that
limg 4 o0 tlf—il =1, since () provides
tr 1 1
1< —< + /14—
te_1 21 4?%_1

Consequently, the inertial parameter in algorithm (TIREPROQ)), i.e. (t’“—*lt_QM, goes to 1 as k —
—t2 4t +t2 o
tzfltk
is a Tikhonov regularization term.

From a practical point of view, the most important sequences that satisfy (I]) are of the form t; =
(ak +1)4, k > 0 where we assume that % <g<landO0O<a< 2i Indeed, in this case tg =1 and £}, > 1
for all k& > 1. Further, since the function ¢(x) = (ax + 1) is increasing on the interval [0, +00), it is

obvious that ¢, > t;,_q for all k£ > 1.

2 2
e+ttt

goes to 0 as k — 400, hence indeed in this case —; 7
k

+o00. Further, the parameter
-1

1+, /14482
Let us show that t; < fkl for all £ > 1, that is

—(ak +1)% + (ak +1)? + (ak +1 — a)?? > 0 for all k > 1.

If ¢ = 1 then the claim follows directly. Otherwise, consider the function ¢(z) = (az + 1)%9, which,
since q < %, is strictly convex on the interval [0, +00). For x > 1, by using the gradient inequality, one
has ¢(z—1) —¢(x) > —¢' () or equivalently, (az+1—a)?? — (az—a)?? > —2qa(ax+1)??~1. Further, since
a< 2—1q and ¢ < 1 one has (az +1)? > 2qa(az +1)%¢7! hence (az + 1 — a)?? — (ax — a)®? + (ax + 1) > 0
and the claim follows.

So take t = (ak + 1)9, k > 0 with % <g<landO0<a< % and let €, = 75, ¢,p > 0. Then in this
particular case (TIREPROG]) has the form: zp,z; € H and for all k > 1

@k t1—a)% (% = 2p-1) = (ak+1—a)% (ak+1)4 ¥k (TIREPROG-p)

Y = T+ ((ak+1)7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1) —(ak41)294(ak+1)74(ak+1—a)?d
L1 = proxgs (Y — sVg(ye) — s15Uk) -

As a model result we present the strong convergence results of the generated sequences to the minimum
norm minimizer of f+ g and fast rates concerning the function values in the generated sequences, obtained
for this particular choice of the parameters.

Theorem 1. For s < 1 let (zy)k>0, (Yk)k>1 be the sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-p).

(i) If 3 < q <1 and p < 2q then (i) converges strongly to x*, where {x*} = Plargmin(f+g)(0) 45 the
minimum norm minimizer of our objective function f + g. Moreover ||xp —yi|| = o (\/Q) as k —
+o0, hence (yi) also converges strongly to z*.

Further, the following estimates hold.

(f+9)(xg) —min(f+g) = O (kP), as k — +oo, ||z —xk—1]] = 0 (k:‘g) as k — 400, and there
exists u € Of (xx) + Vg(xy) such that ||uk|| = o (k‘_%) as k — +o0.

(i) If 3 < q<1landp >2qand ifa =1 q =1 then p > 2, then (f + g)(zx) — min(f + g) =
(9(1{:_2‘1), as k — +oo.



Remark 2. Note that we cannot allow ¢ = 1 or p > 2¢ in Theorem [ (i). That is the reason why, in
concordance to the previously presented results concerning continuous dynamical systems and algorithms,
neither Algorithm (TIREPROG-p)) will provide the rate (f + g) (zx) — min(f +g) = O (k™2) as k — +o0
when we obtain the strong convergence of the generated sequences. However, when p is very close to 2,
then the convergence rate of the values (f + g)(xx) — min(f 4+ g) = O (k™P), as k — +oo, is practically
as good as the rate (f + g) (z) —min(f +g) = O (k72), as k — oo, obtained for Nesterov’s algorithm
or FISTA, and in contrast to the latter we obtain strong convergence of the generated sequences to the
minimum norm minimizer of our objective function.

Nevertheless, according to (ii) we are able to obtain the rate (f + g) (zx) — min(f + g) = O (k™2) as
k — 400 in case ¢ = 1 and p > 2. Unfortunately in this case concerning the iterates of (TIREPROG-p))
no convergence results are covered by our analysis.

1.3 The outline of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we prove the main result of the paper. We obtain
strong convergence of the sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG]) and also fast convergence of
the potential energy and discrete velocity. We give a special attention to the case when the optimal rate
of order O(k~2) for the potential energy (f +g)(xx) —min(f+g) can be obtained. In section 3 we consider
the parameters in a simple form and discuss the conditions these parameters must satisfy in order to
obtain strong convergence of the generated sequences to the minimum norm minimizer. We also discuss
the correlation between the parameters t; and €. Further, in section 4 via some numerical experiments
we show that Algorithm (TTREPROGI) indeed assures the convergence of the generated sequences to a
minimal norm solution and has a very good behavior compared to some well known algorithms from the
literature. We also show that the use of two Tikhonov regularization terms in our algorithm is essential
for obtaining the strong convergence of the generated sequences to the minimum norm minimizer of the
objective function. Finally, we conclude our paper and we outline some perspectives.

2 Strong convergence and fast rates

Let us reformulate (TTREPROG]) in a more convenable form. To this purpose, for k& € N consider the
strongly convex function gx(z) = g(z) + %||z||*. Then, Vgi(z) = Vg(z) + ez, hence (TIREPROG) can
equivalently be written as: xg,z1 € H and for all £ > 1

_ (te=D(te1-1) _ Attt
{ Yk = Tk + 2 (zk — T—1) 2tk (TIREPROG-str)
Thy1 = ProXg (Y — sVgr(yr))-

Note that Vg, is also Lipschitz continuous, with Lipshitz constant L, = L + ¢, and taking into
account that €, is non-increasing and ¢, — 0 as k — +oo we have that for all 0 < s < % there exists
ko € N such that ¢, < % — L for all & > kg, hence the stepsize s satisfies the following property.

1 1 1
- — for all & > kg.
(S) S€<0’L+ekj_<0’L+6JC<0’L>’ or all k > kg

Remark 3. If we apply Lemma [I3] (see Appendix), to the function f + g and stepsize s € (0, Ekﬁ]

we get

! (y — prox,s(y — sVar(y)),z —y) 9)

(f + gr) (proxss (y — sVigr(y)) < (f +gr)(2) = <

1 S
= 55 llProxss (v = sVai(y) - yl* - 511 Var(y) - V()| Vz,y € H.

6



The following general result holds.

Theorem 4. For a sequence (t;)k>o satisfying (1)) and the stepsize s < % let (zx)k>0, (Yk)k>1 be the

sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG).

g2 2
Let kg such that s € <0 ettt

T > 0 and the sequence (tzek)kao—l

1 o
, r%} . Assume that liminfy_, |

is increasing. Assume further, that limg_, 4o tzek = 400 and limg_, 4 t’“(%;iek“) =0.

Then, (zi) converges strongly to x*, where {x*} = Prygmin(f4g)(0) s the minimum norm minimizer
of our objective function f+ g. Moreover ||z — yi|| = o(y\/ex) as k — +oo, hence (yx) also converges
strongly to x*.

Further, the following estimates hold.
Fi(zi) — Fi(T) = o(ex) as k — +oo, where Fi(z) = (f + gp)(x) = f(x) + g(z) + L||z]|* and Ty, is the
unique minimizer of Fj.

(f +9)(xg) —min(f 4+ g) = O (&), as k — +o0,
|2k — zp—1ll = o(Vex) as k — +oo,
and there exists u, € 0f(xg) + Vg(xy) such that
llugll = o(y/ex) as k — +oo.
Proof. 1. Lyapunov analysis Assume that k > ky. Consider the energy functional

Ey, = 2stp_1(Fy(zr) — Fr(@k)) + |lme — 2|1, k > ko,

2 2

where 1, = f:illyk - t’;—kflznk, k > 1. We show that Ej = o(tiqx) as k — +o0.

,ﬁ} , we get that s satisfies (S), hence (@) can be used for every k > ky. We
0
take y = yr, © = x in (@) and we get

Indeed, since s € (0

(f +91)(@pr1) = (f +g1)(zk) < —% (Yk — Thg1, T — Yr) — %Hfﬂkﬂ —yll® — %HV%(%) — Var(zp)|*.
(10)

Now we take y = yx, x = 2* in (@) and we get

I°.

(11)

Consider the non-negative sequences (pg)r>0, (¢ )k>0 defined by pr = 2s(t7 — t;,) and g = 2sty. We
multiply (I0) with py and (II]) with g and add to get

. 1 N 1 s X
(f + ) (@rs1) — (f + gr)(2") < ~ (Y — Thg1, 2" — Yr) — Q—SHwkH —yill* — §Hng(yk) — Vgr(z™)

(pr + @) Fr(2p41)—piFr(xr) — qrpFr(z™) < —§pk”ng(yk) — Vi (zp)|* - §Qk”ng(yk) — Vi (x)|?

(12)

1 L1
+ ;(yk — Tp41), (Pk + a) Yk — PRTE — QT — 5(1% + i) (Y — Tr41) ) 5

for all k& > ko. In what follows we deal with the left-hand side of (I2]). By taking x = xx41, y = zg, 2 = a*
and 2 = epx* € 0F,(2*) in Lemma [I4] we get
Pk + @) Fi(241) — peF(@n) — aruFi(2™) = (pr + @) (Frer1 (Trt1) — Fo1 (Tiet1)) (13)
= (Pe—1 + @r—1) (F (1) — Fi(Tk)) + (Pr—1 + k-1 — pr) (Fr (k) — Fi(Tk))

€kl — €k _ €k — _ €k
+ (p + %)JrT||$k+1||2 + qrep(x”, Ty — 2¥) + pkEHfEk-l—l — T |* + Qk§||$k+1 —z*|?,



for all k& > kg.
Combining (I2) and (I3) and taking into account the form of py and g, we get

2513 (Fhr1 (Tht1) — Frs1 (Thar)) — 25th (Fr(aw) — Fi(@r)) + 25(tF 1 — th + tr) (Fr(z) — F(Tk)) <

(14)
(Uk — Thy1, 2658 — 2068 — ti)m — 202" — G (Uk — 2hg1)) — 5° (87 — ) IV gk () — Vi (i) ||
— $*te|| Var(yr) — Vae(@*)|? — st — ti)exl|Toa1 — Till” — strer|[Tppr — 2|
+ sty (er — enr)|[Trrtll® + 2stper(a®, 2 — Tpy1),
for all k& > kg.
Now, according to Lemma [I7] one has
(yk — Tht1, 2609, — 2068 — ti)zn — 2t — th (Y — 1)) = I — 2*N° = [lmer — 2*|* (15)
4tk + 17, Ik — 2P G-t —th Tttty il + —t2 + by + 3y o
12 Nk 2 £2 Nk 2 )
i1 k-1 k-1 k-1

for all k > ko. By injecting (I3]) in (I4) yields

(25t3 (Frs1(Trs1) — Foat @ig1)) + [mps1 — 2*)%) — @sti_y (Fr(xe) — Fe(@)) + e —2*[*)  (16)
t%—l - ti + 1tk 2 — %112
tg—(%tk_l(Fk(wk) — Fi(Tg)) + [l — 27]]7) <

k-1

— 5°(t2 — te) IV (yk) — Var(e)|* — s*t.IVar(yr) — Vgr(a®)|?

2 —ty —tp Attt

2 12
k—1 k—1

7¢I

— s(t} — te)er|[Tur — Tkll* — stuen||Tosr — 2*||° —

—2 b, + 12,

2 1 + stier — exr) [Tusn||* + 2strer(z”, 2* = Tpy),
k-1

for all k > k.
By neglecting the non-positive terms —s?(t2 — )| Var (yx) — Ve (ze) |12, =2t Var (i) — Ve ()|,

2t  —Atpt+t2_
bk L |2 we get
k—1 k—1

—s(t7 — t)ek||Trs1 — Tkl|? and —

(25t (Fiot1 (@41) — Fro1 (@as1)) + [mps1 — 211%) — sty (Fr(a) — Fe(@y)) + ok — 2*1?)  (17)
—2 -t + 7,
t2
k—1

(25131 (Fi(xk) — Fe(T) + [lmk — 2*]1?) <

— [l I? + sti(er — enp)[Treal® + 2stren(a”, o* = Tup),

— stpeg|[Thr1 — 2> +

for all k > ky.
2 2
Now, by denoting aj = — 2 ¥ -1

2
tkfl

Ey = 2st?_ | (Fi(xg) — Fi(Tk)) + ||k — 2*||?, (7) reads as

as in the proof of Lemma [I7] in terms of the energy functional

Epy1 — B+ apBy < —stpe||Tegpr — 2*[]° + onlla®||? + sti(ex — exgr) [[Tosa]]” + 2stper(a™, 2 — Tppq)
(18)

= agl|lz*||* + sti(er — exr) |Traa|® + steer(|2)* — | Frall?)



for all k& > kg.

II. The rate of Ej. Consider now the sequence m = —

——L  and observe that since a; < 1 for

all i > ko we have that (7j)g>k, 1S an increasing sequence.
Let us multiply (I8]) with 7, & > ko to get

WkEk+1—7Tk_1Ek < 7Tk04k”LE*“2+St2(6k—6k+1)ﬂk“fk+1”2—|-Stk6kﬂ'k(Hx*”2—HT]€+1H2), for all & > k. (19)

By summing up ([I9) from k& = kg + 1 to k =n > ko + 1 we obtain

n n n
By <Y mallz* P+ Y sti(en — ) mil T P+ D stremi(]* = [Tria ) (20)
k=ko+1 k=ko+1 k=ko+1
—l—ﬂ'kOEkO.

Note that mpap = mp — mp—1, hence Y1, ) mpog[|z*]|? = m,[|l2*]|* — 7, [|2*|?. Consequently, [@0) is
equivalent to
n_ st2 €k — €ka1)TE||That 2 n_ strpepm(||z* 2_ Trai 2 C
s < oo 4 Shotost 86— )T P | S sl < Eeal?) | ©

Tn Tn Tn,

where C = my, Eg, — mr, ||2%]|?.

Next we show that the right hand side of (2I)) is of order o(t2¢,) as n — +oo.

Indeed, according to the hypotheses t2¢, — +0o0 as n — +00 and we know that (m,) is increasing,
hence % = o(t2e,) as n — +oo.

. . .. 2 .. —t2 by +t2
Further, since according to the hypotheses lim inf,,_, 1 ’Z—lan = liminf,, 4 % > 0, the

sequence (t2e,m,) is increasing and lim,, o t2€,m, = 400, by using the fact that lim, . ([Jz*|? —
|Zns1]/?) = 0, via the Cesaro-Stolz theorem we get

D htort Steermr (212 — |Tx1a[?) tnenmn(|l2*]* = [|Fnsa )

lim 5 =s lim — 5
n—+4o00 to€nTn n—o4oo trenTy —ty _1€n 1M1
S o Y PN 227 NN 3 el 221 G
n—-+00 ¢ tiflfnflﬂ'n(l—an) n——+0oo t%ﬁn_tEL,157L71 tiflﬁnfl - n—4oo ti,1€n71 ’
no tn€nTn tnén + Qn tnén N tpen
Finally, according to the hypotheses lim,,_, 1~ W = 0, hence for some M > 0 one has
li ZZ=/€0+1 Sti(ek — 5k+1)7Tk”Ek+1”2 _ li t%(en - en-i-l)ﬂ'n”fn-i-luz
>0 t2e,m = % oo Bepmn — 12_1e
n€nTn n€nTn n—1€n—1Tn—1
— s lim (€n — En—l—l)an—l—le — s lim (€n — €n+1)HEn+1H2
n—-+00 tiflenflwnfl n——+00 t%En_tiflfnfl ti,15n71
nT T @m o T
. an+1||2 tn(en - En—l—l) . tn(en - En—l—l)
SHEI—‘,I}OO t%En_ti,lEnfl +a ti,15n71 €n - Mngg-loo €n 0
thén o tnen
Consequently, from (2I) we get
Epny1 = o(t2e,) as n — +oo. (22)

ITI. Strong Convergence and Rates

Now using (22]) we derive the strong convergence of (z,,) and (y,) to z* and the convergence rates
concerning the potential energies, discrete velocity and values of the gradient stated in the conclusion of
the theorem.



Indeed, taking into account the form of E,,, (22)) leads to (25t2(Fy11(Tni1)—Fui1(Tna1)) = o(t2e,) as n —
+0o. In other words, F,,(x,) — F,,(T,) = o(€y,) as n — 400 and by using (A7), that is

(f +9)(@n) = (F +9)(@") < Falwn) = Fa@) + 5 [l

we get
(f+9)(zn) —min(f + g) = O(e,) as n — +oo.

In order to show strong convergence, we use (46l), that is
_ €n — 12
Fo(an) — Fo(Tn) = ?Hxn —Tn||%,
and we get

lim |z, —2*|* < 2nli>r_{_loo (”xn — T |* + [T - x*H2)

n——+00
<4 tim 2@n) = Ful@n)
n—+4o00 €n

+2 lim [T, —2*|* = 0.
n——+00

Concerning the convergence rates for the discrete velocity ||z, — z,—1| we conclude the following.
From the definition of E,, and the fact that E,, = o (t%en) as n — +o0o we have that

I — x*|| = o (tn\/€n) as n — 4o0.

Now, using the definition of 7,, and the form of y, we derive

t2 tn— 1) (tp_1 — 1
e — o n—1 <xn+(n J(tn—1—1)

n—1

_ —tp +tn+15 th 1 .
= t (xn - xn—l) - n| = T
= ( n—1— 1)(33n - $n—1) +xn — $*7

2 2
t 1 tn—ltn

n—

hence (tp—1 — 1)||@y — Zn-1]| = 0 (tn\/€n) as n — +oo. Now, since (t2¢,) is increasing, and (e,) is non-
increasing we deduce that (¢,) is increasing. Further, since lim,_, oo t%en = 400 and lim, o€ = 0
we obtain that lim,,_, 1 t, = +00. Consequently, lim,,_, 1 t”’ti_l = 1.

Therefore,

|xn — xn_1]] = 0 (V/€n) as n — +oc.

—12 4 tn 12
(T — Tp—1) — %xn, we deduce at once

n—1"1

(tn—1)(tn_1-1)
+2

n—1

that ||y, — zn|| = o(y/€n) as n — 400, hence in particular

From here and the fact that y, = z,, +

Let us show the estimate concerning the sub-gradients, that is, there exists u, € 9f(z,) + Vg(zy)
such that
lunl| = o(Ven) as n — +oo.

To this purpose, we reformulate (TIREPROG)) in terms of the resolvent operator of df, i.e.

Tn+1 + saf($n+1) 2 Yn — svg(yn) — S€nYn-

In other words, there exists u,4+1 € Of (Xp+1) + Vg(xn41) such that

SUp+1 = (yn - fEn—H) + S(V.g($n+1) - V.g(yn)) — S€pYn-

10



Now, by using the L—Lipschitz continuity of Vg we get
IVg(@n+1) = Va(yn)ll < IV9(yn) — Va(@n)ll + IVg(zn) — Vg(zn1)l| < Lllyn — znll + Lllzns1 — znll,

hence HvQ(yn) - VQ(xTH-l)H = 0(\/5) as n — +oo. Further, y, — z,41 = (yn - $n) + (fnn - xn—i—l)y hence
[Yn —@n41]l = o(y/€n) as n — +oo. Consequently, ||(yn —Tnt1) +5(Vg(2nt1) = Vg(yn)) — senynl| = o(y/€n)
as n — +oo, that is,

|unt1l| = o(Ven) as n — +o0.
U

Remark 5. According to the hypotheses of Theorem [4] in order to obtain strong convergence of the
sequences generated by (TIREPROG]) we need to assume that

. 2 o
nil}l}_loo tr€n = +00.

Beside the strong convergence of the generated sequences we obtained (f + g)(z,) — min(f + g) = O(ey)

as n — 4oo. As we have seen in the proof of Theorem Ml the above mentioned assumption leads to

limy, s 100 tn, = +00 and limy, 1 o % = 1. Consequently, the assumption lim,,_, | t%en = +o00 implies

that the inertial parameter in Algorithm (TTREPROG]), that is W goes to 1 as n — 400 just
n—1
. —t2+tn+t2_,
as in FISTA. Further, the parameter —
n—1"1

non-negative and goes to 0 as n — +o0.
However, in case

is indeed a Tikhonov regularization parameter, since is

lim sup t2¢,, < 400
n—-+00

even faster rates can be obtained for the potential energy (f + g)(z,) — min(f + g). More precisely, if the
right hand side of (21]) is bounded from above, then there exists M > 0 such that

Ent1 < M, for all n > ko + 1.

The latter relation may assure the rate (f + ¢)(x,) — min(f +g) = O (;15) as n — +o00 just as the case
of FISTA. Unfortunately, in that case we cannot obtain any convergence result concerning the sequences

generated by (TIREPROG]).

The following result holds.

Theorem 6. For a sequence (ty)x>o satisfying (L) and the stepsize s < 1 let (zy)k>0 be the sequence

generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG).

1 ; _ Tt _
Let ky € N such that s € <O, L+€k0] and consider the sequences oy, = Z and T, = f:ko(l—ai)
as in the proof of Theorem [{]
Assume further that one of the set of the following conditions holds.
2,
(a) limp_ 1o T = 400, limsupy_, | o w < +oo and limsupy_, tfj% < +o0;

(b) limpg_, 400 T < 00, 11_31) ti(ﬁk — €p+1) < +oo and ZZ:C{ trer < +00.

Then, Fy(xy) — Fi(T) = O (;;2—1> as k — 400, where F(x) = (f + gr)(x) = f(x) + g(x) + %‘Haz”2

and Ty, is the unique minimizer of Fy, and

(f +9)(zr) —min(f +g) = O <t2i) + O (eg), as k — +oo.
k-1

11



Proof. We use the notations from the proof of Theorem [l Then (2I]) gives us

n_ st2(ep — € || T 2 n_ strepmr (|22 = || 2 C
B < Hx*Hg_i_Zk_kO-i-l iler — enr) Tl Trpa | +Ek_ko+1 kekTk(12° 17 — 1Tk [ )+_’ (23)

Tn Tn Tn,

for all n > ko + 1, where C = my, Eg, — 7, ||2*]|?-
Note that if (b) holds, then from (23]) we get that there exists M > 0 such that E,,; < M consequently,
by taking into account the form of F, 1, we get Fy11(2n+1) — Ft1(Tny1) < %2—, hence

Fo(xn) — Fo(Ty) = O <t2L> as n — +00.

n—1

Now, by using [{7]), that is

(f +9)(@n) = (F + 9)(@") < Fulwn) = Fal®) + F 2|1,

we get
(f +9)(zn) —min(f +g) =0 <752L> + O(en) as n — 400.

n—1
It remained to show that if case (a) holds, then the right hand side of (23] is bounded. Note that
(Tn )n>k, 1s increasing and due to our assumption we have lim,,_, | o 7, = +00, further 7, —m,_; = T,
hence, by Cesaro-Stolz theorem we get

> ko1 Str(€r — €rp) Tl [Thopa [ _ st2(€n — €nt1) 0| Tns ||?

lim lim <+
n——+o00 Tn n—+00 Tin O,
and . 2 B )
S st Tl staeam (P [wal?)
n——+o00 Tn n—+00 T Oy,

Consequently, there exists M > 0 such that E,;+1 < M and the rest of the proof goes analogously as in
the case (b).
O

3 Particular choices of ¢, and ¢;.

In this section we consider some particular choices of ¢, and €, in Theorem M and Theorem [l More
precisely we take tp = (ak + 1)?, k > 0 with % <¢g<landO<a< % and let e = 5, ¢,p > 0. As we
seen in section [[L2] in this case tj satisfies (I]) and (TIREPROG)) has the form: xg,2; € H and for all
k>1

(ak+1—a)2d (zk — Tp—1) — (ak+1—a)24 (ak+1)4 Tk (TIREPROG-p)

Ye = 5 + ((ak+1)?7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1) —(ak+1)29+(ak+1)7+(ak+1—a)9
T = proxg; (Y — sVg(ye) — s55Yk) -

Concerning the strong convergence of the iterates of (TIREPROG-p)) the following result holds.

Theorem 7. Assume that % < g <1 and p < 2q. For the stepsize s < % let (z)k>0, (Yk)e>1 be the

sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-D)).

Then, (xg) converges strongly to x*, where {2*} = Plargmin(f+4)(0) is the minimum norm minimizer

of our objective function f + g. Moreover ||z — yil| = o (\/Q) as k — +o00o, hence (yx) also converges
strongly to x*.
Further, the following estimates hold.

12



Fy(xp) — Fr(T) = o(k™P) as k — 400, where Fy(x) = (f + gx)(z) = f(x) +g(x) + ﬁ”xw and Ty, 1s the
unique minimizer of Fj.

(f +9)(@r) —min(f +9) = O (k77) , as k — +oo,
|z — zk—1]] = o <k:_§> as k — 400,
and there exists uy, € Of (xg) + Vg(zk) such that
|lukl| = o (k:_%> as k — +o0.

Proof. We just need to show that the conditions from the hypotheses of Theorem @ hold.

First, let k = int <%> + 1, where int(x) denotes the integer part of x. Then s € (0 ] for all

_1
) L+eg

k > k. Consider now kg = max <E, int (%) + 2) . It remaind to show that
2 2
L. Tim i 4o — 2 E=L > 0,

2. (tiﬁk)kzko—l is increasing.
3. limg 4 oo tzek = 4-00.

. tr(ep—
4. limg_ 100 ]‘(5’17;’““) =0.

Note that since ¢ < 1 one has

LBttt _
lim inf = lim
k—4-o00 tr k—4o00

(ak +1—a)* — (ak +1)%7
(1 " (ak + 1)1 > =t

Further, since p < 2¢q one has
tie, = c(ak +1)% k7P

is an increasing sequence for all & > int <m> + 1. To see this just consider the real valued real

function ¢(z) = c(ax + 1)2927P and observe that ¢/(z) = c(ax + 1)29"1z=P~1(2gax — p(azx + 1)) > 0 if

p
T ey
2
Moreover, since p < 2q one has limg_, 1 tzek = limg_ 1 C(akk%l)q = +00.
. . . b (€ — . k+1)9 (k+1)P—kP

Finally, since ¢ < 1 one has limg_, ; » % =limy 1o C(ak:_rl) ((I:r+z)z’*1 =0. O

Concerning the case p > 2¢q the following result holds.
Theorem 8. Assume that % <qg<landp>2qandincaseq=1,a= % one has p > 2. For the stepsize
s < 1 let (z1)k>0 be the sequence generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-p).

Then,
(f +9)(zp) —min(f +9) =0 (k:_Qq) , as k — +o00.

Proof. Let kg € N such that s € (O } and consider the sequences

1
? L+Ek0

Attty (ak+1—a)? — (ak +1)% + (ak + 1)

= = k> k
“ 2 (ak +1 —a)% =
and
1 (ako +1—a)? b (ai+1—a)?
S _ I« |
[Tig, (1 — ) (ak+1)a 20 (ai+1)7—1

13



Note that if ¢ < 1 then ap = O (W) as k — 4o00. More precisely, there exists C7,Co > 0 such that
% <o < % for all k > k and k big enough. Consequently, by using the facts that

k-1
C
S ‘,1;[”% Z;WZ;“ZIZ
0 1=K0 1=K0

Hence, for ¢ < 1 one has limy_, { oo 7 = +00 and we have to show that all the assumptions (a) in the

t% (Ek—6k+1)
(75

hypotheses of Theorem [6] hold. More precisely, we need to show that lim supy,_,, < 400 and

- ¢
lim supy,_, oo EE < +o0.

2 —€
But €, — €11 = O(k7P71) as k — +o00, hence w = O(k37P~1) as k — +o0 and consequently

lim supy_, ;o w < 400 provided 3¢ — p — 1 < 0. But due to our assumption 2¢g < p and ¢ < 1

hence 3¢ — 1 < 2¢ < < p and the conclusion follows
Further, t(’;:“ = O(k*7P) as k — +oo, consequently limsup,_,, o t(’;:“ < +00.
Now, in case ¢ = 1 we get

(ak+1—a)?—(ak+1)*+ak+1 (a—2a*)k+ (a—1)?
(ak +1—a)? N (ak +1—a)?

ag = y k> ko

therefore if a < l one has a3, = O(k™!) as k — 400 and when a = % one has o, =

1
(k+1)2"
For a < 3 proceedlng as before we get

20, _¢ )
hence, limg_, o m = +oo. Further, we have W = O(k*7P) as k — +oo, and using the fact

that p > 2 we get limsup,_,

2 —€ . .
t’c(ekaik“) < +oo. Similarly, %% = O(k*7P) as k — +oo, hence
k Qg

- ¢
limsupy,_, | o EE < +o0.

Consequently, for a < % and ¢ = 1 the conditions assumed in (a) in the hypotheses of Theorem
hold.
For a = % we get

i ﬁ k+1 ko+1 .
m 7y = ——"°"""""" 1m . (0. ¢]
k—4o00 k ;-:0130(1 — ) S k—>+oo ko k42

Let us show that the other assumptions stated at (b) in the hypotheses of Theorem [6] hold, that is
725 t2 (e — €xr1) < +oo and 352 trer < +oo.
Note that since t2(ex — €x41), tiex = O(k'™P) as k — +oc and p > 2 the claims follow.
O

Remark 9. Note that in case ¢ = 1 we are able to obtain the rate O(k~2) for the potential energy
(f + g)(xr) — min(f + g), which makes (TIREPROG-p|) comparable with the famous FISTA algorithm.
The optimal rate is attained for all p > 2, provided a < % The case a = % is special in the sense that in

order to obtain the optimal rate one must assume that p > 2. Nevertheless, in case a = % our algorithm

(TTREPROG-p) has the simple form:

ro,r1 € H, for k> 1
Yr = h + %(l’k — ) — W2(k+2)xk (TIREPROG-spec)

Trr1 = Proxgs (Yx — sVg(yr) — s5Uk) -

14



We emphasize that (TTREPROG-sped]) can easily be implemented and may outperform FISTA as some
numerical experiments show.

4 Numerical experiments

In this section we consider some numerical experiments in order to sustain the theoretical results obtained
in the paper.

In our first experiment we analyze the speed of convergence of the potential energy (f + g)(x,) —
min(f + g), for different choices of the inertial parameter and the Tikhonov regularization parameters in
(TTREPROG-p) and we show that indeed algorithm (TTREPROG-p)) has a superior behaviour compared
to the famous FISTA algorithm.

To this purpose, let us consider the convex non-smooth function f : RZ — R, f(z,y) = /(22 + 32)3.
Then, the proximal operator of sf, s > 0 is given by prox; : R? — R?,

2 2
prox(z,y) = T y

1+\/1+123\/a:2+y2 ’1+\/1+12s\/:1:2+y2

Consider further the function g : R?> — R, g(z,y) = (4= — 3y)2. Then, g is smooth and convex and its
gradient is Lipschitz continuous, having Lipschitz constant L = 40+/2.

Further f+ g has the global minimum at z* = (0, 0), hence min(f+g) = (f+g)(z*) = 0. For simplicity
in the following experiments concerning Algorithm (TIREPROG-p) we take everywhere s = 0.017, (which
will always satisfy s < %), and fix the starting points g = 1 = (1, —1). In our following experiment we
consider everywhere the Tikhonov regularization parameter ¢ = 1.

First, we consider both the cases p < 2¢ and p > 2¢ with the following values:

(a,q,p) € {(0.9,0.5,0.9), (0.9,0.5,2.1), (0.66,0.75, 1.4), (0.66,0.75, 2.1), (0.45, 1, 2), (0.45, 1, 2.5) }.

We run Algorithm (TTREPROG-) until the potential energy (f + g)(x,) — min(f + g) is less than 1072,
the results are shown in Figure [Tal

According to our results, in case ¢ = 1 the optimal rate of order O(n~2) can be obtained. Therefore,
we also consider the special case of our algorithm, i.e. (TIREPROG:=sti]), and for comparison purposes
we consider the FISTA algorithm (2), with ¢, = 0.5k + 1. We run the algorithms until the potential
energy (f + g)(z,) — min(f + g) is less than 1072°, the results are shown in Figure [Thl

10° ‘ ‘ 10° :
—2-0.9g-05,p-09 —a=045,0=1,p-2.01
> - - a=0.9,9=0.5,p=2.1 = = = a=0.45,g=1,p=2.5
—2-066-0.75,p=14 —2-0.5q=1,p-2.01
+ - - a-066,-0.75,p=2.1 + - - a-05q-1p-25
= —2-0.45,q=1,p=2 = —FISTA
E| - - 2-045.-1p-25 E] 10710
g g
| |
= =1020
= )
+ +
~ . =~
Z10 N
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000
Iterations Iterations

(a) Different choices of the parameters in (TIREPROG-p)) (b) The case ¢ = 1 in (TIREPROG-p)

Figure 1: From a numerical point of view ¢ = 1 is not the best choice. Nevertheless, in case ¢ = 1
(TTREPROG-p)) might have a better behaviour than FISTA.
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In our second experiment our aim is to show that in order to obtain convergence to the minimum
norm minimizer of our objective function we need both Tikhonov regularization terms in (TIREPROG).
Hence, we consider the function f : R? = R, f(z,y) = %(:p + 2y)? with

4s +1 2s 2s s+1 )

prOng(x7y) = <5S+11’— 53—|—1y7_58+1x+ 5S+1y

Further, let g : R? — R, g(z,y) = % (x + 2y)2 which is convex with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient.
Note that the Lipschitz constant of Vg is L = v/10. Obviously min(f 4 g) = 0 and the set of minimizers
of f + g is argmin(f + g) = {((z,—%) : € R}, hence the minimum norm minimizer is z* = (0,0).

We take s = 0.031 in algorithm (TIREPROG-p) which always satisfies s < % Further we consider
the starting points g = 21 = (—1,1) and we fix a = 0.5, ¢ = 0.95, ¢ = 3 and p = 1.7 Note that a < 2—1q
and p < 2¢. We run (TTIREPROG-p) with n = 103 iterations by considering the following instances.

a. We consider both Tikhonov regularization terms in algorithm (TIREPROG-p)), that is,

(ak+1—a)X (z) — 2p1) = (ak+1—a)% (ak+1)7 Lk

Yp = T+ ((ak+1)7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1) —(ak41)294(ak+1)74(ak+1—a)?q
Tr1 = proxgy (yx — sVg(ye) — 555 Uk) -

—(ak+1)29+(ak+1)74+(ak+1—a)??
(ak+1—a)24(ak+1)?

b. We renounce to the Tikhonov regularization term

(TTREPROGH). that i,

xy in algorithm

(ak+1—a)24 (l‘k B xk_l)

Ye = Tk + ((ak+1)7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1)
Tpi1 = proxgs (Yp — sVg(yk) — s5Uk) -

c. We renounce to the Tikhonov regularization term s 5y, in algorithm ( [TREPROG-p)), that is,

(ak+1—a)X (z) = 2p1) = (ak+1—a)% (ak+1)7 Lk

Yp = T+ ((ak+1)7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1) —(ak41)294-(ak+1)74(ak+1—a)?d
Tp+1 = proxXgs (Yyx — sVg(yk)) -

d. We renounce to both Tikhonov regularization terms in algorithm (TIREPROG-p)), that is,

(ak+1—a)24 (xk B xk_l)

Yk = ), + ((ak+1)7—1)((ak+1—a)?—1)
Tr+1 = proxXes (yr — sVg(yr)) -

The results are depicted at Figure 2 (a)-(d), where the first component of z,, is depicted by blue and
the second component of z,, is depicted by red.

As we can see, in the absence of one of the Tikhonov regularization terms we do not have convergence
to the minimum norm minimizer of the objective function f 4 g. Therefore, according to the Figure 2,
the presence of both Tikhonov regularization terms in our algorithm (TIREPROG]) is fully justified.

5 Conclusions, perspectives

To our best knowledge, Algorithm (TIREPROG]) and in particular Algorithm (TIREPROG-p]) are the

first inertial proximal-gradient type algorithms considered in the literature, that assure strong convergence
to the minimum norm minimizer of the sum of a convex, possibly non-smooth and a smooth convex
function, and at the same time provide fast convergence of the function values and discrete velocity.
As we have emphasized in the paper, these algorithms can be seen as FISTA type algorithms with two
Tikhonov regularization terms. Further, we have shown that in order to obtain our strong convergence
results we need both Tikhonov regularization terms in (TIREPROGI). Despite of the complex structure
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Figure 2: Renouncing to one of the Tikhonov regularization terms in (TIREPROG-p) there is no con-

vergence to the minimum norm solution anymore.

of the inertial parameter and the Tikhonov regularization parameters, our algorithms can easily be
implemented, therefore are suitable for use in practical problems arising in image processing and machine
learning. Moreover, there are settings of the parameters when the optimal rate O(k~2) for the function
values can be obtained, hence our algorithm can be a valuable substitute for FISTA.

A challenging related research is to consider the optimization problem having as objective the sum of
a convex function and a smooth convex function, where the latter is composed with a linear operator and

design an algorithm, (having in mind the ADMM algorithm with some Tikhonov regularization terms),
in order to find the minimum norm solution.
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7 Appendix

A The descent lemma and its consequences

In order to obtain strong convergence for the sequence zj, generated by Algorithm (TIREPROGI) we need
some preliminary results. The first one is the Descent Lemma [26].
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Lemma 10. Let g : H — R be a smooth function, with Ly— Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,

L
9(x) < g(y) + (Vaw),z —y) + v - z||?, Y,y € H.

Further, we need the following property of smooth, convex functions, see [26].

Lemma 11. Let g : H — R be a convex smooth function, with Ly— Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,

iHVg(y) — Vg(@)|* + (Vgy),z —y) + g(y) < g(z), for all z,y € H.
g

The following modified descent lemma, which in particular contains Lemma 1 from [6], has been
proved in [21]

Lemma 12. Let g : H — R be a convex smooth function, with Ly— Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,
Ly o 2 1 2
9y —sVg(y)) < 9(x) +{Vy(y).y —a) +{ 575" = s | VeI = 57-Va(y) = Vg(@)[", Yo,y € H. (24)
g
Assume further that s € (O, Lig] . Then,

9y — sV9(v)) < g(x) + (Vg(y).y — 2) = [VeWIP — 51V9() — Vg@)IP, vay € K. (25)

Now, based on Lemma [0} Lemma [TT] and Lemma [I2] we give the following result which can be seen
as an extension of Lemma 2.3 from [13].

Lemma 13. Let f : H — R be a lower semi-continuous convex function and let g : H — R be a convex
smooth function, with Ly— Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then, for every s > 0 and every x,y € H one
has

(f + g)(proxsp(y — sVg(y))) < (f +9)(x) — % (y — proxg;(y — sVg(y)), = — y) (26)
+ (% — %) || prox, ;(y — sVg(y)) — ylI*> — T;I!Vg(y) — V()|

Assume further that s € (0, Lig] . Then, for all x,y € H one has

Ly — proxy(y — sVg()), 7 — ) (27)

(f + 9)(pros,s(y — sVg(y))) < (f +9)(@) —

1 s
= 5 lIproxg;(y = sVa(y)) - yl* - S1Valy) - V().

Proof. Indeed, by taking z = prox,s(y — sVg(y)) in Lemma [0, we get

L
g(proxs s (y—sVg(y))) < gy) +(Vg(y), prox,s(y —sVg(y)) —y) + 7;, || prox, s (y — sVg(y)) —yll*, Vy € H.
(28)
From Lemma [[T] we have

9(y) < g(x) +(Vg(y),y — z) — iwg(y) — Vy()|]*, Va,y € H. (29)
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Combining (28]) and ([29) we get

g(proxr(y — sVg(y))) < g(x) + (Vg(y), prox, s (y — sVg(y)) — x) + %H prox, ;(y — sVg(y)) — ylI* (30)

1
— —|Vg(y) — Vg()|?, Vz,y € H.
oL,

Now, by using the fact that prox,;(z) = (I+s0f)~!(z), we get that 1z —proxss(z)) € Of (prox,s(z))
for all z € ‘H. Consequently, the sub-gradient inequality yields

f(x) > f(prox,s(z)) + <%(z — proxs(z)),r — proxsf(z)> WV, z € H.

Now by taking z =y — sVg(y) in the previous inequality, we get for all z,y € H that

f(proxs(y — sVg(y))) < f(x) - % (y — sVg(y) — proxs(y — sVg(y)),z — prox,s(y — sVg(y))) . (31)

Now adding (B0) and (31]) we get for all z,y € H that

(f +9)(prox,p(y — sVg(y)) < (f + 9)(z) - % (y — prox,(y — sVg(y)), & — prox,;(y — sVg(y))) (32)
+ S pros, sy = s5) ~ ol = 51 Valy) - ot

= (F+0)(@) — (y — prox,s(y — sVg(1)). x ~ )

Ly, 1 , 1 )
(% = 3 ) prossty = 5%t ~ ol = 51 99(0) ~ Vot
which is nothing else than (26]).

Assume that 0 < s < L%,' Then,

hence (26]) leads to (27]). O

B Three pillars that sustain our results

In this section we present three lemmas that are essential in order to prove our main result concerning
the strong convergence of the sequences generated by (TTREPROG]) to the minimum norm minimizer of
our objective function f + g.

For k > 1 let us denote gr(-) = g(-) + % - ||* and Fi(-) = f(-) + gx(-). Then, both g and Fj are
ex—strongly convex functions. Moreover, since g is smooth, g is also smooth and Vgi(z) = Vg(z) + ez
for all x € H, further Vg is also Lipschitz continuous having its Lipschitz constant L + €.

In what follows we denote the unique minimizer of the strongly convex function Fj by Tg.

In order to obtain symmetry that allows us to apply telescopic sums the next result shows to be
crucial.
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Lemma 14. Consider x,y,z € H and let (pr)k>1, (qk)k>1 be positive sequences. For every k > 1 consider
zp € OFy(z). Then, for all k > 1 one has

(P + @) Fi(2) — peFe(y) — auFi(2) >k + i) (Fri1(2) — Fig1 (Thet1))
— (Pr—1 + qr—1) (Fr(y) — Fr(T1))
+ (Pr—1 + qe—1 — Pr) (Fr(y) — Fi(Tr))
+ (px + qu\

€k _ €k
+Pk§”$k+1 — T |]” + ngﬂxkﬂ — 2|

|flc-|r1||2 + qr{2 Thp1 — 2)

Proof. First of all note that

(Pk + ak) Fr(2) — prFr(y) — aeFr(2) = (or + ar) (Fr(2) — Frg1 (Tht1)) + (06 + @) Fr1 (Trg1)
= pe(Fi(y) — Fi(Tr)) — pele(Th) — qrFi(2)

Note that by using the fact that (eg) is non-increasing we have
€k — €k+1
Fi(z) = Fa () + T+\|$||2 > Fyy1(z),
consequently it holds

(pk + ae) Fio(x) — peFr(y) — aeFi(2) = (P + ar) (F(2) — Frs1(Tet1)) + (or + @) Frop1 (Te1) - (33)
— pe(Fr(y) — Fr(Tk)) — prFr(Te) — aeFr(2) > (0k + ar) (Frg1(2) — Frg1(Trg1))

— (Pr—1 + qr—1) (Fr(y) — Fe(Tr)) + (Pr—1 + qu—1 — pr) (Fr(y) — Fr(Tk))

+ Pe(Fr+1(Tt1) — Fe(Tk)) + qu(Fr1(Tigr) — Fi(2))-

Let us further estimate the terms pg(Fyi1(Tps1) — Fr(Tk)) and qx(Fr+1(Tr+1) — Fx(2)) in B3).
On one hand, according to [@B) one has Fj,(Ty+1) — Fip(Tk) > %[ Th+1 — Tk |* hence

Pk(Fies1 (Frer) = Fr(@r)) = p (kal) ~ F(@) + anlnﬁ (34)

@ = pe

On the other hand, by using the sub-gradient inequality we get for every z; € 0Fy(z) that

€k+1 —

€k _ €k
> pk§||$k+1 — Tk + pr [T |-

@(Fions (Frrn) = Ful(2)) = @ (Fk (@) = Filz) + WHMP) > (35)

€k+1 —

_ €k \— €k —
Qr (2% Thr1 _Z>+Qk§ka+1 —2|* + g 5 |Zks]® >

_ €k+1 — €k
U2k, Th1 — 2) + %JrT|
Consequently, (B3], (84) and (B3] lead to

(Pr + qr) Fr(x) — prFi(y) — quFr(z) > (36)
(P + @) (Fre1(2) = Fie1(Th+1)) — (Pe—1 + @r—1) (Fr(y) — Fi(Tk))

+ (Pr—1 + qr—1 — pr) Fr(y) — Fi(Tr)) + (pr + %)%HMHW + qr (2, Thr1 — 2)

T ]

€k, _ €k —
+Pk§Hl’k+1 — T |? + ngﬂxkﬂ — 2|
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Remark 15. Note that in case we deal only with the convex function F' = f + g, i.e., we take the
parameter ¢, = 0, then some similar result to those obtained in Lemma [[4] holds. Indeed, in that case
one can simply write for every T € argmin F' that

(P + ar)F(2) = peF (y) — aeF'(2) =(px + @) (F(2) — F(T)) = (pr—1 + ar-1)(F(y) — F(T))
+ (k-1 + @1 — pe)(F(y) — F(T)) + qr(F(T) = F(2))

and by the sub-gradient inequality one has qi(F(Z) — F(2)) > qr(z*,T — z) for all z* € OF(z). Hence,
)

(P + @) F'(x) — prF(y) — e F'(2) >(pk + q)(F'(x) — F(T)) — (pr—1 + qr—1)(F(y) — F(T))
+ (Pe—1 + @r—1 — pr)(F(y) — F(T)) + qr. (", 7 — 2).

Nevertheless, in case there are no Tikhonov regularization terms, as in case of FISTA, it is enough to
consider the following identity:

(o + ar)F(z) = peF(y) — g min F =(pk + q) (F () — min F) — (pp—1 + qe—1)(F(y) —min F) ~ (37)
+ (pr—1 + qr—1 — pr) (F(y) — min F).

The next lema deals with some affine combinations of the sequences generates by (TIREPROGI) and
will be used in the proof of our main result.
Lemma 16. Consider the sequence (tx)r>o that satisfies (L)) and let (zg)k>1 and (yr)k>1 be the sequences

2 2

generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG). For k > 1, consider the sequence ny = ;’:—illyk - t’;—:xk

Then, (nk)k>1 satisfies the following recursion:

2

ok + tr(@hr1 — ur)- (38)

k
Nk+1 = 2
k-1

Moreover, ni+1 s an affine combination of xx+1 and xy, that is

M1 = tehyr + (1 — ). (39)
2 2 12—ty
Proof. We have to show that 111 = g5 Uk+1 — 55 The1 = zﬂ M+t (Tra1 — Y)-

On one hand, we have

12—t £ —ty ( Byt

5Nk + te(Thr1 — Yr) = —=5 Y T | +te(Tr1 — Yk) = @1 + (1 — o
ti_q te_q tp —1 tr

On the other hand, according to (TTIREPROGI), we have

(tr1 — Dk — 1) ~tin et + 8

Ykt1 = Thy1 + (g1 — op) — Tht1
th titir
= (e ) (B — 1) (te1 — Dk — 1)
— L41 — 2 Ty
Uietht1 tk
hence,
2
_ b 4
Met+1 = thrt — 1Yk+1 —tk+1$k+1

th (trt1 + ) (b1 — 1) (tet1 — Dk — 1) th

= Tht1 — 5 TE ) — Tl+1
ter1—1 tili+1 ty trt1

= tpxper + (1 —tg)2y,
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The next lemma will be very useful in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 17. Consider the sequence (ti)i>o that satisfies (I)) and let (zx)r>1 and (yr)r>1 be the sequences
2 2

generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG]). For k > 1, consider the sequence ny = Z:jlyk — t’;—;la:k and let
x* € H. Then, the following identity holds.

2 — 1y,
(Uk — g1, 200y — 2068 — tr)zp — 2tp2™ — (e — Tpg)) = '22 e — 21> = lImesr — 2*[I* - (40)
k—1
22—t —tp+t+ti_, o Ttttk Tty Lo
k—1 k—1 k—1
for all k > 1.

2 2
—tp e+t
2

- , k > 1. Since (t;)r>o that satisfies (]), we have

Proof. For simplicity, let us denote o =
k—1

144 /14+42
iy € (1, %) for all £ > 1, that is —ti + 1t + tz_l > 0 for all £k > 1, we deduce that

1>a;>0.
Hence, the right hand side of (40]) can be written as
(1= ap)llme = 2*|1> = llmer — 2™ = (1 = an)ollngl* + al2*[|.
According to Lemma [I6] for all £ > 1 one has 1 = (1 — ag)nx + ti(xkr1 — yr), hence

(1= a)llm — 2*1° = mes1 — %> + el [|* = (1 = c) Il + 2(mm1 — (1 — )i, @) — (|7 ||

(41)
= (1= ap)|lmell* + 201 — (1 — aw )i, &%) — ||mpga ||
= (1= ar)llmel® + Wk — rar, —2te2™) — (1= a)mm + te(@rar — vi)ll
= (1 — aw)aglmell® + (k. — Trr1, —2t52*) + (Y — zrg1, 2601 — c)mw) — tillyn — za |
= (1 — ag)aglnell® + (yk — Ths1, —2t62" + 2t (1 — a)ni — th(Yh — Tg1))
Note that ) )
22—t [ ti_ th_
th(l — ak)nk = th . k2 k k1 Yk — k 1xk = Qtzyk — 2(t2 — tk)xk,
te 1 tr —1 tr
hence (@I]) becomes
(1= )l — 2|1 = [Imrsr — 217 + onllz* (1 = (1 — o) o ||? (42)
+ <yk — Tk+1, Qtiyk — 2(tz — tk)xk — thx* — ti(yk — a;k+1)>
which is exactly our claim. O

Remark 18. Consider now that we take ¢, = 0 in (TIREPROG]). Then y; remains unchanged and
therefore all the conclusions of Lemma [I6 and Lemma [I7] remain valid.
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C On the Tikhonov regularization techniques

We continue the present section by emphasizing the main idea behind the Tikhonov regularization,
which will assure strong convergence results for the sequence generated our algorithm (TIREPROG-p)
to a minimizer of the objective function of minimal norm. By Z; we denote the unique solution of the
strongly convex minimization problem

min ((f +¢)(@) + 5 l«]?)

We know, (see for instance [9]), that lim Ty = z*, where 2* = argmin ||z is the minimal norm
k—+o0 z€argmin(f+g)

element from the set argmin(f +g). Obviously, {2*} = Pruemin(s44) 0 and we have the inequality ||Zx[| <
[ %] (see [14]).
Since Ty, is the unique minimum of the strongly convex function Fi(z) = f(z) + g(z) + %|z|?,
obviously one has
OFy(zy) = 0f (T) + Vg(Ty) + €xTx 2 0. (43)

Further, from Lemma A.1 ¢) from [23] we have

_ _ . €k~ €k41_ || €k~ €k41
[Fiss =2l < min (=, ), S ) (a1)
€k+1 €k
Note that since F}, is strongly convex, from the gradient inequality we have
Fi(y) — Fie(x) > (ug,y —x) + %llw —yll?, for all uy € OFy,(z) and z,y € H. (45)

In particular
Fi(z) — Fip(T)) > %H:ﬂ —z|% for all z € H. (46)

Not that the latter relation may assure the strong convergence to the minimum norm solution z* of
the sequences generated by (TIREPROG]). Indeed, let (x)) be the sequence generated by (TIREPROG])

and assume that _
y Fi(zg) — Fi(zg)
im

k—4o00 €l

=0.

Then, limg_, 4+« ||zx — ZTg|| = 0 which combined with the fact that klim T = x* leads to
—+00

lim zp =2%=0.
k——+o0

Moreover, observe that for all z,y € H, one has

€ €
(f+9)(@)=(f+9)(y) = (Fk(x)—Fk(fk))Jr(Fk(Tk)—Fk(y))+§k(||y\|2—Hfﬂllz) < Fk(fﬂ)—Fk(fk)Jrgklly\P-
(47)

Consequently, if one already has a rate for Fy(zy) — Fi(Ty), where (z)) is the sequence generated by

(TIREPROG), then (41) provides a rate for the potential energy (f + g)(zx) — min(f + ¢). Indeed, one
has

(f +9)(@x) = min(f +9) < Fr(an) — Fe(@) + 5 o]

where z* is the minimum norm minimizer of f + g.
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