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A proximal-gradient inertial algorithm with Tikhonov regularization:

strong convergence to the minimal norm solution

Szilárd Csaba László ∗

July 16, 2024

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 (xk) 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 + g)(xk)−min(f + g) can be obtained.

Key Words. inertial algorithm, proximal-gradient algorithm, convex optimization, Tikhonov regular-
ization, strong convergence, optimal rate
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1 Introduction

Let H be a real Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product 〈·, ·〉 and norm ‖ · ‖ =
√

〈·, ·〉. Consider
the optimization problem

inf
x∈H

f(x) + g(x) (P)

where f : H −→ R = R ∪ {+∞} 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 (tk)k≥0 with t0 = 1 and that
for k ≥ 1 satisfies the condition

tk−1 < tk <
1 +

√

1 + 4t2k−1

2
. (T)

Let (tk)k≥0 a sequence that satisfies (T) and consider the following inertial proximal-gradient algo-
rithm. Let x0, x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1 set

{

yk = xk +
(tk−1)(tk−1−1)

t2
k−1

(xk − xk−1)−
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
xk

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇g(yk)− sǫkyk).
(TIREPROG)

Here proxsf : H → H, proxsf (x) = argminy∈H
{

f(y) + 1
2s‖y − x‖2

}

, denotes the proximal point oper-

ator of the convex function sf . We assume that s ∈
(

0, 1
L

)

and that (ǫk)k≥1 is a non-increasing positive
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sequence that satisfies limk→+∞ ǫk = 0, hence the term sǫkyk in (TIREPROG) is a Tikhonov regular-
ization term. A comprehensive analysis of condition (T) will carried out in section 1.2. We mention

however, that according to the definition of tk, the inertial parameter
(tk−1)(tk−1−1)

t2
k−1

is non-negative and

the parameter
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

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

algorithm (TIREPROG)), is positive for all k ≥ 1.

1.1 Motivation and related works

The condition (T) imposed on the sequence (tk) is inspired by Nesterov’s convex gradient method [25]
associated to the optimization problem infx∈H g(x), where the objective function g is convex, smooth
and has an L−Lipschitz continuous gradient, that is: x0 = x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1

{

yk = xk +
tk−1
tk+1

(xk − xk−1)

xk+1 = yk − s∇g(yk).
(1)

According to [25], the sequences generated by (1) satisfy g(xk)−min g = O(k−2) as k → +∞, provided

the stepsize s ∈
(

0, 1
L

]

and the sequence (tk) is defined via the recursion t1 = 1, tk+1 =
1+
√

1+4t2
k

2 , for all
k ≥ 1. We underline that the rate g(xk)−min g = O(k−2) as k → +∞ obtained by Nesterov is optimal
in the class of convex smooth functions with Lipschitz continuous gradient. However the convergence of
the sequences generated by (1), (at least in the weak topology of H), 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: x0 =
x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1

{

yk = xk +
tk−1
tk+1

(xk − xk−1)

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇g(yk)).
(2)

Also in (2) one has s ∈
(

0, 1
L

]

and the sequence (tk) satisfies the recursion t1 = 1, tk+1 =
1+
√

1+4t2
k

2 ,
for all k ≥ 1. According to [13], for the sequence generated by (2) the rate (f + g)(xk) −min(f + g) =
O(k−2) as k → +∞ holds. Also in this case, the convergence of the sequences generated by (2) is still a
widely open problem.

Fortunately, in order to obtain the optimal rate of order O(k−2) in (1) or (2) it is enough to assume
that the sequence (tk) satisfies the condition (T). More precisely, if one consider tk = r(k − 1), r ≤ 1

2 ,

then (tk) satisfies condition (T), i.e., one has tk < tk+1 <
1+
√

1+4t2
k

2 , therefore in the literature tk is

usually taken in the form tk = k−1
α−1 , α ≥ 3. In that case algorithm (2) becomes: x0 = x1 ∈ H and for

k ≥ 1

xk+1 = proxsf

(

xk +
(

1− α

k

)

(xk − xk−1)− s∇g
(

xk +
(

1− α

k

)

(xk − xk−1)
))

. (3)

According to [12, 17] the sequences generated by (3) converge in the weak topology of H to a minimizer
of f + g and (f + g)(xk) −min(f + g) = o(k−2) as k → +∞, provided α > 3. Note that for α = 3 one
has only the rate (f + g)(xk) −min(f + g) = O(k−2) as k → +∞ 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,

{

yk = xk +
tk−1
tk+1

(xk − xk−1)

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇g(yk)− sǫkyk).
(4)

2



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

lim
k→+∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑k
i=1

ǫi
ti+1

xi
∑k

i=1
ǫi

ti+1

− x∗

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= 0

holds, where x∗ is the minimum norm minimizer of f + g. Fast convergence of the discrete velocity
‖xk −xk−1‖ is also obtained, but no convergence result for the potential energy (f + g)(xk)−min(f + g)
is provided. According to [5], obtaining both the fast convergence of the potential energy (f + g)(xk)−
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, limk→+∞ ‖xk −
x∗‖ = 0, and fast rates for the decay (f + g)(xk) −min(f + g). Therefore, in this paper we associated
to the optimization problem (P) the algorithm (TIREPROG), 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 + g. At the same time we aim to preserve (as much as possible) the rate O(k−2)
for the potential energy (f + g)(xk) − 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 sǫkyk is a Tikhonov regularization term since ǫk is a nonincreasing
positive sequence that goes to 0 as k → +∞. At the same time, under some extra assumptions on (tk)

that will assure strong convergence of the generated sequences, the term
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
xk can be considered

as a Tikhonov regularization term since
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
is a positive sequence that goes to 0 as k → +∞,

see Remark 5.
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 [1, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 14, 16, 18, 19, 22, 23, 27, 28]).
Our analysis reveals that the inertial parameter and the Tikhonov regularization parameters, (actually tk
and ǫk), 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 [1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 11, 14, 15, 16, 20, 22, 24]. Due to this correlation, the inertial parameter in

(TIREPROG) is
(tk−1)(tk−1−1)

t2
k−1

which is quite different from the inertial parameter used in (2), that is

tk−1
tk+1

, however in order to obtain the desired rates, both inertial parameters must go to 1 as k → +∞.

We underline that the forms of the inertial parameter
(tk−1)(tk−1−1)

t2
k−1

and the Tikhonov regularization

parameter
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
are crucial in order to obtain our strong convergence result.

In [11] the following inertial-proximal algorithm was considered in connection to the smooth opti-
mization problem infx∈H f(x): x0, x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1 set

xk+1 = proxf

(

xk +
(

1− α

k

)

(xk − xk−1)−
c

k2
xk

)

. (5)

where α > 3 and c > 0. To our best knowledge this is the first inertial algorithm in the literature for
which both the strong convergence result lim infk→+∞ ‖xk − x∗‖ = 0 for the generated sequences and

3



fast convergence of the potential energy f(xk)−min f and discrete velocity ‖xk − xk−1‖ were obtained.
Note that (5) can be obtained via implicit discretization from the following dynamical system studied in
[11, 7].

ẍ(t) +
α

t
ẋ(t) +∇f (x(t)) + ǫ(t)x(t) = 0, x(t0) = u0, ẋ(t0) = v0, (6)

where t ≥ t0 > 0, α ≥ 3, (u0, v0) ∈ H × H and the Tikhonov regularization parameter ǫ(t) is a
nonincreasing positive function satisfying limt→+∞ ǫ(t) = 0. However the rates are not entirely pre-
served, since in (5) one obtains only the rates f(xk) − min f = o(k−2s) and ‖xk − xk−1‖ = o(k−s) as
k → +∞, where s ∈

[

1
2 , 1
)

, meanwhile according to [11], related to the dynamical system (6) the rates
f(x(t))−min f = O(t−2) and ‖ẋ(t)‖ = o(t−1) are obtained, where x(t) is a trajectory generated by the
dynamical system (6).

In order to show the strong convergence result limk→+∞ ‖xk−x∗‖ = 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 infx∈H f(x) is proper, convex and lower semicontinuous only and associated
to this optimization problem the following inertial-proximal algorithm: x0, x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1 set

xk+1 = proxλkf

(

xk +
(

1− α

kq

)

(xk − xk−1)−
c

kp
xk

)

, (7)

where α, q, c, p > 0 and (λk) is a sequence of positive real numbers. According to [23], in case the stepsize
λk ≡ 1 and 0 < q < 1, 1 < p < q+1 then limk→+∞ ‖xk −x∗‖ = 0, where x∗ is the minimal norm element

from argmin f . Further, ‖xk − xk−1‖ ∈ O(k−
q+1

2 ) as k → +∞ and f(xk)−min f = O(k−p) as k → +∞.
If q + 1 < p ≤ 2 and for p = 2 one has c > q(1 − q), then (xk) converges weakly to a minimizer of f.

Further, f(xk)−min f = O(k−q−1) and ‖xk − xk−1‖ = O(k−
q+1

2 ) as k → +∞.
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 x0, x1 ∈ H and
for all k ≥ 1 set

{

yk = xk + bk−1(xk − xk−1)− ckxk
xk+1 = yk − s∇f(yk)− sǫkyk.

(8)

We emphasize that in (8) the stepsize satisfies 0 < s < 1
L
and ǫk is a nonincreasing positive sequence that

goes to 0 just as in (TIREPROG), however, the inertial parameter bk−1 and the Tikhonov regularization
parameter ck depend by ǫk and have complex forms. In [21], strong convergence of the generated sequences
(xk) and (yk) to the minimum norm minimizer of f has been obtained, further fast convergence rates for
the potential energies f(xk) − min f , f(yk) − min f , of order O(ǫk), fast rates for the discrete velocity
and value of the gradient in a generated sequence of order o(

√
ǫk) were provided.

The scope of this paper is to obtain similar results for the sequences generated by (TIREPROG),
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)(xk)−min(f + g) and
discrete velocity ‖xk − xk−1‖.

1.2 On condition (T) and a model result

Let us discuss about condition (T). Since t0 = 1 and tk−1 < tk for all k ≥ 1 we conclude that the
sequence (tk)k≥0 is increasing and tk > 1 for all k ≥ 1. Hence, the sequence (tk)k≥0 has a limit greater
than 1. Note that if we would allow equality in the right hand side of (T), that is, tk is defined by the

recursion tk =
1+

√

1+4t2
k−1

2 then the limit of tk is +∞ and that is the case of Nesterov’s algorithm or

4



FISTA. However, in order to define (TIREPROG) we need the parameter
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
6= 0, hence we

cannot allow the equality in (T).
Nevertheless, if we assume that beside (T) one has limk→+∞ tk = +∞ then it is obvious that

limk→+∞
tk

tk−1
= 1, since (T) provides

1 <
tk
tk−1

<
1

2tk−1
+

√

1 +
1

4t2k−1

.

Consequently, the inertial parameter in algorithm (TIREPROG), i.e.
(tk−1−1)(tk−1)

t2
k−1

, goes to 1 as k →

+∞. Further, the parameter
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
goes to 0 as k → +∞, hence indeed in this case

−t2
k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
xk

is a Tikhonov regularization term.
From a practical point of view, the most important sequences that satisfy (T) are of the form tk =

(ak + 1)q, k ≥ 0 where we assume that 1
2 ≤ q ≤ 1 and 0 < a ≤ 1

2q . Indeed, in this case t0 = 1 and tk > 1
for all k ≥ 1. Further, since the function φ(x) = (ax + 1)q is increasing on the interval [0,+∞), it is
obvious that tk > tk−1 for all k ≥ 1.

Let us show that tk <
1+

√

1+4t2
k−1

2 for all k ≥ 1, that is

−(ak + 1)2q + (ak + 1)q + (ak + 1− a)2q > 0 for all k ≥ 1.

If q = 1
2 then the claim follows directly. Otherwise, consider the function φ(x) = (ax + 1)2q, which,

since q < 1
2 , is strictly convex on the interval [0,+∞). For x ≥ 1, by using the gradient inequality, one

has φ(x−1)−φ(x) > −φ′(x) or equivalently, (ax+1−a)2q−(ax−a)2q > −2qa(ax+1)2q−1. Further, since
a ≤ 1

2q and q ≤ 1 one has (ax+ 1)q ≥ 2qa(ax+ 1)2q−1, hence (ax+ 1− a)2q − (ax− a)2q + (ax+ 1)q > 0
and the claim follows.

So take tk = (ak + 1)q, k ≥ 0 with 1
2 ≤ q ≤ 1 and 0 < a ≤ 1

2q and let ǫk = c
kp
, c, p > 0. Then in this

particular case (TIREPROG) has the form: x0, x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1

{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q (xk − xk−1)− −(ak+1)2q+(ak+1)q+(ak+1−a)2q

(ak+1−a)2q(ak+1)q xk

xk+1 = proxsf
(

yk − s∇g(yk)− s c
kp
yk
)

.
(TIREPROG-p)

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
L

let (xk)k≥0, (yk)k≥1 be the sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-p).

(i) If 1
2 ≤ q < 1 and p < 2q then (xk) converges strongly to x∗, where {x∗} = prargmin(f+g)(0) is the

minimum norm minimizer of our objective function f + g. Moreover ‖xk − yk‖ = o
(√

ǫk
)

as k →
+∞, hence (yk) also converges strongly to x∗.
Further, the following estimates hold.

(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) = O (k−p) , as k → +∞, ‖xk −xk−1‖ = o
(

k−
p

2

)

as k → +∞, and there

exists uk ∈ ∂f(xk) +∇g(xk) such that ‖uk‖ = o
(

k−
p

2

)

as k → +∞.

(ii) If 1
2 ≤ q ≤ 1 and p ≥ 2q and if a = 1

2 , q = 1 then p > 2, then (f + g)(xk) − min(f + g) =
O
(

k−2q
)

, as k → +∞.
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Remark 2. Note that we cannot allow q = 1 or p ≥ 2q in Theorem 1 (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) (xk)−min(f + g) = O

(

k−2
)

as k → +∞
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)(xk)−min(f + g) = O (k−p) , as k → +∞, is practically
as good as the rate (f + g) (xk)−min(f + g) = O

(

k−2
)

, as k → +∞, 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) (xk)−min(f + g) = O
(

k−2
)

as
k → +∞ in case q = 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)(xk)−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 tk and ǫk. Further, in section 4 via some numerical experiments
we show that Algorithm (TIREPROG) 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 (TIREPROG) in a more convenable form. To this purpose, for k ∈ N consider the
strongly convex function gk(x) = g(x) + ǫk

2 ‖x‖2. Then, ∇gk(x) = ∇g(x) + ǫkx, hence (TIREPROG) can
equivalently be written as: x0, x1 ∈ H and for all k ≥ 1

{

yk = xk +
(tk−1)(tk−1−1)

t2
k−1

(xk − xk−1)−
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

tk
xk

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇gk(yk)).
(TIREPROG-str)

Note that ∇gk is also Lipschitz continuous, with Lipshitz constant Lk = L + ǫk and taking into
account that ǫk is non-increasing and ǫk → 0 as k → +∞ we have that for all 0 < s < 1

L
there exists

k0 ∈ N such that ǫk ≤ 1
s
− L for all k ≥ k0, hence the stepsize s satisfies the following property.

(S) s ∈
(

0,
1

L+ ǫk0

]

⊆
(

0,
1

L+ ǫk

]

⊂
(

0,
1

L

)

, for all k ≥ k0.

Remark 3. If we apply Lemma 13, (see Appendix), to the function f + gk and stepsize s ∈
(

0, 1
ǫk+L

]

we get

(f + gk)(proxsf (y − s∇gk(y))) ≤ (f + gk)(x)−
1

s

〈

y − proxsf (y − s∇gk(y)), x− y
〉

(9)

− 1

2s
‖proxsf (y − s∇gk(y))− y‖2 − s

2
‖∇gk(y)−∇gk(x)‖2,∀x, y ∈ H.

6



The following general result holds.

Theorem 4. For a sequence (tk)k≥0 satisfying (T) and the stepsize s < 1
L

let (xk)k≥0, (yk)k≥1 be the
sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG).

Let k0 such that s ∈
(

0, 1
L+ǫk0

]

. Assume that lim infk→+∞
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

tk
> 0 and the sequence (t2kǫk)k≥k0−1

is increasing. Assume further, that limk→+∞ t2kǫk = +∞ and limk→+∞
tk(ǫk−ǫk+1)

ǫk
= 0.

Then, (xk) converges strongly to x∗, where {x∗} = prargmin(f+g)(0) is the minimum norm minimizer

of our objective function f + g. Moreover ‖xk − yk‖ = o
(√

ǫk
)

as k → +∞, hence (yk) also converges
strongly to x∗.
Further, the following estimates hold.
Fk(xk) − Fk(xk) = o(ǫk) as k → +∞, where Fk(x) = (f + gk)(x) = f(x) + g(x) + ǫk

2 ‖x‖2 and xk is the
unique minimizer of Fk.

(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) = O (ǫk) , as k → +∞,

‖xk − xk−1‖ = o (
√
ǫk) as k → +∞,

and there exists uk ∈ ∂f(xk) +∇g(xk) such that

‖uk‖ = o (
√
ǫk) as k → +∞.

Proof. I. Lyapunov analysis Assume that k ≥ k0. Consider the energy functional

Ek = 2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2, k ≥ k0,

where ηk =
t2
k−1

tk−1yk −
t2
k−1

tk
xk, k ≥ 1. We show that Ek = o(t2kqk) as k → +∞.

Indeed, since s ∈
(

0, 1
L+ǫk0

]

, we get that s satisfies (S), hence (9) can be used for every k ≥ k0. We

take y = yk, x = xk in (9) and we get

(f + gk)(xk+1)− (f + gk)(xk) ≤ −1

s
〈yk − xk+1, xk − yk〉 −

1

2s
‖xk+1 − yk‖2 −

s

2
‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(xk)‖2.

(10)

Now we take y = yk, x = x∗ in (9) and we get

(f + gk)(xk+1)− (f + gk)(x
∗) ≤ −1

s
〈yk − xk+1, x

∗ − yk〉 −
1

2s
‖xk+1 − yk‖2 −

s

2
‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(x

∗)‖2.
(11)

Consider the non-negative sequences (pk)k≥0, (qk)k≥0 defined by pk = 2s(t2k − tk) and qk = 2stk. We
multiply (10) with pk and (11) with qk and add to get

(pk + qk)Fk(xk+1)−pkFk(xk)− qkFk(x
∗) ≤ −s

2
pk‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(xk)‖2 −

s

2
qk‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(x

∗)‖2

(12)

+

〈

1

s
(yk − xk+1), (pk + qk)yk − pkxk − qkx

∗ − 1

2
(pk + qk)(yk − xk+1)

〉

,

for all k ≥ k0. In what follows we deal with the left-hand side of (12). By taking x = xk+1, y = xk, z = x∗

and z∗k = ǫkx
∗ ∈ ∂Fk(x

∗) in Lemma 14 we get

(pk + qk)Fk(xk+1)− pkFk(xk)− qkFk(x
∗) ≥ (pk + qk)(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk+1(xk+1)) (13)

− (pk−1 + qk−1)(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk))

+ (pk + qk)
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2 + qkǫk〈x∗, xk+1 − x∗〉+ pk

ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2 + qk

ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − x∗‖2,
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for all k ≥ k0.
Combining (12) and (13) and taking into account the form of pk and qk we get

2st2k(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk+1(xk+1))− 2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + 2s(t2k−1 − t2k + tk)(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) ≤
(14)

〈

yk − xk+1, 2t
2
kyk − 2(t2k − tk)xk − 2tkx

∗ − t2k(yk − xk+1)
〉

− s2(t2k − tk)‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(xk)‖2

− s2tk‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(x
∗)‖2 − s(t2k − tk)ǫk‖xk+1 − xk‖2 − stkǫk‖xk+1 − x∗‖2

+ st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)‖xk+1‖2 + 2stkǫk〈x∗, x∗ − xk+1〉,

for all k ≥ k0.
Now, according to Lemma 17 one has

〈

yk − xk+1, 2t
2
kyk − 2(t2k − tk)xk − 2tkx

∗ − t2k(yk − xk+1)
〉

= ‖ηk − x∗‖2 − ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2 (15)

−
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖ηk − x∗‖2 − t2k − tk
t2k−1

·
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖ηk‖2 +
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖x∗‖2,

for all k ≥ k0. By injecting (15) in (14) yields

(2st2k(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk+1(xk+1)) + ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2)− (2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2) (16)

+
t2k−1 − t2k + tk

t2k−1

(2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2) ≤

− s2(t2k − tk)‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(xk)‖2 − s2tk‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(x
∗)‖2

− s(t2k − tk)ǫk‖xk+1 − xk‖2 − stkǫk‖xk+1 − x∗‖2 − t2k − tk
t2k−1

·
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖ηk‖2

+
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖x∗‖2 + st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)‖xk+1‖2 + 2stkǫk〈x∗, x∗ − xk+1〉,

for all k ≥ k0.
By neglecting the non-positive terms −s2(t2k− tk)‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(xk)‖2, −s2tk‖∇gk(yk)−∇gk(x

∗)‖2,
−s(t2k − tk)ǫk‖xk+1 − xk‖2 and − t2

k
−tk

t2
k−1

· −t2
k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

‖ηk‖2 we get

(2st2k(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk+1(xk+1)) + ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2)− (2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2) (17)

+
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

(2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2) ≤

− stkǫk‖xk+1 − x∗‖2 +
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖x∗‖2 + st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)‖xk+1‖2 + 2stkǫk〈x∗, x∗ − xk+1〉,

for all k ≥ k0.

Now, by denoting αk =
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

as in the proof of Lemma 17, in terms of the energy functional

Ek = 2st2k−1(Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)) + ‖ηk − x∗‖2, (17) reads as

Ek+1 − Ek + αkEk ≤ −stkǫk‖xk+1 − x∗‖2 + αk‖x∗‖2 + st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)‖xk+1‖2 + 2stkǫk〈x∗, x∗ − xk+1〉
(18)

= αk‖x∗‖2 + st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)‖xk+1‖2 + stkǫk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2)
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for all k ≥ k0.
II. The rate of Ek. Consider now the sequence πk = 1

∏k
i=k0

(1−αi)
and observe that since αi < 1 for

all i ≥ k0 we have that (πk)k≥k0 is an increasing sequence.
Let us multiply (18) with πk, k > k0 to get

πkEk+1−πk−1Ek ≤ πkαk‖x∗‖2+st2k(ǫk−ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2+stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2−‖xk+1‖2), for all k > k0. (19)

By summing up (19) from k = k0 + 1 to k = n > k0 + 1 we obtain

πnEn+1 ≤
n
∑

k=k0+1

πkαk‖x∗‖2 +
n
∑

k=k0+1

st2k(ǫk − ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2 +
n
∑

k=k0+1

stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2) (20)

+ πk0Ek0 .

Note that πkαk = πk − πk−1, hence
∑n

k=k0+1 πkαk‖x∗‖2 = πn‖x∗‖2 − πk0‖x∗‖2. Consequently, (20) is
equivalent to

En+1 ≤ ‖x∗‖2 +
∑n

k=k0+1 st
2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2

πn
+

∑n
k=k0+1 stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2)

πn
+

C

πn
, (21)

where C = πk0Ek0 − πk0‖x∗‖2.
Next we show that the right hand side of (21) is of order o(t2nǫn) as n → +∞.
Indeed, according to the hypotheses t2nǫn → +∞ as n → +∞ and we know that (πn) is increasing,

hence πn‖x∗‖+C

πn
= o(t2nǫn) as n → +∞.

Further, since according to the hypotheses lim infn→+∞
t2n−1

tn
αn = lim infn→+∞

−t2n+tn+t2n−1

tn
> 0, the

sequence (t2nǫnπn) is increasing and limn→+∞ t2nǫnπn = +∞, by using the fact that limn→+∞(‖x∗‖2 −
‖xn+1‖2) = 0, via the Cesàro-Stolz theorem we get

lim
n→+∞

∑n
k=k0+1 stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2)

t2nǫnπn
= s lim

n→+∞

tnǫnπn(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xn+1‖2)
t2nǫnπn − t2n−1ǫn−1πn−1

= s lim
n→+∞

‖x∗‖2 − ‖xn+1‖2

tn − t2n−1
ǫn−1πn(1−αn)

tnǫnπn

= s lim
n→+∞

‖x∗‖2 − ‖xn+1‖2
t2nǫn−t2n−1

ǫn−1

tnǫn
+ αn

t2n−1
ǫn−1

tnǫn

≤ s lim
n→+∞

‖x∗‖2 − ‖xn+1‖2

αn
t2n−1

ǫn−1

tnǫn

= 0.

Finally, according to the hypotheses limn→+∞
tn(ǫn−ǫn+1)

ǫn
= 0, hence for some M > 0 one has

lim
n→+∞

∑n
k=k0+1 st

2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2
t2nǫnπn

= s lim
n→+∞

t2n(ǫn − ǫn+1)πn‖xn+1‖2
t2nǫnπn − t2n−1ǫn−1πn−1

= s lim
n→+∞

(ǫn − ǫn+1)‖xn+1‖2

ǫn − t2n−1
ǫn−1πn−1

t2nπn

= s lim
n→+∞

(ǫn − ǫn+1)‖xn+1‖2
t2nǫn−t2n−1

ǫn−1

t2n
+ αn

t2n−1
ǫn−1

t2n

= s lim
n→+∞

‖xn+1‖2
t2nǫn−t2n−1

ǫn−1

tnǫn
+ αn

t2n−1
ǫn−1

tnǫn

· tn(ǫn − ǫn+1)

ǫn
≤ M lim

n→+∞

tn(ǫn − ǫn+1)

ǫn
= 0.

Consequently, from (21) we get
En+1 = o(t2nǫn) as n → +∞. (22)

III. Strong Convergence and Rates

Now using (22) we derive the strong convergence of (xn) and (yn) to x∗ and the convergence rates
concerning the potential energies, discrete velocity and values of the gradient stated in the conclusion of
the theorem.
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Indeed, taking into account the form of En, (22) leads to (2st
2
n(Fn+1(xn+1)−Fn+1(xn+1)) = o(t2nǫn) as n →

+∞. In other words, Fn(xn)− Fn(xn) = o(ǫn) as n → +∞ and by using (47), that is

(f + g)(xn)− (f + g)(x∗) ≤ Fn(xn)− Fn(xn) +
ǫn
2
‖x∗‖2,

we get
(f + g)(xn)−min(f + g) = O(ǫn) as n → +∞.

In order to show strong convergence, we use (46), that is

Fn(xn)− Fn(xn) ≥
ǫn
2
‖xn − xn‖2,

and we get

lim
n→+∞

‖xn − x∗‖2 ≤ 2 lim
n→+∞

(

‖xn − xn‖2 + ‖xn − x∗‖2
)

≤ 4 lim
n→+∞

Fn(xn)− Fn(xn)

ǫn
+ 2 lim

n→+∞
‖xn − x∗‖2 = 0.

Concerning the convergence rates for the discrete velocity ‖xn − xn−1‖ we conclude the following.
From the definition of En and the fact that En = o

(

t2nǫn
)

as n → +∞ we have that

‖ηn − x∗‖ = o (tn
√
ǫn) as n → +∞.

Now, using the definition of ηn and the form of yn we derive

ηn − x∗ =
t2n−1

tn − 1

(

xn +
(tn − 1)(tn−1 − 1)

t2n−1

(xn − xn−1)−
−t2n + tn + t2n−1

t2n−1tn
xn

)

− t2n−1

tn
xn − x∗

= (tn−1 − 1)(xn − xn−1) + xn − x∗,

hence (tn−1 − 1)‖xn − xn−1‖ = o
(

tn
√
ǫn
)

as n → +∞. Now, since (t2nǫn) is increasing, and (ǫn) is non-
increasing we deduce that (tn) is increasing. Further, since limn→+∞ t2nǫn = +∞ and limn→+∞ ǫn = 0
we obtain that limn→+∞ tn = +∞. Consequently, limn→+∞

tn−1−1
tn

= 1.
Therefore,

‖xn − xn−1‖ = o (
√
ǫn) as n → +∞.

From here and the fact that yn = xn +
(tn−1)(tn−1−1)

t2n−1

(xn − xn−1)−
−t2n+tn+t2n−1

t2n−1
tn

xn, we deduce at once

that ‖yn − xn‖ = o(
√
ǫn) as n → +∞, hence in particular

lim
n→+∞

yn = x∗.

Let us show the estimate concerning the sub-gradients, that is, there exists un ∈ ∂f(xn) + ∇g(xn)
such that

‖un‖ = o (
√
ǫn) as n → +∞.

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

xn+1 + s∂f(xn+1) ∋ yn − s∇g(yn)− sǫnyn.

In other words, there exists un+1 ∈ ∂f(xn+1) +∇g(xn+1) such that

sun+1 = (yn − xn+1) + s(∇g(xn+1)−∇g(yn))− sǫnyn.
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Now, by using the L−Lipschitz continuity of ∇g we get

‖∇g(xn+1)−∇g(yn)‖ ≤ ‖‖∇g(yn)−∇g(xn)‖+ ‖∇g(xn)−∇g(xn+1)‖ ≤ L‖yn − xn‖+ L‖xn+1 − xn‖,

hence ‖∇g(yn)−∇g(xn+1)‖ = o(
√
ǫn) as n → +∞. Further, yn − xn+1 = (yn − xn) + (xn − xn+1), hence

‖yn−xn+1‖ = o(
√
ǫn) as n → +∞. Consequently, ‖(yn−xn+1)+s(∇g(xn+1)−∇g(yn))−sǫnyn‖ = o(

√
ǫn)

as n → +∞, that is,
‖un+1‖ = o (

√
ǫn) as n → +∞.

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

lim
n→+∞

t2nǫn = +∞.

Beside the strong convergence of the generated sequences we obtained (f + g)(xn)−min(f + g) = O(ǫn)
as n → +∞. As we have seen in the proof of Theorem 4, the above mentioned assumption leads to
limn→+∞ tn = +∞ and limn→+∞

tn−1−1
tn

= 1. Consequently, the assumption limn→+∞ t2nǫn = +∞ implies

that the inertial parameter in Algorithm (TIREPROG), that is (tn−1)(tn−1−1)
t2n−1

goes to 1 as n → +∞ just

as in FISTA. Further, the parameter
−t2n+tn+t2n−1

t2n−1
tn

is indeed a Tikhonov regularization parameter, since is

non-negative and goes to 0 as n → +∞.
However, in case

lim sup
n→+∞

t2nǫn < +∞

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

En+1 ≤ M, for all n ≥ k0 + 1.

The latter relation may assure the rate (f + g)(xn)−min(f + g) = O
(

1
t2n

)

as n → +∞ 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 (tk)k≥0 satisfying (T) and the stepsize s < 1
L

let (xk)k≥0 be the sequence
generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG).

Let k0 ∈ N such that s ∈
(

0, 1
L+ǫk0

]

and consider the sequences αk =
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

and πk = 1
∏k

i=k0
(1−αi)

as in the proof of Theorem 4.
Assume further that one of the set of the following conditions holds.

(a) limk→+∞ πk = +∞, lim supk→+∞
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
< +∞ and lim supk→+∞

tkǫk
αk

< +∞;

(b) limk→+∞ πk < +∞,
∑+∞

k=1 t
2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1) < +∞ and

∑+∞
k=1 tkǫk < +∞.

Then, Fk(xk)− Fk(xk) = O
(

1
t2
k−1

)

as k → +∞, where Fk(x) = (f + gk)(x) = f(x) + g(x) + ǫk
2 ‖x‖2

and xk is the unique minimizer of Fk, and

(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) = O
(

1

t2k−1

)

+O (ǫk) , as k → +∞.
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Proof. We use the notations from the proof of Theorem 4. Then (21) gives us

En+1 ≤ ‖x∗‖2 +
∑n

k=k0+1 st
2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2

πn
+

∑n
k=k0+1 stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2)

πn
+

C

πn
, (23)

for all n > k0 + 1, where C = πk0Ek0 − πk0‖x∗‖2.
Note that if (b) holds, then from (23) we get that there existsM > 0 such that En+1 ≤ M consequently,

by taking into account the form of En+1, we get Fn+1(xn+1)− Fn+1(xn+1) ≤ M
2st2n

, hence

Fn(xn)− Fn(xn) = O
(

1

t2n−1

)

as n → +∞.

Now, by using (47), that is

(f + g)(xn)− (f + g)(x∗) ≤ Fn(xn)− Fn(xn) +
ǫn
2
‖x∗‖2,

we get

(f + g)(xn)−min(f + g) = O
(

1

t2n−1

)

+O(ǫn) as n → +∞.

It remained to show that if case (a) holds, then the right hand side of (23) is bounded. Note that
(πn)n≥k0 is increasing and due to our assumption we have limn→+∞ πn = +∞, further πn−πn−1 = πnαn,
hence, by Cesàro-Stolz theorem we get

lim
n→+∞

∑n
k=k0+1 st

2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1)πk‖xk+1‖2

πn
= lim

n→+∞

st2n(ǫn − ǫn+1)πn‖xn+1‖2
πnαn

< +∞

and

lim
n→+∞

∑n
k=k0+1 stkǫkπk(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xk+1‖2)

πn
= lim

n→+∞

stnǫnπn(‖x∗‖2 − ‖xn+1‖2)
πnαn

< +∞.

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

3 Particular choices of tk and ǫk.

In this section we consider some particular choices of tk and ǫk in Theorem 4 and Theorem 6. More
precisely we take tk = (ak + 1)q, k ≥ 0 with 1

2 ≤ q ≤ 1 and 0 < a ≤ 1
2q and let ǫk = c

kp
, c, p > 0. As we

seen in section 1.2, in this case tk satisfies (T) and (TIREPROG) has the form: x0, x1 ∈ H and for all
k ≥ 1
{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q
(xk − xk−1)− −(ak+1)2q+(ak+1)q+(ak+1−a)2q

(ak+1−a)2q(ak+1)q
xk

xk+1 = proxsf
(

yk − s∇g(yk)− s c
kp
yk
)

.
(TIREPROG-p)

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

Theorem 7. Assume that 1
2 ≤ q < 1 and p < 2q. For the stepsize s < 1

L
let (xk)k≥0, (yk)k≥1 be the

sequences generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-p).
Then, (xk) converges strongly to x∗, where {x∗} = prargmin(f+g)(0) is the minimum norm minimizer

of our objective function f + g. Moreover ‖xk − yk‖ = o
(√

ǫk
)

as k → +∞, hence (yk) also converges
strongly to x∗.
Further, the following estimates hold.
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Fk(xk)−Fk(xk) = o(k−p) as k → +∞, where Fk(x) = (f + gk)(x) = f(x)+ g(x) + c
2kp ‖x‖2 and xk is the

unique minimizer of Fk.

(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) = O
(

k−p
)

, as k → +∞,

‖xk − xk−1‖ = o
(

k−
p

2

)

as k → +∞,

and there exists uk ∈ ∂f(xk) +∇g(xk) such that

‖uk‖ = o
(

k−
p

2

)

as k → +∞.

Proof. We just need to show that the conditions from the hypotheses of Theorem 4 hold.

First, let k = int
(

cs
1−sL

)

+ 1, where int(x) denotes the integer part of x. Then s ∈
(

0, 1
L+ǫk

]

for all

k ≥ k. Consider now k0 = max
(

k, int
(

p
a(2q−p)

)

+ 2
)

. It remaind to show that

1. lim infk→+∞
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

tk
> 0.

2. (t2kǫk)k≥k0−1 is increasing.

3. limk→+∞ t2kǫk = +∞.

4. limk→+∞
tk(ǫk−ǫk+1)

ǫk
= 0.

Note that since q < 1 one has

lim inf
k→+∞

−t2k + tk + t2k−1

tk
= lim

k→+∞

(

1 +
(ak + 1− a)2q − (ak + 1)2q

(ak + 1)q

)

= 1.

Further, since p < 2q one has
t2kǫk = c(ak + 1)2qk−p

is an increasing sequence for all k ≥ int
(

p
a(2q−p)

)

+ 1. To see this just consider the real valued real

function φ(x) = c(ax + 1)2qx−p and observe that φ′(x) = c(ax + 1)2q−1x−p−1(2qax − p(ax + 1)) > 0 if
x > p

a(2q−p) .

Moreover, since p < 2q one has limk→+∞ t2kǫk = limk→+∞
c(ak+1)2q

kp
= +∞.

Finally, since q < 1 one has limk→+∞
tk(ǫk−ǫk+1)

ǫk
= limk→+∞

c(ak+1)q

k+1
(k+1)p−kp

(k+1)p−1 = 0.

Concerning the case p ≥ 2q the following result holds.

Theorem 8. Assume that 1
2 ≤ q ≤ 1 and p ≥ 2q and in case q = 1, a = 1

2 one has p > 2. For the stepsize
s < 1

L
let (xk)k≥0 be the sequence generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG-p).

Then,
(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) = O

(

k−2q
)

, as k → +∞.

Proof. Let k0 ∈ N such that s ∈
(

0, 1
L+ǫk0

]

and consider the sequences

αk =
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

=
(ak + 1− a)2q − (ak + 1)2q + (ak + 1)q

(ak + 1− a)2q
, k ≥ k0

and

πk =
1

∏k
i=k0

(1− αi)
=

(ak0 + 1− a)q

(ak + 1)q

k
∏

i=k0

(ai+ 1− a)q

(ai+ 1)q − 1
.
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Note that if q < 1 then αk = O
(

1
kq

)

as k → +∞. More precisely, there exists C1, C2 > 0 such that
C1

kq
≤ αk ≤ C2

kq
for all k ≥ k and k big enough. Consequently, by using the facts that

1
∏+∞

i=k0
(1− αi)

≥
+∞
∏

i=k0

(1 + αi) ≥
+∞
∑

i=k0

αi ≥
k−1
∑

i=k0

αi +

+∞
∑

i=k

C1

iq
= +∞.

Hence, for q < 1 one has limk→+∞ πk = +∞ and we have to show that all the assumptions (a) in the

hypotheses of Theorem 6 hold. More precisely, we need to show that lim supk→+∞
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
< +∞ and

lim supk→+∞
tkǫk
αk

< +∞.

But ǫk− ǫk+1 = O(k−p−1) as k → +∞, hence
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
= O(k3q−p−1) as k → +∞ and consequently

lim supk→+∞
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
< +∞ provided 3q − p − 1 ≤ 0. But due to our assumption 2q ≤ p and q < 1

hence 3q − 1 < 2q ≤ p and the conclusion follows.
Further, tkǫk

αk
= O(k2q−p) as k → +∞, consequently lim supk→+∞

tkǫk
αk

< +∞.
Now, in case q = 1 we get

αk =
(ak + 1− a)2 − (ak + 1)2 + ak + 1

(ak + 1− a)2
=

(a− 2a2)k + (a− 1)2

(ak + 1− a)2
, k ≥ k0

therefore if a < 1
2 one has αk = O(k−1) as k → +∞ and when a = 1

2 one has αk = 1
(k+1)2

.

For a < 1
2 proceeding as before we get

1
∏+∞

i=k0
(1− αi)

≥
+∞
∏

i=k0

(1 + αi) ≥
+∞
∑

i=k0

αi = +∞,

hence, limk→+∞ πk = +∞. Further, we have
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
= O(k2−p) as k → +∞, and using the fact

that p ≥ 2 we get lim supk→+∞
t2
k
(ǫk−ǫk+1)

αk
< +∞. Similarly, tkǫk

αk
= O(k2−p) as k → +∞, hence

lim supk→+∞
tkǫk
αk

< +∞.

Consequently, for a < 1
2 and q = 1 the conditions assumed in (a) in the hypotheses of Theorem 6

hold.
For a = 1

2 we get

lim
k→+∞

πk =
1

∏+∞
i=k0

(1− αi)
=

+∞
∏

i=k0

(i+ 1)2

i(i + 2)
= lim

k→+∞

k + 1

k0
· k0 + 1

k + 2
< +∞.

Let us show that the other assumptions stated at (b) in the hypotheses of Theorem 6 hold, that is
∑+∞

k=1 t
2
k(ǫk − ǫk+1) < +∞ and

∑+∞
k=1 tkǫk < +∞.

Note that since t2k(ǫk − ǫk+1), tkǫk = O(k1−p) as k → +∞ and p > 2 the claims follow.

Remark 9. Note that in case q = 1 we are able to obtain the rate O(k−2) for the potential energy
(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g), which makes (TIREPROG-p) comparable with the famous FISTA algorithm.
The optimal rate is attained for all p ≥ 2, provided a < 1

2 . The case a = 1
2 is special in the sense that in

order to obtain the optimal rate one must assume that p > 2. Nevertheless, in case a = 1
2 our algorithm

(TIREPROG-p) has the simple form:











x0, x1 ∈ H, for k ≥ 1

yk = xk +
(k−1)k
(k+1)2 (xk − xk−1)− 2

(k+1)2(k+2)xk

xk+1 = proxsf
(

yk − s∇g(yk)− s c
kp
yk
)

.

(TIREPROG-spec)
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We emphasize that (TIREPROG-spec) 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)(xn) −
min(f + g), for different choices of the inertial parameter and the Tikhonov regularization parameters in
(TIREPROG-p) and we show that indeed algorithm (TIREPROG-p) has a superior behaviour compared
to the famous FISTA algorithm.

To this purpose, let us consider the convex non-smooth function f : R2 −→ R, f(x, y) =
√

(x2 + y2)3.
Then, the proximal operator of sf, s > 0 is given by proxsf : R2 −→ R

2,

proxsf (x, y) =





2

1 +

√

1 + 12s
√

x2 + y2
x,

2

1 +

√

1 + 12s
√

x2 + y2
y



 .

Consider further the function g : R2 −→ R, g(x, y) = (4x − 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 x∗ = (0, 0), hence min(f+g) = (f+g)(x∗) = 0. For simplicity
in the following experiments concerning Algorithm (TIREPROG-p) we take everywhere s = 0.017, (which
will always satisfy s < 1

L
), and fix the starting points x0 = x1 = (1,−1). In our following experiment we

consider everywhere the Tikhonov regularization parameter c = 1.
First, we consider both the cases p < 2q and p ≥ 2q 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 (TIREPROG-p) until the potential energy (f +g)(xn)−min(f +g) is less than 10−20,
the results are shown in Figure 1a.

According to our results, in case q = 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-str), and for comparison purposes
we consider the FISTA algorithm (2), with tk = 0.5k + 1. We run the algorithms until the potential
energy (f + g)(xn)−min(f + g) is less than 10−25, the results are shown in Figure 1b.

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800

Iterations
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-20

10
-10

10
0

a=0.9,q=-0.5,p=0.9

a=0.9,q=0.5,p=2.1

a=0.66,q=0.75,p=1.4

a=0.66,q=0.75,p=2.1

a=0.45,q=1,p=2

a=0.45,q=1,p=2.5

(a) Different choices of the parameters in (TIREPROG-p)
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a=0.5,q=1,p=2.5

FISTA

(b) The case q = 1 in (TIREPROG-p)

Figure 1: From a numerical point of view q = 1 is not the best choice. Nevertheless, in case q = 1
(TIREPROG-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 : R2 → R, f(x, y) = 1

2(x+ 2y)2 with

proxsf (x, y) =

(

4s+ 1

5s+ 1
x− 2s

5s+ 1
y,− 2s

5s+ 1
x+

s+ 1

5s + 1
y

)

.

Further, let g : R2 → R, g(x, y) = 1
4 (x+ 2y)2 which is convex with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient.

Note that the Lipschitz constant of ∇g is L =
√
10. Obviously min(f + g) = 0 and the set of minimizers

of f + g is argmin(f + g) =
{(

(x,−x
2

)

: x ∈ R
}

, hence the minimum norm minimizer is x∗ = (0, 0).
We take s = 0.031 in algorithm (TIREPROG-p) which always satisfies s < 1

L
. Further we consider

the starting points x0 = x1 = (−1, 1) and we fix a = 0.5, q = 0.95, c = 3 and p = 1.7 Note that a < 1
2q

and p < 2q. We run (TIREPROG-p) with n = 103 iterations by considering the following instances.
a. We consider both Tikhonov regularization terms in algorithm (TIREPROG-p), that is,

{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q
(xk − xk−1)− −(ak+1)2q+(ak+1)q+(ak+1−a)2q

(ak+1−a)2q(ak+1)q
xk

xk+1 = proxsf
(

yk − s∇g(yk)− s c
kp
yk
)

.

b. We renounce to the Tikhonov regularization term −(ak+1)2q+(ak+1)q+(ak+1−a)2q

(ak+1−a)2q(ak+1)q
xk in algorithm

(TIREPROG-p), that is,

{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q
(xk − xk−1)

xk+1 = proxsf
(

yk − s∇g(yk)− s c
kp
yk
)

.

c. We renounce to the Tikhonov regularization term s c
kp
yk in algorithm (TIREPROG-p), that is,

{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q
(xk − xk−1)− −(ak+1)2q+(ak+1)q+(ak+1−a)2q

(ak+1−a)2q(ak+1)q
xk

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇g(yk)) .

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

{

yk = xk +
((ak+1)q−1)((ak+1−a)q−1)

(ak+1−a)2q
(xk − xk−1)

xk+1 = proxsf (yk − s∇g(yk)) .

The results are depicted at Figure 2 (a)-(d), where the first component of xn is depicted by blue and
the second component of xn 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 + 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 (TIREPROG). Despite of the complex structure
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(a) Convergence to the minimum norm solution
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(b) Dropping the first Tikhonov term
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(c) Dropping the second Tikhonov term
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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 xk generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG) 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 Lg−Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,

g(x) ≤ g(y) + 〈∇g(y), x − y〉+ Lg

2
‖y − x‖2, ∀x, 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 Lg−Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,

1

2Lg

‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2 + 〈∇g(y), x − y〉+ g(y) ≤ g(x), for all x, y ∈ H.

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 Lg−Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then,

g(y−s∇g(y)) ≤ g(x)+ 〈∇g(y), y−x〉+
(

Lg

2
s2 − s

)

‖∇g(y)‖2− 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y)−∇g(x)‖2, ∀x, y ∈ H. (24)

Assume further that s ∈
(

0, 1
Lg

]

. Then,

g(y − s∇g(y)) ≤ g(x) + 〈∇g(y), y − x〉 − s

2
‖∇g(y)‖2 − s

2
‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2, ∀x, y ∈ H. (25)

Now, based on Lemma 10, Lemma 11 and Lemma 12 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 Lg−Lipschitz continuous gradient. Then, for every s > 0 and every x, y ∈ H one
has

(f + g)(proxsf (y − s∇g(y))) ≤ (f + g)(x) − 1

s

〈

y − proxsf (y − s∇g(y)), x− y
〉

(26)

+

(

Lg

2
− 1

s

)

‖proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− y‖2 − 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2.

Assume further that s ∈
(

0, 1
Lg

]

. Then, for all x, y ∈ H one has

(f + g)(proxsf (y − s∇g(y))) ≤ (f + g)(x) − 1

s

〈

y − proxsf (y − s∇g(y)), x− y
〉

(27)

− 1

2s
‖proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− y‖2 − s

2
‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2.

Proof. Indeed, by taking x = proxsf (y − s∇g(y)) in Lemma 10, we get

g(proxsf (y− s∇g(y))) ≤ g(y)+ 〈∇g(y),proxsf (y− s∇g(y))− y〉+ Lg

2
‖proxsf (y− s∇g(y))− y‖2, ∀y ∈ H.

(28)
From Lemma 11 we have

g(y) ≤ g(x) + 〈∇g(y), y − x〉 − 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2, ∀x, y ∈ H. (29)
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Combining (28) and (29) we get

g(proxsf (y − s∇g(y))) ≤ g(x) + 〈∇g(y),proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− x〉+ Lg

2
‖proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− y‖2 (30)

− 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2, ∀x, y ∈ H.

Now, by using the fact that proxsf (z) = (I+s∂f)−1(z), we get that 1
s
(z−proxsf (z)) ∈ ∂f(proxsf (z))

for all z ∈ H. Consequently, the sub-gradient inequality yields

f(x) ≥ f(proxsf (z)) +

〈

1

s
(z − proxsf (z)), x − proxsf (z)

〉

,∀x, z ∈ H.

Now by taking z = y − s∇g(y) in the previous inequality, we get for all x, y ∈ H that

f(proxsf (y − s∇g(y))) ≤ f(x)− 1

s

〈

y − s∇g(y)− proxsf (y − s∇g(y)), x − proxsf (y − s∇g(y))
〉

. (31)

Now adding (30) and (31) we get for all x, y ∈ H that

(f + g)(proxsf (y − s∇g(y))) ≤ (f + g)(x) − 1

s

〈

y − proxsf (y − s∇g(y)), x− proxsf (y − s∇g(y))
〉

(32)

+
Lg

2
‖proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− y‖2 − 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y)−∇g(x)‖2

= (f + g)(x) − 1

s

〈

y − proxsf (y − s∇g(y)), x− y
〉

+

(

Lg

2
− 1

s

)

‖proxsf (y − s∇g(y))− y‖2 − 1

2Lg

‖∇g(y) −∇g(x)‖2,

which is nothing else than (26).
Assume that 0 < s ≤ 1

Lg
. Then,

Lg

2
− 1

s
≤ − 1

2s
and − 1

2Lg

≤ −s

2
,

hence (26) leads to (27).

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 (TIREPROG) to the minimum norm minimizer of
our objective function f + g.

For k ≥ 1 let us denote gk(·) = g(·) + ǫk
2 ‖ · ‖2 and Fk(·) = f(·) + gk(·). Then, both gk and Fk are

ǫk−strongly convex functions. Moreover, since g is smooth, gk is also smooth and ∇gk(x) = ∇g(x) + ǫkx
for all x ∈ H, further ∇gk is also Lipschitz continuous having its Lipschitz constant L+ ǫk.

In what follows we denote the unique minimizer of the strongly convex function Fk by xk.
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 (pk)k≥1, (qk)k≥1 be positive sequences. For every k ≥ 1 consider
z∗k ∈ ∂Fk(z). Then, for all k ≥ 1 one has

(pk + qk)Fk(x)− pkFk(y)− qkFk(z) ≥(pk + qk)(Fk+1(x)− Fk+1(xk+1))

− (pk−1 + qk−1)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))

+ (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))

+ (pk + qk)
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2 + qk〈z∗k, xk+1 − z〉

+ pk
ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2 + qk

ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − z‖2.

Proof. First of all note that

(pk + qk)Fk(x)− pkFk(y)− qkFk(z) = (pk + qk)(Fk(x)− Fk+1(xk+1)) + (pk + qk)Fk+1(xk+1)

− pk(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))− pkFk(xk)− qkFk(z)

Note that by using the fact that (ǫk) is non-increasing we have

Fk(x) = Fk+1(x) +
ǫk − ǫk+1

2
‖x‖2 ≥ Fk+1(x),

consequently it holds

(pk + qk)Fk(x)− pkFk(y)− qkFk(z) = (pk + qk)(Fk(x)− Fk+1(xk+1)) + (pk + qk)Fk+1(xk+1) (33)

− pk(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))− pkFk(xk)− qkFk(z) ≥ (pk + qk)(Fk+1(x)− Fk+1(xk+1))

− (pk−1 + qk−1)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk)) + (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))

+ pk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(xk)) + qk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(z)).

Let us further estimate the terms pk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(xk)) and qk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(z)) in (33).
On one hand, according to (46) one has Fk(xk+1)− Fk(xk) ≥ ǫk

2 ‖xk+1 − xk‖2 hence

pk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(xk)) = pk

(

Fk(xk+1)− Fk(xk) +
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2

)

(34)

≥ pk
ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2 + pk

ǫk+1 − ǫk
2

‖xk+1‖2 ≥ pk
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2.

On the other hand, by using the sub-gradient inequality we get for every z∗k ∈ ∂Fk(z) that

qk(Fk+1(xk+1)− Fk(z)) = qk

(

Fk(xk+1)− Fk(z) +
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2

)

≥ (35)

qk〈z∗k, xk+1 − z〉+ qk
ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − z‖2 + qk

ǫk+1 − ǫk
2

‖xk+1‖2 ≥

qk〈z∗k, xk+1 − z〉+ qk
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2.

Consequently, (33), (34) and (35) lead to

(pk + qk)Fk(x)− pkFk(y)− qkFk(z) ≥ (36)

(pk + qk)(Fk+1(x)− Fk+1(xk+1))− (pk−1 + qk−1)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk))

+ (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(Fk(y)− Fk(xk)) + (pk + qk)
ǫk+1 − ǫk

2
‖xk+1‖2 + qk〈z∗k, xk+1 − z〉

+ pk
ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2 + qk

ǫk
2
‖xk+1 − z‖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 ǫk ≡ 0, then some similar result to those obtained in Lemma 14 holds. Indeed, in that case
one can simply write for every x ∈ argminF that

(pk + qk)F (x)− pkF (y)− qkF (z) =(pk + qk)(F (x) − F (x))− (pk−1 + qk−1)(F (y)− F (x))

+ (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(F (y) − F (x)) + qk(F (x)− F (z))

and by the sub-gradient inequality one has qk(F (x)− F (z)) ≥ qk〈z∗, x− z〉 for all z∗ ∈ ∂F (z). Hence,

(pk + qk)F (x)− pkF (y)− qkF (z) ≥(pk + qk)(F (x) − F (x))− (pk−1 + qk−1)(F (y) − F (x))

+ (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(F (y)− F (x)) + qk〈z∗, x− z〉.

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

(pk + qk)F (x)− pkF (y)− qk minF =(pk + qk)(F (x) −minF )− (pk−1 + qk−1)(F (y)−minF ) (37)

+ (pk−1 + qk−1 − pk)(F (y) −minF ).

The next lema deals with some affine combinations of the sequences generates by (TIREPROG) and
will be used in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 16. Consider the sequence (tk)k≥0 that satisfies (T) and let (xk)k≥1 and (yk)k≥1 be the sequences

generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG). For k ≥ 1, consider the sequence ηk =
t2
k−1

tk−1yk −
t2
k−1

tk
xk.

Then, (ηk)k≥1 satisfies the following recursion:

ηk+1 =
t2k − tk
t2k−1

ηk + tk(xk+1 − yk). (38)

Moreover, ηk+1 is an affine combination of xk+1 and xk, that is

ηk+1 = tkxk+1 + (1− tk)xk. (39)

Proof. We have to show that ηk+1 =
t2
k

tk+1−1yk+1 − t2
k

tk+1
xk+1 =

t2
k
−tk

t2
k−1

ηk + tk(xk+1 − yk).

On one hand, we have

t2k − tk
t2k−1

ηk + tk(xk+1 − yk) =
t2k − tk
t2k−1

(

t2k−1

tk − 1
yk −

t2k−1

tk
xk

)

+ tk(xk+1 − yk) = tkxk+1 + (1− tk)xk.

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

yk+1 = xk+1 +
(tk+1 − 1)(tk − 1)

t2k
(xk+1 − xk)−

−t2k+1 + tk+1 + t2k
t2ktk+1

xk+1

=
(tk+1 + tk)(tk+1 − 1)

tktk+1
xk+1 −

(tk+1 − 1)(tk − 1)

t2k
xk,

hence,

ηk+1 =
t2k

tk+1 − 1
yk+1 −

t2k
tk+1

xk+1

=
t2k

tk+1 − 1

(

(tk+1 + tk)(tk+1 − 1)

tktk+1
xk+1 −

(tk+1 − 1)(tk − 1)

t2k
xk

)

− t2k
tk+1

xk+1

= tkxk+1 + (1 − tk)xk.
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The next lemma will be very useful in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 17. Consider the sequence (tk)k≥0 that satisfies (T) and let (xk)k≥1 and (yk)k≥1 be the sequences

generated by Algorithm (TIREPROG). For k ≥ 1, consider the sequence ηk =
t2
k−1

tk−1yk −
t2
k−1

tk
xk and let

x∗ ∈ H. Then, the following identity holds.

〈

yk − xk+1, 2t
2
kyk − 2(t2k − tk)xk − 2tkx

∗ − t2k(yk − xk+1)
〉

=
t2k − tk
t2k−1

‖ηk − x∗‖2 − ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2 (40)

− t2k − tk
t2k−1

·
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖ηk‖2 +
−t2k + tk + t2k−1

t2k−1

‖x∗‖2,

for all k ≥ 1.

Proof. For simplicity, let us denote αk =
−t2

k
+tk+t2

k−1

t2
k−1

, k ≥ 1. Since (tk)k≥0 that satisfies (T), we have

tk ∈
(

1,
1+

√

1+4t2
k−1

2

)

for all k ≥ 1, that is −t2k + tk + t2k−1 > 0 for all k ≥ 1, we deduce that

1 > αk > 0.

Hence, the right hand side of (40) can be written as

(1− αk)‖ηk − x∗‖2 − ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2 − (1− αk)αk‖ηk‖2 + αk‖x∗‖2.

According to Lemma 16, for all k ≥ 1 one has ηk+1 = (1− αk)ηk + tk(xk+1 − yk), hence

(1− αk)‖ηk − x∗‖2 − ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2 + αk‖x∗‖2 = (1− αk)‖ηk‖2 + 2〈ηk+1 − (1− αk)ηk, x
∗〉 − ‖ηk+1‖2

(41)

= (1− αk)‖ηk‖2 + 2〈ηk+1 − (1− αk)ηk, x
∗〉 − ‖ηk+1‖2

= (1− αk)‖ηk‖2 + 〈yk − xk+1,−2tkx
∗〉 − ‖(1− αk)ηk + tk(xk+1 − yk)‖2

= (1− αk)αk‖ηk‖2 + 〈yk − xk+1,−2tkx
∗〉+ 〈yk − xk+1, 2tk(1− αk)ηk〉 − t2k‖yk − xk+1‖2

= (1− αk)αk‖ηk‖2 +
〈

yk − xk+1,−2tkx
∗ + 2tk(1− αk)ηk − t2k(yk − xk+1)

〉

Note that

2tk(1− αk)ηk = 2tk ·
t2k − tk
t2k−1

(

t2k−1

tk − 1
yk −

t2k−1

tk
xk

)

= 2t2kyk − 2(t2k − tk)xk,

hence (41) becomes

(1− αk)‖ηk − x∗‖2 − ‖ηk+1 − x∗‖2 + αk‖x∗‖2 = (1− αk)αk‖ηk‖2 (42)

+
〈

yk − xk+1, 2t
2
kyk − 2(t2k − tk)xk − 2tkx

∗ − t2k(yk − xk+1)
〉

which is exactly our claim.

Remark 18. Consider now that we take ǫk ≡ 0 in (TIREPROG). Then yk remains unchanged and
therefore all the conclusions of Lemma 16 and Lemma 17 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 xk we denote the unique solution of the
strongly convex minimization problem

min
x∈H

(

(f + g)(x) +
ǫk
2
‖x‖2

)

.

We know, (see for instance [9]), that lim
k→+∞

xk = x∗, where x∗ = argmin
x∈argmin(f+g)

‖x‖ is the minimal norm

element from the set argmin(f + g). Obviously, {x∗} = prargmin(f+g) 0 and we have the inequality ‖xk‖ ≤
‖x∗‖ (see [14]).

Since xk is the unique minimum of the strongly convex function Fk(x) = f(x) + g(x) + ǫk
2 ‖x‖2,

obviously one has
∂Fk(xk) = ∂f(xk) +∇g(xk) + ǫkxk ∋ 0. (43)

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

‖xk+1 − xk‖ ≤ min

(

ǫk − ǫk+1

ǫk+1
‖xk‖,

ǫk − ǫk+1

ǫk
‖xk+1‖

)

. (44)

Note that since Fk is strongly convex, from the gradient inequality we have

Fk(y)− Fk(x) ≥ 〈uk, y − x〉+ ǫk
2
‖x− y‖2, for all uk ∈ ∂Fk(x) and x, y ∈ H. (45)

In particular

Fk(x)− Fk(xk) ≥
ǫk
2
‖x− xk‖2, for all x ∈ H. (46)

Not that the latter relation may assure the strong convergence to the minimum norm solution x∗ of
the sequences generated by (TIREPROG). Indeed, let (xk) be the sequence generated by (TIREPROG)
and assume that

lim
k→+∞

Fk(xk)− Fk(xk)

ǫk
= 0.

Then, limk→+∞ ‖xk − xk‖ = 0 which combined with the fact that lim
k→+∞

xk = x∗ leads to

lim
k→+∞

xk = x∗ = 0.

Moreover, observe that for all x, y ∈ H, one has

(f+g)(x)−(f+g)(y) = (Fk(x)−Fk(xk))+(Fk(xk)−Fk(y))+
ǫk
2
(‖y‖2−‖x‖2) ≤ Fk(x)−Fk(xk)+

ǫk
2
‖y‖2.
(47)

Consequently, if one already has a rate for Fk(xk)− Fk(xk), where (xk) is the sequence generated by
(TIREPROG), then (47) provides a rate for the potential energy (f + g)(xk)−min(f + g). Indeed, one
has

(f + g)(xk)−min(f + g) ≤ Fk(xk)− Fk(xk) +
ǫk
2
‖x∗‖2,

where x∗ is the minimum norm minimizer of f + g.
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