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ABSTRACT

The proximal point algorithm plays a central role in non-smooth convex programming. The Aug-
mented Lagrangian Method, one of the most famous optimization algorithms, has been found to
be closely related to the proximal point algorithm. Due to its importance, accelerated variants of
the proximal point algorithm have received considerable attention. In this paper, we first study an
Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE) system, which provides valuable insights into proving the
convergence rate of the desired algorithm. Using the Lyapunov function technique, we establish the
convergence rate of the ODE system. Next, we apply the Symplectic Euler Method to discretize the
ODE system to derive a new proximal point algorithm, called the Symplectic Proximal Point Al-
gorithm (SPPA). By utilizing the proof techniques developed for the ODE system, we demonstrate
the convergence rate of the SPPA. Additionally, it is shown that existing accelerated proximal point
algorithm can be considered a special case of the SPPA in a specific manner. Furthermore, under
several additional assumptions, we prove that the SPPA exhibits a finer convergence rate.

Keywords Proximal point algorithm, Ordinary differential equations, Lyapunov function, Symplectic discretization,
Convergence rate analysis

1 Introduction

With the growth of high-dimensional statistics and machine learning, many optimization problems without
smooth derivative have come up. The Proximal Point Algorithm (PPA) is a powerful method for dealing with such
non-smooth optimization challenges. Initially, PPA was used to the study of regularization of ill-posed problems [21]
and was found to be closed related to the Moreau envelope [27]. Over time, it has been applied to handle variational
inequalities [26] and non-smooth convex optimization problems [32]. Nowadays, PPA has been applied to solve a
broad range of optimization problems, as demonstrated in [25, 38, 39]. Notably, it was discovered that the Augmented
Lagrangian Method (ALM), another important optimization algorithm, has been proven to be equivalent to the appli-
cation of PPA to the Lagrangian duality problem [31, 34]. Recently, ALM has found diverse applications in convex
optimization, as detailed in [45, 41, 23, 24, 44]. Several variations of PPA have been explored, such as preconditioned
PPA [19] and the Bregman PPA [12]. For additional applications of PPA, see [30]. For a thorough understanding of
PPA, we refer to [11].

In 1983, Nesterov introduced the Nesterov’s accelerated gradient (NAG) method [29], which exhibits O(1/k2)
rate of convergence and has the same computational complexity as vanilla gradient descent. This significant theoretical
result sparked considerable interest in developing accelerated versions of optimization algorithms, as illustrated in
[28, 5]. As a result, the study of accelerated variants of PPA has gained researchers’ interest. In [17], Güler employed
the estimation sequence technique, which is firstly used to construct the NAG method in [29], to develop an accelerated
PPA [17]. Subsequently, he applied the same technique to ALM to derive the accelerated ALM [16].

∗This work was partially supported by grant 12288201 from NSF of China.
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Recently, there has been increased research works towards understanding and analyzing accelerated optimization
algorithms from the viewpoint of ordinary differential equations (ODEs). Originally, [37] indicated that the NAG
method is closely related to a second-order ODE and used such ODE to establish an Lyapunov function framework,
which demonstrates the O(1/k2) convergence rate of NAG method. Following this insight, a number of studies have
focused on interpreting accelerated optimization algorithms through the ODE perspective, such as [3, 4, 2, 13, 22, 35].
Moreover, there are some works that obtain new accelerated optimization algorithms by applying numerical algorithms
for solving ODEs. For example, [43] developed a new accelerated gradient method by using the Runge-Kutta method
on the relevant ODEs. Similarly, [6] used the symplectic integrator method on ODEs to obtain a new first-order
accelerated method. Additionally, some works propose new ODEs and then use difference schemes to derive new
accelerated algorithms, as exemplified by [10, 7, 9].

1.1 Existing Results

Let H be a real Hilbert space, and let Γ0(H) denote the set of all closed, proper, convex functions defined on H.

The inner product on H is denoted by 〈·, ·〉, and the corresponding norm is ‖ · ‖ =
√

〈·, ·〉. Suppose that L : H → H
is a positive definite operator. The inner product with respect to L is given by 〈x, y〉L = 〈Lx, y〉, and the norm with

respect to L is given by ‖x‖L =
√

〈Lx, x〉.
Throughout this paper, we consider the following optimization problem:

min
x∈H

f(x), (1)

where f ∈ Γ0(H). Here, we assume that the set of all minimizers of f , labeled as Ω, is non-empty. The preconditioned
proximal point algorithm (PPA) with respect to the preconditioner L is given by:

xk+1 = argmin
x∈H

{

f(x) +
1

2ρk
‖x− xk‖2L

}

, (2)

where {ρk} is a sequence in (0,∞). If L is the identity operator I , then (2) reduces to the standard PPA.

In [15], Güler proved that the convergence rate of the standard PPA is:

f(xk)− f∗
6

distI(x0,Ω)
2

2
∑k−1

i=0 ρi
,

where f∗ is the minimum value of f , and distL(x0,Ω) = infx∈Ω ‖x0 − x‖L.

In [17], Güler proposed the following accelerated PPA given as follows:

Algorithm 1: Accelerated PPA

Initialization: Choose an initial point x0 such that f(x0) < ∞, and constants ρ0 > 0 and A > 0. Define
v0 := x0, A0 = A;

for k = 0, 1, · · · do
Choose ρk > 0;

αk =

√

(Akρk)2 + 4Akρk −Akρk
2

;

yk = (1− αk)xk + αkvk;

xk+1 = argminx

{

f(x) +
1

2ρk
‖x− yk‖2

}

;

vk+1 = vk +
1

αk

(xk+1 − yk);

Ak+1 = (1− αk)Ak;

Also, Güler proved that the convergence rate of Algorithm 1 is

f(xk)− f∗
6

4

A(
∑k−1

i=0

√
ρi)2

(

f(x0)− f∗ +
A

2
distI(x0,Ω)

2

)

. (3)
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1.2 Our Contributions

In this paper, we aim to propose a new accelerated preconditioned PPA by employing the Symplectic Euler
Method to discretize a first-order ODE. Owing to the usage of Symplectic Euler Method, we call this new PPA as
Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm (SPPA). The details of the development and theory of SPPA are provided as
follows.

First, inspired by the ODE used to analyze the accelerated mirror descent method in [42], we propose the follow-
ing ODE:

Z = btẊ + ctL
−1∇f(X) +X,

Ż = −atL
−1∇f(X),

Z(0) = X(0) = x0,

(4)

where f ∈ Γ0(H) is continuously differentiable, and at, bt, and ct are functions defined on [0,+∞) such that they
are positive on (0,+∞) and non-negative at 0. Also, we assume that atbt is differentiable respect to t. By applying
the Lyapunov function technique, we first prove that the convergence rate of the solution trajectory to (4) is O(1/atbt)

under the assumption that 0 6
d

dt
(atbt) 6 at. Additionally, we demonstrate that the convergence rate of the solution

trajectory to (4) is o(1/atbt) under some additional assumptions.

Next, we apply the Symplectic Euler Method to (4) to obtain our SPPA. The motivation for applying the Symplec-
tic Euler Method comes from the works in [36, 35]. In these works, it was shown that the NAG method can be viewed
as applying the symplectic method to the high-resolution ODEs formulated in phase space representation. Since the
Symplectic Euler Method can preserve geometric structure of the ODEs and has a simple iteration rule, we use the
Symplectic Euler Method to derive our algorithm.

First, we give a concise introduction to the Symplectic Euler Method. Consider the following Hamiltonian
system:

Consider the following Hamiltonian system:

ṗ = −∂H(p, q)

∂q
,

q̇ =
∂H(p, q)

∂p
.

(5)

The Symplectic Euler Method for solving (5) is given as follows:

pk+1 = pk − s
∂H(pk, qk+1)

∂q
,

qk+1 = qk + s
∂H(pk, qk+1)

∂p
,

or

pk+1 = pk − s
∂H(pk+1, qk)

∂q
,

qk+1 = qk + s
∂H(pk+1, qk)

∂p
,

(6)

where s > 0 is the step-size of Symplectic Euler Method. Because one variable takes an explicit step and the other
variable takes an implicit step, this method is also referred to as the Semi-Implicit Euler Method. To acquire more
acknowledge about symplectic methods, we refer to [14] and [20]. The introduction of Symplectic Euler Method can
be found in I.1.2 in [14].

Here we apply the Symplectic Euler Method to discretize (4), where Z takes the explicit step, X takes the implicit
step, and s = 1. Then, we obtain the following recursive rule:

z0 = x0,

zk = bk(xk+1 − xk) + ckL
−1∇f(xk+1) + xk+1,

zk+1 = zk − akL
−1∇f(xk+1),

(7)

where the sequences {ak}, {bk} and {ck} are positive if k > 1 and non-negative if k = 0. However, the convergence
results of (2) do not require f to be differentiable. Therefore, we need to eliminate the usage of ∇f from (7). By using
the first-order characterization of the convex optimization problem, the update rule of xk+1 can be transformed into:

x̃k+1 =
1

bk + 1
zk +

bk
bk + 1

xk,

xk+1 = argmin
x

{

f(x) +
bk + 1

2ck
‖x− x̃k+1‖2L

}

.
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Figure 1: Comparison between some existing Euler methods. Here we apply the Explicit Euler Method, Symplectic
Euler Method and Implicit Euler Method to the Hamiltonian system ṗ = q, q̇ = −p with initial p(0) = 0 and q(0) = 1.
The solution to such Hamiltonian system is p = sin t, q = cos t. As we can see from these three figures, the Symplectic
Euler method preserve the structure of the solution.

Additionally, using the relation L−1∇f(xk+1) = c−1
k [bkxk + zk − (bk + 1)xk+1], the update rule for zk+1 can be

rewritten as:

zk+1 = zk +
ak(bk + 1)

ck
(xk+1 − x̃k+1).

In conclusion, we obtain the following algorithm.

Algorithm 2: Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm

for k = 0, 1, · · · do
Choose ak, bk and ck such that all of them are positive if k > 1 and non-negative for k = 0;

x̃k+1 =
1

bk + 1
zk +

bk
bk + 1

xk;

xk+1 = argmin
x∈H

{

f(x) +
bk + 1

2ck
‖x− x̃k+1‖2L

}

;

zk+1 = zk +
ak(bk + 1)

ck
(xk+1 − x̃k+1);

Theoretically, by applying the Lyapunov function technique, we prove that the convergence rate of Algorithm

2 is O(1/akbk) under the assumptions that 0 6 ak+1bk+1 − akbk 6 ak and ck >
ck
2

. Under these conditions, we

demonstrate that SPPA can be seen as a generalization of A-PPA. Moreover, the corresponding convergence rate of
SPPA is shown to be faster than that of A-PPA. This enhanced convergence rate may be attributed to the structure-
preserving property of the Symplectic Euler Method. Additionally, under some extra assumptions, we prove that the
convergence rate of Algorithm 2 is o(1/akbk).

2 Convergence Rate of ODE

In this section, we study the convergence rate of (4). For simplicity, when proving the theorems in this section,

we use the notations X , Z ,
·

X , and
·

Z to denote X(t), Z(t),
·

X(t), and
·

Z(t) respectively.

First, we need to establish the O(1/atbt) convergence rate. To achieve this, we propose the following Lyapunov
function:

E(t) := At[f(X(t))− f(x∗)] +
1

2
‖Z(t)− x∗‖2L, (8)

where x∗ ∈ Ω. Here, At[f(X(t))−f(x∗)] represents the potential term of E(t), and At indicates the convergence rate

of the solution trajectory to (4).
1

2
‖Z(t)− x∗‖2L is the mixed term. By analyzing (8), we obtain the following result:

Theorem 1. Let (X(t), Z(t)) be the solution to (4). If

At = atbt, 0 6 Ȧt 6 at, (9)
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and f ∈ Γ0(H) is continuous differentiable, then E(t) is non-increasing. And we have

f(X(t))− f∗
6

A0

At

[f(x0)− f∗] +
distL(x0,Ω)

2

2At

. (10)

Additionally, we have
∫ ∞

0

(at − Ȧt) 〈∇f(X(t)), X(t)− x∗〉dt 6 A0[f(x0)− f∗] +
1

2
‖x0 − x∗‖2L , ∀x∗ ∈ Ω, (11)

∫ ∞

0

atct ‖∇f(X(t))‖2 dt 6 A0[f(x0)− f∗] +
1

2
distL(x0,Ω)

2. (12)

Proof. Step 1: Estimating the upper bound of
·

E(t). By calculating the derivative of (8), we have

·

E(t) = Ȧt[f(X)− f(x∗)] +At

〈

∇f(X),
·

X

〉

+

〈

·

Z,Z − x∗

〉

L

= Ȧt[f(X)− f(x∗)] + At

〈

∇f(X),
·

X

〉

− at

〈

∇f(X), bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X) +X − x∗

〉

= Ȧt[f(X)− f(x∗)]− at 〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉 − atct ‖∇f(X)‖2L−1 .

Since f is convex, we have
f(X)− f(x∗) 6 〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉 .

Thus
·

E(t) 6 (Ȧt − at) 〈∇f(X(t)), X(t)− x∗〉 − atct ‖∇f(X)‖2L−1 6 0.

Step 2: Deducing the convergence rates. Because E(t) is non-increasing, we have

At[f(X)− f(x∗)] 6 E(t) 6 E(0) = A0[f(x0)− f(x∗)] +
1

2
‖x0 − x∗‖2L .

By dividing At on both sides of the above inequality and taking the infimum over to all x∗ ∈ Ω, we obtain (10).

Next, by integrating
·

E(t) from 0 to ∞, we have
∫ ∞

0

(at − Ȧt) 〈∇f(X(t)), X(t)− x∗〉dt 6 −
∫ ∞

0

·

E(t)dt 6 E(0), (13)

∫ ∞

0

atct ‖∇f(X(t))‖2L−1 dt 6 −
∫ ∞

0

·

E(t)dt 6 E(0). (14)

It is obvious that (13) is exactly (11). Also, By taking the infimum over all x∗ ∈ Ω, we obtain (12).

Next, we introduce some feasible choices for at, bt, and ct.

Example 1. First, we present an instance of (4) with an O(1/tp) convergence rate. Let At = tp, where p > 1. Then

at = Ȧt = ptp−1, bt = tp−1, and ct = at. These choices satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 1. By Theorem 1, the
solution trajectory to (4) is O(1/tp).

Example 2. Next, we derive an instance of (4) with an O(exp(−λt)) convergence rate. Let At = exp(λt), where

λ > 0. Then at = Ȧt = λ exp(λt), bt = λ−1, and ct = at. These choices satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 1. By
Theorem 1, the solution trajectory to (4) is O(exp(−λt)).

In the remainder of this section, we discuss the conditions under which the solution trajectory to (4) achieves a
convergence rate of o(1/At). Inspired by the proof of the o(1/k2) convergence rate of the NAG method, we find that
(11) is critical for proving the o(1/At) convergence rate of (4). To make (11) meaningful, we introduce the following
assumption:

Assumption 1. There exists a constant d ∈ (0, 1) such that 0 6 Ȧt 6 dat.

Let us revisit Example 2. In this case, at is of the same order as At. Thus, if Assumption 1 holds, then by (11),
we can easily prove the o(1/At) convergence rate of (4). The resulting theorem is given as follows:

Theorem 2. Let (X(t), Z(t)) be the solution to (4). If the following conditions hold:

5



• At = atbt and Assumption 1 holds,

• there exists a positive constant γ and a non-negative constant t0 such that at > γAt for all t > t0,

then

lim
t→∞

At[f(X(t))− f∗] = 0.

Proof. By Assumption 1, we have that
∫ ∞

0

(1− d)at[f(X(t))− f∗]dt 6

∫ ∞

0

(1 − d)at 〈∇f(X(t)), X(t)− x∗〉 dt < ∞.

Then we have

lim
t→∞

at[f(X(t))− f∗] = 0.

Because at > γAt for all t > t0, we can obtain

lim
t→∞

At[f(X(t))− f∗] = 0.

However, if at is an infinitesimal of higher order than At, such as the one demonstrated in Example 1, we need
some extra assumptions and inductions to obtain the o(1/At) convergence rate. First, we introduce the following
useful assumption and lemma:

Assumption 2. ct is differentiable and sup
t>0

ċt
at

< ∞.

Lemma 1. Let (X(t), Z(t)) be the solution to (4), and let G(t) be an auxiliary function defined as

G(t) := ct[f(X(t))− f(x∗)] +
1

2
‖X(t)− x∗‖2L − 〈X(t)− x∗, Z(t)− x∗〉L. (15)

If Assumptions 1 and Assumption 2 hold, and f ∈ Γ0(H) is continuously differentiable, then we have

Eα := E + αG is non-increasing and non-negative, ∀α ∈
(

0,
1− d

1 + supt>0
ċt
at

)

.

Additionally, we have that ‖X(t)− x‖2L is uniformly bounded, and

∫ ∞

0

bt‖
·

X(t)‖2L dt < ∞. (16)

Proof. The derivative of G(t) can be calculated as follows:

Ġ(t) = ċt[f(X)− f(x∗)] + ct

〈

∇f(X),
·

X

〉

+

〈

·

X,X − x∗

〉

L

−
〈

·

X,Z − x∗

〉

L

−
〈

X − x∗,
·

Z

〉

L

= − bt‖
·

X‖2L + at 〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉+ ċt[f(X)− f(x∗)].

By previous calculations and the proof for Theorem 1, the upper bound of Ėα can be estimated as follows:

·

Eα(t) = (Ȧt + αċt)[f(X)− f(x∗)]− (1− α)at 〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉

− αbt‖
·

X‖2L − atct ‖∇f(X)‖2L−1

6 [−(1− α− d)at + αċt][f(X)− f(x∗)]− αbt‖
·

X‖2
6 0.

6



Also, since α < 1, Eα(t) can be represented as sum of non-negative terms as follows:

Eα(t) = (At + αct)[f(X)− f(x∗)] +
α− α2

2
‖X − x∗‖2L +

1

2
‖Z − x∗ − α(X − x∗)‖2 .

Then we have

‖X − x∗‖2 6
2Eα(0)
α− α2

< ∞,

which shows that ‖X(t)− x∗‖2L is uniformly bounded.

Next, for all α ∈
(

0, 1−d

1+supt>0

ċt
at

)

, we integral Ėα(t) from 0 to ∞, and obtain

∫ ∞

0

αbt‖
·

X‖Ldt 6 Eα(0) < ∞.

Thus, we obtain (16).

With the above lemma, we can obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let (X(t), Z(t)) be the solution to (4). If

• At = atbt, Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 hold,

• there exists a positive constant γ and a non-negative constant t0 such that ct 6 γat for all t > t0,

• and β := lim
t→∞

t

bt
∈ (0,∞),

then we have
lim
t→∞

At[f(X(t))− f∗] = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 1 and Theorem 1, we have that lim
t→∞

G(t) exists. Since f(X(t))− f(x∗) 6 O(1/At) and ct 6 γat

for all t > t0, then we have lim
t→∞

ct[f(X(t))− f(x∗)] = 0. Thus

lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X(t)− x∗‖2L − 〈X(t)− x∗, Z(t)− x∗〉L exists.

Next, we will show that lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X(t)− x∗‖2L exists. By calculating the derivative of

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L, we have

d

dt

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L =

〈

·

X,X − x∗

〉

L

=
1

bt

〈

Z −X − ctL
−1∇f(X), X − x∗

〉

L

= − 1

bt
‖X − x∗‖2L +

1

bt
〈X − x∗, Z − x∗〉L − ct

bt
〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉

Then we have

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L +

t

β

d

dt

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L

=
1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L − t

btβ
‖X − x∗‖2L +

t

btβ
〈X − x∗, Z − x∗〉L − ctt

btβ
〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉 .

Since ct 6 γat for all t > t0, then by using (11), we have that

lim
t→∞

ctt

btβ
〈∇f(X), X − x∗〉 = 0.

Next, because lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L − 〈X − x∗, Z − x∗〉L exists and ‖X − x∗‖2L is uniformly bounded, we have that

lim
t→∞

(

1

2
− t

btβ

)

‖X − x∗‖2L +
t

btβ
〈X − x∗, Z − x∗〉L

=− lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L − 〈X − x∗, Z − x∗〉L .

7



Thus, lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L +

t

β

d

dt

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L exists. Then by Lemma 4, lim

t→∞

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L exists. Also, we have

lim
t→∞

〈

bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X), X − x∗

〉

L

exists.

Finally, we can prove lim
t→∞

At[f(X) − f∗] = 0. Owing to the existence of lim
t→∞

E(t), lim
t→∞

1

2
‖X − x∗‖2L, and

lim
t→∞

〈

bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X), X − x∗

〉

L

, we have that

lim
t→∞

At[f(X)− f(x∗)] +
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L

exists.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L

6 b2t‖
·

X‖2L + c2t ‖∇f(X)‖2L−1 .

Then by (11), (12), (16), and the assumptions that lim
t→∞

t

bt
∈ (0,∞) and ct 6 γat, we have that

lim
t→∞

At[f(X)− f(x∗)] = lim
t→∞

At[f(X)− f(x∗)] +
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

bt
·

X + ctL
−1∇f(X)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L

= 0.

To demonstrate the o(1/At) convergence rate of (4), we have introduced several additional assumptions. However,
it can be shown that these assumptions are valid for some typical scenarios.

Example 3. Firstly, let us revisit the parameters introduced in Example 1. Given that At = atbt and Ȧt = at, we

introduce a constant d ∈ (0, 1) and set ãt = d−1at = d−1ptp−1, b̃t = db̃t = dp−1t. Consequently, At = ãtb̃t and

Ȧt 6 dãt. By setting c̃t = ãt, the condition that c̃t 6 γãt is met. Furthermore, lim
t→∞

tb−1
t ∈ (0,∞) holds true. Hence,

the o(1/tp) convergence rate of (4) can be established.

Example 4. Secondly, we examine the parameters presented in Example 2. Given two constants λ ∈ (1,∞) and
d ∈ (0, 1), we define At = exp(λt), at = d−1λ exp(λt), bt = dλ−1, and ct = at. Under these definitions, the
assumptions given in Theorem 2 satisfied, thereby implying the o(exp(−λt)) convergence rate for (4).

3 Convergence Rate of SPPA

In this section, we establish the convergence rate of Algorithm 2. For notational convenience, we introduce the

term ∇̃f(xk+1) :=
(bk + 1)

ck
L(x̃k+1−xk+1). By the first-order characterization of xk+1, it follows that ∇̃f(xk+1) ∈

∂f(xk+1). Analogous to the discussion in Section 2, our initial step is to demonstrate both the last-iterate and the
convergence rate in a summation form of Algorithm 2. To achieve this, we define the following discrete-time Lyapunov
function:

E(k) := Ak[f(xk)− f(x∗)] +
1

2
‖zk − x∗‖2L. (17)

This Lyapunov function serves as a discrete counterpart to (8). Through the analysis of (17), we derive the subsequent
theorem.

Theorem 4. Let {xk}, {x̃k+1}, and {zk} denote the sequences generated by Algorithm 2. Assuming the conditions

Ak = akbk, 0 6 Ak+1 −Ak 6 ak, ck >
ak
2
, (18)

and f ∈ Γ0(H), the sequence {E(k)} is non-increasing. Consequently, the last-iterate convergence rate of Algorithm
2 is given by

f(xk)− f∗
6

A0

Ak

[f(x0)− f∗] +
distL(x0,Ω)

2

2Ak

. (19)
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Additionally, for any x∗ ∈ Ω,

∞
∑

k=0

(ak +Ak −Ak+1)〈∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗〉 6 A0[f(x0)− f∗] +
1

2
‖x0 − x∗‖2L , ∀x∗ ∈ Ω, (20)

∞
∑

k=0

(

akck − a2k
2

)

‖∇̃f(xk+1)‖2 6 A0[f(x0)− f∗] +
1

2
distL(x0,Ω)

2. (21)

Proof. Step 1: Estimating the upper bound of E(k + 1)− E(k). First, we can divide E(k + 1)− E(k) into three parts
as follows:

E(k + 1)− E(k) = Ak[f(xk+1)− f(xk)] + (Ak+1 −Ak)[f(xk+1)− f(x∗)]

+
1

2
‖zk+1 − x∗‖2L − 1

2
‖zk − x∗‖2L .

Next, we estimate the upper bound of first three terms. Since ∇̃f(xk+1) ∈ ∂f(xk+1), we have

Ak[f(xk+1)− f(xk)] 6 Ak

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − xk

〉

,

(Ak+1 −Ak)[f(xk+1)− f(x∗)] 6 (Ak+1 −Ak)
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

.

Also, we have

1

2
‖zk+1 − x∗‖2L − 1

2
‖zk − x∗‖2L = 〈zk+1 − zk, zk − x∗〉L +

1

2
‖zk+1 − zk‖2L

= − ak

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), zk − x∗
〉

+
a2k
2

∥

∥

∥
∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L−1
.

By summing previous inequalities and using the assumption that Ak = akbk, we have

E(k + 1)− E(k) 6 ak

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), (bk + 1)xk+1 − bkxk − zk

〉

+
a2k
2

∥

∥

∥
∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L−1

+ (Ak+1 −Ak − ak)
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

=

(

−akck +
a2k
2

)

∥

∥

∥
∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L−1

+ (Ak+1 −Ak − ak)
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

.

Step 2: Deriving the convergence rates of Algorithm 2. Since ck >
ak
2

and Ak+1 − Ak − ak > 0, we have

E(k + 1)− E(k) 6 0. Then we can obtain the following inequality

Ak[f(xk)− f(x∗)] 6 E(k) 6 E(0).

By dividing Ak on both sides of the above inequality and taking infimum respect to all x∗ ∈ Ω, we obtain (19).

Next, by summing E(k + 1)− E(k) from 0 to ∞, we have

∞
∑

k=0

(ak +Ak −Ak+1)
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

6

∞
∑

k=0

E(k + 1)− E(k) 6 E(0), (22)

∞
∑

k=0

(

akck −
a2k
2

)

∥

∥

∥
∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L−1
6

∞
∑

k=0

E(k)− E(k + 1) 6 E(0). (23)

(22) is (20). Next, by taking the infimum over all x∗ ∈ Ω on both sides of (23), we obtain (21).

Example 5. Here, we show that the conditions given in Theorem 4 are sufficiently weak enough to allow A-PPA to be
regarded as a special case of Algorithm 2. Let {ρk} be an arbitrary positive sequence. We construct an instance of

9



Algorithm 2 such that
ck

bk + 1
= ρk. Inspired by the convergence rate of Algorithm 1, we set

Ak =
1

2

(

k−1
∑

i=0

√
ρi

)2

,

ak =

√
ρk

2

(

√
ρk + 2

k−1
∑

i=0

√
ρi

)

,

bk =

(

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)2

√
ρk

(√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

) ,

ck =

√
ρk

(

∑k

i=0

√
ρi

)2

√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi
.

Firstly, because

bk + 1 =

(

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)2

+ 2
√
ρk
∑k−1

i=0

√
ρi + ρk

√
ρk

(√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)

=

(

∑k

i=0

√
ρi

)2

√
ρk

(√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

) ,

we have
ck

bk + 1
= ρk. Next, we show that ak 6

ck
2

. Since
√
ρk > 0, we have

ak =

√
ρk

(√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)2

2
(√

ρk + 2
∑k−1

i=0

√
ρi

)

6

√
ρk

(

2
√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)2

2
(√

ρk + 2
∑k−1

i=0

√
ρi

)

=

√
ρk

(

∑k

i=0

√
ρi

)2

2(
√
ρk + 2

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi)

= ck.

Then by Theorem 4, the convergence rate of Algorithm 2 is

f(xk)− f∗
6

distL(x0,Ω)
2

(

∑k−1
i=0

√
ρi

)2 ,

which is finer than the convergence rate of Algorithm 1 given in (3).

Next, we demonstrate the o(1/Ak) convergence rate of Algorithm 2. Analogous to the approach taken in Section
2, we establish this result under two distinct sets of assumptions.

Theorem 5. Let {xk}, {x̃k+1}, and {zk} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 2. Suppose the following conditions
hold:

• Ak = akbk,

• there exists a constant d ∈ (0, 1) such that 0 6 Ak+1 −Ak 6 dak,

• there exists a positive constant γ such that ak > γAk.

10



Under these assumptions, it follows that
lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] = 0.

Proof. By (20), the inequality f(xk+1) − f(x∗) 6
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

, and the assumption that there exists a

constant d ∈ (0, 1) such that 0 6 Ak+1 − Ak 6 dak, we have that lim
k→∞

ak[f(xk) − f∗] = 0. Because there exists a

positive constant γ such that ak > γAk, we have

lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] = 0.

Theorem 6. Let {xk}, {x̃k+1}, and {zk} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 2. Suppose the following conditions
are satisfied:

• Ak = akbk,

• there exists a constant d ∈ (0, 1) such that 0 6 Ak+1 −Ak 6 dak,

• supk>1

ck+1 − ck
ak

< ∞

• β := lim
k→∞

k

bk
∈ (1,∞),

• there exist two positive constants γ1 > 0.5 and γ2, and an integer K , such that γ1ak 6 ck 6 γ2ak for all
k > K .

Under these conditions, it follows that
lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] = 0.

Proof. Step 1: Introduce an auxiliary sequence. Let {G(k)} be the auxiliary sequence defined as

G(k) := ck[f(xk)− f(x∗)] +
1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L .

The difference of {G(k)} can be calculated as follows:

G(k + 1)− G(k) = (ck+1 − ck)[f(xk+1)− f(x∗)] + ck[f(xk+1)− f(xk)]

+ 〈xk+1 − xk, xk+1 − x∗〉L − 1

2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2L

− 〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − zk〉L − 〈xk+1 − xk, zk − x∗〉L

6 −
(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L + ak

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

+ (ck+1 − ck)[f(xk+1)− f(x∗)].

Step 2: Consider Eα(k) = E(k) + αG(k). Let α be an arbitrary constant that belongs to

(

0, 1−d

1+supk>1

ck+1−ck

ak

)

.

By previous calculations, we have

Eα(k + 1)− Eα(k) 6 [Ak+1 −Ak − (1− α)ak]
〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

+ α(ck+1 − ck)[f(xk+1)− f(x∗)]− α

(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L
6 [Ak+1 −Ak − (1− α)ak + α(ck+1 − ck)][f(xk+1)− f(x∗)]

− α

(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L

6 − α

(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L , ∀k > 1.

11



Thus, {Eα(k)}k>1 is non-increasing. In addition, since α < 1, we have

Eα(k) = (At + αct)[f(xk)− f(x∗)] +
α− α2

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L +

1

2
‖zk − x∗ − α(xk − x∗)‖2L . (24)

Thus {Eα(k)} is non-negative. The non-increasing property and non-negative of {Eα(k)} imply that lim
k→∞

Eα(k)
exists.

Step 3: Prove the existence of lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L. First, because the limits of both of Eα(k) and E(k) exists,

lim
k→∞

G(k) exists. Also, because f(xk)− f∗ 6 O(1/Ak) and ck 6 γ2ak for all k > K , we have

lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L exists. (25)

Also, by (24), we have that ‖xk − x∗‖2L is uniformly bounded.

Next, we consider the difference of
1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2. Direct calculations show that

1

2
‖xk+1 − x∗‖2L − 1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L = 〈xk+1 − xk, xk+1 − x∗〉L − 1

2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2L

=
1

bk
〈zk − xk+1, xk+1 − x∗〉L − ck

bk

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

− 1

2
‖xk+1 − xk‖2L

= −
(

1

bk
+

1

2

)

‖xk+1 − x∗‖2L +
1

bk
〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − x∗〉L

− ck − ak
bk

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

.

Then we have

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L +

k

β

(

1

2
‖xk+1 − x∗‖2L − 1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L

)

=

(

1

2
− k

bkβ

)

‖xk+1 − x∗‖2L +
k

bkβ
〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − x∗〉L

− (ck − ak)(k − β)

bkβ

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

− k − β

2β
‖xk+1 − xk‖2L

+
1

bk
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 1

bk
〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − x∗〉L .

First, because ‖xk − x∗‖2L is uniformly bounded, lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L−〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L exists, and lim

k→∞
kb−1

k ∈
(1,∞), we have that

lim
k→∞

1

bk
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 1

bk
〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − x∗〉L = 0.

Next, by (20) and lim
k→∞

k − β

bk
is finite,

lim
k→∞

− (ck − ak)(k − β)

bkβ

〈

∇̃f(xk+1), xk+1 − x∗
〉

= 0.

Additionally, because Eα(k + 1)− Eα(k) 6 −
(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L and lim
k→∞

kb−1
k ∈ (1,∞), we have

lim
k→∞

−k − β

2β
‖xk+1 − xk‖2L = 0.

Finally, owing to the existence of lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L, we have that

lim
k→∞

(

1

2
− k

bkβ

)

‖xk+1 − x∗‖2L +
k

bkβ
〈xk+1 − x∗, zk+1 − x∗〉L

= lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L − 〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L .

12



Then by Lemma 5, we can show that lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L exists.

Step 4: Demonstrate the o(1/Ak) convergence rate. Owing to the existence of lim
k→∞

1

2
‖xk − x∗‖2L, we obtain

that lim
k→∞

〈xk − x∗, zk − x∗〉L exists. Since zk = bk(xk+1 − xk) + ckL
−1∇̃f(xk+1) + xk+1, we have that

lim
k→∞

〈

(bk + 1)(xk+1 − xk) + ckL
−1∇̃f(xk+1), xk − x∗

〉

L
exists. (26)

Also, because of (25), (26), and the existence of lim
k→∞

E(k), we have

lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] +
1

2

∥

∥

∥
(bk + 1)(xk+1 − xk) + ckL

−1∇̃f(xk+1)
∥

∥

∥

2

L
exists. (27)

Next, because {Eα(k)}k>1 is non-increasing and non-negative and Eα(k + 1) − Eα(k) 6

−α

(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L for all k > 1, we have

∞
∑

k=1

(

bk +
1

2

)

‖xk+1 − xk‖2L < ∞. (28)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

1

2

∥

∥

∥
(bk + 1)(xk+1 − xk) + L−1ck∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L
6 (bk + 1)2 ‖xk+1 − xk‖2L + c2k

∥

∥

∥
∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L−1
. (29)

Based on (25)-(29), (20), (21), and γ1ak 6 ck 6 γ2ak, we have that

lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] = lim
k→∞

Ak[f(xk)− f∗] +
1

2

∥

∥

∥
(bk + 1)(xk+1 − xk) + L−1ck∇̃f(xk+1)

∥

∥

∥

2

L

= 0.

At the end of this section, we present several instances of Algorithm 2 that satisfy the conditions given in Theorem
5 or Theorem 6.

Example 6. Firstly, we propose an instance of Algorithm 2 such that
ck

bk + 1
is constant. Given r > 2, we set

Ak =
ck(k + r)

2r2
,

ak =
c(k + r)

r
,

bk =
k

r
,

ck =
c(k + r)

r
.

Direct calculation shows that

Ak+1 −Ak =
c(2k + r + 1)

r2
6

2

r
ak.

Then by Theorem 6, if r > 2, the convergence rate of Algorithm 2 is essentially o(1/k2). If r = 2, the convergence
rate of Algorithm 2 is O(1/k2).

Example 7. Next, we present an instance of Algorithm 2 with a p-th order convergence rate, where p > 1 is an integer.

Here, k(p) denotes
∏p−1

i=0 (k + i). Given d ∈ (0, 1], we set

Ak = k(p),

ak = pd−1(k + 1)(p−1),

bk = dp−1k,

ck = ak.

By Theorem 4, the convergence rate of Algorithm 2 is O(1/k(p)). Moreover, if d < 1, all assumptions stated in

Theorem 6 are satisfied, implying the convergence rate is essentially o(1/k(p)).

13



Example 8. Subsequently, we introduce an instance of Algorithm 2 with an exponential convergence rate. Given two
constants ρ > 1 and d ∈ (0, 1], we set

Ak = ρk,

ak = d−1(ρ− 1)ρk,

bk = d(ρ− 1)−1,

ck = ak.

By Theorem 4, the convergence rate of Algorithm 2 is O(ρ−k). Furthermore, if d < 1, all assumptions given in

Theorem 5 are satisfied, implying a convergence rate of o(ρ−k).

4 Application: Symplectic Augmented Lagrangian Method

In this section, we derive the symplectic augmented Lagrangian method via Algorithm 2. First, we give a brief
introduction to Lagrangian duality theory. To acquire further theory about Lagrangian duality theory, we refer to
[33, 8]. For the optimization problem (1), the corresponding perturbation problem is given as follows:

min
x

ϕ(x, u), (Pu)

where H ′ is an additional real Hilbert space, ϕ : H ×H ′ → R is the perturbation function of f such that ϕ(x, 0) =
f(x). The Lagrangian function is given as follow:

L(x, λ) = inf
u

ϕ(x, u) − 〈λ, u〉 . (30)

The Lagrangian duality problem respect to the primal problem (1) is defined as

max
λ

min
x

L(x, λ). (LD)

Because (LD) can be viewed as the optimization problem respect to the objective function − infx L(x, ·), Algorithm
2 can be used to solve (LD). By applying Algorithm 2 to (LD), we obtain

λ̃k+1 =
bk

bk + 1
xk +

1

bk + 1
zk, (31)

λk+1 = argmin
λ

{

− inf
x
L(x, λ) +

bk + 1

2ck

∥

∥

∥
λ− λ̃k+1

∥

∥

∥

2

L

}

, (32)

zk+1 = zk +
ak(bk + 1)

ck
(xk+1 − x̃k+1). (33)

Next, we simplify (32). First, (32) can be transformed into the following max-min problem:

max
λ

min
x,u

ϕ(x, u)− 〈λ, u〉 − bk + 1

2ck

∥

∥

∥
λ− λ̃k+1

∥

∥

∥

2

. (34)

Owing to Theorem 34.3 in [33], if ϕ is a proper convex function, (34) is equivalent to

min
x,u

max
λ

ϕ(x, u)− 〈λ, u〉 − bk + 1

2ck

∥

∥

∥
λ− λ̃k+1

∥

∥

∥

2

. (35)

It is obvious that the solution of (35) can be given as follows:

(xk+1, uk+1) = argmin
x,u

ϕ(x, u) −
〈

λ̃k+1, u
〉

+
ck

2(bk + 1)
‖u‖2L−1 , (36)

λk+1 = λ̃k+1 −
ck

bk + 1
L−1uk+1. (37)

In conclusion, by replacing L−1 by L, we obtain the following algorithm.

The reason why Algorithm 3 is called Symplectic Augmented Lagrangian Method is that

Lρ(x, λ) = inf
u

ϕ(x, u)− 〈λ, u〉+ ρ

2
‖u‖2

is the augmented Lagrangian function.
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Algorithm 3: Symplectic Augmented Lagrangian Method

Initialization: λ0, z0 = λ0;
for k = 0, 1, · · · do

Choose ak, bk, ck;

λ̃k+1 =
bk

bk + 1
λk +

1

bk + 1
zk;

(xk+1, uk+1) = argminx,u ϕ(x, u)−
〈

λ̃k+1, u
〉

+
ck

2(bk + 1)
‖u‖2L;

λk+1 = λ̃k+1 −
ck

bk + 1
Luk+1;

zk+1 = zk − akLuk+1;

Example 9 (Convex programming with linear equality constraints). Here, we consider the following problem:

min
x

f(x),

s.t. Ax = b,
(38)

where A ∈ R
m×n and f ∈ Γ0(R

n). Here we assume The perturbation function of (38) is given as follows:

ϕ(x, u) = f(x) + I(Ax − b = u). (39)

It is easy to verify that ϕ is closed proper convex if there exists x such that x belongs to relative interior of effective
domain of f and Ax = b. Also, the Lagrangian function can be transformed as follows:

L(x, λ) = inf
u

f(x) + I(Ax − b = u)− 〈λ, u〉
= f(x)− 〈λ,Ax− b〉 .

Also, the iteration formula of Algorithm 3 applied to (38) can be alternated by:

λ̃k+1 =
bk

bk + 1
λk +

1

bk + 1
zk,

xk+1 = argmin
x

f(x)−
〈

λ̃k+1, Ax− b
〉

+
ck

2(bk + 1)
‖Ax− b‖2L ,

λk+1 = λ̃k+1 −
ck

bk + 1
L(Axk+1 − b),

zk+1 = zk − akL(Axk+1 − b).

Lemma 2. Let {xk+1}, {λk}, {λ̃k+1}, and {zk} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 3. If ϕ(·, ·) is closed proper
convex function, then we have

inf
x
L(x, λk+1) = L(xk+1, λk+1) = ϕ(xk+1, uk+1)− 〈λk+1, uk+1〉 .

Proof. Since (xk+1, uk+1) is the optimal solution of optimization subproblem, then we have

0 ∈ ∂ϕ(xk+1, uk+1)− λ̃k+1 +
ck

bk + 1
uk+1

= ∂ϕ(xk+1, uk+1)− λk+1.

Then by the definition of augmented Lagrangian function, we have L(xk+1, λk+1) = ϕ(xk+1, uk+1)− 〈λk+1, uk+1〉.
Next, because inf L(x, λk+1) = infx,u ϕ(x, u)− 〈λk+1, u〉, we have infx L(x, λk+1) = L(xk+1, λk+1).

Corollary 1. Let {xk+1}, {λk}, {λ̃k+1}, and {zk} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 3. If ϕ(·, ·) is closed
proper convex function and (18) holds, then for all saddle point (x∗, λ∗) of Lagrangian function L, i. e.

L(x∗, λ) 6 L(x∗, λ∗) 6 L(x, λ∗), ∀x, λ,
we have

L(x∗, λ∗)− L(xk, λk) 6
A0

Ak

[L(x∗, λ∗)− inf
x
L(x, λ0)] +

1

2Ak

distL−1(x0,Ω)
2,

where Ω denote the solution set of (LD). In addition, we have
∞
∑

k=0

(

akck − a2k
2

)

‖uk+1‖2L 6 A0[L(x
∗, λ∗)− inf

x
L(x, λ0)] +

1

2
distL−1(x0,Ω)

2.

Our convergence result of Algorithm 3 extends the convergence result given in [18].
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5 Discussion

In this paper, we first investigate an ODE system given by (4). Utilizing the Lyapunov function technique, we
establish that the convergence rate of (4) is O(1/At). Subsequently, by introducing additional assumptions and refining
the Lyapunov function, we demonstrate the o(1/At) convergence rate of (4). Building upon these findings, we apply
the Symplectic Euler method to (4) to derive a novel proximal point algorithm for convex minimization, called the
Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm. Inspired by the analysis conducted for (4), we initially employ a discrete-time
Lyapunov function to prove the O(1/Ak) convergence rate of Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm. Additionally, by
introducing further assumptions and modifying the Lyapunov function, we are able to prove the o(1/Ak) convergence
rate of Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm.

Several valuable research questions remain open. Firstly, the proximal point algorithm has a more generalized
form known as the Bregman proximal point algorithm. In [40], the authors drew inspiration from the NAG method
and proposed a novel accelerated Bregman proximal point algorithm. It would be of interest to develop a new ODE
system for the accelerated Bregman proximal point algorithm and employ the Symplectic Euler method to derive a
novel accelerated Bregman Proximal Point Algorithm. Furthermore, the optimization subproblems that arise in the
Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm may not always be solvable exactly. Therefore, developing an inexact variant
of the Symplectic Proximal Point Algorithm is essential for practical applications.

A Auxiliary results

In this section, we present some auxiliary results used in the proof for our results.

Lemma 3 (Lemma 5.1 in [1]). Let ε > 0 be a constant. Suppose that f ∈ [ε,∞) is locally absolutely continuous,
bounded from below, and there exists g ∈ L

1([ε,∞)) such that for almost every t > ε

d

dt
f(t) 6 g(t).

Then the limit lim
t→∞

f(t) exists.

Lemma 4 (Lemma A.2 in [4]). Let a > 0 and q : [t0,∞) be a continuously differentiable function such that

lim
t→∞

q(t) +
t

a
q̇(t) = l ∈ H.

Then lim
t→∞

q(t) = l.

Lemma 5 (Lemma A.5 in [10]). Let a > 1 and {qk} be a bounded sequence in H such that

lim
k→∞

qk +
k

a
(qk+1 − qk) = l ∈ H.

Then it holds lim
k→∞

qk = l.
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