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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we present two stepsize rules for the extended Golden Ratio primal-
dual algorithm (E-GRPDA) designed to address structured convex optimization
problems in finite-dimensional real Hilbert spaces. The first rule features a nonin-
creasing primal stepsize that remains bounded below by a positive constant and is
updated adaptively at each iteration, eliminating the need for the Lipschitz con-
stant of the gradient of the function and the norm of the operator involved. The
second stepsize rule is adaptive, adjusting based on the local smoothness of the
smooth component function and the local estimate of the norm of the operator. In
other words, we present an adaptive version of the E-GRPDA algorithm. Impor-
tantly, both methods avoid the use of backtracking to estimate the operator norm.
We prove that E-GRPDA achieves an ergodic sublinear convergence rate with both
stepsize rules, evaluated using the primal-dual gap function. Additionally, we estab-
lish an R-linear convergence rate for E-GRPDA with the first stepsize rule, under
some standard assumptions and with appropriately chosen parameters. Through nu-
merical experiments on various convex optimization problems, we demonstrate the
effectiveness of our approaches and compare their performance to the existing ones.
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1. Introduction

Let X and Y be finite-dimensional real Hilbert spaces. In this paper, we consider the
following structured optimization problem

min f(z) + g(K) + h(z), (1)

where f : X — (—o00,00] and g : Y — (—o00, 00| are convex, proper, and lower semi-
continuous (lsc) functions, K : X — Y is a linear operator, and h : X — R is a convex,
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differentiable function with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient, i.e.,
IVh(z) = Vh(y)ll < Lz - y[|, Va,y € X,
The Fenchel dual problem of (1) is given by

max —(f + )" (=K"u) - g*(u), (2)

ueY

where g*(y) = sup,cy{(y, 2) — g(2)} denotes the Legendre—Fenchel conjugate of g and
K™ is the adjoint of the linear operator K.

A notable example of a problem in the form of (1) is the Fused LASSO problem
[35,41], which is commonly used in areas such as genomics, signal processing, and
image segmentation. This problem takes the form

: 1
min F(z) := AleBHl+A2HD$!!1+§HA96—5H27 3)

which corresponds to (1) with f(x) = M|z|1, g(z) = Xe|z|:, K = D, and
h(z) = 3||Az — b||?, where A € R™", b € R™, and D € RM=1x" is the differ-
ence operator [39]. Here, A1, Ay > 0 are regularization parameters. Furthermore, when
A2 = 0, (3) reduces to the well-known LASSO problem [34], which is a particular case
of (1) when h = 0. Another relevant example of (1) is the Elastic Net reqularization
[45], which combines both ¢; and ¢y penalties. This approach is particularly effective
for high-dimensional data where predictors are highly correlated or outnumber the ob-
servations, as it balances sparsity and grouping effects to enhance predictive accuracy
and interpretability. Given f(z) = ||z||1, g(z) = 3|z — b||%, and h(z) = A2||z||?, where
K € R™" b € R™, and A, A2 > 0 are regularization parameters, the Elastic Net
problem can be written as

. 1
min F(z) := \||z||1 +§||K:c—b||2+)\2||:c||2. (4)

In addition to these, optimization problems of the form (1) are prevalent in various
other fields, such as image denoising, machine learning, game theory, operations re-
search, and many more, see, [4,6,12,16,26,40,44] and references therein.

The convex minimization problem (1) can be solved using the Forward-Backward
type splitting methods [1,20,27], provided that the prozimal operator of f 4+ go K
can be computed efficiently. However, in practice, this can be challenging even for
simple nonsmooth function g. For instance, consider the case where g(z) = ||z||1, and
f = 0. It is well known that the proximal map of g is given by the soft thresholding
operator, while there is no closed-form solution for the proximal operator of g o K
when K is not an orthogonal or diagonal matrix, see [28, Section 2.2]. To overcome
this difficulty, we can decouple g and K by introducing ¢* into (1). This gives the
saddle point formulation of the problem as

minmax.Z(z,y) := f(z) + h(z) + (Kz,y) — g"(y)- (5)
reX ye

Under strong duality, the saddle point formulation (5) represents a framework for
simultaneously solving both the primal problem (1) and the dual problem (2). We
begin by reviewing the literature when the smooth term A = 0 and then proceed to



discuss the scenario when h is nonzero.

Case 1 (h = 0): To solve (1) and (2), a classical primal-dual approach is the
alternating direction methods of multipliers (ADMM); see, for example, [14,15,20].
Although ADMM can directly be applied to solve min, f(z) + (g o K)(z), it requires
knowledge of the proximal operator of g o K, which can be challenging, as highlighted
in the example mentioned earlier. To utilize the proximal operators of f and g
separately, we can introduce a new variable z and reformulate min, f(z) + g(Kx) as

min f(x) 4+ g(z) subject to Kz — z = 0. (6)

T,z

Now, applying ADMM to (6) results in the following iterative updates

ZTp41 = argming f(x) + %HKx — 2z +un?,
Zny1 = argming, g(2) + G| K@ng1 — 2 + unll?, (7)
Upt1 = Up + KTpi1 — 2p41,

where ¢’ > 0. Although the z-update of (7) can be computed easily if the proximal
operator of g is known, solving the z-update requires an iterative approach and the
assumption that K has a full rank. Under the assumption rank K = dim Y, the z-
update can be written as x,y; = proxg}K((K*K)_lK*(zn — uy)), where proxffK is
the generalized proximal operator [29,512], which restricts the possible choices %or K.
Moreover, when g(z) = 3|lz — b||*> and f = 0, solving the z-update in (7) is equivalent
to solving the linear system

(K*K +6'1zpe1 = K*b + §'up + Y Ky

For large, dense matrices, efficiently solving such systems becomes challenging due
to the substantial memory required to store the matrix during computation. These
limitations can be circumvented by employing a simple primal-dual approach known
as the Arrow-Hurwicz method [36]. This method leverages the proximal operators of
f and ¢g* individually, which removes the need to solve subproblems or handle systems
involving the operator K. Given (zg,y0) € X X Y, the iteration scheme for n > 1 is

Tp = prox, f(Tn—1 — TK*Yp-1), (8)
Yn = ProX, g (Yn—1 — 0 Kwy),

where 7,0 > 0 are the primal and dual stepsize parameters, respectively. The conver-
gence of the Arrow—Hurwicz method [36] heavily depends on the choice of objective
functions, their domains, and the appropriate selection of stepsizes 7 and o. For ex-
ample, when the domain of ¢g* is bounded, the convergence of the method has been
established with a convergence rate of O(1/v/N), where N is the number of iterations,
measured by the primal-dual gap function; see [6,26]. However, the sequence generated
by this method does not converge in general; see [17,18] for a series of counterexam-
ples in both one and higher dimensions. To achieve convergence of (8) in more general
cases, Chambolle and Pock [6] introduced an extrapolation step in (8) following the
computation of the primal variable x,,. For (zg,70) € X x Y, § € [0,1], and n > 1, the



Chambolle—Pock primal-dual algorithm iterates as

Tp = proX, f(Tn—1 — TK*Ypn1),
T = xp +0(xy — Tp_1), (9)
Yn = PrOX, g (Yn—1 — 0 K Ty).

For § = 0, the primal-dual algorithm (9) reduces to the Arrow-Hurwicz algorithm (8).
Chambolle and Pock proved the convergence of (9) for § = 1, commonly known as the
Primal-Dual Hybrid Gradient (PDHG) method. They demonstrated that this method
achieves a convergence rate of O(1/N), measured by the primal-dual gap function,
provided that the stepsize condition 7o K|? < 1 is satisfied, see, [6, Theorem 1].
Additionally, convergence is also guaranteed when 7| K||?> = 1, see, [13, Theorem 3.3],
which simplifies stepsize selection by reducing it to the tuning of a single parameter.
More recently, Chang and Yang introduced a modified version of the Arrow-Hurwicz
algorithm called the Golden Ratio primal-dual algorithm (GRPDA) [8, Algorithm 3.1].
This algorithm allows for larger primal-dual stepsizes compared to PDHG, with its
benefits demonstrated through experimental results [8]. For (zo,y0) € X x Y, with
zo = xg and n > 1, the GRPDA iteration scheme is given by

w1 1

T"En + Eznfly

Ty, = proxX, f(zn — TK Yn-1),
Yn = ProX, - (Yn—1 — o Kxp).

Zn —

(10)

The main difference between the Chambolle-Pock primal-dual algorithm (9) and
GRPDA (10) is that, instead of the extrapolation term, a convex combination based
on the Golden Ratio is added in the z-subproblem of (8). This convex combination
allows GRPDA to converge when the stepsize condition 70| K||? < ¢ is satisfied,
where ¢ is the Golden Ratio. The authors also demonstrated that GRPDA achieves
a convergence rate of O(1/N), measured by the primal-dual gap function, see [8,
Theorem 3.2]. Furthermore, it was shown that a form of (9) with § = 1 and (10)
are equivalent when GRPDA is interpreted as a preconditioned ADMM, see, [8,
Section 3] for detailed calculations. When the primal-dual algorithm (9) is interpreted
as preconditioned ADMM, the preconditioned matrix must necessarily be positive
definite to prove global convergence, which is guaranteed by the stepsize condition
ro||K|? < 1. However, in the case of GRPDA, the preconditioned matrix is allowed to
be indefinite, offering a broader choice of parameters for practical applications. Never-
theless, all the above-mentioned algorithms require the knowledge of the norm of the
operator K during the application, which is a disadvantage when the norm is unknown.

Case 2 (h # 0): When the smooth term is nonzero i.e., (h # 0), all the
aforementioned methods can still be applied by replacing f with f + h. However,
in this case, computing the proximal operator of f + h could be more challenging
than that of f alone. To address this shortcoming, the authors [13,38] extended the
PDHG algorithm by incorporating the first-order approximation of the gradient of the
differentiable function h into the primal variable updates during the iterations of (9),
resulting in the Condat—Vu algorithm. Starting from an initial point (zg,y0) € X x Y



and for n > 1, the steps of the Condat—V1u algorithm proceed as follows

Ty, = proxX, ;(zn-1 — TK*Ypn—1 — TVh(Tn-1)),
T =X+ 0(xy — Tp_1), (11)
Yn = ProXyge (Yn—1 — 0 KTp).

In this case, the sequences generated by (11) converge under the stepsize condition
7o||K||? + 7L/2 < 1. In recent years, various three-operator primal-dual algorithms,
akin to the Condat—V1u algorithm, have been developed to address the problem (1).
These algorithms ensure global convergence by requiring a stepsize inequality that
depends on both the || K| and the Lipschitz constant L. Notable examples include the
primal-dual fized point algorithm (PDFP) [11], the primal-dual three-operator splitting
(PD30) [39], and the primal-dual Davis-Yin splitting (PDDY) [31], all of which share
the stepsize condition 7o ||K||? < 1 and 7L < 2, ensuring convergence to a saddle point
under the assumptions of convexity and global Lipschitz continuity of the gradient
of the smooth function. More recently, Malitsky and Tam [25] developed a three-
operator primal-dual algorithm, also known as the primal-dual twice reflected (PDTR)
method, which converges globally under the stepsize condition 70| K|? + 27L < 1.
Since GRPDA (10) can be seen as an extension of the PDHG algorithm for h = 0, Zhou
et al. [43] similarly extended GRPDA (10) to the three-operator splitting (i.e., h # 0)
settings, referred to as the extended Golden Ratio primal-dual algorithm (E-GRPDA).
Given (zg,y0) € X x Y with zg = x¢, E-GRPDA iterates as

-1 1
—Tn + —Zn-1,
¥ p
Ty = proX, s(zn — TK*yn—1 — TVh(71-1)),

Yn = ProXgge (Yn—1 + o Kwy) .

- (12)

The sequence generated by (12) converges, as measured by the function value residual
and constraint violation, provided the stepsize condition 7o||K||? 4+ 27L(1 — p) <
(1 — p) is satisfied with p € (0,1) and ¢ € (1, ¢)].

Nonetheless, in all the aforementioned primal-dual algorithms and their extensions,
prior knowledge of the operator norm of K and the Lipschitz constants L is required
to select appropriate values for 7 and o to achieve the desired numerical performance
within a given number of iterations. These requirements are often impractical or ex-
pensive to compute for many optimization problems. For example, in CT image recon-
struction [32], the exact spectral norm of K is typically large, dense, and expensive to
compute. Therefore, for scenarios like this, we need stepsizes that do not depend on
the parameters L and || K||. To avoid this setback, Malitsky and Pock [24] incorporate
a backtracking linesearch strategy into a version of the Condat—Vu algorithm (11).
However, it still requires global Lipschitzness of Vh. In a similar manner, Chang et
al. [10] also introduced the linesearch technique into (10) to remove the dependency
on || K||. While linesearch enables the algorithm to adaptively determine appropriate
stepsizes during execution, it requires an inner loop within each outer iteration to run
until a stopping criterion is met, which can be time-consuming.

To mitigate the limitations of linesearch, adaptive methods offer effective alterna-
tives by refining poor initial stepsizes and eliminating dependence on global Lipschitz
continuity by exploiting the approximation of the inverse local Lipschitz constant.
In light of this idea, several authors have developed adaptive methods for different



cases of (1). In 2019, Malitsky and Michenko [22] proposed an adaptive stepsize rule
for (1) when f = ¢g = 0, using the local information of the gradient of h. More re-
cently, Vladarean et al. [37] introduced an adaptive primal-dual algorithm (APDA)
for a special case of (1) when f = 0, which also uses the local information of VA
around the current iterates but still requires the knowledge of ||K||. Building on sim-
ilar concepts, Latafat et al. [19] introduced a fully adaptive three-operator splitting
method (adaPDM+) to solve (1) by leveraging the local Lipschitz continuity of Vh
and incorporating a linesearch technique to remove the reliance on ||K|| as a parame-
ter. Independently, Malitsky and Mishchenko [23] extended their works from [22] and
proposed the adaptive proximal gradient method (AdaProxGD) for the special case of
(1) when g = 0. Given the limitations of linesearch, we aim to develop an adaptive
algorithm for (1) that utilizes both the local estimates of the Lipschitz constant L and
the operator norm of K.

In 2020, Malitsky [21, Algorithm 1] proposed an adaptive Golden Ratio algorithm
(aGRAAL) for solving mixed variational inequality problems (MVIP) that adapts
to local smoothness similarly to the methods in [32,37]. This method addresses the
following MVIP for a given monotone, locally Lipschitz continuous function F on a
finite-dimensional Hilbert space V

Find u* € V such that (F(u*),u —u*) 4+ 0(u) — 0(u*) > 0,Yu € V. (13)

The framework of (13) can be recovered by writing the optimality conditions of (1) and
taking u = (z,y) with F(u) = (Vh(z)+ K*y, —Kz) and 0(u) = f(z)+g¢*(y). However,
as pointed out in [8,37], if aGRAAL is applied to this derived variational inequality
framework of (1) with v = (x,y),v = (z,w) € V = X x Y, and the inner product
((x,y), (z,w)) = (z, z) + (y,w), the following primal-dual algorithm is obtained

Algorithm 1 aGRAAL
L: Step 0: Let o, T1 € Xa Yo, Y1 € Ya (LfO)gO) = (5507y0)- Set )‘0 > 07 1/] € (1)d)]7

where ¢ is the Golden Ratio, p = i + gz, 6 > 0, and A > 0.
2: Step 1: Update

POn—1 [|un, _un—ln2 5\} '

Ap = min § pA,—_1, ,
{” " A [[F(un) — F )|

3: Step 2: Compute

_'1 n _nf — *
Tp = (W )a;} T 1, Tpt1 = ProxXy ¢ (Tn — MK Yn — M Vh(z0)),
_ (14)
_ -1 n + n— _
Yn = W ):zb Ynl » Yn41 = Proxy g« (n + AnKxy) .

4: Step 3: Update

An
An—l'

On =1

5: Step 4: Let n <+ n + 1 and return to Step 1.

The Algorithm 1 presented above is a Jacobian-type algorithm that does not lever-



age information from the current iterate. More precisely, the immediate primal update
ZTn+1 18 not used in calculating the subsequent dual update y,, 1. Furthermore, in both
the z- and y- subproblems of (14), the primal and dual stepsizes are equal, which can
be limiting as it may result in poorer convergence bounds. Therefore, a fully adap-
tive method that performs updates in a Gauss—Seidel fashion at each iteration would
be beneficial, allowing for efficient resolution of (12) while leveraging the problem’s
inherent structure.

1.1. Motivations and Contributions

Our main motivation is to propose new stepsize rules for the extended Golden Ratio
primal-dual algorithm (12), where the primal-dual stepsizes are independent of the
parameters ||K| and L. Broadly speaking, our motivations are twofold: Firstly, we
propose a new stepsize rule for E-GRPDA (12), where the primal stepsize 7, is non-
increasing and separated from zero. The existence of the global Lipschitz constant L
is sufficient to prove the global convergence of our proposed Algorithm 2. However,
verifying the global smoothness property can be challenging, particularly when h is a
complex nonsmooth function. Additionally, Algorithm 2 may experience slower con-
vergence and require more iterations to reach a specified error bound, as the stepsize
Tn, is nonincreasing. Secondly, to mitigate the above difficulties, we propose an adap-
tive method (Algorithm 3) for (12), where the primal stepsize 7,, adapts to the local
geometry around the norm of the operator and the gradient of h, thereby eliminating
the dependency on || K| as well as global smoothness of h. In Algorithm 3, the step-
size T, is allowed to adaptively increase and decrease while preserving all the favorable
convergence properties.
The rest of this paper outlines the following contributions:

e In Section 2, we discuss some useful lemmas and blanket assumptions that apply
to the proposed algorithms throughout the paper. We also define the primal-dual
gap function needed for convergence analysis.

e In Section 3, we analyze the extended GRPDA (12) with a new stepsize rule
proposed in Algorithm 2, which, unlike traditional approaches, does not require
knowledge of L and eliminates the need for backtracking by using the estimates
of || K| around the current iterates. We establish both global iterate convergence
and an ergodic O(1/N) rate of convergence, where N is the iteration count, as
measured by the primal-dual gap function. By carrying out refined analysis, we
extend the region of convergence of Algorithm 2 from (1, ¢] to (1,1 ++/3) as it
was done for GRPDA (10) in [9]. Furthermore, we show that when the initial
primal stepsize 7q is less than or equal to the positive constant min{m, %},

the stepsize condition for (12) can still be recovered, which is an advancement
for the E-GRPDA algorithm.

e In Section 4, we demonstrate nonergodic R-linear convergence rate of Algo-
rithm 2 when both ¢* and h are strongly convex functions under some appropri-
ate parameter choices.

e In Section 5, we introduce an adaptive stepsize rule to solve (12) as formulated
in Algorithm 3, where the stepsize 7,, can increase in flatter regions, unlike in
Algorithm 2. This method, like Algorithm 2, does not require backtracking to
eliminate the need for knowledge of the norm of K and further improves upon
Algorithm 2 by using the local Lipschitz information of Vh instead of relying



on global Lipschitz continuity. Moreover, it can readily adjust to poor initial
stepsizes by adapting to the local geometry of the smooth function h. We estab-
lish the global convergence of the method and demonstrate an O(1/N) rate of
convergence, similar to other adaptive primal-dual methods such as APDA and
adaPDM+, etc.

e Section 6 presents numerical experiments on various problems, including LASSO,
Non-negative least squares, Fused LASSO, and Elastic Net regularization. We
demonstrate the applicability and performance of the proposed strategies, show-
ing that they outperform existing methods.

2. Preliminaries and Assumptions

Throughout this paper, we denote the Golden Ratio by ¢ = 1+—2‘/5 The norm of a
linear operator K : X — Y is defined by | K|| = sup{||Kz|: ||z]| =1, z € X }.

Given a proper, convex and lsc function f : X — (—o0, o], the effective domain of
[ is given by dom(f) = {x € X: f(x) < +o0}. The subdifferential of f at z* € dom(f)
is denoted by df(z*), and 9f : X — 2% is defined as

of(z*) ={v eX: f(x) > f(z") + (v,xz — 2") Vo € X}.

For § > 0, the prozimal operator [30, Example 2.5.1] of f with the parameter g is
given by

_ , L e
proxg () = argergm{f(y) + 2BHy z||°}.

For any 3 > 0, the proximal operator proxg, is well defined, see [30, Section 1.3.11].
Now, we are ready to state the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. [2, Proposition 12.26] Suppose that f : X — (—o0,00] is a proper,
conver and lsc function. Then, for any v € X and A > 0, we have § = prox,(z) if
and only if

Af@) - W) <{@—zy—q, WyeX

Given a non empty set D, the indicator function ip is defined as ip(z) =0if z € D,
and ip(x) = oo otherwise.
Next, we make the following blanket assumptions.

Assumption 2.2. We assume that the set of solutions of (5) is non-empty. Moreover,
it holds that 0 € ri(K (dom(f) — dom(g))

Here, “ri” denotes the relative interior [2, Definition 6.9] of a convex set. Under

Assumption 2.2, it follows from [13, Section 2] and [2, Definition 19.16] that a pair
(Z,y) is a solution of (5) if and only if # and ¥ is a solution to the primal problem
(1) and the dual problem (2), respectively, which is equivalently characterized by the
following inequality

2L(z,y) < L(7,9) < L(x,7), Y(z,y) e X x V. (15)



Throughout the paper, we denote €2 as the set of all saddle points of £, which is
nonempty under Assumpton 2.2, and is given by

Q={(z,9) eXxY:—-K*yedf(z)+ Vh(z), 0€ dg*(y) — Kz}. (16)

Let (Z,y) € Q. Then, for any (z,y) € X x Y, the primal-dual gap function G is defined
as

Note that G(z,y) depends on (Z,§), which does not need to be mentioned explicitly as

it is clear from the context. Moreover, we can rewrite (17) as G(z,y) = P(x) + D(y),
where P(x) and D(y) are given by

(18)

)
&

[
SN

(z,9) = Z(@,9) = (f + h)(z) = (f + h)(Z) + (K(z - 2),y — 9),
(z,9) - ZL(x,y) = 9" (y) — 9" (1) — (KZ,y — ).

From (15), (17) and (18), it follows that P(x), D(y), and G(z,y) are all convex func-
tions in their respective variables. Additionally, we have P(xz) > 0, D(y) > 0, and
G(z,y) > 0 Vax,y. The primal-dual gap function has been used in the analysis of
GRPDA and other primal-dual algorithms; for instance, see, [6-8,10,24,37].

Assumption 2.3. The prozimal operators of f and g are “proximal friendly”; that
18, the proximal operators of f and g can be evaluated efficiently.

Both Assumption 2.2 and Assumption 2.3 are common in literature, see [8,10,37].
Note that, under Assumption 2.3, the proximal operator of the conjugate ¢* can be
computed using the Moreau decomposition [3, Theorem 6.45].

We end this section with the following useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.4. [2] For any a,b,c € X and o € R, we have

L Ma— el — Ljo— o
(a=b,a—c) = Slla—bl* + Slla— clf* = 5o el (192)
Jaa+ (1= )| = aflal + (1 = )b]* = a(l = a)la— b2 (19b)

Lemma 2.5. [9] Suppose that (p,) and (g,) are two nonnegative real sequences and
that there exists a natural number ng such that pn+1 < DPp — qn, Y1 > ng. Then,
>0 1 gn < 00 and lim p, ezists.

n—oo

Lemma 2.6. Formi,ms € R, p >0, and q > 0, we have %(mrkmg)2 < pm3+qm3.

3. GRPDA with partially adaptive stepsize

In this section, we introduce a partially adaptive stepsize rule for E-GRPDA (12)
that neither requires prior knowledge of the norm of the operator K nor the Lipschitz
constant L as inputs of the algorithm. We refer to this algorithm, which is presented
in Algorithm 2, as the partially adaptive Golden Ratio primal-dual algorithm (P-
GRPDA). By “partially adaptive,” we indicate that the stepsize 7, is constrained
from increasing at any iteration.



Assumption 3.1. Suppose that f and g are proper, convex and lsc, and h is convex
and L-smooth.

Algorithm 2 Partially Adaptive GRPDA (P-GRPDA) for (12)

1: Step 0: Let 9 € X, yo € Y, 20 = 20, 8 > 0,0 < 24/ < p < ¢/2, ¢ € (1,¢].
Suppose 19 > 0 and n = 1.
2: Step 1: Compute

Zn = ww_lxn—l + ;}Zn—la (20)

Ty = proxfnflf(zn — Tn1K"Yn—1 — Tn—1Vh(zp-1)). (21)

3: Step 2: Update

r — min {T . pllzn — 20 1] M/H:Un — T 1| }
" e \/BHK:Un - Kxnfln’ IVA(2n) — Vh(zy—1)|| ’

(22)

On = PTh.

I

. Step 3: Compute
Yn = ProX, .- (Yn—1 + onKxy) . (23)

5. Step 4: Let n < n + 1 and return to Step 1.

Before turning our attention to the convergence analysis, some comments regarding
Algorithm 2 are in order.

Remark 3.2. Here, 5 > 0 is an algorithmic parameter to maintain the balance in
convergence by scaling the dual steps. In (22), when Kz, = Kx,-1 or Vh(z,) =
Vh(zp—1) holds for some n, we adopt the convention that 1/0 = oco. Under this
convention, the stepsize 7, is chosen as the minimum of 7,1 and the value of the
last two terms in (22) whose denominator is nonzero. Additionally, if z, = z,_1, we
adopt the convention % = 00, and set 7,, = T,_1. Moreover, when Kx, = Kz,_1 and

Vh(zn) = Vh(z,—1) simultaneously hold for some n, the convention § = oo ensures
that 7, defaults to the previous primal stepsize 7,,_1.

Remark 3.3. From (22), it follows that (7,,) is nonincreasing, which may slow down
Algorithm 2 for a given convergence bound. However, larger p and y’ for a given
play a crucial role in estimating | K| and L. Therefore, in practice, the largest pair
(u, p') is selected for a given 1. In Theorem 3.8, we extend the allowable values of
pand g for 1 < 1) < 14 /3, and the selection of the largest pairs for a given 1) is
illustrated in Figure 1.

Next, we present the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let (1,,) be the stepsize sequence generated by Algorithm 2. Then,

(Tn) is bounded below by n = min{ } and limy, oo 7, > 1 > 0.

M M
T R s
0 VBIK] L

Proof. We use induction to prove our first claim. First note that, from the definition of
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Tp in (22), we have 7, < 7,1, Vn > 1. Noting the conventions described in Remark 3.2,
the definition of || K| together with Lipschitz continuity of Vh yields the following
inequality for all n > 1

 — min {T . pllen — Tn 1| N/Hl"n | }
’ \/BHKxn - Kxn—lH’ |Vh(2n) = VhA(zn-1)|l (24)

> min Tn_l,L,i/ .
- VBIK] L
14

Now, for n = 1, from (24), we have 71 > 7, where n = min {7’0, m, i’ } Suppose

Tn, > 1 holds for some n. Then, by induction and (24), we have

: pooof
> = > . 2
e 2 i g o 2 )

Therefore, we conclude the first claim of our proof. For the second claim, note that
the sequence (7;,) is nonincreasing and bounded below by 1 > 0. Consequently, this
implies that (7,,) is convergent and lim,, oo 7, = 7 > 1 > 0 for some 7 > 0. O

3.1. Convergence analysis

In this section, we establish the convergence of Algorithm 2.

Lemma 3.5. Let (z,y) € S. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3 and 3.1, let {(zn, Tn, Tn, Yn)}
be the sequence generated by Algorithm 2. Then, there exists a natural number ne such
that, ¥Yn > na, the following holds

Vo 1
270G (%, yn) + 17 = znv2ll” + Zlly = ynll? + 120 — 24 |2
v -1 B
Yo 1 _
§d}_1H$—zn+1H2+BHy—yn,1H2Jr,u/Hxn—xn,1||2—¢9n||a:n—zn+1\|2, (26)
where 6,, = Tn .
Tn—1

Proof. Using (21), (23), Lemma 2.1, and the fact o, = 7, from (22), we obtain the
following inequalities

Tn(f($n+1) - f(j)) < <xn+1 — Zn+1 T TnK*yn + Tth(xn)7 r— xn+1>7

Tn (g*(yn) - g*(ﬂ)) < <;(yn - ynfl) — TnKTpn,§ — yn> .

(27)

Similarly, using the fact that z,, — 2z, = ¥ (z, — zn+1), We get
Tnfl(f(l'n) - f(xn+1)) < <33n — Zp + TnflK*ynfl + Tn,1Vh(.’En,1), Tn+1 — mn>

= <w(xn - Zn—i—l) + Tn—lK*yn—l + Tn—IVh(xn—l)y Tn+l1l — xn>
(28)

11



™ followed by adding two inequalities in (27) gives
Tn—1

Multiplying (28) by 6, =

Tn(f(xn) - f(j) + g*(yn) - g*(g)) < <wn+1 - Zn—i—l;«i' - xn+1>
1

+ <¢§n(xn - Zn+1)7 Tp4+1 — mn> + <yn — Yn—1,Y — yn> + Tn<K*yn—17 Tn4+1 — $n>

+ Tn<K*yn7 T — In+1> - Tn<Kxna Yy — yn> + Tn<Vh(xn—1)a Tn+1 — xn>
+ 7 (Vh(zy), T — zpi1). (29)

=

By adding 7,,(h(x,) — h(Z)) to both sides of (29) and performing some straightforward
calculations, we obtain
Tn<$($n,g) - $<i'7 yn)) S <xn+1 - Zn—l—l?'i' - wn+1>

1
+ Y (On(Tn — 2n11), Tna1 — Tn) + 5@” — Yn—1,Y — Yn)
+ <K(xn - xn—i—l)u Yn — yn—1> + Tn<Vh(xn—1)7 Tn4+1 — xn>

+ Tn(h(xn) — R(Z) + (VRh(zy), T — Tpy1)). (30)
Now, by using the convexity of A and the definition of G, we obtain
Tng(xna yn) < <xn+1 — Zn+1,T — xn+1> + ¢<§n($n - zn—i-l)a Tp4+1 — xn>
1 _
+ E<yn —Yn—1,Y — yn> + Tn<K($n - xn—i—l)a Yn — yn—1>
+ o (Vh(zy) — Vh(zp_1),2n — Tpt1). (31)

Furthermore, using (19b) on the first three terms of the RHS of (31), we obtain

1 1 _ 1,

TnG(Tn, Yn) + 5”5’ — T || + %Hy —Un 12 — 241l + ﬁ”y — Y |)?
Yo, Py, 2
||xn - xn-i-lH

1
- 5”9571-1-1 - Zn+1H2 - THxn - Zn+1”2 Ty

I? <

N

0 1
0 — 2|2 2510 = vl 7K = 42), 1 )

2
+ (Vh(zp) — Vh(Tn-1), Tn — Tnt1). (32)
Now, using equation (22) along with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
Tn(Vh(zn) = VR(Tn-1), Tn — Tnt1) < ol VI(20) = V(@0-1) ||| 20 — Znt |
< Wln = a1 n — 2na (39)

/ !/
< Ellen = 2P + 5 lan = @

12



In a similar manner, from (22), we have

(K (Tn — Tnt1)s Yn — Yn—1) < Tol|Kzn — Kzpiall [|[yn — yn-1l
W

< \/B||xn - :L'nJrlHHyn - yn71|| (34)

IN

B T

Also, from equation (20), see that

¥ 1
¥ —1 -1

Combining (32), (33), (34) and (35), we get

1
Hf-—zn+1H2+“@Hxn+1-—zn+ﬂV- (35)

| — 2 |* = 12 — zns2ll* ~

1 1
20, ) + 518 = 2l + 17wl < 17—zl 55— g
_ 1 _
+0Wn—1—@NWM&—%HﬂQ—w%Wm—%HN2+MWm—$mﬂF
_ 1 pu
~ W= 1= ) = ol = (5 1) b = vl (30
BB
Noting the fact that (7,,) is nonincreasing, we have
_ 1 1
¢9n—1—aﬁ¢—1—iﬁo>V¢€(17¢]- (37)

From Proposition 3.4, we have limy, o0 0p —p—p/ =t —p—p' > 2u—p—p' = p— .
So, there exists a natural number ny such that

YO —pp— ' > p— g/, Vn > ny. (38)
. Y I - :
Also, notice that p < 5 < 1 = 55 > 0. Combining equations (36), (37) and

(38), VYn > ng, we obtain

_ 1.
270G (2n, Yn) + Hm—ZmaW+7jw—yMV+(u—ummn—mmdﬁ

(0
P —1
1 _
|z — Zn+1H2 + BHQ - yn—1H2 + Nlen - xn—1||2 — YOy — Zn-i-lHQ' (39)

< ¥

S
Since p > 24/, it follows that p — ' > p/. Combining this result with (39), we derive
Lemma 3.5. O

Theorem 3.6. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3, and 3.1, let {(zn, Tn,Tn,Yn)} be the se-
quence generated by Algorithm 2. Then {(xn,yn)} converges to a solution of (5).

Proof. Let (Z,y) be a saddle point of .Z. Then, from (17), it follows that
27,G(Tn,yn) > 0 Yn. Now, by Lemma 3.5, there exists a natural number ny such

13



that, Vn > ng, we have p,4+1 < pp — qn, where
Y
Y —1

n = ¢§n||$n - ZnJrlHZ-

_ 1.
Pn = 1% =zt |I* + 519~ Yt |? + 4l = 2nal?,

(40)

From Lemma 2.5, we obtain lim,, ,- p, € R and lim,, o ¢, = 0. This implies that
limy, 500 ¥0n||Zn — 2ni1||? = 0. Furthermore, in Proposition 3.4, following the fact that
limy, 00 7n = 7 > 7, We obtain

. . 1
lim ||z, — 2ns1]|? = lim — ||z, — 2,]]* = 0. (41)

n—o0 n—00 )2

Again, using (41) and the triangle inequality, we obtain
lim ||z, — z,_1]|*> = 0. (42)
n—oo

Combining the fact that lim, o p, is finite with (41), we obtain that all the se-
quences {z,}, {yn} and {z,} are bounded. Now suppose that (Z,7) is a cluster point
of {(zn,yn)} and {(zn,,yn,)} is a subsequence of {(z,,y,)} that converges to (z,7),
ie., limy, o0 Tn,,, = &, and lim, o0 Ypn, = §. Then, from equation (41), we obtain
limy, 00 2n,., = 2. Using (21), (23), (27), (28) and, Lemma 2.1, V(z,y) € X x Y, we
have

<-’L‘n;c — Zn, T+ TnkflK*ynkfl + Tnkflv}l(l'nkfl)»x - $nk> > Tnkfl(f(fnnk) - f(x))a

1 * *
<ﬁ(ynk ~ Ynp—1) + T KT,y — ynk1> > T (9" (Yni) — 9" ().

Recalling that both f, g* are lower-semi continuous and letting k& — oo, we derive
(K*y+ Vh(1),z — &) > f(T) — f(z) and (KZ,y —7) > g"(9) — 9" (y)- (43)
Both the inequalities in (43) imply that (Z,y) is a saddle point of (5). Now, putting

T =2 and § = g in (40), we obtain lim,_,cc pn, = 0. Furthermore, lim,_,~, p, exists,
this implies that lim, o p, = 0. Thus, we have lim;, 00 2, = T and lim, o0 yn = 7.

Again, by observing (41), we obtain lim,,_,o 2, = Z. This completes the proof. O
/
. . . . . . 1%
7. < P

Remark 3.7. Since (7,) is a nonincreasing sequence, if 7p < min{ VAR T }, then

Tn = To, Vn, ie. (7,) is constant. Let 7, = 79 = 7. Then V¢ € (1,¢], we have
To||K|? + 27L = B3| K|? + 270 < p? + 24 < %2 + % < 1. Thus, we get the
stepsize condition required for the global convergence of extended GRPDA [43] with
fixed stepsize.

3.2. Extended convergence region of P-GRPDA

In [9, Theorem 2.1], the authors showed that the upper bound of the region of con-
vergence for GRPDA (10) can be extended from the Golden Ratio ¢ to 1 + /3.
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Furthermore, they established the convergence of GRPDA under the following step-
size condition: To||K||? < 1&(24:/)27111—1#2)’ where 1 € (1,1 + +/3). This stepsize is more
relaxed compared to those required for both GRPDA (10) and the Chambolle-Pock
primal-dual algorithm (9). In the following theorem, we also extend the convergence
region of Algorithm 2 from (1,¢] to (1,1 ++/3).

Theorem 3.8. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3, and 3.1, let the sequence
{(zns Tn, Tn, yn)} be generated by Algorithm 2, where the parameters u, ' satisfy

/ v, Y+Y—9?)

Then, {(xn,yn)} converges to a solution of (5).

Proof. To prove this theorem, we proceed with the calculations as outlined in
Lemma 3.5 up to the inequality (36). From this point, we claim the following in-
equality holds

¢§n(1 + w - ¢2én)
P +1

1 - _
Hwn+1—-$nHQE§(1+-Q;—-an)Hxn+1-—zn+1H2+-¢ﬁnHmn-—zn+1H?

(45)
To show this, we distinguish two cases based on the value of ¥: (i) ¢ € (1,¢] and
(ii) ¥ € (¢,1 + +/3). In the first case, using the fact that (7,,) is nonincreasing, we
have 1+ 5 — 90, > 1+ 5 —¢ >0, V¢ € (1,¢]. Now, by taking p = 1+ § — 96y,
q = Y0,, m1 = ||Zn11—2ny1]| and mo = |2, — 2p41]| in Lemma 2.6, and by noting that
| Zns1—2nl|* < (Mm1+ms2)?, we obtain (45). Before proving the second case, notice that
the extended bounds on p, i’ and v in (44) do not change the result in Proposition 3.4,
which indicates that (7,,) is bounded below by 1 and that lim,, . 7, > 1 > 0, V¢ €
(1,1 ++/3). Thus, for the second case 1 € (¢, 1+ /3), we have

. ¢§n(¢2§n - ¢ — 1) _ ¢(¢2 - Q;Z) - 1)
A vt 1 T Y+ > 0.

Hence, there exists a natural number k3 such that W (700 —y—1) 0,Vn > ks. Now,

Y+1
e -
by setting p = W7 q = Y0, with my = [|zp11 — @[] and ma = |lzn — 241 |

in Lemma 2.6, and by noting the facts that |z,11 — zn11]|? < (m1 + me)?, and

20 _ah— .
% = %, we obtain

w2én - 1/]

_]_ 9
w Hxn—i-l - Zn—i—l” S

VOn (V00 — ¥ — 1)

1/}4‘1 Hxn—i-l _xn“2+¢§n“xn _Zn+1H2-

(46)

Rearranging (46) gives us (45). Therefore, Vn > k3, substituting inequality (45) into
(36), and from (44), observing the fact that 0 < p < 1, V¢ € (1,1 + v/3), we obtain
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_ 1 Vo 1
Hx—%wﬂ1+gm—yﬂp< Hw—%wﬂ”+QW—ymﬂV

-

Gl — i u’) [nst — 2all® + 1 ln — 2arl® (47)

2Tng(xn7yn) +wlﬁ1
_ <¢0_n(1 + ¢ - w2§n)
P +1

Recalling that Proposition 3.4 holds for ), u, ' > 0, we deduce that lim, o 6, = 1.
Furthermore, from (44) and (47), we have

9_n1 — 20_n _ , 1 2 ,
q%liiﬂo(w (Zzildj )+w9n—u—u>=¢( Z@i1¢)+w_u_u
> 20— p— i

=p—pu >2u as 3y < p.
Therefore, there exists a natural number k4 such that, Vn > k4, the following holds

¢§n(1 + 1/} B wQén)
P+ 1

+ YO — o — ' > 24 (48)

Let ks = max{ks, ks}. Then, Vn > ks, combining (47) and (48), we get

12+ lznsr — zal®

1
27,G (0, yn) + 12 = Znzll® + Z17 — v
P 1
Y—1 p
Let (Z,y) be a saddle point of .Z. Then, from (17), we have 27,G(xn,y,) > 0 Vn.
Again, inequality (49) can be written as pp1+1 < pp — @n, ¥n > ks, where

_
Pn =

qn = Nlufcn - Ccn—&-l”z‘

Y
v—1

17 — znall® +

< 15 = ynrll* + 1|z — 2n-1l® = @l 2n — zasal*. (49)

1
_ 2 — 2 / 2
T = 2Znt1ll” + Z Y — Yn—1ll” + 1 {|zn — Zn—1||”,

From (49), (50), and using Lemma 2.5, we obtain Y °° . ||z, —2,_1]|*> < co. To complete

n=1
the proof, it remains to show that lim,,_, ||z, — 2| = 0. Once this is established, the
rest of the proof follows from Theorem 3.6. By using (20), we have
v—1 1
[Zn — 2all < " |2n — 1]l + @Hxn — zn—1|
-1 1 1
< b |2n — 1]l + @Hmn — Tp-1| + EHxn—l — zn—1|| (51)
1
= @H-xnfl - znflu + ||xn - xnfln'

Again, using the facts > 00 | ||, — 25,—1]|* < 0o and i <1V € (1,1++/3), it follows
from (51) that >0, [|@y — 2,]|* < co. Consequently, we have limy, o ||, — 25| = 0.
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Hence, the proof is concluded. ]

Remark 3.9. Figure 1 shows the largest values of p and ' that satisfies 0 < 3u/ <
i< fi(), where fi() = % + Y0V and g e (1,1 + V3).

Valid pairs (u, ') .
0.8 =1.61
0.25 e Best pairs (largest y and ') o Y
4=1.90
=2.00
0.6 0.20 3
L 2
y=2.20
_ 0.15
=Y -
=04 =
0.10 .
y=2.50
0.2
—— Bestyu 0.05
S ! '3
0.0 Best u 0.00 lu=270
1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 2.50 2.75 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
7 M

() (b)

Figure 1. (a) Largest values of p and p/ for a given 1. (b) Valid pairs of u and p’ and some best pairs for
¥ = 1.618,1.90, 2.0, 2.20, 2.50 and 2.70.

4. Convergence rate

In this section, we establish the ergodic sublinear rate of convergence of Algorithm 2
and R-linear convergence rate when h and g* are strongly convex functions.

Theorem 4.1. (Sublinear rate of convergence) Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3 and
3.1, let {(zn, Tn,Yn,Tn)} be the sequence generated by Algorithm 2, and suppose that
(Z,9) is a saddle point of L. Then, there exists a natural number ng such that the
following holds

o 1 (v 1,
6w, i) < gy (e = 2wl 51 = sl 4, = s ) . 62
where N > 1, n = min {7‘0, m, %}, and
1 TLQJrN 1 ’I’L2+N
S AP T D D
n=ns+1 n=nqs+1

Proof. 1t follows from (26) and the definition of ¢, that

QTng@fmyn) < Pn — Pn+1, Vn > ng.

We know that 7, > n ,Vn. This implies that

206G (T, Yn) < 270G (Tn, Yn) < Pn — Dnt1, VR > na. (53)
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By taking summation over n =no 4+ 1,...,n2 + N, we obtain

TL2+N

2n Z g(-Tnvyn) < Pny — PnotN
n=nqs+1

L,
17 — Zny 411 + 519 - Yna—1|I* + 1|2, — @y -1

(54)
Again, using the definition of Zx,wy along with convexity of £ (z,y) in x variable
and concavity in y variable, we have

Spnz =

Y
-1

no+N

1
n=nz+1 (55)
1 n2+N p
U
n=ns+1
This proves our assertion. ]

4.1. Nonergodic rate of convergence

In this section, we prove the R-linear rate of convergence for Algorithm 2 when h and g*
are strongly convex functions. First, let us recall the definition of linear convergence
of a sequence. Given a sequence (v,) € X we say that the sequence (v,) converges
Q-linearly to v € X if there exists ¢ € (0,1) and a natural number & such that
lvnt1 — vl < qllvn, — v]| for all n > k. Furthermore, we say (vy) converges R-linearly
to v if there exists a sequence €, and a natural number k; such that ||v, —v| < ¢, for
all n > ky and ¢, converges Q-linearly to 0.

Given a differentiable function h, we say that h is strongly convex if there exist a
constant v, > 0 such that

h(y) = h(z) > (Vh(z),y = 2) + Dty — 2|, ¥y, €X. (56)

Furthermore, for a nonsmooth function g*, we call g* to be strongly convex if there
exist a constant v4- > 0 such that

(W)= 9" () = (wy —2) + Ly 2|, Wy 2 € ¥, Vuedg'(z).  (57)

Assumption 4.2. Suppose that g*,h are strongly convex functions with constants
Yg+>Yn > 0 respectively.

Theorem 4.3. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3 and 4.2, let {(xn,yn)} be the sequences
generated by Algorithm 2. Suppose that {(zy,yn)} converges to the unique primal-dual
solution (Z,y). Then, there exist constants Vi,Va,Z > 0, a scalar ¢ € (0,1), and a
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natural number na such that
T — zZny2||” < s N = ynll” SVICT,  lon — pt1|]” S VoQh, Vn 2 ny,
| 1> <2¢, | 1> <vigt, |l 1> < V¢, Vn > (58)

and thus {(zn,yn)} converges R-linearly to zero.

Proof. From the dual update (23) in Algorithm 2, we have
Yn—1— Yn + onKxy € Unag*(yn)' (59)

Using (59) along with the definition of strong convexity of g* in (57), and the fact
on = BTn, we obtain

7ufw»—f@>g<;mfmnn—mK%@—%>—“fWg—%F.mm

Again, from (30) and (60), we derive

Tn(f(xn,g) - z(jayn)) < <33n+1 — Zpt1, T — xn+1> + w<9n(xn - Zn+1)7$n+1 - $n>

+ <*(yn - yn71>a y— yn> + <K(5L'n - l’n+1)a Yn — yn71> + Tn<Vh($nfl)amn+1 - $n>

Yg* | -
g~ gl (61)

|~

Tn

+ Tn(h(xn) — h(ﬂ_f) + 7'7L<Vh(.1'n), xr — $n+1>) —
Furthermore, using (56), and the definition of G(x, y,), we have

Tng(xna yn) < <$n+1 — Zn+1,T — -Tn+1> + ¢<§n(xn - ZnJrl)a Tn+1 — xn>

1
+ B<yn —Yn—-1,Y — yn> + Tn<K($n - xn—i—l)a Yn — yn—1>

+ T (Vh(zn) — VI(Tp-1), T — Tns1) —

Tn

YhTn | -
I* - ==l -

T e~ all% (62)

7 =
Doing similar calculations as in Lemma 3.5, and following (37), (38), there exists a

natural number ny such that Vn > ng

2Tng(xna yn) +

(
-1

Y - .
e Zn2ll* + 519 - Yall® + (0= 1)l — 24|

_ 1, _ _
< |z — 2n+1||2 + EH?J - yn,1||2 + N,||$n - $n71||2 — POn Ty — zn+1||2

— Tl = 2l =g 17 — ynll*. (63)
Since (7, y) is a primal-dual solution of (1). Therefore, from (17), we have G(zy, yn) > 0

for all n. Again, from the fact (7,,) is convergent and converges to a positive constant,
it follows that

lim 0, = > 4y,

n—o0
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Thus, there exists a natural number n3 such that
WO, > 4u', Yn > ns.
Consequently, taking ny = max{ng,n3}, from (63), ¥n > n4, we obtain

oo "
ST = 2ol 17~ v

Y
12+ (= 1)l = 2nga|® < o 17 = 2z

1
+ E”y — Ynal® + 1 |ln — 2pa P = 4 |20 — zaga |

1. (64)

— VnTullZ — anQ_Tn'Yg*

The strong convexity of h and Lipschitz contlnulty of Vh implies that 0 < v, < L
<2Lt = = “;}
Consequently, it follws that 0 < 27y, orY 7 = 24/, where 17 = min {Tg, fll AL

as defined in Proposition 3.4. Furthermore, using this fact, we obtain

YT llZ — xn||2+4/1/”1:n - Zn+1||2 > Nhl|T — anQJFZIL‘,Hxn - Zn+1||2
> 77'Yh(||j3 - mn”2+H$n - Zn+1||2) (65)
> | — Znga |

Combining (64) and (65), we have

Yo 1 _
12 = zns2ll® + (5 + Tuvg )T = yall* + 21 — 1) 20 — 2y ||
—1 3

(0
Y _ L 66
< (2 )z — 2l + 57— vr |+ e — a2 6O
-1 B
Rearranging all the terms, we obtain
_ Pp—11 -1
1Z = znsal® + —— (5 + 19 )T = wnll* + —— (1 — 1)z — 2]
v B (0

1 i - 67
< (1= mmlle = sl + 5 g = gl 4 — a7

P —1 ' 1
Now, take ( = max{l — MVhs )
0 =W 1+ B

follows from (67) that, Vn > ny4

}, then ¢ € (0,1) and it

1 _
— I

1 1
I1Z — zpal® + 4 (= + 79 ) 17— yn L1 (b= 1) |n — Tnga|)?
P B (0

<¢ (= smal? + 252 (5 4 m ) 1= vl + 25 = )l a:)( :
68
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Iterating (68), it follows that

i Y11 i p—1
H$—2n+2HQ+T 5T M Hy—ynH2+7(M—ﬂ’)llxn—xn+1\\2

<ML Yn >0y (69)

—-1/1
where 8 = o = sl + L2 (541 ) 17 sl
P —1
+—— (= 1)|2n, =z,
(U
. M .
Moreover, setting Z = W, we obtain
_ Pp—1/1 _ P —1
|17 — 2na® + — \gtme 17— ynl® + 7(# — )0 = 2|
< ("ZVn >mnyg. (70)
—-1/1 -1
Therefore, (70) implies that ||:E—zn+1||2+ww (5 + 7779*) ||37—yn1||2+¢¢(,lt—

W) ||ty — w1 converges R-Linearly to zero. Furthermore, from (70), ¥n > ny, we
also have

By —-1)Z
P(1+ 57779*).

Since ¢ > 1 V4, it follows that V7 > 0. Furthermore, from (70), we obtain

Wz
(¥ —=1)(p—p)

Since p — ' > p > 0, we have V5 > 0 and thus ||z, — zp41| < VVa(™2. Now, for
m > n > ny, applying the triangle inequality gives

1Z — znt2l® < 2Z¢" |7 — yall® < VAC", where Vi =

”xn - -Tn+1||2 < ‘/QCna where Vo =

|z — Tl < |20 — Tpga |l + |01 — Togall + -+ [[Tm-1 — Zm|

< \/E(Cn/2+gn+1/2+.“+Cm—1/2>

< Va2 <C+Cl/2 _i_"._’_<m7n71/2> (71)

1— Cmfn/Q

— ./ n/2

‘/24 1 - C1/2 .
Since ¢ € (0,1), it follows from (71) that ||z, — zp| < Vfg’f, Vm,n > ng4. This
proves that (x,) is a Cauchy sequence. Moreover, it follows that (x,) converges to z.
Finally, letting m — oo, we obtain ||z, — Z| < \{Eﬂﬁ for all n > ny. This completes
our proof. ]
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5. The Adaptive extended Golden Ratio primal-dual algorithm

In this section, motivated by [21,37], we propose a fully adaptive version of E-GRPDA,
namely aEGRPDA, which also does not rely on linesearch techniques to remove the
dependency on || K || and uses the local curvature information of VA to prove the global
convergence. It was shown in [21] that aGRAAL for monotone variational inequality
converges at O(1/N) rate. A similar result is also derived in this section. Next, for
n > 1, we define

_ V(@) = Vhlea )| o K@ = Ko

L,
|Zn — Zn—1l lzn — 2n—1]|

Algorithm 3 The aEGRPDA for (12)
1: Step 0: Let zg € X, yp € Y, and define zyp = xg. Consider g > 0, ¢» € (1, ¢),
pE [1, i + #], fp > 0, and Tiax > 0. Suppose 79 > 0 and n > 1.
2: Step 1: Compute:

—1 1
w Tp—1+ —2Zn—1,

Ty v

Ty = prox,  ¢(zn — Tn-1 K Yn—1 — Ta_1VA(Tn-1)).

3: Step 2: Update:

Tp = min PTn—1, = 1/}01171 ! > Tmax ( 5
4(L721 + ﬁd)LnQ) Tn—1

on = BTy
4: Step 3: Compute:
Yn = ProX, oo (Yn—1+ opKan).
YT

Tn—1 ‘
6: Step 5: Let n < n + 1 and return to Step 1.

5. Step 4: Update: 0,, =

Before we delve into the convergence analysis of Algorithm 3, some comments are
in order.

Remark 5.1. In Algorithm 3, 7pax is chosen to be a large value. In practice, we
take Tmax = 107 and p = i + # for a given 9. As in Algorithm 2, we also adopt

the convention % = 00. Under this convention, 7,, = min{p7,_1, Tmax}, when both

Vh(zy,) = Vh(zy—1) and Kz, = Kz, holds for some n. Again, when z,, # z,—1 but

Vh(zy,) = Vh(zy—1) and Kz, # Kz,_1 holds for some n, by adopting the convention

% = oo, we calculate 7, as 7, = min{p7,_1, wf”ﬁﬁmax}. Similarly, for the other

n—

. . . . 0,
case, following the same convention, 7, is computed as 7, = min{p7,_1, ﬁ, Tmax } -

Remark 5.2. The E-GRPDA algorithm (12) converges under the stepsize condition
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To||K||? 4+ 27L < 9 for any 9 € (1, ¢], where o = 7. Now, substituting the value of
o back into the stepsize inequality gives

] L
Bre|K|* +2rL <o = BK|*+= - 5 <0.
T T

Solving this, we get, T € (0

(0
’E+VP+meW)

We show that Algorithm 3 converges when these estimates are satisfied locally

. (0 .
given by 7, € | 0, ——————=| for any ¢ € (1, ¢]. In particular, we analyse the
' ( 2/L% + vBLE e
w2
convergence of Algorithm 3 when 7,7, < W This inequality implies
that
1 1 0 1
_ (0 5 PTn1 _ 72111 n—1 . V> 1, (73)
4(L2 +BLE) Th—2 Tn—1  4(LEZ +BLE) T
where 79,03 > 0 and 64,, = YTn .
Tn—1
Remark 5.3. From equation (72), notice that
Hngn—l 1 wan—l . engn—l
Tn < = 5 as = :
4Tn Ln + 6¢Ln Tn—1 Tn
00,6, — = \/0n0n—
Therefore, it follows that 72L2 < n; Lor oLy < %1 Similarly, from (72),

. 1 enen—l
Iso d Ly < =4/ .
we also derive 7,,L,, < 5 e

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that h is locally smooth and the sequence (x,) generated
by Algorithm 3 is bounded. Then, the sequences (1) and (0,) are bounded below by
positive constants.

Proof. Since the sequence (z,,) is bounded, there exist a constant L > 0 such that
IVh(zn) — Vh(xp_1)|| < L||xn — 2n—1]| ¥n. Again, the existence of || K| implies that
|Kxp — Kxp_1| < ||[K||||xn — Zn-1|| Vn. Thereafter, doing a similar calculation as in
[33, Lemma 4.2], we derive

(0 1 2 1
2 KR + 8oL e O LT BOTRT) 7

O]

Assumption 5.5. Suppose that f and g are proper, convex and lower semicontinuous.
The function h : Y — R is convex and locally smooth, i.e., for all compact set D, where
D CY, there exists Lp > 0 such that

IVh(z) = Vh(y)|| < Lpllz — yll, Yo,y € D.
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Lemma 5.6. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3, and 5.5, let {(zn,Tn,Yn,Tn)} be the se-
quence generated by Algorithm 3. Suppose that (x*,y*) € Q is a saddle point. Then
the following holds asn > 1

. 1 0
20w, yn) + I = 2l + Sy =l + Pl -
] Lo On—1
< wlﬁ 1||x _Zn+1||2+ EHy _3/7171”2"' n4 ||5Bn_xn71||2_9n||xn_zn+1”2'

(74)

Proof. Following the same arguments as in Lemma 3.5, we obtain

* ]' * *
270G (T, yn) + 2" = Tnia || + L ynll? < ll2* = zng |

1
+ BH?/* - yn71||2 —[|Znt1 — zn+1H2 — Onllzn — zn+1||2 — Opllzn — $n+1||2
1

3 Hyn - yn—l”2 + Tn<K-73n — Kxpi1,yn — yn—1>

=+ Tn<Vh($n) - Vh(%wl)» Tn — $"+1>' (75)

+ GTLHSUn-i-l - Zn+1||2 -

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Remark 5.3, we obtain

Tn(Vh(zn) = VR(Tn-1), Tn — Tnt1) < || VI(20) = VI(T0-1) ||| 20 — Zns |
< TnLn||$n - $n—1” ||$n - $n+1”

v/ Onbn—1 76
< Yy — i llln =zl 7O
0 On—1
< Zn”xn — x|’ + n4 [ Y [
Similarly, we have
Tn<Kl'n - Kxn+1a Yn — yn71> < TnHKl'n - KanrlH Hyn - yanH
< ToLnllzn — zpia [|lyn — Yn-1ll
1 /60,0,
< 3 2o — vl =l ()
6 Op—
< ZHHIL‘H - mn+1||2 + ﬁ”yn - yn71H2-
Now, combining (75), (76), (77), and (35), we derive
* 1 *
250, n) + 5 " = el + 07—l < o = s
Lo 2 1 2 2 Ot 2
+ B”y —Yn—1|"+ (6 —1— E)Hmrwl — Zpt1|” = Onllzn — 2|7 + 1 |zn — 2n—1]]
O, 0 1 Oy
= 6= %= e = w5 - G5 ) o = et 2. (78)
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1
Since 7, < pTh—1, it follows that 6, < ¢Yp <1+ J Additionally, we have

01 1 /1 1 Y+1
1- 2% >1—2¢<w+¢2>>1— T >0, Vo € [1,9).

bn 60 On _ bn

Furthermore, noting that 6,, — 1T 1-% > 1 and combining this fact with (78),

we conclude Lemma 5.6. OJ

Theorem 5.7. Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3, and 5.5, suppose that {(zn, Tn, Yn,Tn)}
is the sequence generated by Algorithm 3. Then, the sequence {(zn,yn)} converges to
a solution of (5).

Proof. Let (z*,y*) be a saddle point of .Z. Then we get, 27,,G (2, yn) > 0, Vn. Now,
(74) can be written as , pny1 < pn — Gn, Vn, where

¥
P —1

Gn = Onl|zn — ZnJrlHQ-

6., _
Pn = L L

1
* 2 Tl 2
R L 7

Again, using Lemma 2.5, we obtain lim, s pn € R and lim,_, ¢, = 0. Moreover,
from Proposition 5.4, we derive that lim,, s ||2n — 2n11]|> = 0. Similarly, like in Theo-
rem 3.6, combining with Proposition 5.4, we can show that lim,, ||z, — 2,_1[|*> = 0.
Since lim,,—,o0 pp € R and lim,,_, g, = 0, both imply that {x,}, {y,} and {z,} are
bounded sequences. Let (Z, y) be the subsequential limit of {(x,, y,)}. Then there exist
a subsequence {(zp, , Yn,)} of {(zn,yn)} such that {(z,,,yn,)} converges to (z,7), i.e,
limy, 500 Tpn, = & and lim, o0 Yn, = §. Again, lim, o0 ||7n — 2n11]|> = 0 implies that
limy,,—so0 2n, = Z. Furthermore, using Lemma 2.1 similarly like in Theorem 3.6, for all
(z,y) € X x Y, we have

<-Tn;c — Zn, T+ TnkflK*ynkfl + Tnkflv}l(l‘nkfl)vx - xnk> > Tnkfl(f(xnk) - f(a:)),
(Yny = Yn—1)/B + T, K20y Y — Ynp—1) = i (97 (Yn) — 97 (1))

Recalling that both f, g* are lower semi-continuous and letting k& — co, we derive
(K*y+ Vh(z),z —z) = f(Z) — f(z) and (KZ,y —7) > g°(§) — 9" (). (80)

Equation (80) implies that (z,7) is a saddle point of (5). Thus, all the above val-
idation holds, including equation (79) replacing z* by z and y* by g. This implies
that limy, 00 pn, = 0. Furthermore, the sequence {py, } is monotonically nonincreas-
ing and bounded below. Thus, we have lim,,_, o, p, = 0. Therefore, lim,, , z, = T and
limy, 00 Yn = 9. Additionally, lim, eo||Zn — 2n11]|> = 0 implies that lim, o 7, = Z.
Hence, the proof is complete. O

Theorem 5.8. (Sublinear rate of convergence) Under Assumptions 2.2, 2.3, and
5.5, let {(zn, Tn,Yn,Tn)} be the sequence generated by Algorithm 3. Let (Z,y) be a
saddle point of £. Then, there exists a constant n1 > 0 such that

- 1 P « 9 1 2, o 2
< 1 _ 2yt — 02y — |
G < g (e —aal? o+ Sl = wl? + Pher =) (81
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holds, where N > 1, and

1 & 1 &
i‘N:Nan’ gNzﬁzyn
n=1 n=1
Proof. Using the definition of ¢, and p,,, we have

27—ng(xna yn) < pn— Pn+1, Vn

" 1
4(L? + B[ K|?) Tmax

Again, from Proposition 5.4, we get 7,, > 11 Vn, where n; =

This implies that

2nlg(xm yn) < Pn — Pnt1- (82)

Furthermore, summing over n = 1,2,..., N, we obtain

N
2m Z G(Tn, wn,y) < p1 — P41
=i (83)

1 0o
<p= IIw*—Zzll2+glly*—yo||2+zllw1—l‘o||2-

Y
P —1
Now, following similar calculations as in Theorem 4.1, we have
G(@n,gn) = ZL(ZN,Y) — ZL(Z,9N)

N

< N;X(xnay)_g(xayn) (84)

N
1 D1
N nzlg(x”’ Yn) < 2m N

Thus, the proof is concluded. O

6. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we provide numerical results on LASSO, Non-negative least squares,
Elastic Net Regularization, and Fused LASSO for Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3 and
compare them with existing methods. Throughout this section, unless stated otherwise,
we assume the following parameter values for aEGRPDA (Algorithm 3): ¢ = 1.5,
70 =10, p= i + #, and Tmax = 107.

6.1. The LASSO Problem
The ¢1-penalized linear regression or LASSO problem [34] is formulated as:

. 1 )
min F(z) := g[|Kz = bl|" + Allzlx.
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Here, rows of K € R™*" represent predictor variables, A is a regularization parameter,
and b € R™ is a given response vector. The objective is to find the unknown signal = €
R™. LASSO is a popular method in statistics for linear regression and is particularly
interesting in compressive sensing when n > m, i.e., when the rank of K is less than
n. Now, comparing LASSO with (1) gives g(z) = 3|lz —b||?, f(z) = Az, and h = 0.
For our experiments, we set the seed to be 100. Next, following [8,9,24], we generate
the required data for this problem as follows.

(1) We generate z* € R™ as follows: the s nonzero coordinates of z* are taken
randomly using uniform normal distribution N (—10,10) and the rest are put to
0. The entries of additional noise w € R™ are drawn from N(0,0.1) and we set
b=Kz* +w.

(2) We generate the matrix K in one of the following ways:

(a) First, we generate a matrix B whose entries are drawn independently from
N(0,1). Then for ¢ € (0,1), we generate the matrix K by columns as
follows: set K1 = %q? and K; = qK;_1 + Bj, where K, B; are columns
of K,B for j =2,3,...,n respectively.

(b) All entries of K are sampled independently from N(0,1).

10'8
" PDHG PDHG
N —— GRPDA-L 10 —— GRPDA-L
10 —— GRPDA 1010 —— GRPDA
o100 —— P-GRPDA B —— P-GRPDA
A —— aEGRPDA BN —— aEGRPDA
>>_</ 10 £
< aGRAAL = aGRAAL
1072 10-2
10-¢ 10-6
lofl() loflﬂ
0 10 20 30 40 0 25 50 75 100 125
CPU time (seconds) CPU time (seconds)
(a) (m,n,q,s) = (500,1000,0.7,10) (b) (m,n,q,s) = (1000, 2000, 0.5, 100)
10 10!
aEGRPDA aEGRPDA
— —— GRPDA —— GRPDA
= 100 ~ 107!
e P <
g ©
Z N
§‘10f2 é—IO"
& 107 A 105
1076 1077
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Iterations, n Iterations, n
(c) (m,n) = (1000,2000) (d) (m,n) = (1000, 2000)

Figure 2. Figures (a) and (b) compare the convergence plots of LASSO for different algorithms. Figures (c)
and (d) illustrate the primal and dual stepsizes of aEGRPDA and GRPDA for LASSO.

We set the initial value for all algorithms as xg = (0,...,0), yo = —b, A = 0.1 and

iteration stops running when F(z,) — F* < 107, where F* = inf, F(x) was computed
by running our algorithm for sufficiently many iterations. We initialized the following
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data for different algorithms:
(1) PDHG [6]: 7 = 1,0 = pjp» where | K|* = Apax(K*K).
(2) GRPDA [8]: ¢ = 1.618,7 = 1,0 = [, where | K||* = Anax(K*K).
(3) GRPDA-L [10]: Set 7 = m,é = 0.99,u = 0.7, where ¢ and p are involved in
the inequality of the stopping criteria of GRPDA-L.
(4) P-GRPDA (Algorithm 2): x = 0.80,% = 1.618, 79 = 10, 5 = 1/10.
(5) aEGRPDA (Algorithm 3): 5 =0.1.

107! 1072

g0 £107
z — u=0.66,y=2 & — u=0.66,y=2
£ — u=0.61y=1.618 E — u=061y=1.618
& —— u=0.50,y=1.50 —— u=0.50,p=1.50
— u=0.80,y=1.40 — pu=0.80,y=1.40
1073 107
0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000
Iterations, n Iterations, n
(a) (m,n,q) = (500,1000,0.7) (b) (m,n,q) = (500, 1000,0.7)

Figure 3. Primal and dual stepsizes of Lasso for P-GRPDA for different values of p and .

Figure 2 represents the decreasing behavior of F(z,) — F™* versus the CPU time in
seconds, and Figure 3 shows the nonincreasing nature of the primal and dual stepsizes
of the P-GRPDA algorithm. From Figure 2, we can see that both the oscillating
primal and dual stepsizes of aEGRPDA are bounded by the primal and dual stepsizes
of GRPDA.

2.0 | —s— True signal

—— Observed signal

10 1.5 *  True signal (non-zero entries)
1.0
5
0.5 I
0 0.0 e I

0 100 200 300 400 500 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

(a) Observed signal (Noisy) (b) True sparse signal

Figure 4. Comparison of recovered signals, observed signal, and convergence plots for P-GRPDA, GRPDA,
and aEGRPDA.

6.1.1. LASSO signal recovery

Next, we will perform the following numerical experiments on signal recovery for
LASSO. Let m = 500 and n = 10000. Suppose that z* is the true sparse signal,
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and A is the random matrix whose elements are drawn from standard Gaussian distri-
bution. Let b = Az* + 0.1 x v be the observed signal with noise v, where the elements
of v are drawn from N(0,1). In this case, we set A = 0.05. Our aim is to recover the
nonzero elements of the true sparse signal x*. Figure 5 collects the results of recover-
ing the noisy signal using GRPDA, P-GRPDA, and aEGRPDA. It can be observed
that all the spikes of the true sparse signals in Figure 4 are almost recovered by the
above-mentioned algorithms. Figure 5 also illustrates the corresponding convergence
behavior, where aEGRPDA demonstrates the most significant decrease of F'(zy,) — F™*
followed by P-GRPDA and GRPDA.

20| —— GRPDA 20| —— P-GRPDA
15 *  True signal (non-zero entries) 15 *  True signal (non-zero entries)
1.0 1.0
| 11 dl d
0.0 | ofhetgrer T 00 T ,
AT ST T
-1.0 -1.0
-15 -15
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
(a) Signal recovered by GRPDA (b) Signal recovered by P-GRPDA
- 1012 —— GRPDA
20| —— aEGRPDA P-GRPDA
15 * | True signal (non-zero entries) 108 2EGRPDA
1.0 L 104
I
wpiin d| 2w
0.0 ~

S IR0 I I

-1.0

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 Iterations, n

(c) Signal recovered by aEGRPDA (d) Convergence of algorithms

Figure 5. Comparison of recovered signals, observed signal, and convergence plots for P-GRPDA, GRPDA,
and aEGRPDA.

6.2. Non-negative least squares

In this section, we consider another least square problem

1
in F(z) := =||Kz — bl
min (z) 2|| - bl (85)

where R} = {x € R" : 2; > 0, V1 <i < n}, K € R™*" and b € R™. The objective
(85) can also be expressed as

: 1 2, .
min F(z):= §HK:U = 0" + iry (2). (86)
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Comparing (86) with (1) gives h = 0,9 = %[/ - —b[|* and f = igy (.). The difference
between LASSO and non-negative least squares is that the ¢ regularization term is
replaced by the indicator function igy. The proximal operator of f is nothing but the
projection on the non-negative orthant R’!. In this experiment, we consider random
and real data as it was tested in [8]. For real data, we consider “il11c1850” and
“i11¢1033”, where K € R"*"™ is the sparse matrix of sizes (1850, 712) and (1033, 320),
respectively. The entries of b are drawn from the uniform normal distribution in (0, 1).
For random data, we generate K € R™*" randomly whose dmn elements are nonzero,

109 PDHG 10? PDHG
02 —— GRPDA-L o —— GRPDA-L
. — GRPDA —— GRPDA
; B
Lyr 10 —— P-GRPDA ul, 10~ —— P-GRPDA
E 104 —— aEGRPDA f«; —— aEGRPDA
& - —— aGRAAL 2 A JGRAAL
10710 1ot
101 e 10~
0 1 2 3 0 10 20
CPU time (seconds) CPU time (seconds)
(a) i11c1850 (b) 111¢1033
102
PDHG 101 PDHG
10" _— -
—— GRPDA-L o GREDASE
T —— GRPDA . — GRPDA
s —— P-GRPDA ot —— P-GRPDA
I
,:? 10! ——— aEGRPDA g 10-2 —— aEGRPDA
I aGRAAL = aGRAAL
1078
10713 10-14
10720 10720
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 200
CPU time (seconds) CPU time (seconds)
(c) (m,n,d,s) = (1000, 2000, 0.5, 100) (d) (m,n,d,s) = (3000,5000,0.1,500)

Figure 6. Real data: Comparison results of non-negative least squares for different algorithms for datasets
i11c1850 and i11¢1033. Random data: Comparison results of non-negative least squares for different algo-
rithms.

where 0 < d < 1, see [8,24] for more details. In order to make F* = 0, we set x*
to be a sparse vector whose s nonzero elements are drawn uniformly from [0, 100].
We also set Kz* = b. For the datasets i11c1850 and i11c1033, all algorithms are
terminated when F(x,) — F* < 10713 or after a maximum number of 20000 iterations.
For random data, all algorithms are terminated when F(z,) — F* < 1072° or after
a maximum number of 20000 iterations. From Figure 6, we observe that aEGRPDA
gives better convergence bounds on each graph, followed by P-GRPDA, except for the
dataset i1c1033.

30



10° 10?

10 10!
5 =
\(—\; 1| ———————————————— % 10°
Z N
;‘ 10° ;?10*'
§ 107! E 1072
£ a

102 aEGRPDA 10 aEGRPDA

—-—- GRPDA —— GRPDA
10~ 10-*
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Iterations, n Iterations, n
(a) 111¢1850 primal (b) i11c1850 dual
10° 10°
aEGRPDA 5 aEGRPDA

o —— GRPDA 107 —— GRPDA
> 10! < 10!
8 3 P P
g 10 L
E Z
E 107 S 107!
£ | A

10~ 1072

1073 1073

0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Iterations, n Iterations, n
(¢) i11c1033 primal (d) i11¢1033 dual

Figure 7. Primal-dual stepsizes of non-negative least squares for the dataset 111¢1850 and i11c1033.

6.3. Elastic Net regularization
The Elastic Net regularization problem [45] is written as

, 1
min F(z) := §||K$—b||2+A1II$II1+>\2II$||2, (87)

where K € R™*™ b € R™ and A1, Ay are regularization parameters. Comparing (87)
with (1) gives f(z) = A1]|z[]1, g(z) = 3[|z—b||* and h(z) = Ao||z||?. In this experiment,

aEGRPDA aEGRPDA
—-— E-GRPDA —-— E-GRPDA

100
Z 10 W

5
S

S
b

10°

Primal stepsize (z,,)
=) >,
Dual stepsize (o)

0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Iterations, n Iterations, n

(a) (m,n) = (1000, 3000) (b) (m,n) = (1000, 3000)
Figure 8. Primal and Dual stepsizes of Elastic Net for E-GRPDA and aEGRPDA.

the elements of K, i.e., K; j for all ¢, j, are drawn using normal distribution in (0, 0.01).
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The entries of additional noise w € R™ are drawn from N(0,0.04) and we set b =
Kx* +w, where elements of z* are generated from A(0,1). In this experiment, we set
A1 = 0.01 and A2 = 0.003. Since h(x) = Aa||z|?, the Lipschitz constant L of h is 2)s.
We set 9 = 0,yo = —b and other initial data are chosen as follows:

(1) Condat-Vii [13,38]: 7 = 3=, 0 = giigs, where [|K|| = / Anax(K*K).

2) EGRPDA [43]:7 = 51-,0 = 538, ¢ = 1.618.

(2)
(3) P-GRPDA (Algorithm 2): ¢ =1.93, u = 0.70, 1/ = 0.21, 8 = 0.12, 79 = 10.
(4) aEGRPDA (Algorithm 3): 8 = 0.25.
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Figure 9. Comparison results of Elastic Net for different algorithms.

To apply GRPDA-L, we choose f as f 4+ h, where its proximal operator corresponds
to the weighted sum of the /1-norm and f5-norm, commonly referred to as the soft-
thresholding operator. In this scenario, the parameters are set following [10]: f = 1,
1 = 1.5, and 19 = 10, while the remaining initial parameters are consistent with those
chosen for the LASSO problem. All algorithms are terminated when F(x,) — F* <
101 or after a maximum of 30000 iterations. The numerical results are illustrated in
Figure 8 and 9.

6.4. Fused Lasso

The Fused Lasso problem is written as

. 1
min F(z) := M|jz|1 + \ao|| D1 + 5”1433 — bHQ. (88)

32



Here, the difference matrix D € R("=D*" is given by

-1 1 0 0

0 -1 1 0
K=D-= .

0 0 O -1 1

In this experiment, the elements of A = (A;;) and the elements of the additional noise
vector w € R™ are sampled from a normal distribution N'(0,0.01). The vector b is then
constructed as b = Kz* 4w, where the entries of x* are independently generated from
N(0,1). We set \; = 0.001 and Ay = 0.03. For the data-fitting term h(z) = || Az—b]?,
its gradient is Vh(z) = A*(Ax — b). Therefore, the Lipschitz constant L is ||A*Al|,
which corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of A*A. We initialize the following data
as follows:

10" 102
—— aGRAAL aGRAAL
1072 Condat-Vu 107! Condat-Vu
£ 107 E-GRPDA .10 E-GRPDA
LT —— P-GRPDA L;I. P-GRPDA
E 10-8 aEGRPDA ’E 1077 aEGRPDA
= Ko
10-11 & 10710
10-14 10-13
loflfv
0 10 20 30 0 25 50 75 100
CPU time(seconds) CPU time (seconds)
(a) (m,n) = (500, 500) (b) (m,n) = (300, 1000)
10° 10*
aEGRPDA aEGRPDA
_10® —-— E-GRPDA 10 —-— E-GRPDA
;’ 101 g 100 | == —
g &
= 107! Z 1072
s <
z g
1073 104
107 1076
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Iterations, n Iterations, n
(¢) (m,n) = (500, 500) (d) (m,n) = (500, 500)

Figure 10. Figures (a) and (b) present the convergence plots for different algorithms of Fused Lasso. Figures
(c) and (d) demonstrate the primal and dual stepsizes of Elastic Net for E-GRPDA and aEGRPDA.

(1) Condat-Vu: 7 =0.04- ‘Pb”, o=25- 1%'}:?“, where || D|| is the square root of the

largest eigenvalue of D*D.
(2) E-GRPDA: 7 = 0.2 5, 0 =5 1g120 ¢ = 1.50.
(3) P-GRPDA (Algorithm 2): p = 0.80, i/ = 0.26,% = 1.618, 7 = 10, 8 = 1/20.
(4) aEGRPDA (Algorithm 3): 5 =1/20 .
We terminate all algorithms when F(x,) — F* < 1076 or 10000 iterations reached.

=

*
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Figure 10 presents the numerical graphs for this experiment.

7. Conclusion

In this work, we introduced two new stepsize rules for E-GRPDA (12), which do
not need backtracking to remove the dependency on ||K|| and L. In the first stepsize
rule, the primal stepsize 7, converges, with its limit bounded below by a positive value.
This crucial fact enabled us to establish both the global iterate convergence and the R-
linear rate of convergence for Algorithm 2. Additionally, we extended the convergence
region of the Algorithm 2 from (1, ¢] to (1,1++/3) as it was done for GRPDA [9]. The
second stepsize rule, motivated from [21,37], leverages the local stepsize inequality of E-
GRPDA to establish the global convergence of Algorithm 3. Our proposed approaches
were validated through experiments on a variety of convex optimization problems,
including Lasso, Fused Lasso, Elastic Net, and Non-negative Lasso. We illustrated
the decreasing behavior of F(x,) — F* with CPU time (in seconds) of our algorithms
in comparison to existing methods. We also conducted signal recovery experiments
for Lasso, highlighting the advantages of our approaches. Future direction includes
investigating the acceleration of the Algorithm 2 to achieve an O(1/N?) convergence
rate, akin to GRPDA and E-GRPDA [8,10,43]. Additionally, it would be interesting
to explore Algorithm 2 to the settings when h is locally smooth.
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