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Abstract. In this paper, we propose an adaptive forward-backward-forward splitting
algorithm for finding a zero of a pseudo-monotone operator which is split as a sum of
three operators: the first is continuous single-valued, the second is Lipschitzian, and
the third is maximally monotone. This setting covers, in particular, constrained mini-
mization scenarios, such as problems having smooth and convex functional constraints
(e.g., quadratically constrained quadratic programs) or problems with a pseudo-convex
objective function minimized over a simple closed convex set (e.g., quadratic over
linear fractional programs). For the general problem, we design a forward-backward-
forward splitting type method based on novel adaptive stepsize strategies. Under an
additional generalized Lipschitz property of the first operator, sublinear convergence
rate is derived for the sequence generated by our adaptive algorithm. Moreover, if the
sum is uniformly pseudo-monotone, linear/sublinear rates are derived depending on
the parameter of uniform pseudo-monotonicity. Preliminary numerical experiments
demonstrate the good performance of our method when compared to some existing

optimization methods and software.
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1. Introduction Let H be a finite-dimensional real vector space endowed with a scalar product
(-,-) and the corresponding norm || - ||. Our goal is to find a zero of a sum of three operators

A:H—-H,B: H—H, and C: H — 2% thatis

find 7 € Hsuch that 0 AZ+ Bz+CZ, (D)

where A + B + C is pseudo-monotone, and A satisfies some generalized smoothness condition, B
is smooth, and C is maximally monotone as detailed in Assumption [I]of Section 3] Finding a zero
of a sum of operators is a very general problem and covers, in particular, constrained optimization,
and minimax optimization problems frequently encountered in signal processing [25]], triangulation
in computer vision [2]], semi-supervised learning [[15], learning of kernel matrices [28]], steering

direction estimation for RADAR detection [20], generative adversarial networks [31]] among others.

Previous work. The problem of finding a zero of a sum of operators is considered in many works.
For example, [8, [10, 16, [1'7, 19, 26, [39] cover the monotone case, while [3} [11} 35] consider
the nonmonotone case. In [[19, 26] all three operators are assumed maximally monotone and,
additionally, the first is Lipschitz continuous. Under these settings, algorithms based on resolvent
and forward operators, activated one at a time successively, are proposed together with a detailed
convergence analysis. Furthermore, finding a zero of a sum of two maximally monotone operators,
A+ C, such that A is a continuous single-valued operator, is investigated in [39] and a forward-
backward-forward algorithm is proposed (also known as Tseng’s algorithm), where the stepsize
is chosen constant when A is Lipschitz or based on an Armijo-Goldstein-type rule, otherwise.
Linear rate was derived for this method when A + C is strongly monotone. In [3} [11}, 35], A is
assumed Lipschitz continuous, possible nonmonotone, and C is maximally monotone, such that
either A + C satisfies the weak Minty condition or a cohypomonotonicity assumption. In particular,
[35] considers an extragradient algorithm with adaptive and constant stepsizes, which reduces,
for a specific choice of stepsize, to the forward-backward-forward algorithm in the monotone
case. Moreover, [11] analyzes an optimistic gradient algorithm, while in [3] algorithms based on
classical Halpern and Krasnosel’skii-Mann iterations are analyzed. For all these methods, under
suitable assumptions, sublinear rates are derived. Finally, finding a zero of a sum of three operators
A+ B+C is considered in [17], where A, C are maximally monotone and B is Lipschitz continuous
and monotone, and asymptotic convergence is proved for an error-tolerant forward-backward-

forward algorithm.
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The forward-backward-forward algorithm was also extended to solve variational inequalities. For
example, [[7, 38] consider a variational inequality, where the operator is Lipschitz continuous, and
a (modified) Tseng algorithm is employed with a constant stepsize or an adaptive stepsize, so that
it i1s not necessary to know the Lipschitz constant. Convergence is derived when the operator is
pseudo-monotone. Moreover, the Lipschitz assumption on the operator involved in the variational
inequality is relaxed in [37]], the operator being assumed continuous. Then, Tseng’s algorithm is
considered with an Armijo-Goldestein rule for the stepsize. Under standard conditions, the weak
and strong convergence of the method is obtained in the pseudo-monotone case. Our approach
differs from [37], as we consider that the operator A satisfies a relaxed Lipschitz condition and we
employ Tseng’s algorithm with novel adaptive stepsize rules (e.g., based on the positive root of a
polynomial equation). Others methods for solving variational inequalities with a Lipschitz operator
in the monotone case were considered e.g., in [33]] and in the nonmonotone case (under weak Minty
condition) in [21]].

Furthermore, specific algorithms were also developed for particular classes of variational inequal-
ities, such as convex-concave minimax optimization problems [14} [18]]. More specifically, these

papers address problems of the form:

I}gg)r(lryneayX (Lx,y) +@(x) =y (y), 2

where X and Y are Hilbert spaces, L is a linear operatorand ¢ : X - R:=RU{+c}andy : ¥ - R
are proper, convex, lower semicontinuous functions. For such problems, a primal-dual proximal

algorithm is proposed in [14] for which a sublinear rate is derived in the optimality measure:

G(x,y) = Iyneayx@f,y) —¥ () +o(X) - I)gi)r(l@)c,i) +o(x) -y (3),

for a given (X, y) € X X Y. An extension of the algorithm from [[14] is given in [[18]], where ¢ is split
as @1 + 7, with ¢ : X — R convex, differentiable with a Lipschitz continuous gradient, while ¢ is
a proper, convex, lower semicontinuous function. It is proved that this algorithm converges weakly

to a solution to problem (2)) and, if ¢; =0, then [18]] recovers the primal—dual algorithm in [14].

Contributions. In this paper, we propose a method for finding a zero of a sum of three operators,
which are not necessarily monotone. For this general problem we design a forward-backward-
forward splitting type method based on novel adaptive stepsize strategies and then perform a detailed

convergence analysis. More specifically, our main contributions are the following.
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(i) Mathematical modelling: We consider the general problem (1)) of finding a zero of a sum of
three operators, A + B+ C, such that A is continuous, B is Lipschitz continuous, and C is maximally
monotone. In contrast to other works that assume A to be Lipschitz continuous and the sum to
be monotone, we relax these conditions, i.e., we require the operator A to satisfy a generalized
Lipschitz condition and the sum to be pseudo-monotone. Our assumptions cover important classes of
optimization problems such as problems minimizing smooth and convex functional constraints (e.g.,
quadratically constrained quadratic programs) or problems minimizing pseudo-convex objective

functions over a simple closed convex set (e.g., quadratic over linear fractional programs).

(i1) Algorithm: For solving this general problem we propose a variant of the forward-backward-
forward algorithm [39]], based on two novel adaptive stepsize strategies. In contrast to previous
works where computationally expensive Armijo-Goldestein stepsize rules are used when the oper-
ator is continuous, we propose two adaptive stepsize strategies that require finding the root of a
certain nonlinear equation whose coeflicients depend on the current iterate and on the parameters
characterizing the operator properties. In particular, for quadratically constrained quadratic (resp.
quadratic over linear fractional) programs the stepsize is computed solving a second-order (resp.

third-order) polynomial equation.

(iii)) Convergence analysis: Within the considered settings, we provide a detailed convergence
analysis for the forward-backward-forward algorithm based on our adaptive stepsize rules. In
particular, when the sum of the operators is pseudo-monotone, we prove the global asymptotic
convergence for the whole sequence generated by the algorithm and, additionally, establish sublinear
convergence rate. An improved linear rate is obtained when the sum is uniformly pseudo-monotone
of order g € [1,2].

(iv) Experiments: Detailed numerical experiments using synthetic and real data demonstrate the
effectiveness of our method and allows us to evaluate its performance when compared to some
existing state-of-the-art optimization methods from [37,139]], and existing software [22]].

In conclusion, enhancing a forward-backward-forward splitting algorithm by introducing novel
adaptive stepsize strategies and considering suitable assumptions on the generalized problem (cov-
ering a wide spectrum of applications) to allow the derivation of a complete convergence analysis,

represent important contributions for solving inclusion problems.

2. Background We denote by zer(A) the set of zeros of an operator A, by I'o(H) the set of

proper lower semicontinuous convex functions on H with values in | — co, +00], by 0,,,x,,, the m X m
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null matrix and by 0,, the m-dimensional null vector. Further, let us recall the definition of the
subdifferential of a convex function.
DerINITION 1. The subdifferential of a proper convex function f : H — R is the set-valued

operator 0 f : H — 2% which maps every point x € H to the set

Of(x)={uecH|(VyeH) (y—x,u)+ f(x) < f(y)}.

Note that d f (x) = @ for x ¢ dom f. For example, let D be a nonempty closed and convex subset of
H and let its indicator function ¢p be defined as

_ 0 ifxeD
ip-H->R: x> 3)

+o0o0, otherwise.

Then, dtp = Np, where Np is the normal cone to D, i.e.

H|(YyeD) (y—x,u) <0} ifxeD
No (x) = {ueH|(VyeD) (y-xu)<0} ifxe @

@ otherwise.

Moreover, if f is differentiable at a point x € domf, its gradient is denoted by V f(x). Let us also
recall the definition of functions with Holder continuous gradient.
DerINITION 2. Let v €]0, 1]. Then, the differentiable function g: H — R has a v-Holder con-

tinuous gradient, if there exists L, > 0 such that
(V(x,w) €H?) [|Vg(x) = Vg(w)ll < Lgllx = wl”. ®)

If g has v-Holder continuous gradient, then the following inequality holds, see [40, Lemma 1]:

L
(Y. w) €E2) - [g(w) = g(x) = (V). w=x)| < 7= lw =x| ™. ©)

Next, we present the definitions of pseudo-convex functions and operators.
DerINITION 3. Let X C H be an open set, let f: X — R be a differentiable function and let Z

be a subset of X. Then, f is said to be pseudo-convex on Z if, for every (x,w) € Z2, one has:
(Vf(x),w-x)20 = f(x) < f(w).

Clearly, any convex function is pseudo-convex and any stationary point of a pseudo-convex function

is a global minimum. However, there are also pseudo-convex functions that are not convex. For
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example, consider an open convex set X C R” and differentiable functions g : X — [0, +oco[ and
h: X —]0, +oo[ such that g is convex and / is concave. Then, the function f: X —]0, +co[: x >
g(x)/h(x), is pseudo-convex on any subset of X [6]]. Other examples of pseudo-convex functions
are given in Example [3] below, see also [29]. The notion of pseudo-convexity was also extended to
nondifferentiable functions, see for example [4].

DEFINITION 4. An operator T: H — 2 is said to be pseudo-monotone if

(V(x,y) eH?) (It eTx) &,y-x)>0 = (V9eTy) (J,y—x)>0.

For example, [27] shows that any differentiable pseudo-convex function has a pseudo-monotone
gradient. In addition, [4] proves that a lower semicontinuous radially continuous function is pseudo-
convex if and only if its subdifferential is pseudo-monotone. Moreover, note that every monotone

operator is pseudo-monotone

Finally, let us recall the definition of the resolvent of an operator C : H — 2. The resolvent of C is

the operator J¢ = (Id+C)~!, that is
(V(x,p)eH?) pelex = x-peCp.

If C : H— 2" is maximally monotone, then J¢ is single-valued, defined everywhere on H, and
firmly nonexpansive [3]. Moreover, if C = d f, the subdifferential operator of a convex function f,
then its resolvent is the proximal mapping prox,. If f =p, where ¢p is defined in (@) and D is a
nonempty closed convex subset of H, then prox,, = = proj,, where proj, is the projection operator

onto the set D.

3. Assumptions and examples In this section we provide our main assumptions and also
several examples of problems that fit into our framework. First, let us present our standing assump-

tions for the operators A, B, and C.

ASSUMPTION 1.  The following assumptions hold for problem (I)):
i) C has nonempty closed convex domain, dom C, and is maximally monotone.
ii) A is a continuous single-valued operator on dom C C H.
iii) B is a single-valued operator and Lipschitz on dom C with a Lipschitz constant Lg > 0 (when
B =0, we can take an arbitrarily small positive value for Lp).

iv) A+ B+ C is a pseudo-monotone operator.
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v) There exist ({,7) €]0,+00[? such that for every (u,w) € H, y €]0,+00[, g = projyom c W, and

Z=q —yu, the following holds:
lg = Jyczll < y(Lllull + 7).

vi) A satisfies a generalized Lipschitz condition, that is, there exist u €]0,2], (3, 0) € [2,+oo[>

and continuous functions a, b, and ¢ fromH to [0, +oo[ such that, for every (z1, z2) € (dom C)?,
1Az1 = Az S a(z1)llz1 = 22l + b(z1)llz1 = 22/l + e (21) |21 — 22l (8)

REMARK 1. Assumption can be generalized to more than three terms, i.e., A satisfies a
generalized Lipschitz condition if there exist u €]0,+0o[, (6;)1<i<m € [2,+c0[™, and continuous

functions a and (b;)1<j<;; from H to [0, 4+co[ such that

(V(z1,22) € (domC)?)  ||Az1 — Azll* <a(z1) |z —Z2||“+Zbi(21)||21 - 2%

i=1
Although the convergence analysis from this paper can be derived under this more general condition,
Assumption turns out to be sufficient in most of the applications of interest. Additionally, note
that we require a(-),b(-) and c(-) to depend only on z; in order to make our adaptive stepsize
choices introduced in the following sections dependent only on the current iterate.
Note that our assumptions are quite general. Next, we present some important examples of opti-
mization problems that can be recast as problem (1), showing the versatility of our settings.
ExAmMPLE 1. (Minimizing the sum of three functions). The most straightforward example of

inclusion (1)) arises from the optimization problem:
mIiRn F(x) :=f(x)+g(x)+hi(x)+hy(Lx), 9)
x€R”

where L e R™", f e I'o(R") has a v-Holder continuous gradient with constant Ly >0, g € I'o(R")
has a Lipschitz continuous gradient with constant L, > 0, and hy € I'o(R"™) is finite at a point in
the relative interior of the range of L. Moreover, we assume that /; is the indicator function of a
nonempty closed convex set D and h; is Lipschitz on its domain with modulus L, > 0. We assume
that L(D) € dom h, and there is a point in the intersection of the relative interiors of L(D) and
dom h,. The latter condition ensures that d(hy + hy o L) =dh; + LT 0 dhy o L. This formulation

covers composite (f =0), Holder composite (g = 0), or hybrid composite problems, respectively.

(7
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The first-order optimality condition for (9) at x reduces to 0 € Ax+ Bx+Cx, where A=V f, B=Vg,
and C=0h; + L7 o 8hy o L. Next, we show that Assumption [I] holds for this example:

(i) - (iii) Note that, since h| € I'((R"), hy € ['H(R™), the gradient of f is continuous and g has
Lipschitz continuous gradient, operator C is maximally monotone, operator A is a single-valued
continuous operator, and operator B is Lipschitz continuous with constant Lg = L,.

(iv) Since the functions f and g are convex, then operators A and B are monotone. Moreover,
since C is maximal monotone, we have that the operator A + B + C is monotone, and consequently,
pseudo-monotone.

(v) Let (u,w) € H?, g = projyomcw, and z = g — yu. Then, we have

domC=D and Jyc=Pprox, smpor)-

In [1]] it was proved that

. h h . p—
J)’C =PrO0)domc © prOX)/lhzoL, where prox)’lhzoL = (Id + yLT odhyoLo prOJdomC) 1'

Define p = prox%zoL(z). Then, p +yp =z for some p € LT o dhy o L(projgomep). Moreover,

ANl < Lp,||IL|| and

) . h . .
||Pr0]domCW - J}/CZ” < ”pro.]domCW - PrOXy;lzoL(Z) || = ||pr0JdomCW -zt ypll

< [lprojgomew = zll + Y121l < lIProjgomew = zll + ¥ L LI = llull + v L, |ILI],

where, in the first inequality, we have used the nonexpansiveness of the projection operator and
Projgomc (PrOjgomc (W)) = Projgomc (W), and in the last one, we have used the linear relation between
Z, ProjgomcW, and u. Therefore, in this case, { =1 and 7 = Ly, ||L||.

(vi) From (5)) and the definition of operator A, we have, for every (z1,z2) € D2,
1Az = Aza||* < Lillz1 = 2217

Hence, a(z1) = L3, p=2v, b(z1) =0, and c(z;) =0.
ExampLE 2. (Minimax problems). Let m and n be positive integers, and consider the following

minimax problem:

min max F(x, y) +¢(x) = ¢ (y), (10)
X€R" yeR™

where F : R” X R™ — R is a differentiable function, ¢ = ¢/ + 2, and ¢ = ¢ + ¢, with | and ¢
having Lipschitz gradients, ¢, € ['h(R"), and ¢, € I'H(R™). Note that the minimax problem is
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more general than problem (2)) considered in previous works, as we allow more general expressions
for F beyond bilinear terms. The first-order optimality conditions for this problem are equivalent

to solving the inclusion:

0e A(x,y)+B(x,y)+C(x,y), (1D

where H=R" xR" and the three operators are

A:H-H: (x,y) = (ViF(x,y),-V,F(x,y)) (12)
B:H—-H: (x,y) = (Voi(x), Vi (y)),
C:H—2": (x,y) = dpa(x) X a(y).

Next, we give two examples of this minimax problem.

a) For simplicity, let us consider m =1 and

(V(x.y) eH) F(x,y)=yg(x), (13)
where g is a twice differentiable convex function, which has a v-Holder continuous gradient with
constant Lg, ¢1 and | are convex functions, ¢ is the indicator function of the interval [0, +oo[
and ¢ =t| + 1, where ¢ is the indicator function of a nonempty closed convex set D, and ¢, is
a proper lower-semicontinous convex function which is Lipschitz continuous on its domain with
modulus L;, > 0. We assume that D C dom#, and there is a point in the intersection of the relative
interiors of D and dom#,. Let us show that Assumption [ holds for this example.

(i) - (iii) From the definitions of operators A, B and C, we can easily verify that C is maximally
monotone, A is a continuous single-valued operator, and B is Lipschitz continuous.

(iv) Operator A is given by

A:H-H: (x,y)— (yVg(x),—g(x)) . (14)
The Jacobian J4 of A at (x,y) € His

yV2g(x) Vg(x)

Ja(x,y) =
-Vg(x)T 0

Note that, for every (x,y) € R" X [0,+o0[, Ja(x,y) is positive semidefinite matrix. Since A is

continuous and monotone on R” X [0, +co[, then A is maximally monotone on R" X [0, +oo[, see
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[S]. Moreover, since ¢ and ¢| are proper lower semicontinuous convex functions, then A + B+ C is
a monotone operator, which is a particular instance of a pseudo-monotone operator.

(v) Note that in this case dom C = D X [0, co[ and we have:

Jyc (%, y) = (ProXy, (s, 41) (%), Projpo 4o (¥))-

Following Example|[I] the following relation holds:
PIOXy (1, 41,) (x) =projp o prox;'lz, where proxf;l2 =(Id+ydt; o projD)_1 )

Let (u,w) e H?, g = ProjgomcW, and z = g — yu. Considering the decomposition w = (wy, w2),u =
(u1,uz) and z = (z1, z2). Define p = prox;'lz(zl). Then, p +yp =z, for some p € dt2(projpp), and

IAIl < L;,. We further have

. 2 . . t 2 . . 2
IProjgomew — Jyczll” = lIprojpwi — projp © proxy,, zill” + |Projjo +eo W2 = Projjo +eo 221l
. 2 : 2
< [lprojpwi — prox’), z1[|* + [|proj g oo w2 — 22|l
. 112 . 2
= |lprojpwi — z1 +yPII” +[[Projjo 4oy w2 — 22|
< 2||proj — 212+ 2921pI1? j — 2|
<2|lprojpwi — z1ll” + 2y7IPIlI” + [[Projjo +eo w2 — 22l

=292 lur 1P+ 22111 + 7 lual® < 292 lull® + 2y L3,

Thus, we get £ = V2 and 7 = \/iL,z.
(vi) Forevery z=(x,y) e R" xR and 7 = (X, y) € R" XR, we have
1Az = AZ|1? <2 Ve (D) |IPllz = 211 + 4L |z = 21> + 4LE ]y llz - 2>
Indeed, from the definition of A (see (14))),
IACx,y) = AGE )P = [IVg(x)y - Ve (@)F]1* + g (%) - g (x) . (15)
Moreover,

[Vg(x)y — Vg(X)3|1* = | Vg (x)y — Vg(x)7 + Vg (x)5 — Vg(%)7]>
<2||Vg()|1*ly = 5|* +2|5*(| Vg (x) — Vg (%)]?
_ _ 2y

< 2||Vg()|1*ly -5 +2L§|J’|2l|x ~ |2

< 2|V @)1y = 3I* +4LglyPllx =TI +4Lgly = 5Pl = %I1>,  (16)



Chorobura, Necoara and Pesquet: An adaptive forward-backward-forward splitting algorithm for solving pseudo-monotone inclusions
Article submitted to Mathematics of Operations Research 11

where, in the first and last inequalities, we used the fact that ||a + b||> < 2||a||> + 2||b6||?, for all

a,b € R" and n € N. On other hand, from (6)) we deduce that

212
19(%) - g(x)|* < 2[(Vg(x), ¥ —x)|* + ——— || — x| ">
(I+v)
212
2= 2 8 = 242y
< 2[[Vg () ||*[lx — x|| +m||x—xll
<2|[Vg () [1P[I% = x[|* + 4L ||% — x[|***. (17)

Altogether, (13), (I6), and lead to

IA(x, y) = A%, 7)1
< 2|V ()Pl (x, y) = (&, DIP+ALEI (x, ) = (&, D)IP 1 = x| +4Lg |y |lx — x]|>

<2|IVg)IPllz = ZI° +4Lgllz = ZII + 4L |y lx - 11>

Hence, Assumption holds with y =2v, B =2+2v and 6 = 2. Finally, the inequality ||x — || <

||(x,y) — (x,¥)|| allows us to prove the statement.

b) Consider

(V(xy) €H)  F(x,y)= ) vigi(x), (18)
i=1

where (g;)1<i<m are twice differentiable convex functions, which have Lipschitz continuous gradi-

ents with constants Ly, > 0, (g;)m+1<i<m are the following affine functions:
(Yie{m+1,....,m}) gi:x—l'x—r

with ([;,7;)m+1<i<m Vectors in R” X R. In addition, ¢; and ¢ are convex functions, ¥, is the
indicator function of the set [0, +co[XR™™"™ and ¢, =t +t,, where t; is the indicator function of
a nonempty closed convex set D and #; is a proper lower-semicontinous convex function which is
Lipschitz on its domain with modulus L, > 0. We assume that D C dom¢?, and there is a point in
the intersection of the relative interiors of D and dom?,. Let us show that Assumption [I] holds for
this example.

(1)-(ii1) From the definitions of the operators A, B, and C, it is straightforward that C is maximally

monotone, A is a continuous single-valued operator, and B is Lipschitz continuous.
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(iv) First note that A + {04} X N[0 4[] is maximally monotone. Indeed, if we consider the notation
A=A X Aj, where, for every (x,y) e R" XR™, A1(x,y) € R" and Ay(x,y) € R™, then (A + {0y} X
N[0, 400[m) (X, y) = A1 (x,y) X [A2(x,¥) + N[0 400 (¥)]. Moreover, we have

A:H-H: (x,y)H(;yngi(x),ﬂ), (19)

Al(-xvy)

where g(x) = [g1(x),...,gm(x)]T. The Jacobian J4 of A at (x,y) is

L viV2gi(x) Vg(x)

, with Vg(x)=[Vgi(x),...,Vgu(x)].
_Vg(x)T 0m><m

Ja(x,y) =

Note that, for every (x,y) € R" X ([0, +c0["xXR"™™™), J4(x,y) is a positive semidefinite matrix.
Since A is continuous and monotone on R” X ([0, +oco["xR™~"™), then A is maximally monotone
on R” x ([0, +co[™xR™™)  see [5]. Moreover, since ¢ and ¥ are proper lower semicontinuous
convex functions, then A + B + C is a monotone operator.

(v) Following the same argument as in the case m = 1, we get { = V2 and 7 = \/§Lt2.

(vi) For every z=(x,y) e R" XxR™ and 7 = (X, y) € R" X R", we have

IAGe, y) = AE DI < ale, ») 1 x,3) = (E DI+ (x,y) = & DI, (20)

with b =

|

D L%, ax,y) =2(p(x,y) + 2, Vg:(x)|?), and
i=1

2
m
p(x.y) =2max | m max [|Vg;(x)[. (Z Lgi|y,~|) .
1<i<m P
Indeed, similarly to the previous example,

2
IAGe, y) = A PP =

m
> Vei(x)yi - Vai(®)3s
=1

+ ) 18i(®) - gi(x)”. @1
i=1
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Moreover,

2 2

(Vgi(x)yi = Vgi(X)yi)

i=1

m m 2
< (Z IV () lyi = 5il + ) 51l Vgi (x) —Vg,-oz)n)
i=1 i=1

Z (Vgi(x)yi = Vgi(x)yi + Vgi(x)y; — Vgi(X)¥)

i=1

2
m m
< (lma IVei@l Zl [vi =il +Z;Lg,.|y,~|||x—x||)
1= =

sz(@r% ||Vg,~<x>||||y—y||+ZLg,.|y,-|||x—x||) +2(ZLg,.|yi—yi|||x—xn) ,

i=1 i=1

where, in the last inequality, we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Hence,

2

m
> Vgix)yi - Vgi(D)3i
i=1

m
<p(xy) (ly =3l +1lx =xl)*+2 ( Lﬁ,.) 15 = yIP1x = %117
=1

1

L§,.) I, y) = @GR (22)
=1

1

<2p(x5, )(x,y) = (£ P> +2 (

On other hand, using (6) with v =1,

m . } LZ'
; |8:(F) = gi(0)I” < ;ZKVgi(x),x _x>|2+;%||x—x||4

m m LZ‘
<2 Vgl =P+ ) = =1, (23)
i=1 i=1

Hence, (21), (22), (23)), and the fact ||x — || < ||(x,y) — (X, y)|| yield (20). From (20) it follows that
Assumption [T]jvi holds with ¢ =2 and 6 =4 (note that in this case c(z;) =0).

RemMARK 2.  One concrete application of the example above is the quadratically constrained
quadratic program (QCQP) problem:
min leQox +b'x+c
xeR” x>0 2

1
s.t. ExTQix+ll-Tx§r,-\7’i€{1,...,n‘1}, Tx=r;Vie{m+1,...,m}, (24)
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where (Q;)o<i<m are positive semidefinite matrices of dimension n X n, and (/;);<;<,» and b are

vectors in R". Rewriting the QCQP into the Lagrange primal-dual form using the dual variables
y=(Vi)1<i<m, We get
m
. . 1 T T
A-H->H: (x,y)— Z(Q,-x+l,-)y,-, —Ex Qix—1; x+r;
i=1 1<i<m
B:H—-H: (x,y) — (Qox+b,0,) (25)

C:H—2%: (x,9) = (Mos400yn (%) X (Njo 00)m () 15i2m) X {01z }),

where we have set H=R" xR and Q; =0 foreveryi € {m+1,...,m}. QCQP’s have many applica-
tions, e.g., in signal processing [25]], triangulation in computer vision [2]], semi-supervised learning
[[15], learning of kernel matrices [28]], or steering direction estimation for RADAR detection [20].
ExampLE 3. Consider the following problem:
min f(x), (26)
x€D
where D is a nonempty closed convex subset of H=R" and f : R" — R is a continuously differen-
tiable pseudo-convex function on D. Some examples of pseudo-convex functions are encountered
in fractional programs, see below and also [23}36]. If X satisfies the first-order optimality condition

for (26)), then we have the following inclusion:

0 € Ax + C¥, (27)

where the operators are

Vf(x) ifxeD
Ax = B=0, and C=Np. (28)

@ otherwise,
(Fractional programming) Consider the following quadratic fractional programming problem:

1. T T
X Ox—h'x+h
min f(x) =2 ¢ 0

: — n T >
mir dTx1do with D={xeR"|d x>0}, (29)

where f: D — R, dg €]0,+00[, hg €R, (h,d) € (R")?, and Q € R™" is a symmetric matrix. When

the matrix Q is positive semidefinite, the function f is pseudo-convex since it is the ratio of convex
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over concave functions, see [6]. Otherwise, [[12, 13]] present necessary and sufficient conditions for
the function f to be pseudo-convex. Particular cases of (29)) are problems whose objective is a sum
of a linear and a linear fractional function, i.e., when Q = (rd " +dr") /2, which yields the following

formulation:

h'x+h
min f(x) ==r'x+ X+ o

. _ " d x>0V,
mir Trrg, Wit D {xeR"|d x>0} (30)

Indeed, setting Q = (rd" +dr")/2 in (29) yields

TQx—hTx+hy WxTrdTx—hTx+hy 1 . ho—(h+%r)Tx
= = — +
dx+do dx+do S dx+do

Then, by defining ¥ =r/2 and h=—-h- %r, we obtain a problem of the form (30). Reference [30]
presents several cases when f is pseudo-convex over the polyhedral set {x € R" | d"x + dy > 0},
namely, if r =nd, withn > 0, or h = {d, with hy — {dy > 0 (see [30, Theorem 1] for more details).
Fractional programming arises e.g., in portfolio and transportation problems (see [30] for more
details).

Below, we show that operators A, B, and C defined in (28) satisfy Assumption

(i) - (iii) From the definitions of the operators A, C, we can easily see that C is maximally monotone

and A is a continuous single-valued operator.

(iv) Let us show that A + C is pseudo-monotone. Indeed, consider (x, w) € D?. Assume that
(VteCx) (Vf(x)+x,w—-x)=>0. (31)
We need to show that
(VWweCw) (Vf(w)+w,w—-x)>0. (32)
It follows from the definition of the normal cone in (@) that
(VteCx) X,w—-x)<0 and (VWwelCw) W, x—w)<0. (33)

Combining (3] and the first inequality in (33)) yields

(Vf(x),w—x)=0.
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Since f is pseudo-convex, then the above inequality implies that
(Vf(w),w—=x)=>0.

Hence, from the previous inequality and the second one in (33)), we derive (32). Therefore, Assump-
tion holds.
(v) Note that J,cz = projg,mc(z). Using the nonexpensiveness of the projection operator, since

q= projdoma and z = q—7yu, we get
||pr0jdomC(W) _projdomC(Z)” < ”C] _Z” :7”1’{“

Hence, in this case the inequality holds with { =1 and any 7 > 0.

(vi) Before showing that this assumption is valid for (29), let us fist derive a more focused inequality

for (30).

1. Consider problem (30) and operator A defined in (28)). The Hessian of f is

2(h"x+h 1
( X+ O)dd'r

) ~ -
(VxeD) Vf(x)= (d"x+do)> (d7x+dp)?

(dh™ +hd").

Consider (x,X) € D?. By the mean value inequality, there exists w € (x, %) s.t.

IVf(x) = VL@ < 192 F () I1P]lx = %11

2
11?11 w + hol + IdThI) Il = %17

<|— - =
B ((dTw+d0)3 (d™w +dp)?

2

2 2 2 _

< (EIIdIIZIhT(x -w)l+ ﬁlldllzlth+ hol + ;IdThl) Il = x|
0 0 0

2 2
2 2 2 _
<2 (;IIdIIZIhT(x—w)I) +(E||d||2|th+ho|+E|dTh|) llx - x|

0 0 0
2
8 _ 8 (Ild|? _
< —6||d||4||h||2||x —x|*+ — ———|hTx+hol+|dTh|| |x-X|*
d§ dy \ do

where in the third inequality we used the fact that, since D is convex, w € D, hence d"w > 0,

in the fourth inequality, we used the convexity of (-)?, and in the last one we used that w €

8 (ld|I? 2
(x,%). Hence, Assumption |1llvil holds with a(z;) = 7 (%”ZTQ + ho| + |dTh|) , b(z1) =
0

ﬁlldll“llhllz, ¢(z1)=0,u=2,and 6 =4.
0
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2. Consider problem (29) and operator A defined in (28)). The Hessian of f is

Q |, (2f(dd" - (Qx-hd' -d(Qx-n")

2 _
(VxeD) Vf(x)= dTx+dg (dTx +dp)?

Consider (x,%) € D?. By the mean value inequality, there exists w € (x, %) s.t.
IVF(x) = V@ < VFw) Il lx -] (34)

After some calculations similar to those in the previous example, we get

WTQw =2hTw+2ho| | 2lldIllIQw = A
v? < d|I* +
IVl < Q1+ P S
ol ||cz||2 2dllliQw - h
< 1O, J9 w2 + 217w = oy + 2L
do dO
o1, ||d||2
< Ny I QI 2087 )+ 2T
2lld ||
2 0x = hll+ QI 1)
O
ol 2||d||2 ] ]
< 2L ZEE QNI 1P + QN P + ]+ 147 = Aol
2 ]
x—hll + Q1% - x])
0
2||d|I? 2 d
< L0 2 ool + 47~ hob + 5 i0x - i
0 0 0
2P 210 21 o1
| Sl =10 1+ = I - (35)
dO 0
We deduce from and that
IV /() - V@I
_ 12]la 4 ) 2||d||? 2 d _
< 2 jore - +3 | 2 g+ 2] el
ds &
lel , 2Ad? 20 ’
; QNI + 17 7x — hol) + —hn) 5 - 11
0 o o
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Therefore, Assumption is satisfied with u =2, =4, B =6, and

2
d|* d||? d
ez =2 op2, b(Z1)=12(” g+ 1 ”IIQII)
48 &
||Q|| , 2l , 201 ’
a(z1) =3 QN2 I+ 177z - a—-nll .
dO 0

From the previous discussion, one can see that our assumptions cover a broad range of optimization

problems arising in applications.

4. An adaptive forward-backward-forward algorithm Adaptive methods are widely used
in optimization due to their ability to simplify stepsize tuning [7,135,38]]. Unlike previous approaches
to the forward-backward-forward algorithm, such as those in [39]], we introduce two novel adaptive
strategies that bypass the need for computationally expensive Armijo-Goldstein stepsize rules,
typically employed when the operator is assumed to be continuous [37, 39]. In both strategies,
the stepsize is determined using the current iterate and the parameters that define the operator’s

properties.

4.1. Investigated algorithm In this section, we introduce a new algorithm for solving problem
(T). Our algorithm is similar to the forward-backward-forward splitting algorithm in [39] as it also
involves two explicit (forward) steps using A and B, and one implicit (backward) step using C.
However, the novely of our iterative process lies in the adaptive way we choose the stepsize yj at
each iteration k, which is adapted to the assumptions considered on the operators A, B, and C (see

Assumption [T)).

Adaptive Forward-Backward-Forward Algorithm (AFBF):
1. Choose the initial estimate xo € dom C.
2. For k > 0 do:

(a) Compute the stepsize yx > 0.

(b) zk =xk — yi(Axk + Bxy)

©) px=Jycik

(d) gk =pr—7vr (Apk +Bpi)

(€) £k =qr — 2k +xx

(f) xps1= projdomC (fk)

Typically, to prove the convergence of a forward-backward-forward splitting algorithm, one needs

the operators A and B to satisfy a Lipschitz type inequality [39]:

(36)
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yillAxg + Bxy — Api — Bpi||* < allxk — pells (37)

where @y €] @min, ¥max[C]0, 1[, & € N. In our case it appears difficult to find a positive stepsize yy
satisfying as the operator A is not assumed to be Lipschitz. However, imposing appropriate
assumptions on the operator A (e.g., some generalized Lipschitz type inequality as in Assumption
[T]ivi), we will show that we can ensure (37). In the next sections we provide two adaptive choices

for y; that enable us to prove the convergence of AFBF.

4.2. First adaptive choice for the stepsize In this section, we design a novel strategy to
choose y; when the operator A satisfies Assumption with ¢ = 2. Recall that (£, 7) €]0, +co[?
are the parameters which satisfying Assumption[I|v]

Stepsize Choice 1:

1. Choose 0 < amjn < @max < 1 and o > 0.

2. For k > 0 do:
(a) Compute d(xg) = ||Axy + Bxi|| + 7 and choose ay € [@min, ¥max] -
(b) Choose yy such that

y it <7
yie {[f’ Tl i (38)
Vi otherwise,
where ¥, > 0 is the root of the following equation in 7y: o
b)) 2y +e(n)d ) P + (L +ao) =55 (39)

ReEMARK 3. Stepsize choice (38) could be just considered y; = y. However, the positive param-
eter o allows us to choose a larger range of stepsizes.
Note that equation (39), which is a polynomial equation when u, 6, and B are integers, is well

defined, i.e., there exists ¥, > O satisfying equation (39). Indeed, define
(Vy €[0,400))  h(y) =2b(xi)d(xi)" >y +2¢(xx)d (xx)P 9P +2(a(xx) + L) y* — e,

and wy = +/ay/Lp. Note that, we have h(wy) > a; > 0 and h(0) < 0. Since & is continuous on
[0, wg], there exists ¥x €]0, wi [ such that 4(7;) = 0. Moreover, since /' (y) > 4L1297 > 0 for every
v €]0,+0o[, then A is strictly increasing on ]0,+oco[. Hence, there exists exactly one y; > 0 such

that the equality in (39) is satisfied and i(yx) < 0= h(yy) for y; defined in (38).

LEMMA 1. Let Assumption [I| hold with u =2. Let k > 0 and let yy be given by (38). Then,
inequality is satisfied and
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ye <pi=  [Tmax (40)

Proof From basic properties of the norm,

YillAxi + Bxy — Api = Bpill® < 2v; || Bxi — Bpill® +2v; 1| Axi — Apill®.
Using the Lipschitz continuity of operator B on dom C and Assumption|[I|[vifor i €]0,+oo[, we get

yillAxi + Bxy — Apy — Bpil|?
< 2y2 L lxk = pell® +2y2a e llxe — prll +2y2b (xi) ok = pell® +2y5e (i) llxk = prll?

= 27’;%(14%3 +a(xp)|lxx = prll# 2+ b))l — pall?™2 + e () llxx —Pkllﬁ_z) ok — pell®. (41)
Using (7) with g =x;, w = £¢_1, u = Axy + Bxy, and y =y,
.
lxx = prll = 1Projgome (Xk=1) = Jyiczkll £ v (Cl|Axk + Bxg || +7) = yid(xi). (42)

From (39)), @1)), (42), and the fact that h(yy) < h(¥¢), for u =2, we deduce that

yillAxg + Bxg — Api — Bp|*

@1).@2) _ _
< 2(L3y3+a(u)yi +b(x)d(x) " 72yY + e (o) d (e P2y D) xie = pielP

<2 (L3 +a(e0)7 + b (e d (60 27 +c(x)d (027} ) ek - pel®
D ol - pell?. (43)

From the above inequality, the first statement holds. Moreover, from (39)), since a(xx), b(xx), ¢(xk),
and d(x;) are nonnegative for every k > 0, we have 2L277 — ay < 0. Since @y < @max, for every
k > 0, inequality holds. O

From previous examples, one can see that Stepsize Choice 1 requires the computation of a positive
root of a second-order polynomial equation for quadratically constrained quadratic programs in
(24), while for quadratic over linear fractional programs (29), one needs to compute the positive

root of a third-order equation. More explicitly:

(i) If we consider the quadratically constrained quadratic program (24)), then the operator A defined
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in (23) for problem (24) satisfies (20) where, for every i € {1,...,m} g;: x — %xTQ,-x +1x —r;.

Hence, equation (39) becomes:

bd(x)y* + (1Qoll” +a(xi))y” - T =0, (44)

with the functions a and b given in (20). Defining, 7 = y* we have

A A a
cd(x)*7* + (1QolI* + b (xx)) ¥ — 7" =0.

Note that, the positive root of the second order equation is

. =(1QolI* +b(xp)) + VUIQolI? +b(x1))? + 2ac d(xi)?
Tk= 2¢d(xy)? '

Then, using ¥, = y,%, we obtain that the positive root of (44) is

(NP baa)? + 2cdG)%ar - (I1QolP + b)) |
Y= 2cd(xy)? ’

(ii) For the quadratic fractional program (29), equation (39) becomes

c(xi)d (xi) y® + b () d () *y* + (a(x) + Ly)y* - % =0,

where functions a, b, and c are given in (36). Setting 17 = ¥2, we obtain a cubic equation with a

positive root 77, and then y; = /f.

4.2.1. Convergence results under pseudo-monotonicity Next, we show the asymptotic
convergence of the sequences (xj)xen and (pi)xen generated by AFBF Algorithm when u =2 and
the stepsize is computed according to (38). The following sequence will play a key role in our

convergence analysis:
(Vk €N)  ug=v; ' (zx — pi) + Api + Bpi € Apy + Bpy +Cp. (45)
THEOREM 1. Suppose that zer(A + B+ C) # @ and Assumption[I|holds with u = 2. Let (xi)en,

(zr)ken (Pr)ren, and (g )ren be sequences generated by AFBF algorithm with stepsizes (Vi )ken
given by (38)). Then, the following hold:



Chorobura, Necoara and Pesquet: An adaptive forward-backward-forward splitting algorithm for solving pseudo-monotone inclusions
22 Article submitted to Mathematics of Operations Research

i) (xx)ken is a Fejér monotone sequence with respect to zer(A+ B+ C);
ii) 332 1xk = pell* < +oo and Ti% N2k — qil|* < +oo;

iii) there exists 7 € zer(A+ B+ C) such that xy — 7, px — Z, and u, — 0.

Proof 1) Letk eN andlet 7 € zer(A+ B+ C). Then,
e = 21 = llxk = p + pi = ZII?
= llxk = prll* + 20k — pi, ik — Z) + |1 px — & + 56 — ZII°
= |k = pill® + 1k — £ell> + 1%k — 21> + 2¢xk — pro pic — Z) +2(ps — &s Xk — 2)
= llxk = pill® = lp = £ ll* + %% — ZII* + 20k — pi, P — 2) +2{px — £k, P — Z)
= |k = pill® = lpi = £ l* + 126 — ZII* +2¢ek — Fk, i — 2.
Moreover, using py — X = yr (Apyx + Bpr — Axy — Bxy), we deduce that
lock = ZI1% = llxk = pell* = Y2llApx + Bpi — Axg — Bxp||* + 112k = Z|I* + 2{xk — %k, px — Z). (46)
Note that 7 € domC. Using the nonexpansiveness of the projection, (46)) yields
et = 211 < lI£ — 212
@ lock = ZI1% = llxk = pell? + ¥l Api + Bpx — Axi — Bxl|* = 2(x — £k, px = 2). (47)
We deduce from Lemma [l that
e = 2112 < e = 207 = (1= @) 1xe — pell® = 24k — Ze, pic = 2). (48)
Since zj € (Id+yxC)pr, the inclusion relation in (45)) holds and
Xk — Xp =Y. (49)

Since A + B + C is pseudo-monotone and 7 is a zero of A+ B + C, we obtain:

(uk, prk —2) 2 0. (50)
Using the last inequality with (49) and @y < amax < 1, it follows from (@8)) that
Ileaar = 217 < lloek = 211 = (1 = amax) bk = pill? < i = 2112 (S

This shows that (xg)xen is a Fejer monotone sequence w.r.t. zer(A + B+ C).
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ii) Since (xx)xen is a Fejér monotone sequence, then it is bounded and (51)) yields
k

(1= max) D Iy = pjlI% < llxo = ZII* < +ov. (52)
j=0

It follows that (pg)ren is also bounded. In addition, by using Steps 2.(b) and 2.(e) of AFBF

algorithm, Lemma I} Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the fact that ax < @max, we further get

2.(e),@9) 2.(b),@3)
2 Rl TR

lzk — qkll lxx — px + vk (Api + Bpy — Axy — Bxp) ||*

= |lxk = picll® + 2yi(xk — pi, Api + Bpi — Ax — Bxy)
+¥ellApi + Bpi — Axy — Bxy||?
< llxx = pll® +2yellxk = pclllApi + Bpi — Axi — Bxy||
+yil|Apk + Bpi — Axy — Bxy||?
< (1+ V)l = prll®. (53)

As a consequence of and the boundedness of (@i )ken, Yo 12k — gk || < +00.
iii) Let uy be defined by (@3)). According to (53)), since ay €]0, 1],

Jueell < (i) 1+ V@l = pell < 27 i = il (54)
On other hand, from the definition of y; and Lemmal(T] it follows that

Umin < Qf (55)

=27} (L +a(e) +b()d ()7 + el d ()27, )

0 2 - 2 B
< 2’)7]% (L%+a(xk)+b(xk)d(xk)9 27]9 2+c(xk)d(xk)ﬁ Znﬁ 2)_

Since A, B, a, b, and ¢ are continuous on dom C and, (x;)ren and (yx)xen are bounded, then

(dy)ren is bounded and there exist (R;, R2, R3) €]0, +oo[> such that

a(xp) <Ri, b(xp)d(x)? > <Ry, and  c(xp)d(x)P % < Rs.

This allows us to lower-bound ;. as follows:

. @min
> Ymin :=Min< o, . 56
Yk = Ymin { \/2 (L% +Ry +Ryn?2+ R377/3‘2) } (56)

Hence, from (54)), we deduce that
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lluscll < 2yginllck = pill. (57)
As (52) implies that x; — py — 0, we have

u, — 0. (58)

To prove the convergence of (xx)ken, according to the Fejer-monotone convergence theorem [9,
Lemma 6], applied in our finite dimensional setting, where strong and weak convergences are
equivalent, it is sufficient to show that every sequential cluster point of (xj )ren is a zeroof A+ B+C.
Let w be such a sequential cluster point. There thus exists a subsequence (xx, )neny Of (X )ken such

that x;, — w. It follows from (52) and (58) that

pk,—w and u, —0

Since A and B are continuous operators on domC, uy, — Apk, — Bpr, — —Aw — Bw. It follows
from @5) that (pg,,uk, — Apk, — Bp,) lies in graC. Maximally monotonicity of C implies that
(w,—Aw — Bw) € graC [3} Proposition 20.38(iii)]. Thus, w € zer(A + B + C). Hence x; — w and,
since xx — px — 0, (pi)ken has the same limit. This concludes our proof. O
In [3} 11} 35], the problem of finding a zero of the sum of two operators B and C is considered
when B is Lipschitz continuous, C is maximally monotone, and B + C satisfies the weak Minty
condition. Next, we analyze the case when we replace the pseudo-monotonicity assumption with
the weak Minty condition. Let us first recall this condition.

DEFINITION 5. An operator T : H — 2 satisfies the weak Minty condition on Z c H if there

exists some p > 0 such that the following holds:

(W,w—2)>—p|w|*> for every z€e Z,weH, and w e Tw. (59)

Note that pseudo-monotone operators (see Definition [) satisfy the weak Minty condition on their
set of zeros Z with p = 0. Weak Minty condition covers, in particular, minimization problems
having star-convex or quasar-convex differentiable objective functions [24]].
REMARK 4.
i) First, one can notice that our proof works with a weak Minty type condition, where Z =
zer(A+ B+ C) and p =0, instead of Assumption Indeed, in the proof of Theorem I} the
pseudo-monotonicity of A + B+ C has been used to derive inequality (50)), which can also be

derived from the weak Minty condition with p = 0.
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ii) Second, letus replace the pseudo-monotone condition in Assumption[I]fivjwith the assumption
that A + B+ C satisfies the weak Minty condition on zer(A + B+C) with p > 0 and, additionally,
assume dom C bounded. From the continuity of A, B, a, b, and ¢, and the boundedness of

dom C, there exists (R,, Rp, R.) €]0, +00[? such that, for every z € domC,
a(z) < R4, b(z)d(z) <Rp, and c¢(z)d(z) < R.. (60)

Then, the results from the last theorem hold as long as the following conditions are satisfied:

3
272 in(1— X
o< Vmin (1 = v/@max) = pracs 61)

(1+ \/amax)\/L% + R, + Rpn?2 + R.np~2

and either

@min _
o> , or (Vk>0 =Y. 62
\/ 2 (L2 + Ry + RpnP~2 + Rof2) (Vk20)7e =7 02

Indeed, from (48)), and (59),
(Vk eN) kst = ZII* < loex = 2117 = (1 = @) bk = pall” +2yapllusl*.
Using (54)), we obtain
ke =207 < llxk = 2017 = (1 = ax = 29 o (L+var)?) 1= picll®. (63)

On other hand, (38)), (55), (60), (61)), and (62)) yield

. _ @min
> min{o, >
Yk {o, ¥k} \/2 (L2 + Rq + Ry 2+ Rop2)

N 2pmax (1 + Va’max) S 2Pmax (1 +M>
B 1- V@max - 1- \/@ '

Hence, it follows that

l—ak—Zy,ZIp(1+\/@)22(l—pp )(l—ak)Z(l_ P )(1_amin)-

max max

The inequality above and (63)) show that (x )en is a Fejér monotone sequence with respect to
zer(A+B+C) and Y} llxk — pk ||> < +0c0. By proceeding similarly to the proof of Theorem
the convergence of (xi)xen to a zero of A+ B+ C can be proved.

Now, we show a sublinear convergence rate result for the iterates of AFBF algorithm.
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THEOREM 2.  Under the same assumptions as in Theorem|[I| the following hold: for every ko € N
and k € N¥,

Ymin kosjrglgl+k—l sl < kosjrgki(gk—l e =41
< (leama) | min -l = pll< 2.
where uy is defined in @5) and ey, — 0 as ko — +oo.
Proof According to (#9)), (54), and (56)),
(VieN)  yminllusll < llxj = 2511 < (1 + Vamax) l1x; = pjll- (64)

Let Z be the limit of (x;) jen. It follows from (51) that

ko+k—1
2 : 2 -2
(1_amax) ”xj_pj” < ||Xk0_Z|| >
J=ko
which leads to 1
. 2 =112
min Xi—pillm S ——[xXk, — 2"
ko<j<ko+k—1 ke = pil (1 - amax)k ek =2l

The result follows from the latter equation and (64)), by setting

kg = ———Ilxk, — Zll.
VI — &max
Hence, the statement follows. O
Note that convergence results in Theorems|TJand[2]are consistent with those obtained in the literature

on (non)monotone inclusion problems [, 17,19, 26, 39].

4.2.2. Convergence results under uniform pseudo-monotonicity In this section, we
refine our convergence results when the operator A + B + C is uniformly pseudo-monotone. Next,
we present the definition of a uniformly monotone/pseudo-monotone operator.

DerINITION 6. Let 7: H — 2%,

1) T is said to be uniformly monotone with modulus g > 1 if there exists a constant v > 0 such

that, for every (x,y) € H? and (£, §) e Tx x Ty,
N v
& =F.x-y) 2 Sllx -yl

i1) T is said to be uniformly pseudo-monotone with modulus g > 1 if there exists a constant

v > 0 such that, for every (x,y) € Hand (£,9) €e Tx X Ty,

A ~ 4
E,y-x)>20 =@, y-x)> Ellx—yll"-
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When g =2 in the definition above, we say that operator 7 is strongly monotone / pseudo-monotone.
Note that, if 7' is uniformly monotone, then 7 is also uniformly pseudo-monotone.

ExampLE 4. Consider a proper uniformly convex function f: R" —] — oo, +oo[. The subdiffer-
ential 0 f of f is uniformly monotone [5, Example 22.5]
Below we give an example of a strongly pseudo-monotone map that is not monotone.

ExampLE 5. Consider the unit ball U = {x € R" | ||x|]| < 1} and the map F: U \ {0} — R”" such
that 5

(VxeU\{0}) F(x)= (m - l)x.

Note that F is not monotone on U \ {0}. For example, setting y = (1,0, ...,0) andw = (1/2,0,...,0)

yields 1

(F(3) = F(w),y=w) ==7.

However, F is strongly pseudo-monotone on U \ {0}. Indeed, for every (x,y) € (U \ {0})?, if
(F(x),y—x) >0, then (x,y —x) > 0, and consequently:

(F(y),y=x)=QClyIT" = D,y =x) = QlylIT" = Dy —x, 3 —x) = [ly = x[I*.

Next, considering operators A, B, C satisfying Assumption 1| with u =2 and stepsizes (yi)ken
computed as in (38]), we derive linear convergence rates when A + B + C is uniformly pseudo-

monotone with modulus ¢g € [1, 2], and sublinear rates when g > 2.

THEOREM 3. Suppose that Assumption |l| holds with u = 2. Let (xp)ren, and (pi)ren be
sequences generated by AFBF algorithm with stepsizes (Y )ken given by (38)). Assume that A+ B+C
is uniformly pseudo-monotone with modulus q > 1 and constant v > 0. Then, for some 7 € zer(A +

B+ C) and constants

R=sup|lpx -zl <+co and r=min{l — max, YminvRI 2} <1, (65)
keN
the following hold:
i) For q € [1,2], xx converges to 7 linearly:
_ r\k/2 _
(vkel) =2 <(1-3)" Ixo-2I. (66)

.. — r _ .
ii) Forg>?2andr= S Ri2 Xx converges to 7 sublinearly:

llxo — Il

(VkeN) lxx =zl <

1
(452Plbxo — 2lle-2k +1)
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Proof From Theorem |1} the sequence (pi)ien generated by AFBF algorithm is convergent.
Hence, for some Z € zer(A + B + C), we have R = sup,y||px — Z|| < +o0. Since A+ B+ C is

uniformly pseudo-monotone with modulus ¢ and constant v > 0,
_ 4 _
(VkeN)  Cug, pi—2) 2 5llpe —ZII%.
It follows from and (49) that
—112 —112 2 2 2 Al
leker = ZI17 < llxe = 217 = llxk = prll” +vllApk + Bpi — Axg — Bxi|I” = yievllpre = 2117
Since @ < @max and ymin < ¥k, we deduce from Lemma [I| that
ket = 2017 < ek = 201 = (1 = @man) 1%k = pill> = Yminvll i = 2017 (67)

i) If g € [1, 2], using the definition of R, we get

(1 = @max) 1¥x = Pil* + Yminvllpx — 2114

2 (l - a'max)”xk _pk”2 +7minVRq_2”pk _2”2
(©3)
>

: -2 2 =112 =112
> min{1 = @, YminVRY 2} (i = pll> + i = 21P) = Sl = 21

,
2

Combining the two last inequalities we obtain

=112 r 112
e =212 < (1= 5 ) I = 22
Therefore, unrolling the above inequality allows us to prove the first statement.

ii) If ¢ > 2, it follows from (63) that

(1= @max) Xk = picll* + Yminv P — 21|17
@(1 _amax)
> —Rq_z

( 1- a’max)
Ra—2

Ixx = pell? + Yminvlpx = ZII?

> min { ,meV} (lxe = pell? +llpx = ZI17) = Tl — 2|9,
where in the last inequality we used the fact that ||a + b||9 < 2971|a||? + 2771||b||7 for ¢ > 1.
Therefore, using (67)), we obtain ||x;41 — Z||* < |lxx — Z||* = 7llxx — Z||9. Multiplying the inequality

2 .
above by 742, we obtain

(ST

__2z_ _ _2 _ __2_ -
72 i - 22 <7l - 2 - (F e - 212
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Applying [32, Lemma 8] (see Appendix) for { = qT—z > 0, we get

llxo — 2|

o = 21l < —.
(4270 — 22k +1) 7
This proves the second statement of the theorem. O
RemMARK 5. In Theorem [3|, we can replace the assumption of uniform pseudo-monotonicity
with the following one: there exists v > 0 and ¢ > 1, such that, forevery w e H, w € (A+ B+ C)w,

and 7 € zer(A + B + C), the following inequality holds:
Oh,w=2) 2v[w-Zz||". (63)

Proceeding similarly to the proof of Theorem[3] linear and sublinear rates can be derived under this
condition. Condition (68), with ¢ = 2, covers, e.g., minimization problems with strongly star-convex

differentiable objective function or strongly quasi-convex objective functions [24].

4.3. Second adaptive choice for the stepsize In this section, we present another possible
adaptive choice for the stepsize when the operator A satisfies Assumption with u €]0,2[. Let
€ €]0, 1| be the desired accuracy for solving problem (TJ), i.e., to obtain u in the range of A+ B+C

such that ||u|| < €. The procedure is described below.

Stepsize Choice 2:
1. Choose € €]0, 1[, 0 < &min < @max < 1, and o > 0.
2. For k > 0 do:
(a) Choose @ € [@min, ¥max] and compute d(xx) = {||Axg + Bxy|| + 7.

(b) Compute )7]({1) > 0 as the solution to the equation

L3y +b(x)d (i) 2y + c(ri)d (i )PP + 22 Fa (g ) yH el = “7" (69)

(c) Compute )71((2) > ( as the solution to the equation

€2 H

Lyd(xi)*#y? +b(xi)d (x) Oy +c(xi)d () P~HyP + a(x)yH = ax  (70)

23-u

(d) Update
7ic=min {7, 77| an

(e) Choose yx such that

1 o<
yke{[a,yk] ifo <y 72)

Vi otherwise.
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Note that y is well-defined in Steps 2.(b) and 2.(c) of this second procedure for the choice of the

stepsize, i.e., there exist unique 7_’1(<1)’ )7,(3) satisfying (69) and (70), respectively. Indeed, consider the

functions
- - - o,
h(y) =7 L+ b(a)d(x0) ™y + c(xo)d (x) P2y + 22 Ha )y e~ =
2—p
B - - €
r(y) = L%d(xk)Z Hy? 4+ b (e )d () 1y + () d () PHyP + a () yH — S

N

and variables wy = Y% and wy = —————. Note that #(0) <0 and h(wy) > ax/2 > 0. Since
Ls Lpd(x;) "

h is continuous on [0, wy ] there exist )7]9) €]0, w [ such that h()‘/,i”) = 0. Moreover, since h’(y) >

27L129 > 0 for every y €]0,+oo[, then £ is strictly increasing in (0, +c0). Hence, there exists exactly

one )7](61) > 0 such that h()'/,((l)) = 0. Using the same arguments, we can conclude that r is strictly

increasing on |0,+oco[ and there exists only one 77](62) €]0,wy [ such that r()‘/,((z)) = 0. Since both

functions % and r are strictly increasing in (0, +o0), 2(0) < 0 and r(0) < 0, y; defined in (72

satisfies the following two inequalities:

h(ye) <0 and r(yr) <0. (73)
Note that
(1) -(2) _ Ez_ﬂamax :
¥, <nand 7 <7j:= W , (74)

with 77 defined in (40), where in the second inequality we used the fact that d(x;) > 7. The theorem
below provides a bound on the number of iterations required, for a given € > 0, to generate ||u|| < €,

with uy defined in (@5)).

THEOREM 4. Let € €]0, 1[. Suppose that Assumption |I| holds with u €]0,2[. Let (x;)ren and
(Pk)ken be the sequences generated by AFBF algorithm with stepsizes ('yi)ren given by (72). Then,
for ux =y (xx = pi) + Apr + Bpi — Axy — Bxy € Apy + Bpy + Cpi and ymin(€) = O(e21/1),

performing
1 (1+ \/amax)2 —12
> llxo — ZI|
€ ymin (6) ( 1- a’max)
iterations ensures that there exists k € {0,--- ,K — 1} such that ||u|| < e.

Proof i) First, consider the case when, for every k € {0,...,K —1}, 7,;1 llxx — prll > €/2. We
deduce from @1, and that
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YillAxi + Bxy — Api — Bpi®
ED.E2) _ _ - _
<2 (1L + b (e0)d (e 2y + () d ()P + 2 Mal) e ™) i = pil?

@3 )
< akllxk — pell”

Let 7 € zer(A+ B+ C). Since @y < amax, using a similar reasoning as in (d7), the inequality

(51) also holds when & € {0, ..., K — 1}, for the Stepsize Choice 2. This implies that
K-1
(1= max) Y Ilxic = pill? < llxo = 2112, (75)
k=0
(Vk€{0,....K}) |lxx —Zll < |lxo — ZI|.

Let D be the closed ball of center 7 and radius ||xg — Z||. Since A, B, a, b, and ¢ are continuous

on dom C, the quantities define below take finite values:

Ri=supa(x), Ry=supb(x)d(x)?2, R3=supc(x)d(x)’>

xeD xeD xeD
Ry=supd(x)>™, Rs=supb(x)d(x)?*, Re¢=supc(x)d(x)’*.
xeD xeD xeD

From (74, and (70), one can lower-bound the stepsize as

(Vk€{0,...,K=1}) ¥k = ymin(€) :=min{y'}) (),72 (e),0},

with

|-

) @min
) (€)= 76
Vain(€) (2 (L2n> K +22-1R €42 + Ronf=H + RanfH) ) (76)

and 1

2— "
€ Hamin )

231 (Ry + L3727 Ry + Rsij?H + RiiP )

y2 (e):= ( (77)

Note that, if € is sufficiently small, then yin (€) = O(e>"¥/H). Using (54)), we finally obtain
(Vke{0,....,K=1})  [luxll < (ymin(€)) ™" (1+ Varma) bk = pill,

which, by virtue of (75)), yields

) 1
min ||uk||2 <= (

0<k<K-1

(1+ \,/a’max)2 ) I _”2
X0 — 2| -
’)/Iznin(é)(l _a'max) ’
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ii) Second, consider the case when, there exists k € {0, ..., K — 1} such that y,:' lxx — prll < €/2.

Let us prove that ||Apg + Bpy — Axy — Bxi|| < €/2. Indeed, we deduce from (1)) that

|Apx + Bpi — Axy — Bxi|?

< 2L%||xk — pill* +2a(xr) 1xx — prll +2b (xi) llxk — pell? +2¢ () lxx — pllP

@2) o s L
< 2(L3d(xi) My M+ b d () Ry () d (PR 4 a(x) e — prll

e’“‘ eay €
267 4 4"

<2(Ljd (x)*™Myg + b (k) (i) Hyg + () d (x) Py +alxi)yy)

IA

Hence, from the definition of uy, applying the triangle inequality leads to ||u;|| < €. Hence,
the statement of the theorem is proved. O
It can be noticed that the literature on convergence rates for the general inclusion problem addressed
in this section is scarce. Existing results predominantly focus on the composite problem outlined
in Example [I] particularly when g =0 and L = I,,, spanning both the convex case [34] and the

nonconvex one [40].

5. Simulations In this section, we evaluate the performance of our algorithm on convex
quadratically constrained quadratic programs (QCQPs), see (24)), using synthetic and real data.
Then, we also test our algorithm on a pseudo-convex problem using synthetic data. We compare
our Adaptive Forward-Backward-Forward (AFBF) algorithm to Tseng’s algorithm [39]], and one
dedicated commercial optimization software package, Gurobi [22] (which has a specialized solver
for QCQPs). We implemented the algorithm AFBF as follows: at each iteration k € N, the stepsize
Yk = Yk, Where ¥y is computed as in (39), b(xy) and c(x;) are computed as in (20)), and @y =0.99.
The code was implemented using MATLAB R2020a on a computer equipped with an AMD Ryzen
CPU operating at 3.4 GHz and 64 GB of RAM.

5.1. Solving convex QCQPs We consider the following convex QCQP

. _1 T T
min f(x)—ix Qox+b ' x

1
s.t. gi(x):ixTQl-x+liTx—r,-§0, Vie{l,...,m}, (78)

where (Q;)o<i<m are symmetric positive semidefinite matrices in R™", (/;)1<;<, and b are vectors

in R”, and (7;)1<;<m are nonnegative reals. Note that the operator A defined in for QCQPs fits
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(20). For every i € {0, ...,m}, Q; was generated as Q; = RiTR,-, where R; € RP*" is a sparse random
matrix whose element are drawn independently from a uniform distribution over [0, 1]. Moreover,
the components of vectors b and (I;);<;<, were generated from a standard normal distribution
N (0, 1). Constants (r;)1<;<, and the components of the algorithm starting point were generated
from a uniform distribution over [0, 1]. For the algorithm in [39], named Tseng, the line-search is
computed as in [39, equation (2.4)], with 6 =0.995, o =1, and 5 =0.5. We consider the following
stopping criteria for AFBF and Tseng’s algorithms:

llug || < 1072, with uy, defined in (@3).

AFBF Tseng [39]
ITER | CPU | ITER | LSE | CPU
10°] 10° 250 | 3914 | 36.09 | 15298 | 91513 | 387.4
103 | 10° 500 | 7563 | 131.8 | 23400 | 140070 | 1179.3
103 | 10° 103 | 19044 | 597.6 | 37932 | 227029 | 3570.4
103 | 103 | 2-10% | 44039 | 2900.1 | 63143 | 377963 | 12990
10* | 104 125 | 4705 | 195.5 | 3351 | 19963 | 418.6
10| 104 250 | 6131 | 475.2 | 4888 | 29209 | 1178
10* | 104 500 | 8862 | 1329 | 7240 | 43319 | 3398
104 | 104 750 | 11380 | 1821 | 8670 | 51893 | 4251

103 | 500 250 | 4992 | 66.9 | 14750 | 88223 | 590.9
10° | 500 500 | 11069 | 288.7 | 25741 | 154114 | 2068.7
103 | 500 103 | 24460 | 1192.7 | 45654 | 273360 | 7010.4
103 500 |2-10° | 59762 | 5939 & & &
104 [5-103 | 125 | 5318 | 336 | 3428 | 20412 | 689.8
104 [ 5-103 | 250 | 7445 | 8953 | 4762 | 28452 | 1864
104 [5-103 | 500 | 11515 | 2711 | 11271 | 67514 | 8647
10* | 5-103 | 750 | 15719 | 3655.4 | 14073 | 84324 | 10462

TasLe 1. CPU time (sec) and number of iterations (ITER) for solving synthetic QCQPs of the form (78) with AFBF and Tseng’s

n p m

[39] algorithms: strongly convex case (top) and convex case (bottom).

The CPU time (in seconds) and the number of iterations (ITER) required by each algorithm for
solving problem are given in Table where “*" means that the corresponding algorithm
needs more than 5 hours to solve the problem. Moreover, for Tseng’s algorithm, we also report the
number of line-search evaluations (LSE). The first half of the table corresponds to strongly convex
functions (Q; > 0, for every i € {0,...,m}) and the other half is for convex functions (Q; > 0,
for every i € {0,...,m}). As we can notice in Table AFBF outperforms Tseng’s algorithm
(sometimes even 10x faster). Comparisons with Gurobi software are not included in Table

since we observed that its performance is quite poor on these large test cases.

5.2. Solving multiple kernel learning in support vector machine In this section, we test
AFBF on Support Vector Machine (SVM) with multiple kernel learning using real data, which
can also be formulated as a convex QCQP. Let us briefly describe the problem (our presentation

follows [[15]]). Given a set of ngq data points S = {(d}, ;) }1<j<nq, Where, forevery j € {1,...,nqa}
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d; € R" is the input vector and /; € {—1, 1} is its class label, SVM searches for a hyperplane that
can best separate the points from the two classes. When the data points cannot be separated in the
original space R"“, we can search in a feature space R"/, by mapping the input data space R"< to the
feature space through a function ¢ : R"¢ — R"/. Using function ¢, we can define a kernel function
k:R" xR" —Ras k(d;,dj) :=(p(d;),p(d))) for every (d;,d;) € (R")2, where (-,-) denotes

the inner product of R"/. One popular choice of the kernel function is the Gaussian kernel:

ld;—dj|I° - >
KGAU(dj,dj’):eXP _T‘_z 5 V(]?])€{17~~'5ndat}

with 0 > 0. We separate the given set S into a training set, Sy = {(d},[;) }1<j<n, and a testing set,

Sie =1{(d;,1;)}1<j<ne» such that ng + ne = nge. Choosing a set of kernel functions («;)1<i<m, the

SVM classifier is learned by solving the following convex QCQP problem on the training set Sy

. 1
min —x"Qox —e'x+ Rxg
xeR™r xpeR, x>0 2

ny,

1 1
s.t. EXT(EGi(Ki,tr))X_XOSO Vie{l,...,m}, ]Z::‘ljxj:()’ (79)

where Qg = C‘llntr, C being a parameter related the soft margin criteria, and the vector e denotes
a vector of all ones. In addition, for every i € {1,...,m}, K;; € R"™* is a symmetric positive
semidefinite matrix, whose (, j’) element is defined by the kernel function: [K; ] ; i := ki(d},d’).
The matrix G;(K; ) € R in the i-th quadratic constraint of is a symmetric positive semidef-
inite matrix, its (7, j’) element being [G;(Ki)]; ;v =1l [Kix];, ;7. Moreover, R and (R;)1<i<m
are given positive constants. Clearly, (79) is an instance of problem (24)). In our experiments, we
employed a predefined set of Gaussian kernel functions («;)1<;<m, With the corresponding (5'l.2) l<i<m
values. Following the pre-processing strategy outlined in [15], we normalized each matrix Kj
such that R; = trace(Kj ) was set to 1, thus restricting R = 3., R; = m. For each dataset, the é'l.z’s
were set to m different grid points (generating m kernels) within the interval [10~!,10] for the
first five datasets and [10‘2, 102] for the last one, with two different values for the number of grid
points, namely m =3 and m = 5. Additionally, we set C = 1. In order to give a better overview of the
advantages offered by the multiple kernel SVM approach, we also learn a single Gaussian kernel
SVM classifier with 2 set a priori to 7, by solving the following QP problem:
N

. 1
xeﬁ},‘éﬁw E)CTG(Ktr)X —e'x, st ]Z:; 1x;=0. (80)
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We consider the following stopping criterion for AFBF and Tseng’s algorithms:

max | | f(x) - £, lexj ,llgei)fn(O,gi(x)) <1074,
=1 =

with f* computed by Gurobi solver and the starting point chosen as the null vector. Moreover, for
Tseng’s algorithm the line-search was computed as in [39, equation (2.4)], with § =0.99, o =1,
and §=0.1. Table [5.2] presents a comparison between AFBF algorithm , Tseng’s algorithm [39],
and Gurobi solver [22] in terms of CPU time for solving the QCQP of the form using 6
real datasets Ozone-level-8hr, mfeat-fourier, USPS, isolet, semeion, and Ovarian from
https://www.openml.org. Each dataset was divided into a training set comprising 80% of the
data and a testing set of the remaining 20%. For each dataset, we also provided the nonzero optimal
dual multiplier value y* corresponding to the unique active quadratic inequality constraint and the
corresponding value of 2 corresponding to that active constraint. Finally, the table presents a
comparison between the Testing Set Accuracies on the remaining testing datasets obtained by the
multiple Gaussian kernel SVM classifier with a2 derived from (79), named TSA, and the single
Gaussian kernel SVM classifier with 2 = 7, named TSAO.

Dataset _ AFBF TSENG Gurobi
(n, ng) m | TSAO | TSA | &2 5p v | CPU | y* | CPU |y~
Ozone-level-8hr | 3 527 91.7 | 505 | 31.18 | 3.1 | 58.09 | 2.99 | 95.61 | 3
(2534,72) 5 ' 91.7 | 2575 | 499 | 5.04 | 6138 | 5 |339.88]| 5
mfeat-fourier 3 877 89 5.05 | 11.82 | 3.04 | 21.5 | 299 | 40.56 | 3
(2000, 76) 5 ' 89 |[2.575|20.54 | 5.02 | 35.06 | 499 | 170.06 | 5
USPS 3 60.2 91.5 10 4 3 5.23 3 123298 | 3
(1424, 256) 5 ’ 92.2 10 3.95 5 8.33 5 1106.7 | 5
isolet 3 575 95 10 0.59 3 1.35 3 10.8 3
(600, 617) 5 ' 95.8 10 0.68 | 497 | 2.23 5 25.09 | 5
semeion 3 476 77.8 10 0.75 | 298 | 143 [ 297 | 1.37 3
(319, 256) 5 ' 84.1 10 0.89 | 5.02 | 3.19 | 499 | 4.12 5
Ovarian 3 66 78 100 | 0.38 | 3.04 | 1.72 | 299 | 0.82 3
(253, 15154) 5 88 100 | 0.47 | 496 | 2.48 | 499 | 231 5

TaBLE 2. Comparison between our algorithm AFBF, Tseng’s algorithm [39] and Gurobi solver [22] in terms of CPU time (in
seconds) to solve QPQCs of the form (79) for various real datasets and two different choices of m = 3,5. Additionally, TSA’s are

provided for and (80).

5.3. Fractional programming In this final set of experiments, we consider the linear frac-
tional program (30), where the objective function is pseudo-convex. We compare our algorithm
with [37, Algorithm 1] developed for solving non-Lipschitzian and pseudo-monotone variational
inequalities. We implemented [37, Algorithm 1] with the parameters ;1 =0.995,y =1, and / =0.001.
Note that y in Algorithm 1 in [37] has a different meaning from our x in Assumption[I|vil Actually,

according to Example 3.4, we have in our case u =2 for this fractional programming problem.


https://www.openml.org
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Hence, we use the first choice of the stepsize. From Theorem 1 in [30], when the vector r = nd with

n = 0, the objective function f in (30) is pseudo-convex on D.

Objective function value (log scale)
)
N
Objective function value (log scale)
=]
w

- - FBF
— AFBF
1072 10° 10? 1072 10° 10?
Time(s) Time(s)

Figure 1. Evolution of Algorithm 1 in [37]] (called here FBF) and our AFBF algorithm in function values along time for two linear

fractional programs of the form with data generated randomly, 7 = 1 and 57 = 10, and dimension n = 10°.

In our simulations, the components of the vector d and the constant 4o were drawn independently
from a standard normal distribution N (0, 1), vector r was chosen as r =nd, with n > 0, vector h
was taken as a perturbation of vector d, i.e., h =d +0.01v. Vector v and constant d were generated
from a uniform distribution. Moreover, we chose the starting point xo as xo = projp,(t), vector t
being generated from a standard normal distribution N (0, 1). The results are displayed in Figure
where we plot the evolution of function values along time (in sec). Note that, AFBF is faster than

Algorithm 1 from [37] (named here FBF) for chosen values of 7.

6. Conclusion In this paper, we have addressed the problem of finding a zero of a pseudo-
monotone operator. We have made the assumption that this operator can be split as a sum of
three operators: the first continuous operator A satisfies a generalized Lipschitz inequality, the
second operator B is Lipschitzian, and the third one C is maximally monotone. For solving this
challenging problem, our solution relied upon the forward-backward-forward algorithm, which
requires however the use of an iteration-dependent stepsize. In this context, we designed two novel
adaptize stepsize strategies. We also derived asymptotic sublinear convergence properties under
the considered assumptions. Additionally, when A + B + C satisfies a uniform pseudo-monotonicity
condition, the convergence rate becomes even linear. Preliminary numerical results confirm the

good performance of our algorithm.

For future research, it would be intriguing to investigate the possibility of achieving more precise

convergence rates. For instance, in Example |1} when g =0 and L = [,,, [34] introduces a universal
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gradient method with a convergence rate of order O (e *1*")) for the convex (i.e., maximally
monotone) case, where v is the constant from Definition 2] (note that u = 2v in this scenario).
Conversely, in the nonconvex (i.e., nonmonotone) case under the same settings, [40] examines a
gradient-type method with an adaptive stepsize and achieves a convergence rate of order O (e‘(HTV))
in the norm of the gradient. On the other hand, the convergence rate obtained in Theorem ] within
the general nonmonotone framework we considered is of order O (¢~>/*) in the norm of the gradient,

which is not as favorable as the rate in [40].

Appendix

[32, Lemma 8.(i)] Let £ > 0 and (A )x>0 be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers satisfying
the following recurrence:

(Vk20)  Ap—Apr = A

Then, A; — 0 with sublinear rate:

(Vk > 0) AkSLS(L)
(a5 k+1)

o~
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