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ON THE CONVERGENCE OF AN INERTIAL PROXIMAL ALGORITHM WITH A
TIKHONOV REGULARIZATION TERM

SZILARD CSABA LASZLO

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with an inertial proximal algorithm that contains a Tikhonov regularization term,
in connection to the minimization problem of a convex lower semicontinuous function f. We show that for
appropriate Tikhonov regularization parameters the value of the objective function in the sequences generated
by our algorithm converges fast (with arbitrary rate) to the global minimum of the objective function and
the generated sequences converges weakly to a minimizer of the objective function. We also obtain the fast
convergence of the discrete velocities towards zero and some sum estimates. Nevertheless, our main goal is
to obtain strong convergence results and also pointwise and sum estimates for the same constellation of the
parameters involved. Our analysis reveals that the extrapolation coefficient and the Tikhonov regularization
coefficient are strongly correlated and there is a critical setting of the parameters that separates the cases when
strong convergence results or weak convergence results can be obtained.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the minimization problem

(P) inf f(z),

TcH

where H be a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product (-,-) and norm || - || and f : H — R is a convex
proper lower semicontinuous function whose solution set argmin f is nonempty. We associate to (P) the following
inertial proximal algorithm: for all £ > 1

X0, T1 € H
(1) e =ak+ (1 — &) (@ — zp—1)
Tre1 = Proxy, ¢ (Yk — 57k)

where a;, g, ¢, p > 0 and () is a sequence of positive real numbers. Further, prox,; : H — H, prox,,(z) =
argmin, ¢4, (f(y) + >|ly — #||?) , denotes the proximal point operator of the convex function sf. By rewriting
prox,; as the resolvent operator of the subdifferential of the convex function sf, that is prox ,(z) = (I +
s0f)~(z), algorithm () can be reformulated as

(2) Tpt1 € ap(ap — vp—1) — MO f (xp41) + (L — ¢x) xg, for all k > 1,

where we denote ay, = 1 — % and ¢x = ;5. For a better insight in inertial proximal algorithms we refer to

[13, 14, 16} 19, 24, 26] 27, 28]

Note that cxxy is a Tikhonov regularization term, which may assure the strong convergence of a generated
sequence to the minimizer of minimal norm of the objective function f, (see [1L [4, [6, O 10 111 [15] [I8] 20, 23]

We emphasize that in case ¢ = 1 algorithm ({J) is the Tikhonov regularized version of the inertial proximal
algorithm (IPA) studied in [7] (see also [3| Bl [12]). Further, for constant Ay algorithm (I is an implicit
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discretization of the dynamical system studied in [25], that is

3) () + () +Vf(x(t) + F2) =0
z(to) = uo, <(to) = vo,

where tg > 0, (ug,v9) € H x H. However, in our algorithm we do not assume that the objective function is

smooth, moreover, throughout this paper we assume that the stepsize parameter has the form A\, = Ak®, A >

0,0 € R.

The strong convergence of the trajectories of second order continuous dynamical systems with a Tikhonov
regularization term to a minimizer of minimum norm of a smooth convex function, were the subject of many
recent investigations, (see [IL 2] [6 [8] [IT], [T5 17, 25]). These dynamical systems via explicit/implicit discretiza-
tions lead to inertial algorithms with a Tikhonov regularization term. However, concerning the discrete case,
there are only few results in the literature (see [11]).

As it was expected, the most important features of a trajectory generated by the dynamical system (@) are
inherited by the sequences generated by algorithm (l). This underlines again the importance of the study of
the continuous case (see [7),[20]), when one ought to design an optimization algorithm with desirable properties.

Our analysis reveals that the inertial coefficient «;, and the Tikhonov regularization coefficient ¢ are strongly
correlated. More precisely, if g4+1 < p, (and § > 0), then the sequence () generated by algorithm () converges
weakly to a minimizer of our objective function f, (see Theorem [24]). Further, fast convergence of the potential
energy f(zr)—ming f and discrete velocity ||z — 2x—1|| to zero is assured, (see Theorem 21]). Our results, (for
this setting of parameters), are in concordance with the results obtained by Giiler in [22], (see also [21]), but
our parameters have a much simpler form. Further, in case ¢ = 1 we reobtain the results from [7]. However, we
show that the best choice of ¢ in the inertial parameter oy is not ¢ = 1, but rather 0 < ¢ < 1. Indeed, in the case
0 < ¢ <1, according to Theorem 2] arbitrary large convergence rate for the potential energy f(zx) — ming f
can be obtained, for a fixed inertial parameter o > 0. Note that this result does not hold in case ¢ = 1 (see
[7] or Theorem 271)), since in this case the inertial parameter ay and the stepsize parameter Ay are correlated.
In other words, for obtaining a desired convergence rate, beside the stepsize one must also change the inertial
parameter. Because of the fact that for a fixed inertial parameter one can obtain arbitrary large convergence
rates is an important and new feature of our algorithm, let us give some details in what follows. In one hand,
in [7] and also in Theorem 1] for the constellation ¢ = 1, a > 3 and A\, = O(k°) as k — +oo, for § < a — 3
is obtained the rate f(xy) — ming f = o(k~27%), as k — +o0. This means that for a fixed a one can obtain at
most f(zg) — ming f = O(k'™%), as k — +o00. On the other hand, according to Theorem 1] for 0 < ¢ < 1
and ¢ +1 < p < 2 one has f(x;) — minyg f = O(k~97%71), as k — +oo, which indeed can be arbitrary large.
Even more, our proof works also when ¢ = 0, that is, we do not have Tikhonov regularization, and of course
then the assumption ¢+ 1 < p < 2 can be dropped.

Further, if 1 < p < ¢+ 1, (and § < 0), then the strong convergence result liminfy_, 1 || zx — 2*|| = 0, where
2* is the minimum norm minimizer of the objective function f, is obtained, (see Theorem B2). According to
Theorem [B] also in this case fast convergence of the potential energy f(xr) — miny f and discrete velocity
||[xx — xx—1]| to zero is assured. Due to our best knowledge, similar results were obtained only in [I1], for the
case ¢ = 1 and p = 2, which is not covered by our analysis. However, as we mentioned before ¢ = 1 is not an
optimal choice for our algorithm since in case ¢ < 1 improved convergence rates can be obtained.

We emphasize that the greatest strength of our paper is that for the case 0 < ¢ < 1, 1 <p<g+1land \y =1
we are able to obtain full strong convergence to the minimal norm solution z*, that is, limy_, o ||z — 2*| = 0.
This results can be considered somehow natural, since Ay, = 1 is the case when algorithm (Il can be obtained
from the dynamical system (B]) via natural implicit discretization, however in order to obtain this result some
new techniques have been developed. Also in this case we were able to obtain fast convergence of the potential
energy f(xp) — ming f and discrete velocity ||xx — 2x—1]| to zero and even some sum estimates, which makes
our result to be the first result of this type in literature, (see Theorem B3).

Concerning the case p = g+ 1, we underline that this case is critical in the sense that neither weak nor strong
convergence of the generated sequences cannot be obtained. Nevertheless, convergence rates for the potential
energy f(zj) — ming f and discrete velocity ||x — x;—1]| can be provided (see Theorem 2.T]).

The main contributions of the paper to the state of the art can be summarized in the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 0 < ¢ < 1 and let (x1) be a sequence generated by (). For every k > 2 let us
denote uy the element from Of(xy) that satisfies [2) with equality, that is, xp = @g—1(Tp—1 — Tk—2) — Nk—1Uk +
(1 - Ck—l) Th—1-
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(i) If g+1 <p < 2,6 > 0 and for p = 2 one has ¢ > q(1—q), then (z,,) converges weakly to a minimizer of f.
Further, f(zy) —miny f = O(k=97°7Y) ||z — 21| = (’)(k_%) and ||lugl| = o(k_%_‘;) as k — +o0.
Moreover, Y125 k90 (f(xy) — ming f) < 400, S0 kljay — zx-1]]> < 400 and 32775 kIT20H |y |2 <
+o00.

(i) If p = g+ 1 and 6 > 0, then for all s € |1, 2[ one has f(xy) — ming f = o(k=279), |zp —
zp—1|| = o(k™*) and |jug|| = o(k=*7°%) as k — +oo. Further, 325 k**+0=1(f(x)) — miny f) < +oo,

R ay — 2k |? < oo and 3325 k252 ||l ||? < oo,

(ili) Ifl<p<g+landp—q—1<§ <0 ord=0andX €]0,1[, then iminfy_, 4 |[|xx—z*| = 0, where x* is
the minimal norm element from argmin f. Further, f(z))—ming f = O(k=P=0), |zp—zp_1| = Ok~ %)
and |lug| = O(k~%7°) as k — +oc. Additionally, for all s € |4, 2 one has o0 k2O (f(ay) —
ming f) < +00, 055 k27 |xy — 1|2 < +oo and 30775 k22 |ug|? < +oc.

(iv) If 1<p<qg+1and § =0, =1, then limy_ 1 o ||z — 2*|| = 0, where x* is the minimal norm element
from argmin f.

Further, if 1 < p < 2q then ||z — zp—1|%, ||ur|®* € O(kTP~1) as k — +o0 and f(zg) — ming f =
O(k™?) as k — +o0.

If2q < p < 2L then |lop — || lunl> € O(™7Y) as k — +oo and f(zy) — ming f =
O(k™?) as k — +o0.

If 38 < p < g+ 1, then ||z, — 1| |lus|?> € O(K*P~1972) as k — +oo. Additionally, if 24 <
p < %, then f(xg) —ming f = O(k™P) as k — +o0 and if% <p<q+1, then f(xp) —miny f =
O(k?P=4472) a5 k — +o0.

Moreover, if 2q < p then Y325 k24||uy||> < 400 and 055 k9||zps1 — zx ]| < +oo.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we treat the case ¢ + 1 < p in order to obtain fast
convergence rates for the function values in the sequence generated by algorithm () but also for the discrete
velocity and subgradient. Further, if ¢ + 1 < p then the weak convergence of the generated sequences to a
minimizer of the objective function is also obtained. In section 3 we deal with the case 1 < p < g+ 1. We
obtain fast convergence results concerning the potential energy, discrete velocity and subgradient. Moreover, if
1 < p < g+1 strong convergence results for the sequence generated by () to the minimum norm minimizer of the
objective function is shown. Further, in case the stepsize parameter A\ = 1 we obtain full strong convergence of
the sequences generated by Algorithm () and improved convergence rates for the function values and velocity.
Finally we conclude our paper by underlying some possible further researches.

2. CONVERGENCE RATES AND WEAK CONVERGENCE FOR THE CASE ¢+ 1<p

In this section we analyze the weak convergence properties of the sequence generated by the algorithm ().
We obtain fast convergence to zero of the discrete velocity and subgradient. We also show that the function
values in the generated sequences converge to the global minimum of the objective function f. Even more, the
variable stepsize parameter A\, = Ak®, \,§ > 0 allows to obtain the estimate of order O(k~97°~1) for the decay
f(x,) — ming f which can be arbitrary large, depending on parameter ¢.

2.1. Convergence rates. Concerning fast convergence of the function values, discrete velocity and subgradient,
we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that 0 < ¢ <1, q+1<p, A\ = Ak?, A >0, > 0 and let (x1,) be a sequence generated
by @). For every k > 2 let us denote uy, the element from Of(xy) that satisfies @) with equality, i.e.,

T = ap—1(Tp—1 — Th—2) — Mg—1up + (1 — cp—1) Tp—1.
Then the following results are valid.
() Ifa>0,0>0,0<q¢g<1l,g+1<p<2andforp=2onehasc>q(l—q), ora>3,0<d<a—3,
q=1 and p > 2 then
flak) = min f = O(k=""71), [lag — 2 || = O(k™

q +1

#) and ||ug|| = o(k™ "2 %) as k — +o0.

Further,

—+oo —+oo —+oo
qu+5(f(:vk) — n%nf) < +o0, Z kl|zg — 21—1]|* < +oo and qu+25+l|\uk”2 < +o0.
k=1 k=1 k=2
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(i) Ifa>0,0>0,0<¢g<landg+1<p, ora>30<0<a-3,q¢g=1andp > 2 then for all

se}%,qgl[ one has

f(zr) — II%_i[Ilf = o(k™27), ||op — 21| = o(k™*) and |lug| = o(k™*7%) as k — +oo.
Further,
+oo +oo +oo
;k%"";_l(f(:vk) — n%nf) < +o00, I;k%_quk — xp_1]]? < +oo and gk25+26||uk||2 < +o0.

Proof. Given z* € argmin f, set f* = f(2*) = miny f.
For k > 2, consider the discrete energy

(4) Ey =pe—1(f(xr—1) — [*) + llan—1(zr—1 — &) + bp—1 (2 — 1 + Ae—ru) |
+ Vg1 |mp—1 — ¥ + op—1 |z |7,

where a, = ak™ 1, by = k", 1r € (%, %1} L 2r 40 < a, pk o= (202 — 2abp) Ak, Vi 1= —Qpp1ak+10k41 — a2 + agby,
and oy = o103 1 Cry1, for all k > 1.

If ¢ = 1, hence o > 3, we also assume that a < o — 1, hence § < o — 1 — 2r.

Let us develop Ey. We show first, that there exists kg > 1 such that the coefficients ug, vy and oy are
nonnegative for all k > k.

According to the form of (aj) and (by), there exists ky > 1 such that by > ay, for all k > kq, hence

(5) e = (262 — 2abp) A, > 0 for all k > k; and gy, = O(E*"+°) as k — +oc.

Obviously vy, = —ag1ak11bpr1 — ar + agby = —a(k + 1)* 1 + aa(k + 1) 7179 — a?k* 2 4 ak?"~! and
we show that ¢(x,7) = —a(r + 1)* 7! + aa(x + 1) 7177 — a22%" =2 + a2z* =1 > 0 for x big enough and that
é(x,r) = O(z*~17%) as © — +o0. Indeed, one has

) (b(xu ,,.) ) ax2T—1 _ (L((E + 1)27‘—1 + aa(x + 1)27‘—1—q _ a2x2r—2
lim ——— = lim
z—+oo x2T—1—¢q T—+00 x2r—1-q
2r—1 2r—1—
a—a(l+2 1 a
= lim ( ( I) + aa <1 + —> — a2xq1>
T—+00 x4 x

)27’72

. (_a(2r —1) (141

. +aa—a’z? | =L,
r—+00 q x4

where L = aa > 0if ¢ < 1 and L = —a(2r — 1) + aa — a? if ¢ = 1. However, if ¢ = 1 one has a < o — 1 and
consequently 0 < o+ 1 —a — 2r hence L > 0 also in this case.
Hence, there exists ko > 1 such that for all % <r< % one has

(6) Vg = —Qpt10k+10k4+1 — ai + apby >0, for all k > ko and vy, = (’)(kQT_l_q) as k — +o0.

Finally, it is obvious that there exists ks > 1 such that agy107, cks1 = ¢ (1 - ﬁ) (k+1)?=P > 0 for
all k£ > ks, hence for all % <r< %1 one has
(7) = ak+1bi+1ck+1 >0 for all k > k3 and o, = O(k2T—p) as k — +o0.

Now, take kg = max(ky, k2, k3) and one has pg, vk, o > 0 for all k > k.

For simplicity let us denote vy = ||ag—_1(vx—1 — 2*) + bgp—1(zx — Tr—1 + Ap—1us)||?. Then,
8)  wr =ai_yllze—1 — 2|2+ i g llo — aroa [P+ 0E N lul|® 4 2ak-1bp—1 (T — TR, 21 — 2F)
+ 2ak—1bg—1 No—1 (Uk, Th—1 — ) 4+ 2b7_ A1 Uk, T — Th—1).
Further
*HQ

20k —1bk—1(Tk — Tp—1, Tp—1 — T°) = ap_1bp_1(||zr — 2*|* — |2k — 2p—1||* = 261 — =¥]?)

and

2a,—1bk—1 A—1(uk, Tp—1 — &) = 2ap—1bp—1 Ap—1 (U, T — ) — 2ap—1bp—1 A\p—1 (Uk, TK — Th—1).
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Consequently, ([8) becomes

9) o =ap—abpoalee — 2+ (afy — ap—1be—1)|zr—1 — 2** + (0F_y — ar—1bp—1) ok — 21 |?

+ b7 AE g [Jukl? + 2ak—1bk—1 Me—1 (ug, T — ) + (2671 — 2ap—1bg—1)Ne—1 (U, Tk — Th—1).

Let us proceed similarly with vg41. First notice that from (2)) we have

Vkg1 = |lan(zr — ) + be(ap(zp — 21_1) — crzr) ||
Therefore, after development we get
(10) Vi1 =ai||zk — 2¥||? + aibi||or — 2r_1]|? + bich|lwkl|? + 2akarby (vE — 21, TE — )
- 2akbick<xk — Tp_1, k) — 2akbgcp (T, xp — ).
Further,
20apby (x) — xp_1, op — F) = —aparbr(|zr_1 — ¥ = ||lzr — ze_1|)® = ||l — 2*|?)

—2agbier(zr — zr—1,21) = arbper(|we—1 1> = llzk — zi—1® — |=kl|?)

—2arbrcr(Tr, op — %) = apbrer(|2*]|* — lloe — %1 — |2k ?).

Hence, ([I0) yields

(11) Vkg1 = (a2 + agapby — apbrer)||ze — %)% — apapbe||zp_1 — z*||?
+ (aibi + apapby — akbick)H;vk — Tp—1 ||2 + (bici — Oék;biC]g — akbkck)||x;€||2

+ arbicrl|lwra||” + arbrel|lz* ]|,
Hence, (1)) and (@) lead to

(12) Vkg1 — vk =(ai + agarby — agbrer — ap_1bp_1) ||z — 2|2
+ (—agarby — ai_; + ap_1bg_1)||vp_1 — 2*||?

+ (a3b? + agapby, — apbicr, — b2 | 4 ap_1bp_1)||lze — 2p_1||?

+ (bici, — anbicr — arbrer)llzwl® + arbierl|zr—1[|* — b1 Af_ [lul®

+ 2ag—1bg—1Me—1 (uk, ¥ — k) + (2071 — 2ak—1bk—1)No—1 Uk, Tpm1 — T)

+ akbkck||a:*||2.
From the subgradient inequality we have
(uk, 2" — ) < f* = flax) and (ug, Tp-1 — k) < flar-1) — f(zr).
Consequently, we get for all k& > kg that
(13) 2ak—1bk—1 Ao—1 Uk, ° — 1) + (2021 — 2ak—1bk—1) N1 (U, Tp—1 — Tk
< (2671 — 2ap1br— 1) A1 (f(@p—1) = F) = 208 e (f () — f7)
= g1 (f (@r—1) = f) = (i + (2671 Aot — 2680 + 2aibiAr)) (f () — f7).

Let us denote my; := 2b%_1)\k_1 — 21)%)\;~C + 2apbp A\ and let us show that for all % <r < % one has

202 Ap—1— 262\ +2axbr Ay > 0 for all k > 1. We can write equivalently as k2"+° — ak?r 91 — (k —1)2"+9 < (
for all k > 1. Since 2r +§ < a, by convexity of the function x — x2"*9, the gradient differential inequality gives

(I _ 1)2r+5 > $2r+5 _ (27" + 5)I2r+671 > $2r+5 _ a$2r+571
and the claim follows. Hence,

(14) my > 0 for all k > ko and observe that my = O(k*+°71) as k — 4oo0.
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Combining (I2)) and ([3) we get for all k& > kg that
(15) Ukt — Ok + i (f(@k) = f7) = pr—1 (f (@r—1) — f7) + ma(f(zr) — f7) <
(a2 + agarby — agbrcy — ap_1bp_1)||zk — 2*||?
+ (—agarby — az_y + ap_1bx_1)||vp_1 — 2*||?
+ (ajby, + awarby — agbjcr — bp_y + ap—1bg—1) ||z — 21 ||
+ (bici, — anbier, — arbyer)llowl|® + anbierllr—1[1* — b1 AZ_ [lul®
+ apbrer ||z ||
Let us analyze now the sign of the coefficients of the right hand side of (IH). We have,
aj + apagby, — arbrcy — ag—1bp—1 = (kt10k4 10811 + af — axby)
+ (akarby — agbicr — ap—1bg—1 — apr1ak410k41 + arby)
= —vp — Nk,

where ng = —(akakbk — akbkck — ak_lbk_l — ak+1ak+1bk+1 + akbk).
Now, one has

np = —(2ak* 7 — aak® 1 —ack® 1P —a(k — 1) —a(k+ 1D +aa(k +1)27179).
We show that for all % <r< % one has
o(z,r) = —2az*" ' + aar® 1 fac P talz - DT a(z 4+ 1) —aa(z + )P I>0

for x big enough.

Indeed, if ¢ = 1 then one can take r = 1 and we have ¢(x,1) = acz'~? > 0. Otherwise, for % < r <1 one
has

—1)2r—1 1)2r—1 _ 9qp2r—1 a(1-1 2r—1+a 1_|_l 2r—1_2a
a6)  lm 2@Z DT raletl) ag? ™t L a(l-g) (2 1)
T—400 r2r— 2=+ o0 —
T VY e I ) A ¢ et VN (k) R C e
= lim = lim
T—+00 2 —2x—3 oo D) =1
ar-1D(2r-2)(1-H)T T a4+ L
- IETOO 942 2 =a(2r—1)(2r —2) <0.

Consequently, there exists C7 > 0 such that
(17) alr — 1) +a(z+ 1) = 2a2?" ! > —C12* 3 for = big enough.

Further, if r = %1, then aaz? =177 — aa(x +1)?" =179 = 0, otherwise
2r—1—
aaz? 179 — qa(x + 1)%7 7174 1-(1+2) e

(18) lim = lim «a =
r—r+400 r2r—2—q T—+400 r—1

2r—2—q
= —aa lim (2r—1—q)<1—|——) =aa(l+q—2r) >0.
x

z—Foo

Consequently, there exists Co > 0 such that

(19) aax® 11 — qa(x + 1) 7179 > Cex® 279 for 2 big enough.
From the above relations one can deduce the following:
(N1) If g =1 and r = 1 we have p > 2 and ¢(x,r) = acz' P > 0, hence ¢(z,r) = O(z'~P) as z — +o0.
(N2) If g=1and § <7 < 1 then p > 2 and according to (IT) and (I8) and the fact that o > 3 we have

. (a(a: _ 1)27"71 + a(x + 1)27“71 _ 2&?527“71) 4 (aax%flfq _ aa(x + 1)27“717(1)
lim

=400 2r—3

=a2r—1)2r —2)+aa(2—-2r)=a(2—-2r)(a +1-2r) > 0.

Hence, ¢(z,7) > C2* =3 + acx® ~1~P for some C' > 0 and for x big enough. Consequently, also in this
case ¢(z,r) > 0 if z is big enough and since p > 2 one has ¢(z,r) = O(z*"73) as z — +oo.
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(N3) If 0<g<1,r= # then ¢ + 1 < p <2 and according to ({I7) one has
(a(lz — 1D +a(z+ 1) = 2a2* ) + (aax® 11 — aa(z 4+ 1)* 179
> —C12772 for = big enough.

Hence, ¢(z,r) > acz?™P — C1292 for z big enough. Obviously ¢(z,r) > 0 if p < 2 and z is big enough.

Further, if p = 2 then (@) gives lim,_ o ﬁf;? = a(c+ q(g — 1)) > 0, hence one has ¢(x,r) > 0 if z is

big enough.
Observe that in this case one has ¢(z,r) = O(297P) as © — +o0.
(N4) If0<g<1,i<r< % then ¢ + 1 < p and according to (I7) and (I9) one has

oz, ) > —C1a%" 2 4 Cox® 279 4 aca® 1P > Ca* 277 for some C' > 0 and for = big enough.

Consequently, also in this case ¢(z,r) > 0 if z is big enough and observe that ¢(z,r) = O(x?"~279) as

xr — +00.
We conclude that there exist K7 > kg such that for all % <r< % one has

(20) ng > 0, for all k > K, and the appropriate estimates emphasized at (N1)-(N4) hold.

For the coefficient of discrete velocity ||z — xx—1]|? we have

Q2b: + agagby — agbicr — bi_i + ap_1bp_1 = k¥ — (k — 1)%" — 2ak* 9 + ak* !
4 CL(IC _ 1)27“71 4 a2k27"72q _ aaerqul _ Ck2r7p

+ ack? 9P,

We show that for all % <r< % one has
¢($,’f‘) :((E _ 1)27‘ _ .’IJ2T 4 2a$2r—q _ (l{E2T_1 _ a(x _ 1)27‘—1 _ 042.%'2T_2q 4 aax?r—q—l 4 C$2T_p

— acx®797P >0, if x is big enough.

Even more, ¢(z,7) = O(z*"~9) as x — +oo.

Indeed
I (LL' _ 1)2r _ er + 20(.’[]2707(1 _ a$27"71 _ (L((E _ 1)27"71 _ a2$27"72q + aaerqul _ acw2r7q7p
11m
r— 400 x2r—q
1 2r —1 a 1 2r—1
— lim (1-3) —l-a'—2(1-1) 4%
x—-+00 xr—4q
_&(1_1)27“71_2_2(1_1)27‘71
= lim 4 m C— m + 2a = L.
x—-+00 {I;l_q

Obviously, L =2a >0ifg< 1 and L = —2r — 2a + 2« if ¢ = 1. But then @ > 3, a < o — 1 and r < 1, hence
also in this case L = —2r — 2a + 2a > 0. Consequently, there exists C' > 0 such that

é(z,7) > Cx® =1 4 ca® P > 0 if x is big enough
and since p > 1 one has
d(z,7) = O(x* 1) as  — +o0.
We conclude that there exist K9 > ko such that for all % <r< %1 one has

(21) me > 0, for all k > Ky and 7y, = O(k*™9) as k — +oo,

where 7 := —aibi — agarpbr + akbick + bi71 — ap—1bp_1.
The coefficient of ||zx_1|* is ox—1 = aibick, hence we write the coefficient of ||zx[|? as

2 2 2 2.2 2 2
bkck — akbkck — apbpcr = —op + (bkck + ak+1bk+1ck+1 — akbkck — akbkck).
We have

bici + ak+1bi+1ck+1 - akbick — apbrcr = KT 4 c(k + 1)2’”7” —ac(k + 1)2’”7”7‘1
— ck® TP 4 ek TP — qek?rTP,
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We show that for all % <r< % one has
d(x,7) = c(x +1)>"7P —ca® P — ac(ex + 1) P79 4 aca® P71 —aca® 1P 4 22 <0

for z big enough. Even more, ¢(z,r) = O(x?""P~1) as x — +oc.
Indeed, since 1 < 2r < g+ 1 < p we have,

. c(z +1)2P —ca? P — ac(x + 1)?" P9 + aca® P9 — qcx® 1P
im

T—+oo erfpfl
2r—p 1\2r—p—q
c(1+2 —c -(1+1 +1

= lim ( m) + ac ( ””) —ac

T—+00 1 xd—1

c(2r — p)z—2 (1 + l)zr_p_l

= lim " —ac=c¢(2r—p—a) <0.

Tr—r+00 x—

Obviously, there exists C' > 0 such that
ez +1)27P —cx® P —ac(r + 1) P 4 aca® P — qea® 1P < O

for x big enough, and from the fact that p > 1 we get that ¢(x,r) <0 for x big enough.
We conclude that there exist K3 > ko such that for all % <r< %1 one has

(22) sk >0 for all k > K3 and s, = O(K* 771) as k — +o0,

where s := —(bics + ak+1b%+1ck+1 — agbick — apbrer). Let Ko = max(Kq, Ko, K3).
Combining (@5), @0), @) and @) we obtain that for all k > K and r € (3, %1} it holds

(23) Okt — ks < — (e (f(zr) = ) = pe—1 (f(@r—1) — 7)) — mue(f (2x) — f7)

— (willak —2*|)? = vk |lor—1 — 2*)°) = npllzg — 2|
= (onllzrll® = on—rllzr—l®) = sullax]?

— mellze =zl = BE ARy flunll® + anbrerllz ).
Consequently

(24) By — B +mi(f(ze) = )+ melloe — ze—1 I + 070 A1 luell® + nellze — 212 + sglla])?
< agbrey||a*|? = aclla*|PE> 1P,
for all k£ > Kj.

Now in concordance to the hypotheses of the theorem we take r <
2r —1 —p < —1, hence

4L if p = g + 1, consequently one has

ac||z*||? Z E*17P < 4o
k> Ko

By summing up ([24)) from k& = Ky to k = n > Kj, we obtain that there exists C; > 0 such that

E, < Ch,
consequently
pin (f(zn) — f*) < C4, hence f(z,) — f*=0On 2% as n — +oo,
Unllzn —2*||* < C4, hence ||z, — z*||* = O(nIT172") as n — +o0,
onllzn* < C1, hence ||z,]|* = O(nP™2") as n — 400
and

sup ||[an” "Ny — %) + 0" (Zng1 — Tn 4+ AUy < 400
n>1
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Further,
n
Z me(f(zx) — f7) < C4, hence according to ([I4]) one has Z k20N f(2) — f7) < +oo,
k=Ko k>1
n
Z mkllzr — zr_1 > < C4, hence according to (ZII) one has Z k> 9|z — wp_1]]? < +oo,
k=Ko k>1
n
Z b Ai_y|lux|/® < C1, hence one has Z k220 ||? < 400,
k=Ko k>1
n
Z sgl|zx||? < C1, hence according to (22) one has Z K2 P o] |* < oo
k=Ko k>1

Moreover, Y1 ng|lzx — 2*||* < C1, hence according to (20) one has

1
qu_pﬂxk — 2|2 < 400, if r = _q—;—
E>1
and
q+1

S R — 27| < oo, ifr < —
k>1

Since Y51 k7T Jug||? < 400 one has [|u,| = o(n~""%) as n — 400 which yields
sup [lan” "Ny — &%) + 0" (Tpy1 — )| < 400
n>1

Combining the latter relation with the facts that ||z, — 2*]|2 = O(n9™1=2") as n — +oo and n"~! < n~2—

we obtain

|2nt1 — 2] = O(™") as n — +o0.
Let us show now, that for 1 <r < tL one has f(z,) — f* = o(n"27?) and ||z, — z,_1]| = o(n™").
From (24) we get
Z[(EkH — Ei]+ < 400, where [s]+ = max(s,0).
k>1
Therefore, the following limit exists

(25)  lim (lak"(zp — 2*) + K (@h1 — ok + ACurr )| + onllzel® + g (f (k) — ) + villax — 27)%),
Note that according to (@), (@) and (@) one has o), = O(k* ), p, = O(k?" ™) and v, = O(k?"~179), respec-
tively.

Further, we have Y, - B 7>79||zp—2*||* < +oo, ifr < ey Y oks1 KT zp =k ]]? < 00, Xopsy B2 428y |12 <
+00, 3 sy k2 H0=1(f(xy) — f*) < +oo and D k1 E?r=17P||21|? < 400, hence

1 — * s * *
(26) Y —(llak™ (= 2%) + B (241 — 2k + ACurp)l” + okl + e (F ) — £5) + villae — 27))?)

k
E>1
< Z2a2k27ﬂ73”xk _ JJ*”Q + Z4k2r71||$k+1 _ !Ek||2 + Z4)\2(k+ 1)2r+2671||uk+1)||2
k>1 k>1 E>1

+ O [T R P a2+ YR (f ) — f) YR g — 2P| < oo,

k>1 k>1 k>1
for some constant C' > 0.
Combining the facts that >, -, + = +00 and [Ju,| = o(n™"7°) as n — +oo with (26) and [25) we get

lim (lak™ ! (r — 27) + k" (21 — 26+ MCuen) |12+ onllorl? + p(f(@r) = f5) + vellze —2*|%) = 0

k—+oo

and the claim follows. O
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Remark 2.2. Note that our analysis also works in case ¢ = 0. In that case we do not have Tikhonov
regularization, hence one does not have to impose any assumption on p in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1
and the conclusion of the theorem remains valid.

2.2. On weak convergence and boundedness of the generated sequences. In this section we provide
sufficient conditions that assure that the sequence () generated by the algorithm () converges weakly to a
minimizer of f. In order to continue our analysis we need the following lemma, which is an extension of Lemma
8.3 from [7].

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (ag)r>1, (Wg)k>1 are nonnegative real sequences that after an index ko satisfy
apr1 < (1 — %) ap + wg, for all k > ko,

where q € 10,1] and for ¢ =1 one has o > 1. Assume further, that 3, -, kwy < +oo. Then,
Z ajp < 400.
k>1

Proof. We have klay1 — k%a, + aap, < klwy, for all k > ko. If ¢ = 1 then o > 1 hence we have for all k > kg
that kagr1 — kag + car, = ka1 — (K — 1)ag + (o — 1)ayg, consequently

kagi1 — (k— Dag + (o — V)ag < kwyg, for all k > k.
By summing up the latter relation from k = kg to k =n > ko we get
nan+1 + (@ —1) Z ar < (ko — Dag, + Z kwy.
k:ko k:ko

Now, we omit the term na,+; and we take the limit n — +o00 in order to show that

—+o0 —+o0
Z (ko — 1)ag, 1 Z

G = a—1 +a—1 R < F-oo.
k:ko k:ko

If ¢ < 1 then, since limg_ o0 kq_k(q%_ll)q

k71— (k—1)1 < Ck?! for all k > ky.
Hence, there exists ks > kq such that for all k£ > ks one has

= ¢ > 0, we conclude that there exists C > 0 and ki > kg such that

_—y
2
Consequently k%aj1 — (k — 1)% + Sap < kiwy, for all k > ko. By summing up the latter relation from
k=ko to k =n > ky we get

k1> —(k—-1)71—-CkT ' > —(k—1)

a n n
nlans1 + 5 Z ar < (ke — 1)%ay, + Z k9w,
k=k> k=k>

and the conclusion follows. O

Now we can prove the weak convergence of the sequences generated by algorithm (Il) to a minimizer of the
objective function f.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that « > 0,0 < ¢ < 1,0<9,q+1<p <2 and for p=2 one has ¢ > q(1 — q), or
g=1,p>2,a>3,0<0<a—3. Then the sequence (z,,) generated by ([dl) converges weakly to a minimizer

of f.

Proof. We use the Opial lemma (see [30]). To this purpose first we show that for all 2* € argmin f the limit
limy—, 400 ||z — 27|| exists. Let z* € argmin f and for all k > 1 consider the sequence hj, = %||z; — z*||2. Then,
by using () we have

1 *
(27) hie1 — hy = §|I$k+1 — 2k |)® + (@hg1 — T, TR — T7)

1
§||=Tk+1 — o || + {ak(zh — Tp—1) — M1 — kg, T — ).
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Further, one has

a,
(ap(Tp — Tp—1), 28 — %) = 7(“% —zp1 P+ o — 2% = [Jap—1 — 2*|?),

| >

(—Mtks1, 2x — @) < S(B' 7 apgr — apl® + K2 lugg |12

and

Ck
(—enan, ok — %) = - (|71 = loel® = llzx — 27|).

Consequently, 7)) leads to

o 1 A
(28) Py — hi < ag(hye — hy—1) + 7|I=’Ek — el + §||$k+1 —zi|* + §k1 UNwpgr — zl?
A _ Ck | «
+ §/€q+2‘5 Hurga l® + 5 llz 2.

We use Lemma with a = [hk — hk,1]+ and wg = %ka — :Ek,1||2 + %||$k+1 — :Ek”Q + %kliq||xk+1 —
zpl|? 4+ Sk |ug ]2 + L ||2*||%. Hence, we need to show that > kst klwy < 4o0.
According to Theorem 2] (i) and the fact that p > ¢+ 1 we have

—+oo
c
Z kl|zg — 2p—1]]? < +oo, qu+26+1”’uk”2 < +o0 and quck = Z g < oo
k>1 k=1 k>1 k>1

Now, it is obvious that ;% k297201 |y 41]|? < +o00. Consequently, 3, <, k% < +00 and by Lemma 23] we
get that N

Z[hk - hk—1]+ < +o0,

k>1
which shows that limy_, o ||z — 2*|| exists.

Next we show that every weak sequential cluster point of () belongs to argmin f. Indeed, let 2* a weak
sequential cluster point of (xy). Then there exists an increasing sequence of natural numbers (k,) with &, —
400, as n — 400, such that xy, — x* as n — 400, where ”—” denotes the convergence with respect of weak
topology of H. Since f is convex and lower semicontinuous it is also lower semicontinuous with respect to the
weak topology of H. Further, according to Theorem 21l one has lim,,_, 4 f(xf, ) = miny f, hence

f(a®) < liminf f(2y, ) = min f,

which shows that * € argmin f.
Consequently, Opial’s lemma yields that the sequence (x,,) converges weakly to a minimizer of our objective
function f. g

Remark 2.5. Also here our analysis remains valid in case ¢ = 0, hence in that case one may obtain the weak
convergence of the sequences generated by Algorithm (Il) without any restriction imposed on the parameter p.

According to Theorem 24 in case @ > 0,0 < ¢ < 1,0 <4, ¢+ 1 < p < 2 the sequence (z,,) generated by ()
is bounded. We show next that this result also holds in case 1 <p < g+ 1.

Theorem 2.6. Assume that « >0,0<¢<1,0<6,1<p<q+1. Then the sequence (x,) generated by ()
is bounded.

Proof. We use the energy functional and notations from the proof of Theorem BTl but we assume that § <
r < %1. Note that all the estimates from the proof of Theorem 2] concerning the coefficients pg, vk, ok, fik, Nk
remains valid.

Let us compute the order of ny. We have ny = —(agarby — arbrcr — ar—1bp—1 — @p+10k4+1b5+1 + axby ), hence

ng = a((k 4 1)27"71 4 (k _ 1)27“71 _ 2k2r71) _ aa((k 4 1)2r717q _ k2r717q) 4 ackQT*l*p
_ O(k2r—3) 4 O(k2r—2—q) 4 ack2r—1—p'

Consequently, nj > 0 for k big enough and ny = O(k*~17P) as k — +oc.
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Further, we have s, = —(bic} + ak+1b%+1ck+1 — agbicy — arbyck), hence
Sp = acerflfp 4 C(k2r7p _ (k} 4 1)27"7;0) 4 ac((k 4 1)2r7q7p _ k2r7q7p) 4 C2k2r72p
= qck?> 1P — c(2r — p)(’)(kzr—l_p) —ac(2r —q— p)O(k2T—1_q_p) + O(k2T—2p).

Since a > 2r +§ > 2r — p we conclude that s > 0 for k big enough and s, = O(k*" ~17P) as k — +oo.
Consequently ([24)) holds with these coefficients after an index Ky big enough. By neglecting the nonegative
term . (f (zk) — f*) + mellor — ze-1l® + B3 Ay llull® + nillok — 2*(|* + sellwel|* in @) we get

(29) Eyy1 — By < ac|z*||?k*" 177, for all k > Ko.
By summing up 29) from k& = Ky to k = n > Kj, we obtain that

n

Eny < ac||:1c*H2 Z i Ex,,

k=Kj
and since Y, k> TP = O(n*7P) as n — 400 we conclude that there exists Co > 0 such that E, 1 <
Con?"~P. In particular we have o,||z,]|> < Con? P and according to (@) o(n) = O(n?~P), hence w, is
bounded. O

3. CONVERGENCE RATES AND STRONG CONVERGENCE RESULTS FOR THE CASE p < ¢ + 1

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

min (f(2) + g5 ll2]?)
We know, (see for instance [9]), that klim T, = x*, where 2* = argming e, omin ¢ [|2]| is the minimal norm
—+o0 :

element from the set argmin f. Obviously, {#*} = prargmin 0 and we have the inequality ||Zj|| < ||z*|| (see [15]).
Since Ty, is the unique minimum of the strongly convex function fi(x) = f(z) + |||?, obviously one has

(30) Ofu(Tr) = Of (Th) + %zk 50.

Further, Lemma [A] ¢) leads to the following. For every p; > p there exists ko > 1 such that

C
77 |

(31) |Zgt+1 — Ti|| < min ( 1Zx]l, k 1 ||:vk+1|> for every k > k.

Note that since fj is strongly convex, from the subgradient inequality we have

(32) fe(y) = fre(x) > (ug,y — ) + 2kagc—yH2 for all x,y € H and uy € Jfy(x).
In particular
(33) Jr(@) — fru(@r) > o ||$—£Ck||2 for all z € H.

Finally, observe that for all x,y € H, one has

(31)  J() = Fl) = (r@) = Fu@e) + @) = o)) + 5z (ol = 12l2) < fie) = @) + 505 1

3.1. Convergence rates. Concerning convergence rates for the function values, discrete velocity and subgra-
dient even for this restrictive case we obtain some results that are comparable to the convergence rates obtained
for the famous Nesterov algorithm [29].

The main result of the present section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that 0 < q¢<1,1<p<q+1, \x =Xk, A >0, <0 and if § = 0 then X €]0,1[. Let
(zk) be a sequence generated by [@). For every k > 2 let us denote by uy, the element from O f(xy) that satisfies
@) with equality, i.e.,

Ty = p—1(Th—1 — Tp—2) — Ag—1up + (1 — cp—1) Tp—1.
Then the following results are valid.
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(i) If p < q+1 then (xy) is bounded and
f(zr) — H%—itnf = Ok P, ||lzk — zp_1| = O™ 2) and |lug|| = O(k~57?) as k — +o0.

Further, for all s € ]%, g[ one has

+oo +oo +oo
;k%"";_l(f(:vk) — n%nf) < +o00, I;k%_quk — xp_1]]? < +oo and ék25+26||uk||2 < +o0.

Moreover, the following ergodic type convergence results hold.

D ey K (froa(zn1) — fe1(Ta1))

"kl — xe_1]|?
> ket Kllzr — 2| -

iy < oo lmaup USSR < o
' a2, 112
and lirgilig) Lk=1 oy ] < +oc.
(ii)) If p=q+1 then
flxg) — n}ritnf = Ok P 0 Ink), |lzr — zp_1]| = Ok~ 2VInk) and ||Jug| = Ok~ % °VInk) as k — +oc.

Further, for all s € ]%, %[ one has

—+oo —+oo —+oo
;k%"";_l(f(:vk) — n%nf) < +o00, I;k%_quk — xp_1]]? < +oo and ék25+26||uk||2 < +o0.

Moreover, the following ergodic type convergence results hold.

v RITO(fy Y — fo (T Nl o2
lim sup 2k=1 e1(@h-1) = fr1(Th-1) < 400, lim sup >kt kllze — x| -
n—+oo Inn n—+oo Inn

nogq+1426 2
and lim sup Zk:l el

n——+o00 Inn

+00

< +o0.

Additionally, if 6 < 0 one has

< +00.

Jim sup Sy kT (f (wp—1) — ming f)
n——+oo Inn

Proof. Consider first ar = ak™, by = kY, u,v € R, a > 0, u+1 > v > u+ ¢ and define, for every k > 2, the
following discrete energy functional.

(35) B = p—1(fr—1(@p—-1) = from1@r—1)) + [lax—1(zr—1 — T—1) + bp—1(zk — Th—1 + Mp—1up) ||
+ Vg1 || Th—1 — Fo—1 |* + o1 l|wp—1 %

where the sequences (i), () and (o) will be specified lather.
I. Lyapunov analysis

All the following estimates hold after an index k big enough. Now, if we denote vy = |lak—1 (k-1 — Tp—1) +
be_1(x) — )1 + Ak_1uk)||? then proceeding as in the proof of Theorem (Z1I) we obtain
(36)  vp =ak—1bk—1llzr — Tr—1]|* + (af_1 — ar—1bk—1)||Tr—1 — T—1]]* + (bi_1 — ak—1bk—1)||2x — Tp—1 >
+ 05 AR lunl® + 20k —1br— 1 A1 (ug, 21 — Tho1)
+ (2671 — 2ak—1bg—1)Ne—1 (Uk, Tk — Tpp—1)-
Further, from (@) we have
V1 = |lak(zk — Tr) + be(ag(z — 2p—1) — cry) ||
Therefore, after development we get
(37) o1 =ailler — Tp||* + agbillen — zp—a||® + Ok |l an]|® + 2akarby(en — a1, x) — Ty

— 2akbick <$k — $k—la$k> — 2aibicy, <=Tk7 T — fk>



14 S.C. LASZLO

Further,

2apapb (T — Th—1, Tk — Tr) = —oarbi(||vh—1 — Tkl — |2k — zr—1]1* — |26 — Zx||?)
—20pbicr Tk — xho1, zk) = arbicr(||zr—1]1? = llze — 21 [|® — [|z]?)

—2apbicr (T, vk — Th) = apbrer ([Tl — ok — Tkl — [lz]?).
Hence, [B7) yields

(38) Vg1 = (ai + aparby — akbkck)H:Ek — kaQ — akakkaxk_l — kaQ
+ (Oé%bi + aparby — akbick)nxk — :Ek,1||2 + (bici — Oékbick — akbkck)HfEkHz

+ akbicknxk_l ||2 + akbkakaHQ-
Consequently, one has

(39) Vg1 — vk = (a2 + agarby — apbrer)||zr — Tel|? — an_1bp—1 |26 — Tr_1||?
— agagby||rp—1 — Tk||* — (ah_1 — ap—1bgp—1)|TK-1 — Tp—1?
+ (afbi + agarby — agbicr, — b1 + ar_1bp_1)||zx — zp_1|?
+ (bici, — arbicr, — arbrer)llzxl|® + arbier|zr—1[|* — b1 AL [[ul®
+ (202 — 2ap_1bp_1) A1 (U, Tp_1 — T

+ 2ak—1bg—1Me—1 (ks Tho1 — k) + axbrck||Tr|*.
Now, by using the sub-gradient inequality we get

(40) (2671 — 2ak—1br—1)Ne—1 Uk, Th—1 — Tn) + 24— 1bk—1 Ao—1 Uk, Th1 — Tp)
< =207y Ae—1f (@) + (2071 — 2ak—1bk—1) Me—1.f (@k—1) + 2ak—1bk—1 A k—1 f (Ti—1)
=207 M1 (fe(mr) — fru(@n)) + 263 oMo (fr1(zr_1) — fr1(Tr_1))
+ [(2b7_1 — 2ak—1br—1)Me—1 — 2b5_oAe—2] (fom1(@h—1) — fr—1(@k-1))
+ 265 A—1 (fro1 (T—1) — [ (Tk))
+ bp_y M1k || @r|® 4 (ar—1bp—1Ae—1ck—1 — bj_y Ae—1¢h—1)|Tr—1 |

— ap—1bk—1 Ne—1Ck—1|[Tr—1]*

Further, according to (30) one has fr_1(Zg) — fr_1(Tr_1) > CkT*lek — Tk_1||* hence

267 _ 1 M1 (fom1 (T1) — F1(Tk)) = 2651 A1 (fk—l(fk—l) — fro—1(Ty) + WHTHP)
<2 et (-2 T = TP+ L )
hence [{0) becomes
(41) (202, — 2ap_1bp—1)Ne—1 (Up, Tho1 — 1) + 20k 1bp— 1 N1 (Up, Tm1 — T1)

< =208 e (Falan) = fro(@n) + 208 _oh—o(fe1(zh_1) — fo1(Tn_1))
+ (2651 — 2ak—1bk—1) k-1 — 205 o Ak—2](fe—1(zk-1) — fe-1(Tk-1))
+ 03 eorer]|zk)? 4 (ap—1br—1 A k—1ck—1 — br_ Ae—1ck—1)]|zr_1]?

+ 07 M1 (ch—1 — ) |Tk|® = an—1br—1 Me—1ck-1|Tr—1]1* — b7 _1 Me—1ch—1 Tk — T—1]*
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Combining (B9)) and {I]) we get

(42) Ukt — vk + 205 Ak (fre(@n) — fo(@n) — 268 o Ak—2(frm1 (2-1) = fro1(Th-1))
— (2631 — 2ak—1bp—1) M1 = 268 _pMe—2] (frm1 (@r—1) = fom1 (Tu—1)) + bF_ ARy [Jukl?
< (a} + agarby — axbrer)||ve — Til|* — ap—1bp—1 ||k — To—1]?
— agagbpllze—1 — Tel® — (ah_1 — ak—1be—1)l|lzp—1 — Tp_a [
+ (afb; + agarby — agbicy — b3y + ap_1bk_1) |7k — zr_1]?
+ (b3ci — agbicy — apbrer + b2 Me_1ck)|| 2k
+ (@p-1bk—1 M p—10k—1 — bj_ 1 Ap—1¢k—1 + arbicr)||wp—1]*
+ 71 Me—1(ck—1 — cx) + arbrer]||Txl|* — ap—10k—1 X\ k—1¢k—1][Tr—1 |

— by Me—1ck—1 [T — T ||

We estimate in what follows the entities —ay_1bx_1||zx — Zr_1||* and —agarbe||zr_1 — Tk||?. Using the
straightforward inequality +2(a,b) < 1|a|[* + s[|b]|? for all s > 0 we obtain that

(43)  —agp_1bx_1llmE — Tr1]|® = —ar—1bk—1||(zk — Tk) + (@ — Tr—1)||* = —ar—_1br_1|lzx — Tx|?

— ap—1bk—1||Tk — Tr—1|* — 2ap—1bg—1{Tk — Th—1, Tk — Th—1)
—20k—1bk—1{Tp—1 — Tp—1,Tk — Th—1) + 20k—10p—1(Tk — Th—1, Tk — Th—1)

< —agp_1br_1||lze — Tl + 205 1bg_1||vE — zR_1]]?

1 _ _ _
+ (1 + 5) ak—1bk—1||Th — Th—1]|* + 2a5-1bk—1(Th—1 — Th—1, Th—1 — Th)-

Further,

(44) —agapby||Ti—1 — Ti||? = —agarbi|zr—1 — Tr—1]1* — akarby||Te—1 — T

— 2agapbp(Tr—1 — Th—1,Th—1 — Tk),
and for sp_1 = W with s < £ one has

(45) (2ap—1bp—1 — 20apbg) (Tp—1 — Th—1, Th—1 — Tir) <

1
(ar—1bg—1 — agagby) <5k1||33k1 — T |* + S—||Tk71 — Tk||2)

Now, combining [A3]) and @) and {H) it holds

(46) — ap—1bp—1||zk — Tr—1]|* — ararbg|zi—1 — Tl|* < —ak—1bk—1|zx — T

+ 2ap—1bg—1 ||k — Th—1]]* + (—agarby + (ap—1bk—1 — ararby)sk—1)||Te—1 — Tx—1]*

1 ap—1bp— _ _
+ <<1 + —> (akflbkfl — akakbk) + M) ||Ik — $k71||2.
Sk—1 2

Injecting (AG) in [{2) we get
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(47) ki1 — vk + 208 Ak (fr(@r) = fo(@r) — 268 o Ak—2(frm1(2-1) = fr-1(Th-1))
— (2681 — 2ak—1bx—1) M1 — 268 g Mk—2) (frm1 (@r—1) = fom1 (Th—1)) + bf_y Af_q [Juk]?
< (a} + agagby, — agbrer — ap_1bp_1)||xn — T
+(=ai_; + (1 +sp_1)(ap_1bp—1 — agarbp))||ze—1 — Te_1?
+ (a3b + ararby — apbicy —bi | + 3ap_1bp_1)||zr — zh1|)?
+ (bici — agbicy — apbrer + bi_ Me—1ck)|| 2k
+ (ap—1br—1Me—1Ck—1 — bi_ 1 Me—1k—1 + arbicr)||zr—1]?
+ (07 _1 Me—1(ch—1 — cx) + arbrer) |Tk]l* — ap—1brp—1Mo—1cK—1|Tr—1]?

1 ap—1bg— _ _
+ <<1 + ?) (akflbkfl — ozkakbk) + % - bi_lAk10k1> ||Ik - $k71||2-
-1

Consider now v = r — 1, v = r and assume that a > 1+ ¢, r € (%, %1} Further, let p, = 2b%  A\g_1,

v = —a% — aparbr + apbger, + ap—1bp—1 and o = —b%ci + akb%ck + agbrcr — b%fl)\k_lck for all £ > 1.

Next we show that all the sequences defined above are positive after an index Ky big enough. For an easier
readability we emphasize that by hy — O(k!) we understand the difference of a sequence h; and a positive
sequence of order O(k!) as k — +oo. Similarly, by ki + O(k') we understand the sum of a sequence hy and a
positive sequence of order O(k') as k — +oo. Further, by sO(k'), s > 0 we understand the positive sequences
uy, that after an index satisfy uj < sk'. All the estimates bellow hold after an index K big enough.

Obviously, one has

(48) e = 2X(k — )29 > 0 and pp, = O(k*19).

Further, since ¢ < 1 < p one has

(49) v = —a?k*" % — (1 - %) ak* ' 4 ack? 1P 4a(k — 1)1
= aak® 171~ O(K*"72) + O(k*17P) > 0 and v, = O(K*"~179).

Now, since A\, = Ak® < 1, for k big enough, i.e. § <0 and 0 < A < 1if § =0, one has

(50)  op = —2RF 4 (1 - 3) k¥ P 4 ack? 1P \e(k — 1)2 0P

k4

= ck7P(k? — Ak —1)* ) 4+ ack® ~17P — ack? 9P — 22w

= ckTP(E* = A(k — 1)) £ O(K> ~17P) = O(K*~7P) = O(k* %) > 0 and 0% = O(k* 7).
Consequently, Fyx > 0 for all k£ > K.
In other words (1) can be written as

(51) Epy1 — Ex + (—aib? — agagby + agbicr +bi_ — 3ag_1bk_1)||ox — zx_1]?
F0E A1 sl (2ak—1be—1 Me—1 + 207y k-2 — 261 Me—1) (fam1 (2-1) — fam1(Tr—1))
+ (—ok—1ak—1bg—1 + ar—1bp—1ck—1 + ap—2bk—2 — (1 + sp—1)(ar—1br—1 — ararbi))||Te—1 — Tp_1|?
+ (—bp_1Ch_1 + k—1bj_1 k1 + Qp—1bp—1Ck—1 — bp_yAk—2Ck—1 — Gp—1bk—1Ak—1Ck—1+
+ b7 A_1ck—1 — agbicr)||vr_1|)?
< (b1 k-1 (ch—1 — c&) + arbicr) |Zel|” — ak—1br—1 k-1 0k—1 || Tp—1 |

1 ap_1bp_
+ ((1 + o ) (ak_lbk_l — akakbk) + % — bi—l)\k—lck—l> ||f/C — fk_1||2.
-1
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For simplicity, let us denote

&k = i1 Ny
my = 2ak_1bp—1A\p—1 + 25%72)\;@_2 — 2bi71)\k—1

N = —Qp—10k—1bg—1 + ar—1bg—1¢p—1 + ap—2bp—2 — (1 + sp—1)(ar—1bk—1 — carby)
212 2 2
e = —apbi, — agarby + arbicr + b3 — 3ar—1bk—1
2 2 2 2
Ty = —bi_1C_1 + op—1by_1cr—1 + ap_1br_1ck—1 — b _oAp—2Ck—1 — Qp_1bp_1 A p—1Cp_1+

2 2
+ by Ak—1cr—1 — agbicy,

and we show that all the sequences above are positive after an index K; > K big enough.
First one has

(52) §k _ )\2(1€ )27‘-‘1—25 > 0 and fk (k2T+26).

Obviously, since a > 1 4 g > 2r one has

(53) my = 2a\(k — 1) 710 Lo ((k —2)2 10 — (k —1)*19)
= 2aA(k — 1)* 10 —20(2r + )O(K* %) > 0 and my, = O(K* 7).

If g <1,1+¢>p> 1, by taking into account that (k—1)*" 177 —g>r=1-¢ = 0 if r = qH and (k—1)%r—1-9—
k=170 = O(k*=279) if r < 2% and s < £ one has

(54) ng = — (1 — ﬁ) alk —1)*" "' +ac(k —1)* 1P 4 a(k —2)* !

- (1 ) om0t = (= ) )
=aclk =) 1P pa((k—2)* L+ B2 =20k - 1)>h)

_ (k _af)piq ((k _ 1)27“71 _ k2r71 + aerflfq) + aa((k _ 1)2r717q _ k2r717q)

= ac(k — 1)2T—1_p — O(k2T—3) asa(’)(k” 1= )+ aaO((k — )2T 1=q k2T—1_q) >0
and ng = O(k*"~177).

If ¢ < 1,1+ q=pthen s; = & and by taking into account that (k — 1)>"~17¢ — 2r=1=4 = 0, if r = tL and
(k—1)2r=170 — p2r=170 = (1 4+ ¢ — 2r)O(k*~279) if r < 221 and s < < one has

(55) ng = ac(k _ 1)2r—2—q 4 a((k o 2)2r—1 + k2r—1 _ 2(k _ 1)27‘—1)

kasl((k _ 1)2r—1 _ k2r—1 + ak2r—1—q) + aa((k _ 1)2r—1—q _ k2r—1—q)

aso
k—1
+ aaO((k — 1)2~179 — g2~1=9) 5 0 and ny = O(K¥~27).

:ac(k_1)2r72fq k2r 1— q+o(k2r 3) O(k2r73)

Concerning 7y, since p > 1 > g one has

a2 - « r_ . . .
(56) Wk:—(l—ﬁ) k2—(1—ﬁ)ak2 Ly (1‘/?) kP 4 (k —1)% — 3a(k — 1)2r~1
=20k*" "4 ((k — 1) — k*") — &?k* 7 — ak® T 4 aak® 1+ (1 - %) kP

—3a(k —1)* "' =2ak* 71— O(K*""') > 0 and n, = O(k* ~9).
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Now, since A\, = Ak® < 1, for k big enough, i.e. § <0and 0 < A < 1if § = 0, further a > 1 + ¢ > 2r, hence
a>[2r —p|if § <0 and if § =0 then a > W,onehas

(57) tp=—-(k—1)""% 4 (1 - ﬁ) c(k — 1P fac(k — 1) 7P — Ae(k — 2)* Ok —1)7?
r— - r+0— o r—
—ade(k — 1) 7107P 4 \e(k — 1) 0P (1 - ﬁ) ck?*—p

= (ac(k — 1)*" 7P —ade(k — 1)271H07P) 4 ¢((k —1)27P — k27 P)

+xe(k = 1)7P((k = 1)2F0 — (k= 2)2 ) 4 ek 9P — (k— 1)"797P) — A(k — 1)> %

= (ac(k — 1)*"717P —ade(k — 1)271H97P) — (21 — p)O(K*"~17P) 4 Ae(2r + 6) O (K> ~17PF9)
— Ok 97 17P) — O(K*"7?P) > 0 and t;, = O(K*"~17P).

Concerning the right hand side of (&Il), in what follows we show that

“+oo
_1bp—
Z <<1 + > (akflbkfl — akakbk) + M) ||Tk — fk,1||2 < +00.
Sk—1 2

k=1

Let us denote
1 ap_1bp_

(58) Sk = <<1 + m) (akflbkfl — akakbk) + %) ||Tk —Tk,1H2.

Note that according to ([BII) one has [Ty — Tp—1]| < ||Zx|| for some p; > p and all k big enough. Further
|ITx]|? < ||2*||?, hence we have
p?
k2
Therefore, it is enough to show that (1 + ﬁ) (ag—1brk—1 — ararby) + %;Qbkfl — O(kl) as k — +oo, with
<1

Iz = Zoa || < 5 ll2" 1%

Indeed,
1 ag—1bg—1 (k—1)p~d 201 o 2r—1
(1 + Sk1> (ak_lbk_l — akakbk) + T = (1 + f (a(k - 1) - (1 — H) ak )
+ g(k _ 1)2r—1 < Cl(k _ 1)max(2r—1—2q+p,2r—l)'

Observe that by assumption ¢ < 1 and 2r < ¢g+1if p < g+1, hence one can take [ = max(2r—1—g+s,2r—1) <1
and we obtain that (Sj) is summable.

Further, for p = ¢+ 1 if 2r < ¢+ 1 we obtain that | = max(2r — 1 — 2¢g + p,2r — 1) < 1, so also in this case
(Sk) is summable.

However, in case p = ¢+ 1 and 2r = ¢+ 1 one has [ = 1, hence S, = O(k™1).

Now, since ||Zx|* < [lz*]|* and

b2 Meo1(ch1 — cx) 4+ apbper = Xk — )20 ((k —1)7P — k7P) 4 ack® 1P
_ O(k?’r‘—l—p),
the right hand side of (59)) leads to
(b1 Ak—1(ck—1 —cx) + arbrcr) 1Zkll* — ar—1br— 1 —1ch—1]|Tr_1]?

— b2 M1k 1||Th — Tu_1]|® + Sk < Cok® ~17P 4 S, for some Cy > 0.

Consequently, (5)) leads to

(59) Bt — Ep + &Gellunll” + mi(fom1(@r-1) = fom1(@k-1)) + nllzr—1 — Tp_1[?
+ nillxk — xk_lﬂz + tk||xk_1|\2 < Ok 1P 4 G for all k > K.
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Summing up (B9) from k = K; to k =n > K; we obtain

(60) Enii+ > Gellurl® + D mie(feo1(@r1) = fior@e1) + D e — T |
k=K, k=K1 k=K1
+ 3 mellee — P+ D tkllmea|P < Co Y RTTP4 > Sk + Bk,
k=K1 k=K, k=K1 k=K1

< (Cy Z E2"=1=P 4 C for some C > 0.
k=K

II. Rates

In what follows z* denotes the element of minimum norm from the set argmin f.

We treat first the case p < q¢ + 1.
Now, if 2r—1—p > —1, thatisr € (g, %1} , it is obvious that ZZ:KI E2r=17P 5 400 as n — +o00. However,
easily can by seen that Y7, . k> 1P = O(n* 7).

Hence, dividing (G0) with n?"~P we obtain at once that there exists L > 0 such that fﬁf; < L, consequently

L (fo(w) = Jo(@a)) < T and

n2r—p

On
n2r—p

|zn||? < L for all n > K.

But according to (50) one has o,, = O(n?"~P) consequently (x,) is bounded.
From @R) we have p, = O(n?"*%), hence

fa(zn) = fo(@n) = O(n_p_é)'
Consequently, for every p < p+ 9 — 1 one has

+oo
Z K2 (fr(xr) — f2(Tk)) < +oo.
k=1

Now, according to ([B4) one has f(zn) — f(z*) < fa(2n) — fu(Tn) + 55 [|2*]|? hence, since § < 0 we obtain

fl@n) = f(z") = O P7°).

Further, one has -3 < L, hence

llan(@n —Tn) + bl (@n — Tn_1) — cpan)||®
n2r—p

< L for all n > Kj.

Consequently, ||an® =" (z, — Tn) + n% (an(xn — Tp_1) — en Pay,)||? is bounded. But (z,,) is bounded and p < 2,
hence an? ' (x, —Tn) — 0 as n — +oo and —cn~ %z, — 0 as n — 400, consequently |[n% o, (2, — 1) is
bounded. In other words

n — 2012 = O(n?).

Hence, for every p < p — 1 one has
+oo

3 kPllak — wpall? < oo,
k=1
Now, using the definition of u,, we have A\, _1u, = (¥, — Zp—1) — a@p—1(Tp—1 — Tn—2) + ¢_12,—1 hence

[A(n — 1)6unH <z = a1l + an-1l|Tn—1 — Tn—2|| + cn-1l|Tn-1ll = O(nig)-

Consequently, ||u,|? = O(n"P~2%) and for every p < p + 25 — 1 one has

+oo
S kel < o0
k=1

Further, by taking r = # we obtain the following ergodic convergence results.

Yopey i (fr—1(@k—1) — fro—1(Tr-1))

nd+1-p

lim sup < +00.

n—-+oo



20 S.C. LASZLO

But according to (53] we have my, = O(k977), hence
Sy KO (frm1 (@p-1) = o1 (Th-1))

< +00.
nd+1-p +

lim sup
n—-+oo

Similarly, according to (58] one has nx = O(k'), hence

Yk Fllze = wra |

Q.
nq-i-l—:D <+

lim sup
n—-+oo

Finally, according to (52) one has & = O(k971*+29) hence

- D ey K2 |2
lilﬁilif ndti-p < oo

Now, if 2r — 1 —p < —1, that is r € (%, %) , then the right hand side of (G0) is finite, hence there exists
C3 > 0 such that

(61) Enii+ > Gellurl® + Y mi(feo1(@r1) = fior@e1) + > e — Ta |
k=K, k=K1 k=K1
+ 3 mellee — e P+ D trllmea P < Co Y RTTP4 > Si+ Bk, < Cs.
k=K1 k=K, k=K1 k=K1

From (61 by using (£2), (B3) and (B6) we obtain the estimates
—+oo

Zk2r+26”uk”2<+00’
k=1

+oo
Z/{er_1+6(fk—l($k—1) = fr=1(Tk-1)) < +00
k=1

and
—+oo

>R — apa | < oo,
k=1
But according to B4) we have f(zr—1) — f(2*) < fom1(@h—1) — fo—1(Tr—1) + 35 2" [|>.

Further Y25 k27149 ¢ ||2*||? < 400 therefore

+oo
SR (fapoa) — min f) < +o0.
k=1

In case p = ¢ + 1 we have seen earlier, that Sy defined by (E8) is summable provided 2r < ¢ + 1. Further,
for 2r = ¢ + 1 one has Sy = O(k~!). Consequently, the right hand side of (@0), that is Cy > kK, kAr=imr 4
> h—ik, Sk + Ex, is finite for 2r < ¢ 41 and is of order O(k~") for 2r = ¢ + 1.

So assume first that r € (3, %1) . Then (60) becomes:

n

(62) Enpi 4 Y Glluwl® + Y ma(fior(@o1) = fim1@i-1)) + D nilln—s = T |

k=K, k=K, k=K1

n n
+ Z mellzk — oe_1|)* + Z trl|zr_1]* < C, for some C > 0.
k:Kl k:Kl

From (G62)), for all r € (%, %1) we obtain at once the following estimates:

ST P2 g |2 < oo, SpSS kP TIO(frsq(zho1) — free1(Tro1)) < oo and 30005 k2 |zy — 2 | <
—+00.
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But according to 34) we have f(zx—1)—f(2*) < fo—1(zr—1)— fr—1(To—1)+55 [|2*||*. Further S f2r—ire o
—+00 therefore
+oo

>R (f(agor) — min f) < +oc.
k=1

Assume now that r = %1. Then (@) becomes:

n

(63) Enpi 4 Y Gllurl® + Y ma(fior (@) = fim1@i-1)) + D nulln—s — T |

k=K, k=K1 k=K1

n n n
1
+ 3 el —aea P4 ) el P <C Y 5 for some C'> 0.
k=K1 k=K, k=K,
But ), + = O(Inn), hence by dividing (@3) with Inn we get at once that there exists L > 0 such that

En+1
Inn

< L. Consequently by arguing analogously as in the case p < ¢ + 1 we have

fn(xn) - fn(fn) = O(n_p_5 lnn)
and
f(xn) — f(z*) = O(nP % Inn).

Further, in this case v, = O(1) and ¢, = O(1) hence ||z, — Z,||? < L and ||z, |> < L. Combining the
latter relations with the fact that "L < L we obtain that

|Zn — 2n_1]* = O(n"PInn).
Now, using the definition of u,, we have
un|? = O(n"P"2Inn).

Finally, also here the following average convergence results hold.

S KO (frm1(@h—1) — foe1(@n-1))

lim sup < 400,
n—s+o00 Inn
lim sup ez Flloe — | < 400
n——+o0 Inn
and
noLg+1426 2
lim sup Lk=1 ] < +00.
n——400 Inn
Also here, for § < 0 it holds 3% k9+9 5% ||2*||? < 400, hence according to (B4) one has
P kI (f(zp_1) — min
lim sup 2k=1 (f(@e—1) # /) < +o0.
n—s+oo Inn

O

3.2. Strong convergence results. Now, in order to show the strong convergence of the sequences generated
by (@) to an element of minimum norm of the nonempty, convex and closed set argmin f, we state the following
results.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that 0 < ¢ <1,1<p<q+1and \py = k® withp—q—1<6<0,A>00rd=0
and X\ €]0,1[. Let (zx) be a sequence generated by (). Let x* be the minimal norm element from argmin f.

Then, Uminfy_, oo [|2r — x*|| = 0. Further, (z1) converges strongly to x* whenever (xy) is in the interior or
the complement of the ball B(0,||z*||) for k big enough.

Proof. We will use the notations and the energy functional Ej used in the proof of Theorem [B1]
Case I. Assume that [|zx|| > [|z*| for all k& > K, where Ky > K; and K; was defined in the proof of
Theorem Bl Let us ad —o||z*||? + ox_1]|z*||* to the both side of (BI). Note that Ey — ox_1||2*[|> > 0 for

Iz <
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all k > K. Further, since ||Zx|| < ||z*||, we get that ||xx||*> — ||Zk]|?> > 0 for all k > K». Then we obtain for all
k > Ky that

(64)  (Eprr —onll2™|*) = (B — on—|2*[1%) + & llunll® + mu(fr-r(@e—1) = fr—1(T-1))
+ngllee-1 = Teal® +mellzr — zp-a ||+ tellae-|?
< (bp_1 Ak—1(ch—1 — c&) + arbrcr) |kl — ap—1br—1 k—10—1[[Tr—1 | + (—on + o%—1)||z*||* + Sk.
The right hand side of (64]) can be written as
(bi_1>\kfl(ckfl — c) + arbrcr) 1Zkll* — ar—1bk— 1 \e—1ck_1|[Tr1]> + (—on + op_1)||z*||* + Sk
= (01 M—1(ch—1 — ck) + arbrcr) |Twl|* = (bh_oAe—2(ch—2 — cr—1) + ar—1bp—1c5-1)) |Tr—1]°
+ (bi_zAk72(0k72 —cp—1) + (1 — Mp—1)ar—1bp—10k—1) 1Zr—1]|* + (=0 + ok—1)||z*[|* + Sk,
hence ([G4]) becomes
(65) (Brr1 = onl|lz*)1*) = (Bx — op—all2*[1”) + Exllugl|? + mu(fr-1(zr-1) = fr—1(Ta-1))
Fglzr-1 = Teal” + melloe — - |2+t (e | = ll2*)?)
< (071 Ae—1(ch—1 — cx) + arbrer) 1Tk]]* — (B2 _oAe—2(ch—2 — ck—1) + ap—1br—1ck—1)) [|Th—1]?
+ (bp_oAe—2(ch—2 — cr—1) + (1 = Mp—1)ap—1bp—1ck—1 — 0% + o1 — ti) [|[2*]|* + Sk

Now, according to ([B1), (50) and the form of ag, bx, cx and A\ we deduce that there exists K3 > K» such
that

(66) b7 _oMe—2(ck—2 — ck—1) + (1 — Ng—1)ag—1bk—1¢k—1 — Ok + op—1 — ti

=Xk =2)7 P (k=2)P = (k—=1)"P)+ (1 = Ak —1)%ac(k —1)>~1-P

C kPR = A(k — 1)270) — ack®TTIP 4 ack?r 0P 4 g2

+e(k—1)7P((k—=1)% = Ak —2)7 ) +ac(k — 1) 1P —ac(k — 1) 797P — 2(k — 1)> 2

~(aclk — D)2 ek — 12T IHOPY (k- 1)27P 2P

— ek —1)7P((k = 1)%%0 — (k—2)210) —ae(k? 977 — (k= 1) 97P) 4 2(k — 1)> 2

= Xe((k—2)%H07P — (k= )2 0P 4 Pk — 1) — (k—1)7P(k — 2)%19)

+ac((k —1)2 =177 — p2r=17p) 4 222 = 222 4 O(KPT2TP) < CR*TP for some C > 0.
Hence, Z;;)OKS (bi_y\k,g(ck,g —¢k—1)+ (1= Ag—1)ag—1bg—1¢cp—1 — ok + Op—1 — tk) |lz*]|? < 400, provided 27—

2p < —1. So in what follows we assume that max(p — 6,1) < 2r < min(¢ + 1,2p — 1). Then, by summing (G5
by k = K3 to k =n > K3 we obtain that there exists L > 0 such that

o (fr(xn) — fu(Tn)) < L, for all n > K.

Now, by (B3) we get
2n? L n?
— 2 o
Consequently, ||, — @, | — 0 as n — 400 which combined with the fact that T, — x* as n — 400 lead to
|z — 2*|| = 0 as n — +o0.

Case II.

Assume that there exists ko € N such that ||a,|| < [|z*| for all n > k.

Now, we take Z € H a weak sequential cluster point of (x,,), which exists since (z,,) is bounded. This means
that there exists a sequence (ky),cn C [ko, +00) NN such that k, — +o0o and xy, converges weakly to = as
n — +oo. According to Theorem [B.I] and the fact that f is lower semicontinuous one has

) < Tim inf — _
f(@) < liminf f (zy,) = lim f(zy,)=mnminf,
hence = € argmin f. Now, since the norm is weakly lower semicontinuous one has that

[Z]] < liminfy, o oo [[zk, | < [l27]]
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which, from the definition of z*, implies that Z = 2*. This shows that (z,,) converges weakly to z*. So

|z* < liminf ||z, || <limsup [lz,| < [l2*],
n—-+00 n——+oo

hence we have

i el = "]
oo
From the previous relation and the fact that x,, — z* as n — 400, we obtain the strong convergence, that is

lm z, =z*.
n—-+oo

Case ITII. We suppose that there exists kg € N such that for every n > kg there exists [ > n such that
[lz*|| > ||=:]] and also there exists m > n such that ||z*|| < ||z

So let k1 > ko and I3 > ky such that ||a*|| > |l@,||. Let k2 > I3 and lo > ko such that |[a*|| > ||z ||
Continuing the procedure we obtain (z;, ), a subsequence of (z,,) with the property that ||z, || < ||«*|| for all
n € N. Now reasoning as in Case IT we obtain that lim,_, .~ x;, = z*. Consequently,

liminf ||z, — z"|| = 0.
k—+oo

3.3. Full strong convergence for the case ) = 0, A = 1. Now we are able to show that in case A = 1
the sequences generated by Algorithm [I] converges strongly to the minimum norm minimizer of the objective
function f. The following result is our main result of the present section.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that 0 < ¢ <1,1<p<q+1, \y = 1. Let (z1) be a sequence generated by (). For
every k > 2 let us denote by uy, the element from Of(xy) that satisfies @) with equality, i.e.,

T = ap—1(Tp—1 — Th—2) —up + (1 — cp—1) Tp—1.

Then the following results are valid.

(i) If p < 2q then |x, — Tl = O(n%) as n — +oo, hence lim,_, o x, = x*. Further, ||z, —
Tn-1|?% lun|? € O(n?P~1) as n — +o0 and f(x,) — ming f = O(n™P) as n — +oo.
(il) If 2¢ < p < 2L then ||z, — 7| = O(n%) as n — +oo and limy, 4 o0 T, = ©*. Further, fn(x,) —

Fn(@n)s | o0 — 2n-1|)?, [Junl|> € O(n~971) asn — 400 and f(z,) — ming f = O(n™P) as n — +oc.
The following sum estimates also hold. > 325 k9(fi(xx) — fr(Tk)) < +oo, 425 k24||lug||? < oo and
;3 kY| @1 — .’L‘k||2 < +o00.

(i) If 22 < p < g+ 1, then ||z, — Tyl| = O(MP797Y) as n — 400, hence limy, 400 T, = 2*. Further,
fol@n) — fo(@n), 120 — 2n_1ll?, Junll®> € O(n?P=172) as n — +oo. Additionally, if % <p< %,
then f(xzn) — ming f = O(n"P) asn — +oo and if % < p < q+1, then f(z,) — minyg f =
On?*=4=2) asn — +oo. Moreover, .35 k%(fx(zx) — fr(@x)) < 400, Sx25 k2|jug|? < +oo and
Sorst ke — @n|* < oo,
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Proof. We use the notations from the proof of Theorem Bl Then, for A =1, § = 0 [@1) becomes
(67) w1 — v + 26y (fie(zr) = fu(@r)) = 268 o (fu-1(2r-1) = foo1(Th-1))
= (201 = 2ap-1br—1 = 26 o) (fr—1(zr—1) = foo1(Tn-1)) + bi_y [lul|?

+ (—aj — agarby, + arbrck + ap—1bp—1)|lzr — T |?
—(=ai_; — ap—1ap—1bg—1 + ag—1bg_1cr—1 + ap—2bg_2)||Tr—1 — Tp—1||*

+ (—Qh—10k-1bg—1 + Ap—1bp—1¢k—1 + ap—2bp—2 — (1 + sp—1)(ar—1bk—1 — ararby))||z—1 — Tr—1”
— (adbi + agapby, — agbicy — b | +3ap_1bg_1)|ze — zp_1|?

< (bick — agbicy — apbrer + b3 cp)l|zn])?
— (bi_16%_1 — ap—1bF_1cp—1 — ap—1bp—1ck—1 + bi_yck—1)|lzr—1|”

+ (bi_1¢i1 + arbier — ap1bi_ycr—1 + bE_sch—1 — bi_ycr—1)lor—1]?
+ (br_1(ck—1 — cx) + arbrer) |Ze|® — ar—1br—1cr—1[|Tr—1?

1 ak—1bp—
+ ((1 + o ) (ak_lbk_l - akakbk) + % - b%lck—1> ||f/C — Tk_1||2.
—1

We will assume from now on that ap = a, @« > a > 0 and by, = k9. Then, concerning the right hand side of
[©2) we conclude the following.

—0) = bici — ozkbick —arpbrer + bi_lck > 0 after an index k big enough.
Further, —o, = O(k?7P). Note that for k big enough one has
—t = bi_lci_l + akbick — ak,lbi_lck,1 + bi_gck,1 — bi_lck,l <0.
Now, since || Tk || < ||=*|| we conclude that there exists C; > 0 such that

bi i (ck—1 —ci)||Ze[* < C1k*P~1 for k big enough.

We recall that S, = ((1 + W) (ar_1br_1 — agarby) + ‘”‘%b"’l) |ZTr — Tx_1]|> and by using @BI) we
conclude that there exists Co > 0 such that for k£ big enough one has
S) < Cokmax(p—a=2,4-2)

Consider now the energy functional ex = pp—1(fe—1(Tr_1)— fr_1(Tr_1))+ve+vi_1||Tk_1—Tk_1]|%. Obviously
for our setting, one has puy = O(k??) and v, = O(1). Then, (1) yields
(68) ekt — ek + mp(fom1(Th—1) — fro1@i-1)) + Eelluel® + nellwe—1 — Tu1|® + nellze — ze—1[?

< —oullwil® + or—1l|ze—1ll* + arbrck||Tkl|* — ar—1br—1ck—1[|Te—1]?
+ O k2P 4 O pmax(pa-2,4-2)

Note that for k big enough one has my = —(2b7_; — 2ax_1bg—1 — 2b3_,) > 0 and my, = O(k?) as k — +oo0,
N = —Qp—10k—10p—1 + ap—1bp—16k—1 + ap—2bk—2 — (1 + sp—1)(ah—1bx—1 — agarby) > 0 and ny = O(k?7P) as
k— +oo, & =bi_, = (k—1)% >0 and & = O(k*) as k — +oo, further n, = —a2b; — agarby + agbicy +
b2 | —3ak—1bk—1 > 0 and n = O(k?) as k — +oo. By using the fact that

Vg = |lak—1(@p—1 — Tr—1) + be—1(@k — To—1 + ue) ||
< 20°|Jep—1 = Tp-a|* + 4k — 1)* |z — 2 |* + 40k — 1) |ug %,
we deduce that there exists H > 0 such that

H
Tk < (feo1(zr-1) — foo1(@Tr—1)) + Exllurll* + nellve—1 — Tr—1l|® + nrllzr — zr_1]|%,

where 8 = max(q,p — q) < 1.
Consequently, according to (68]) there exists an index Ky € N such that for all k > K it holds

H
kﬁ€k< —opllwn]|? + op—1l|me—1]* + arbrcr [Tk ||* — ar—1br—1ck—1||Te—1]?

+ Cl k2q—p 1 + Czkmax(p—q—2,q—2)'

(69) €1 — g+
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Now, by multiplying (69) with m; = m we obtain

i=Kq iB
(70) Trert1 — Te—1er <mi((—or)|lzrl® — (=or—1)||zr—1]%)
+ mi (arbrer||Trl|* — ar—10p—1ck-1[Zk—1])
+ Ok P Comy kmex(pa=2.a-2),

Now, by summing (70) from k = Ky + 1 to n > Ky + 1 big enough and using Lemma [A.2] we obtain that there
exist some positive constants still denoted by C1,Cs, C3 such that

Tneni1 < Tn(—=0p) | Tnl|? + Tnanbncn ||| + Chmpn2d P10 4 Oy pmax(P—a=2+5.4-2+0) 4 O

Now, taking into account that (—o,), (anbnc,) = O(n?P) as n — +oo and according to Theorem 20 (x,,) is

bounded and ||Z,| < ||z*||, the above relation leads to

(71)

eny1 < Con?™P + Cln2q—1)—1+3 4 C2nma><(p—q—2+[3,q—2+6) + % < C(nq—p 420 P8 nmaX(p—q—2+[3>q—2+B))7
Tn

for some constant C' > 0.

Let us discuss the order of the right hand side of ([1]).

Ifmax(p—qg—2+8,g—2+8) = q¢— 2+, that is, p < 2¢ then 8 = max(p — ¢,q) = ¢, hence max(p —
qg—248,9—2+ B) =2q— 2. Obviously by assumption 2¢ —p — 14+ =3¢g — p — 1 > 2¢q — 2, further, since
q>1L > 1 onehas3¢—p—1>q—pso the right hand side of (] is less than Cn34~P~! for a constant C' > 0
appropriately chosen.

If max(p —q¢—2+4+B,q—2+5) =p—q—2+ f, that is, p > 2¢ then f = max(p — ¢,¢q) = p — ¢, hence
max(p—q—2+3,q—2+ ) = 2p—2q — 2. Obviously, the 2¢—p—14 8 = ¢—1 > g — p, hence the right hand
side of (ITT)) is less than Cn?~! provided 2q < p < % and the right hand side of (7)) is less than Cn2?P—24~2
provided % < p < q+1 for a constant C' > 0 appropriately chosen.

So using [B3), (1) and the form of e,,41 we conclude the following.

a. If p < 2¢ then for some C’ > 0 it holds

|z — fn”2 < E(fn(zn) — fn(Tn)) < %enJrl < C'nit
c Chin
Consequently, ||z, — Tn|| = (’)(n%) as n — 4o00. Since T,, — =¥ as n — 400, we obtain in particular that
limy, 400 T = .
Further, f,,(x,) — fn(Tn) < C#Lnenﬂ and v,41 < e,11, hence

fo(xn) — f(@n), llan — :10,1_1||27 ||un||2 € (’)(anpfl) as n — +oo.

According to [B4) we have f(z,) — miny f < fo(@n) — fu(Tn) + 555 2], and since ¢ —p — 1 < —p, we
obtain that f(z,) — minyg f = O(n"P) as n — +oc.
b. If 2¢ <p < 3‘1—;1 then by using the fact that v, = O(1) we obtain from (1) that

1
2n — Znll? < —ens1 < C'n?1, for some O > 0.
Un
Consequently, ||z, —Ty| = O(n%) as n — +oo and since ¢ < 1 we obtain in particular that lim,_, . ,, = x*.
Analogously to the previous case, one can deduce that
fa(@n) = fa(@n), llzn — 2n-a?, lual?* € O(n™971) as n — +oo

and f(x,) — ming f = O(n"?) as n — +oo.
c. If % < p < q+ 1, then by the same argument as in the previous case we deduce that ||z, — Ty | =
O(nP~971) as n — +o0, hence lim,,_, y o, 7, = *. Further, one has

Fa(@n) = Fa(@n); llzn = znall?, unl* € OM*747%) as n — +oc.

Here, by using (34)), concerning the rate of the potential energy f(x,) — miny f we conclude the following.
In one hand, if —p > 2p — 4q — 2, that is 2¢ < p < %, then f(x,) — ming f = O(n™P) as n — +oc.
On the other hand, if 4"T+2 <p<q+1,then f(x,) —ming f = O(n?*~42) as n — +oo.
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In order to obtain sum estimates, let us return to (68]) which holds from an index Ky big enough. By summing
[©8) from k = Ky to k = n we obtain

(72) entr+ Y mi(fir(@io1) = fior @) + Y Gllunl® + D i1 — T |)?

k=Ko k=Ko k=Ko

n n
+ Z M|k — xr-1]* < —onllen]® + anbacal[T0l|* + Ci Z fra—p
k:Ko k:KO

+ Oy Z grax(p—a=2.4-2) 4 C3, for some C5 > 0.
kZ:K()

Now, since (), (Zn) are bounded and oy, apbyc, € O(n?P) as n — +oo, further ¢ < 1 < p < 14 ¢, we
deduce that for p > 2¢ the right hand side of ([2) is finite. So taking into account the form of my,n; and &
we obtain that 7% k9(fx (1) — fu(@k)) < +00, 32025 k2 |uk|? < +o0 and 32755 k9| wp1 — x> < 400, O

4. CONCLUSIONS, PERSPECTIVES

In the present paper we showed that the constellation ¢ = 1, Ay = 1 is not necessarily the best choice for
Algorithm () since in case 0 < ¢ < 1 the control on the stepsize parameter A, allows us to obtain arbitrary
rate for the potential energy f(xp) — ming f. Further, our analysis reveals that the inertial parameter ay, the
stepsize A; and the Tikhonov regularization parameter ¢j are strongly correlated: in case ¢+ 1 < p, 6 > 0 weak
convergence of the generated sequences and fast convergence of the function values can be obtained, meanwhile
in case p < ¢+ 1, 9 < 0 strong convergence results for the generated sequences and fast convergence of the
function values can be provided.

Another important achievement of the present paper is that for the case Ay = 1, p < ¢ + 1 we succeeded
to obtain ”full” strong convergence of the generated sequences to the minimal norm solution z*, that is
limg 400 |2 — 2*|] = 0. For the same constellation of parameters, we also obtained fast convergence of the
function values and velocity and some sum estimates. Due to our best knowledge this is the first result of this
type in the literature concerning discrete dynamical systems, however in continuous case some similar results
have already been obtained in the recent papers [2, 25, [I7]. Nevertheless, in order to obtain strong convergence
we had to develop some original new techniques.

In our context, one can observe that the case p = g+ 1 is critical in the sense that separates the two cases: the
case when we obtain fast convergence of the function values and weak convergence of the generated sequences
to a minimizer and the case when the strong convergence of the generated sequences to a minimizer of minimum
norm is assured. However, even in this case we can obtain fast convergence of the function values and velocity
and also sum estimates, both for the case 6 > 0 and § < 0. These facts are in concordance with the results
obtained for continuous dynamics in [6], [I5] and [IJ.

Some other subjects for future investigations are the gradient type algorithms obtained via explicit discretiza-
tion from (B and the dynamical systems studied in the papers mentioned above.

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

The following lemma summarizes several important results which are behind the Tikhonov regularization
techniques and are used in our proofs.

Lemma A.1. Let f : H — R a proper, convex and lsc function and let (ex) a positive non-increasing sequence
that converges to 0. By Tj, we denote the unique solution of the strongly convex minimization problem

. ek 2)
min (f(2) + 5 [l2]?)

Then, for all k > 1 one has
€k — €k — — _ _ _
Tk Tegr — T) 2 |[Tagr — T2

€k+1
and

€k — Ek+1 <

- Thi1, Thil — Th) > ||[Tr1 — Tnl|
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Consequently, the sequence (|[Tx||)k>1 is non-decreasing and one has (Tx+1,Tr) > 0 for all k > 1. Additionally,
the following statements hold for all k > 1.

a) [Tl = 1Zul|? > EEE [ Tri — Tl
b) 1Zkll” + 522 T — Tall? < @err, Th) < 1T — o2 1 Tr — Tl

©) [[Tsr = Tel| < min (L2, 22 7 )

Proof. Since T, is the unique minimum of the strongly convex function fi(z) = f(z) + % ||z||?, obviously one
has

(73) afk(fk) = 6f(m) + e O 0.
Hence, we have —e, Ty, € Of (Tk) and —eg11Tk+1 € Of (Ti41) and by using the monotonicity of df we get
<—Ek+1fk+1 + EkTh, Thy1 — Tk> > 0.

In other words
—Ek41(Tht1 — Tho Thp1 — Th) + (€ — Ext1) (T Thp1 — Te) > 0

or, equivalently

€k —Ek+1 . _ _ _ _
(74) = @ Thgr — T) > [[Tar — Tl
Ek+1
But, (Ti, Thr1 — Tr) = — || Trg1 — Tul|* + (Th41, Tos1 — Ti) hence
Ek — €k o _ _ €k | — _
7+1<33k+1a$k+1 —Tp) > ——||Tt1 — Tk
Ek41 Ekt1

Equivalently, we can write

€k — €k+1 <

- Thi1, Thil — Th) > ||[Tr1 — Tnl|

(75)

In order to prove a) note that (Tr, Trt1 — T) = 5 (|[Tes1ll? — |Zk)|* — | Thsr — Til|*), hence ([Zd) leads to

€kt Ek+1 |

= = 12
Tk — Tkl -
— |Trt1 — Tl

(76) @11 = 7] >

Observe that b) is actually equivalent to (4] and (3.

For proving ¢) we simply use in ({4l and (7)) the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and simplify with ||Ty11 — Tk ||

Finally, note that a) implies that the sequence (||Zx||)x>1 is non-decreasing and b) implies that (Ty+1,Tx) > 0
for all £ > 1. O

The following result is used in the proofs of our strong convergence results.

Lemma A.2. Let H > 0,0 < 8 and for Ko € N, Ko > HF consider the sequence T = W Then
i=Kq 717['3
obviously (i) is a positive non-decreasing sequence and has the following properties.

a) If B €]0,1[ then there exists C1,Cy > 0 such that after an index ng € N it holds
eCin' ™7 <m, < ecznliﬂ, for all n > nyg.

Further, if 3 =1 then 7, = O(n*!) as n — +oc.
b) If 8 €]0, 1] then for all v € R and n big enough, one has

n
Cin o, < Z k' < C’gn'“Lﬁﬂ'n, for some C1,Cy > 0.
k=K,
c¢) For every nonegative sequence (ay) one has

n

Z Ti(ar — ar—1) < AnTy.
k=Kop+1
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Proof. In case 8 €]0, 1], by applying the Cesaro-Stolz theorem, we have

_ <n+Hl>5
H H
N L In =2 C o P In (1 Tt ?
ntoo 1= ntoo (n+ 1)1-B — =B n-rteo (n+1)1-8 —pnl-p
H - (n«;ll)ﬁ
. e .
But lim,, oo erglj% = % and lim,, 1 In (1 — ﬁ) =1, hence
. Inm, H
lim =

n—-4o0o nl_ﬂ o 1— ﬁ
In other words, for every € > 0 there exists ng € N such that for all n > ngy one has
(5™ < < liEpte)n™”

and the conclusion follows.
In case 8 = 1, by applying the Cesaro-Stolz theorem, we have

771;1
H H
. Ilnm, . niT D (1 - n+1>
lim = lim = =H
n—+oco Inn n—-+oo %ln (1 + %)

and the conclusion follows.

n &
b) Note that it is enough to show that lim, W exists and is finite. Observe that according
(n+1) " Py _

to a) one has lim, o 7?1, = +oo for every v € R. Further, for every v € R one has TP

s
(1 + %)’Hﬁ ot )T 1, hence the sequence (nY*97,) is increasing. Consequently Cesaro-Stolz theorem can

(n+1)P—H
be applied in order to find the limit lim,, o0 k;ﬁ;;n ™ We have
n
lim k=ko 1 KMk lim (n+1)"Tn 4 o (n+1)
+ o + — ot o +B _ py+B _Tn
n—-—4o0o ny ﬁﬂ-n n——+00 (n + 1)'7 ﬁﬂ-nJrl ny ﬁﬂ'n n—+4o0o (n + 1)’Y ny ﬁﬂ'n+1
Further,
(n+1)7 . 1 1
im = lim = —.
n——4oo (n + 1)’Y+ﬂ — n’Y"l‘B Tn n—s—+o0o (n+1)7+57n7+5 4 HnY+8 H
Tn+41 (n+1)7 (n+1)7+p8
¢) We have mpag_1 = mp_105-1 + %wk_lak_l, hence
n n
> mlar —ak1) <D (mrak — Teo1ak-1) < an.
k=Ky+1 k=Kop+1
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