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CONVERGENCE RATE OF INERTIAL PROXIMAL ALGORITHMS WITH GENERAL
EXTRAPOLATION AND PROXIMAL COEFFICIENTS

HEDY ATTOUCH, ZAKI CHBANI, AND HASSAN RIAHI

Abstract. In a Hilbert space setting, with the aim of developing rapid methods for nonsmooth convex opti-
mization, we analyze the convergence rate of the inertial proximal algorithms. These algorithms involve both
extrapolation coefficients (including Nesterov acceleration method) and proximal coefficients in a general form.
They can be interpreted as the discrete time version of inertial continuous gradient systems with general damp-
ing and time scale coefficients. Based on the proper setting of these parameters, we show the fast convergence
of values and the convergence of iterates. In doing so, we provide an overview of this class of algorithms. Our
study complements the previous Attouch-Cabot paper (SIOPT, 2018) by introducing into the algorithm time
scaling aspects, and sheds new light on the Giiler seminal papers on the convergence rate of the accelerated
proximal methods for convex optimization.

Key words: Inertial proximal algorithms; general extrapolation coefficient; Lyapunov analysis; Nesterov accel-
erated gradient method; nonsmooth convex optimization; time rescaling.

AMS subject classification. 37N40, 46N10, 49M30, 65899, 65K05, 65K10, 90B50, 90C25.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, H is a real Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product (-, -) and the corresponding
norm ||-||. The function ® : H — RU{+o0o}, which is to minimize, is supposed to be convex lower semicontinuous
and proper, and such that argmin,, ® # (. We will analyze the convergence properties of the Inertial Proximal
algorithm

(1) (IP)ak,ﬂk {

where the sequences (o) and (8g) play the role of parameters. As a standing assumption, we assume that,
for every k > 1, oy, is non-negative and [ is positive. For a judicious choice of ay and Fj, we will obtain fast
convergence of the values and convergence of the iterates. In doing so, we will extend previous studies to the
case of inertial proximal methods with general coefficients, including large proximal steps ;. We recall that,
for 3 > 0, the proximal mapping proxgg : H — H is defined by: for every x € H,

Yr = Tk + ap(Tr — Tp—1)

Tk+1 = proxﬁm(yk%

proxsn o) = argningey { 50(0) + 5l - €I°}.

Omne can consult [15, 28, 29, 32], for a recent account on the proximal methods, that play a central role in non-
smooth optimization as a basic block of many splitting algorithms. Proximal methods have a close relationship
with gradient-type continuous evolution systems, from which they can be derived by implicit discretization. As
such, their retain their convergence properties (see [30] for first-order evolution systems). Precisely, to guide
our study, when @ is continuously differentiable, we will use the link between the (IP) B proximal algorithm
and the continuous second-order evolution equation

(IGS), 5 &)+ (E)&(t) + B(t)V(x(t)) = 0.

In (IGS), 5, 7(t) is a positive damping coefficient, and 3(t) is a time scale coefficient. The inertial proximal
algorithm (IP) ap.p, Can be interpreted as an implicit discretization of (IGS)%B, which gives the following
dynamic interpretation of the parameters (ay) and (S5):
e The sequence (o) of non-negative extrapolation coefficients captures the inertial effect. The property
ar — 1, which plays a central role in the Nesterov acceleration method, is associated with the vanishing
damping property y(t) — 0, as t = +0o0.
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e The sequence (fi) of positive proximal coefficients takes into account the temporal scale effects. The
coefficient B, in (IP),, 5 is the discrete temporal version of 3(t). The fast time parametrization of the
orbits (respectively iterates) results from the property 8(t) — +oo as t — 400 (respectively S — +o0
as k — +o00). It plays a key role in obtaining fast optimization properties.

1.1. Presentation of the results. Historical aspects. Recall two important instances of (IP) already

studied, and which constitute special cases of our study:

g, B

1. The case B = 8 > 0 where the proximal parameter is fixed, and «y is general, is written as follows

Yp = Tp + o (T — Tp—1)
Tk+1 = PFOXm(?Jk)-

It was analyzed by Attouch-Cabot [5], then by Attouch-Cabot-Chbani-Riahi [6] in the presence of perturbations,
errors. The following result gives the convergence rate of values in this case. It is expressed with the help of
the sequence (tx) that is related to (ag) by the formula t; := 1 + Z:;oz H;:k aj. The inverse mapping takes
tp—1

the simpler form oy = o

Theorem 1.1 (Attouch-Cabot [5]). Suppose that the sequence (ay,) satisfies the following properties (Ko) and
(K1).
N ,
(Ko) Vk>1, i o < 400,
(K1) Vk>1, 5, —1 <trs1.
Then, for any sequence (xy) generated by the algorithm (IP)

ag,B

1
O(x) —mind® =0 ( 5 as k — +oo.
H t
This result comes as a result of a rich history. In a seminal paper [26], Nesterov proposed the extrapolation

. 482 +1+41
coefficient oy, = St

tt’z ;1 . This choice corresponds to taking equality in (K7),
3

and leads to an increasing sequence () which behaves like 1 — 7 as & — +o0o. Then t; is of order k, and

with tl =1 and tk+1 =

the corresponding convergence rate for values is (’)(k—lfz) This result has been extended by Beck-Teboulle to
structured convex minimization problems in [16], that’s the FISTA inertial proximal-gradient algorithm. Since
the introduction of Nesterov’s scheme, much progress has been made in the development of first-order accelerated
methods, to name a few [15, 16, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 28, 32, 37, 35]. Recently, a special attention has been devoted
to the case o, = 1 — ¢, where a > 0 (or an equivalent expression), see [8, 11, 18, 37]. Given xo, 21 € H, for
k > 1 the algorithm writes

(3) { ye = xp+ (1—2) (z) —2p-1)

Tk+1 = DProXgg (Yk) -

For a@ = 3 we recover a first-order approximation of the original choice of Nesterov. The great novelty of the
algorithm (3) is that, while keeping the same computational complexity as in the case a = 3, taking o > 3
offers many advantages. First, it ensures the convergence of the sequences (zy), as proved by Chambolle-Dossal
[18], see [8] for complementary results. Let us recall that the convergence of the sequences generated by FISTA
has not been established so far. This is a puzzling question in the study of numerical optimization methods.
Second, as proved by Attouch-Peypouquet in [11], it provides the better convergence rate of values

1
D(xy) — n%_itn@ =o0 (kz) as k — +o00.
When taking aj, = 1 — ¢, @ = 3 appears as a critical value. The subcritical case v < 3 has been recently
considered by Apidopoulos-Aujol-Dossal [3] and Attouch-Chbani-Riahi [9] with the convergence rate of values

@) (k%*a) Theorem 1.1 allows to cover all these situations (except the subcritical case), and many others
3
including the case o, =1 — ;5% with 0 <r < 1.

2. The case B general, and aj = 1 — 7, is written as follows

Yo =ak+ (1— %) (wp — 2p-1)

(4) (IP)y 3, {

Thi1 = Proxg, o (Yx)-

The following result gives the convergence rate of values for the algorithm (4). It was obtained by the authors
in 7, Theorem 7.1].
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Theorem 1.2 (Attouch-Chbani-Riahi [7]). Take o > 1. Suppose that the sequence (Bi) satisfies the growth
condition: there exists k1 € N such that for all k > ky

k2
E+1)(k+2—a)
Then, for any sequence (xy) generated by the algorithm (IP)aﬁk, we have

. 1
D(xy) —rr%nfb =0 (kQﬁk) as k — +o0.

In this result, the introduction of the scaling factor g permits to pass from the convergence rate O (k%) to

O (ﬁ) When taking £, = k°, condition (Hp) is satisfied for § < a — 3. In this case, for a given ¢ > 0,

(Hg) PBryr < ( B-

by taking « large enough, namely « > 3 + §, we can improve the convergence rate of values from O (k%) to
@) (162%) This is a clear acceleration effect.

In Theorem 2.3 we will prove the following result, which includes the two studies above (it is formulated
below in a condensed form).

trp—1
tet1 ”

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that the sequence (o) satisfies (Ko). Let (tx) be the sequence defined by oy, =
Suppose that the sequences (ay) and (By) satisfy jointly

(K1,a1.8:) thi1Br — tiBr—1 = tep1 By <0 for every k> 1.
Then,

1
2 Br—1

This result permits to better understand the joint tuning of the extrapolation parameter «aj and the scaling
parameter i in (IP)ak 3, Which provides fast convergence of the values. Our study includes Giiler’s accelerated

proximal algorithm, and provides new insight on this result. In Giiler’s algorithm, the damping coefficient is
1
9k—1
the data. Based on this appraoch, and considering various temporal discretizations, our dynamic approach with
general damping and scaling coefficients provides a family of inertial proximal algorithms with fast convergence

properties.

Let (x) be a sequence generated by algorithm (IP)

ag,Br*

@(xk)—rr}riln@:(’)( > as k — 4o0.

written ay = gx — 1), which allows to formulate the condition (K 4, 3,) in a simpler form, directly on

1.2. Link with inertial gradient systems and time scaling.

1.2.1. Link with inertial gradient systems. First verify that the inertial proximal algorithm (IP) can be

interpreted as a discretized version in time of the damped inertial dynamic
(IGS)%ﬁ Z(t) +y(t)z(t) + B&)VP(x(t)) = 0.

Take a fixed time step h > 0, and set 7, = kh, 2 = x(7). Implicit discretization of (IGS)%ﬂ with centered
second-order variation, gives

g, Bk

1 kh
(5) ﬁ(ﬂ%-&l — 22, + Tp—1) + 7(h )(xk — 2p—1) + B(kh)V®(z11) = 0.
Hence, zj11 + h*B(kh)V®(zy11) = ox + (1 — hy(kh)) () — xx—1), which gives the algorithm (IP),, 5
yr = o+ (L= hy(kh)) (zr — zp-1)
T+l = ProXpzggne(Ye)

with extrapolation coefficient aj, = 1 — h7y(kh), and prox. parameter h23(kh).

1.2.2. From Polyak heavy ball to vanishing damping. Take 5(-) = 1 and discuss the role of the time-dependent
parameter (¢) in the continuous dynamic (IGS), ;. In the context of mechanics, y(t) is a viscous friction
coefficient. Taking «(t) positive causes the dissipation of the global energy of the system. This plays a central
role in its stabilization and optimization properties. The introduction of inertial dynamics (second-order in
time) in optimization comes with B. Polyak [31] who, in 1964, introduced the so-called heavy ball with friction
method, which corresponds to a constant friction coefficient () = 7o > 0 in (IGS), ;. It turns out that in this
model, the friction is important and neutralizes the inertial effect, which prevents obtaining fast optimization
methods. Indeed, taking the damping parameter +(¢) which tends to zero as t — +o0o (vanishing damping) is
a key property for obtaining fast optimization methods. A decisive step in this direction was obtained by Su,
Boyd, and Candes [37], who showed that the Nesterov acceleration method can be obtained as a discretization
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of the dynamical system (IGS)%1 with v(t) = % Recently, Attouch-Chbani-Peypouquet-Redont [8] and May
[25] showed convergence of the trajectories of the (IGS), system with v(t) = ¢ and a > 3

(6) (AVD),  &(t) + %a'c(t) +Vd(x(t)) = 0.

They also obtained the improved convergence rate ®(z(t)) — miny ® = o(3%) as t — +oco. On the basis of the
correspondence a = 1 — hy, (where h is the discrete time step, and v, = v(kh)), the discrete version of the
vanishing damping property is that the sequence (ay) tends to one from below as k — 4o0o0. This makes the
link with the historical aspects and the recent developments based on Nesterov acceleration method described
in the previous section. For recent developments concerning the rich relations between inertial gradient systems
with time-dependent friction and the inertial proximal-based algorithms, one can consult [2], [5], [7], [8], [14],
[17], [37], [36].

1.2.3. Link with time scaling. The time-dependent parameter 5(¢) comes from the time scaling of the dynamic.
[0

Let’s illustrate it in the following model situation. Start from the (AVD), system with v(t) = ¢ and o > 3.
Given a trajectory x(-) of (AVD) , we know that (see [4], [8], [37])

1
(7) D(x(t)) — H%_i[n(I’ =0 <t2) .
Let’s make the following change of time variable in (AVD)_: t = s”, where p is a positive parameter. Set
y(s) := z(sP). By the derivation chain rule, we have

(8) i(s) + “Li(s) + IV (y(s)) = 0,

where o, =1+ (a — 1)p. The convergence rate of values becomes

. 1

9) B(y(e) - min® =0 (55 ).

For p > 1, we have o, > «, so the damping parameters for (8) are similar to those of (AVD)_,. The only major
difference is the coefficient s2(P~1 in front of V®(y(s)), which explodes when s — 400. From (9) we observe
that the convergence rate of values can be made arbitrarily fast (in the scale of powers of %) with p large. The
physical intuition is clear. Fast optimization is associated with the fast parameterization of the trajectories of
the (AVD) , system. Our goal is to transpose these results to the discrete case, taking advantage of the fact
that proximal algorithms usually inherit the properties of the continuous dynamics from which they come.

1.2.4. Geometrical damping. The optimization properties of the continuous dynamic (IGS) - come from its
viscous damping term, which makes the system stabilize asymptotically. According to this mechanical and
control point of view, it is natural to consider other types of damping. An important case is the damping
driven by the Hessian which contains a rich geometric information, as considered in [2], [10], [12]. The temporal
discretization of this dynamic gives the Ravine method initially introduced by Gelfand, Tsetlin 1961, then
developed by B. Polyak. The exact link was obtained in [36] using high-resolution. Another interesting damping
is the dry friction, taken account in an optimization framework in [1], and which gives finite time stabilization.
Developing our Lyapunov analysis in these situations is an interesting subject for further studies.

1.3. Organization of the paper. Based on Lyapunov analysis, our main convergence result is established in
Section 2. Depending on the behavior of the sequences (ay) and (), we give the convergence rate of the values
of the sequences (zj) generated by algorithm (IP)ak, B In Section 3, we analyze the convergence rate of the
velocities. In Section 4, we show how to pass from O to o estimates. In Section 5, we give general conditions on
the sequences («y) and (8x) which guarantee the weak convergence of the iterates. In Section 6, we study the
link with the accelerated proximal algorithm of Giiler. In Section 7 we study a parametrized family of rescaled
proximal algorithms which extends the previous study. In Section 8, we study the stability with respect to
perturbations. The paper is completed by some auxiliary technical lemmas contained in the Appendix.

2. CONVERGENCE RATE OF THE VALUES

The algorithm (IP)

ak,Bk

Yk = ) + ap(Tp — Tp—1)

(10) (IP)g, s {

Tk+1 = Proxg, ¢ (Yr),

can be equivalently formulated as

(11) Thy1 — 22k + Tp—1 + (1 — Ozk)(xk — SEk_l) + 5]49(1)(9%4_1) >0.
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This formulation can also be obtained from the implicit discretization of the inertial dynamic (IGS), 4, see (5).

Following [4], let us introduce the sequence (t)) that plays a central role in the analysis of algorithm (IP), 5 .

+o0o 1

2.1. The sequence (t;). Given k > 1, assume that Z H aj < +oo and set ¢t =1+ ;Dz H;:k a;j. We use
i=k j=k
the convention Hf;,i aj = 1, which gives the compact form of #;,

—+oo

(12) th= Y f[aj.

i=k—1j=k

If the series defining 41 is convergent, the series defining ¢, is also convergent, and we have

+oo i +oo i
1+ aptpyr =14+ ag Z H Q; :1+ZHaj:tk.

i=k j=k+1 i=k j=k
Conversely, if ay # 0 and if ¢, is well-defined, then the series defining ¢ is convergent and the above equalities
hold true. From now on, we assume that

—+oo

(Ko) Z H aj < +oo for every k > 1.
i=k j=k

Let us summarize the above results.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the non-negative sequence (o) satisfies (Ko). Then the sequence (ty) is well defined
and satisfies for every k > 1

(13) 1+ aptipy1 = tk.
The sequence (i) allows us to formulate the conditions on the sequence (o) in a dense form. Although the

direct formulation (12) of (¢x) in terms of («y) is complicated, the inverse formulation is simple: ay = ii :11

2.2. Convergence rates of the values: Lyapunov analysis. Let us introduce the ingredients that will
serve for the Lyapunov analysis. For k > 1, the global energy W}, is defined by

. 1
(14) Wi == Br1 (cp(g:k) — min cp) + Sk — @i

Its importance is due to the fact that, for damped inertial gradient systems, it is the global energy that decreases.
Given z* € argmin @, the anchor sequence (hy) is defined by: for £ > 1

1
(15) hy = §ka — 2|2
Let us define the sequence (&) by: for every k > 1
. 1 .
(16) Er = tﬁﬂk_l(q)(:bk) — II%_ILH (I)) + §||l’k_1 + tk(xk — xk—l) - ||2
Note that

1 * *
&L = tsz + 5”&6]@,1 - ||2 + itz — Tp—1,Tp—1 — *).

This formulation shows & as a weighted sum of the global energy, the anchor function, and the discrete time
derivative of the anchor function. For our next calculation, we will use the formulation (16), which, as a main
advantage, involves only non-negative terms. The following result shows that the sequence () is non-increasing,
under the condition (K7 q, g, ), that involves the two sequences (o), and (8%) together.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that the non-negative sequence (o) satisfies (Kg). Let (xy) be a sequence generated
by algorithm (IP) and let (&) be the sequence defined by (16). Then we have: for every k > 1

o, B’
(17) Enr1 — Ex < (tri1 B — taBr—1 — trs1 Be) (®(zk) — n%n D).
Under the assumption

(K1,0,8:.) tis1Br — tiBr—1 — tis1Be <0 for every k> 1,

then the sequence (&) is non-increasing.
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Proof. By definition of the proximal operator, the iteration at step k of the algorithm (IP)% 5, writes

1
— (Y — Tg1) € OP(Tp41)-
Br
Equivalently, we have the following subdifferential inequalities: for any = € H
1
(18) (x) > O(xpt1) + @(m = Tht 15 Yk — Tht1)-
Let us write successively inequality (18) at = x; and & = z* € argmin ®. We obtain the two inequalities
1
(19) O(xy) > P(wpq1) + @(ffk — Tt 1, Yk — Tht1)s
* 1 *
(20) ®(x%) = P(zpt1) + @@ — Tkt 1, Yk — Tht1)-
Using xp — Tp+1 = Tk — Yk + Yk — Tk41 in (19) and o* — 241 = 2 — yg + yx — Tr4+1 in (20) we obtain
1 1
(21) (1) > P(@p41) + = (T — Yo Yk — Thr1) + = lyk — T |
Bk Bk
* 1, ., 1
(22) ®(2") = ®(zp41) + @@C — Yks Yk — Thy1) + E‘lyk — e

Multiplying (21) by tg+1 — 1 > 0, then adding (22), we derive that

(et = D) = 9(@7) = b (@(ana) - D)) + {wnp — g (s — Do — 22) + i — )

Br
tk
+ g — |
Br
Observe that
(thpr — Dy — k) + Y = thp1 Y — (topr — Vg

= Tp + thpr o (T — Th—1)
= Tp—1+ (1 +tppr on)(Tp — Tp—1)
= 21 +tg(zp —xK—1) in view of (13).

Setting zp = xx—1 + tr(zx — Tr—1), we then deduce from (23) that

(23) (trer — D(@(ar) = B(2") > trsr(@(appr) — D(a”))
+ i<1'k+1 — Yk 2k — T) + tki”yk - $k+1||2~
B Br

Equivalently, after multiplication by Sk
(24) Br(trepr — )(R(zr) — (27)) = Brtrsr(P(zhy1) — (27))
+ (e — Yk 2k — ) + e lge — 2 |
To write (24) in a recursive form, observe that
Zerr — 2k = Tk b1 (T — Tk) — Tho1 — te(TE — Tp-1)

= tepr (@1 — 2k) — (e — 1) (T — T8-1)

= tpy1(@p41 —zp — ag(zp —zK—1)) in view of (13)

= tr+1(Tht1 — Yk)-
It ensues that

k1 = a™)1* = [lze — & [1° + 21 {@rsr — Yo, 26 — &) + i o — vil,

which gives
Th+1
L g — gl

(Th1 — Y, 2x — 27) (||Zk+1 - $*||2 — |lzk — $*||2) -

- 2l g1
Using this equality in (24), we find
* * t
Brltirs = V(@) = 2(a") = Bitirt(B(anrr) = (") + 25 |1y — w1

1 * (|2 * (|12
+ g (o = o =),
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After multiplication by 41, and neglecting the non-negative term t’if llyr — zr11]|?, we obtain

Bi(tier — tean)(@(zx) = @(@")) + 5 llzk = @[%. > Bitiyr (Plwnr) — @(27)) + 12w — 27|

Note that the sequence () writes equivalently &, = ¢ 8;—1(®(zx) — ming ®) + 3|z — 2*[|%. Thus, we have
obtained the following inequality

Ex 2 Expr + (5181 = Br(tisr — trt))(P(wy) — min @).

Under condition (K g, ) we have 28,1 — Br(t7, | — te41) > 0. As a consequence &, > 41, and the sequence
(&) is non-increasing. O

As a result of Proposition 2.2, we obtain the convergence rate of values as shown below.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the sequence (ay) satisfies (Ko). Suppose that (o) and (Bx) satisfy (K1,a, .8, )-
Let (x) be a sequence generated by algorithm (IP) Then we have

(i) For every k > 1,

ak, Bk

C
281’

with C = 12 By(®(x1) — miny @) + %(d(:co, argming, )2 + 12|21 — x0]|?).

0] —min® <
(e4) ~ min @ <

(71) Assume moreover that there exists m < 1 such that

(Kf:akﬁk) 21 Bk — thBr—1 < mts1By  for every k > 1.

Then we have

—+oo
Ztk+16k(¢>(xk) — H’li-iln <I)) < +00.
k=1

Proof. (i) From Proposition 2.2, the sequence (&) is non-increasing. It ensues that & < &; for every k > 1.
Recalling the expression of &, we deduce that

. . 1 .
7 Br—1 (P (k) — min @) < £ B0[®(x1) — min @] + 5 flzo — 2” +t1 (21 — o) |1?

. 1 . 2
< t1Bo[®(x1) — H;inq’] + §||$0 —*|* + §1||9?1 — z|?

Since z* can be taken arbitrarily in argmin,, ®, we finally obtain
tBk1 (®(x) = min @) < C,
with
C = t26p(®(x1) — H%-itn D) + %(d(mo, argming, ®)% + 3|21 — zo?).

(#4) By summing inequality (17) from k£ =1 to n, we find

Entr Y (st B = ya B + 2 Bk1) () — min @) < &4,
k=1

Since £,41 > 0 and since 7, B — 3. 8,k—1 < mtg41P, this implies that

(1 =m) Y try1Bi(®(a) — min @) < &;.
k=1

By letting n tend to infinity, we obtain
&1

1—m’

> i1 Br(® () — min @) <
k=1

which gives the claim. O

2.3. Particular cases.
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2.3.1. Case B, = s > 0, ay general. This is the case without scaling. The algorithm (IP)ak.ﬁk writes
{ Yk = T + ag(T) — Tp-1)

Thy1 = ProX,g (Ye),

Condition (K q,,3,) becomes t7 | — 7 —txy1 < 0 for every k > 1. Under this condition, we obtain the
convergence rate of values

(25)

c

0] —min® < .

(z) —min® < 2

Thus, we recover the convergence rate of values of Attouch-Cabot [4].

2.3.2. Case gy =1 — ¢, By general. The algorithm (IP),, 5 writes

{ yp =k + (1= ) (2r — zp—1)

(26)
Tk+1 = Proxg, ¢ (Yk),

Then, t = £=1 (see [4]), and condition (K7 g,) becomes
£2
(k+1)(k+2—a)
Under this condition, we obtain the convergence rate of values
C
k2B
Thus, we recover the result of Attouch-Chbani-Riahi [7, section 7].

Br+1 < Br

[} —min® <
(22) — min® <

3. CONVERGENCE RATE OF THE VELOCITIES

Let (zx) be a sequence generated by the algorithm (IP), 5 . We will analyze the convergence rate to zero

of the velocity ||zx — zr—1]|. Our analysis is based on the global energy decay. Recall that the friction effect,
and thus the dissipation of energy, is related to oy < 1.

Proposition 3.1. Let (x) be a sequence generated by algorithm (IP)
Then, for every k > 1,

ak,Br*

1—af
2
Proof. The iteration at step k of the algorithm (IP), 5 writes ﬁ%(yk — Tpy1) € 0P (xk41), which gives:

2k — zh—1]®.

. 1 1
(27) Br(P(zr) — H;;H‘I’) + §||$/c — 21 |® > Br(®(wps1) — HP) + §H$k+1 —zi|* +

. . 1
(28) D(xg) — rr%n@ > O(zp41) — rr%nq) + —(Yk — Tht1, Tk — Tht1)-

B

According to the extrapolation formula, yx = xp + ax(xrx — rr—1), and after multiplication by 8y we get
Br(®(xr) — H;_iln Q) > Br(P(xps1) — H%H Q) + (xp — Tpg1 + (T — Tp—1), Th — Tpog1)
= Br(®(@r41) —min @) + [l — wpp | + (an(@re — 2eo1), 26 — Tg1).-
By using the algebraic inequality
1 2 O‘i 2
(@ = @r-1), 2 = 2sn)] < 5 llow = zpaall” + Fllze =zl
we deduce that
: : 2 1 2 aﬁ 2
Bre(@(zr) —min®) = Bu(P(zr41) — min @) + |z — zpa[” = Sllew — zasa]]” = FHllze — 2|

Equivalently

2
— o

. 1 . 1 1
Br(®(xr) — min ) + §H$k — zp1]? = Br(®(zp41) — min ) + §||l’k+1 — xi? + 2k — zp—1l]l?,

which gives the claim. O

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (ay) and (By) satisfy (Kffak,ﬁk)' Then, we have

+oo
ZtkaL‘k — 33;9,1”2 < +00.
k=1
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Proof. Consider, for k > 1, the global energy W}, where we set m = ming &:
Wy := Br—1 (®(xr) —m) + %ka — x|
Let us multiply the inequality (27) obtained in Proposition 3.1 by tz 11
o (@) = m) + Jlo—alP) 2 Goas(@onn) - m)

ti+1 ti+1(1 —a3)
2 2
Let us reformulate this inequality in terms of the sequence (Wy). We have

o lee = @lF + g — -1 1.

ti (»Bkl(‘l)(wk) —m)+ (Bk — Br—1)(®(wk) —m) + %ka — Tp-1 ||2)

t%+1(1 - a%)

5 @) — zr—1l|?,

2
> tk+1Wk+1 +
which gives

tiﬂ(l - 0‘%)

_ 2
5 |2k — zr—1 "

i W + 5400 (Be = Be—1) (k) —m) > t5 Wiy +
Equivalently

tiﬂ(l - 0‘%)

topr(Wir — Wi) + 5

k= @n-1l® < 841 (B — ) (R(an) — m).
Let us rewrite the above expression as

2 2 2 2 tiﬂ(l - ai)
e Wear — W+ (8 =t ) Wi + B

< iy (Be — Br—1) (B(x) —m).

Recalling the expression of Wy, we deduce that

2k — zp—1]?

g1 Wit — Wy + %[ti — i + i (= a)][leg — 2|
< [(ter = t2)Br—1 + 141 (B — Bre—1)](@(2x) — m).
On the one hand, by (13), and since t; > 1 we have
Bt () = 8 0d = (1) = 20y 12 1
On the other hand, by using condition (K, ;) we have
(tri1 — t2)Br—1 + thi1 (Be — Br—1) = th 118k — tiBr—1 < tit+1Bk.

Combining the above results we obtain
1
(29) thartWhr — W + Stkllzr — -1 l* < thr1 Br(@(zx) —m).

By Theorem 2.3, under the assumption (Kfak 5,) We have

o0
Ztk+15k(¢($k) — m) < +o00.
k=1

As a consequence, by summing the above inequalities, we obtain

1 oo oo
2 D tlloe = zpoall? S GWL+ Y teg1 Br(® () — m) < +o0,
k=1 k=1

which gives the claim. O

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that the sequences (ag) and (Bx) satisfy (Kfak m). Suppose that 0 < ag < 1 for every
k > 1, and that the sequence (Bx) satisfies: there exists some positive constant C such that, for all k > 1

(30) Br < CPBr1-
Then, for any sequence (xy) generated by the algorithm (IP)akﬁk, we have

;:i Wi < +00, where Wy, := B_1 (®(xg) — ming @) + %ka — a1 |*
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Proof. By Theorem 2.3 (i¢), under the assumption (Kfak 5,) we have

“+o0
(31) > e Be(@(k) — min @) < +o0.
k=1

By assumption (30) we have t;8;_1 < Ct;S;. By Lemma 2.1, we have t; = 1 + agtrr1. Since 0 < o < 1, and
according to 1 < ¢y, this implies
tpy < 1+tpp1 < 2tp41.

Combining the two above inequalities, we obtain t;8;_1 < 2Ctgy18k. According to (31) this implies

“+o0 +oo
(32) > teBro1(®(n) — min @) < 2C > 1 Br(® () — min @) < +o0.

k=1 k=1
Combining this inequality with the estimate of the velocities "> ty||xx —25_1 > < 400, obtained in Theorem
3.2, we obtain ZZ:; Wy < +o0. O

Remark 3.4. In Corollary 3.3, the assumption on the sequence () is satisfied in almost all practical situations.
Clearly, it is satisfied if the sequence (8 ) is non-decreasing. It may be also decreasing like ki for any r > 0, or
exp(—k). A limiting case in which it is not satisfied is ;. Moreover, the assumption on the sequence (ay) can
be weakened, just assuming that it is bounded from above.

4. FrROM O TO 0 ESTIMATES

In line with Attouch-Peypouquet [11] and Attouch-Cabot [5], we have the following convergence rate of
values, where O is replaced by o.

Theorem 4.1. Let us assume that the non-negative sequence (ay) is bounded from above, (o) and (By) satisfy
the condition (Kf’ak Bk)’ and there exists some positive constant C such that B, < CBry1 for all k > 1.

Then, for any sequence (xy) generated by the algorithm (IP)
i) If > i = 400, then

. WE have:
,

1 1
O(x) —min® =0 5— | and ||z — xp_ 2:o<>.
(@) = min® o () and o —ir P =o (5

i) If > tpfr-1=+00, 0 < ay <1, and (Bi) is non-decreasing, then

. 1 Br—1
®(xy) —mind = o <> and ||z — 2p_1|]* =0 <> )
H Zf:l tiBi—1 Zle tiBi—1

In particular, ®(x) — mingy ¢ as k — +o0.

Proof. Let’s consider the sequence of global energies (W},) introduced in the proof of Theorem 3.2

1
Wi = Br_1 (@(xk) —m) + §||J,‘k — Z‘k_1H2.
By Corollary 3.3 it satisfies

Z t Wi < 400.
k=1
i) Returning to (29) we have

1
th i Wiyr — Wi + Stellzr — Tho1® < tes1Be(P(zr) — m).
The non-negative sequence (ay) with ay := t2 W, satisfies the relation
A1 — Ok < Wi
with wy, = 11 8k(P(zk) — m). According to D, -, tit18k(P(zk) —m) < +00 (see Theorem 2.3 (ii)) we have
(wg) € I1(N). By a standard argument, we deduce that the limit of the sequence (ay) exists, that is

lim #2W,, exists.
k—4o0c0 7

Let ¢ := limg 4 o tiWk. Let’s show that ¢ = 0. Let’s argue by contradiction, and suppose that ¢ > 0. As a
result, ¢ Wy ~ i According to Zioz1 tp Wy < 400, this implies ¢ % < 400, a clear contradiction with the
hypothesis % = 4o00. Hence, ¢ = 0. So, limg_, 4 o t%Wk = 0, which gives the claim.
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i) The argument is based on the non-increasing property of the sequence (ﬁWk) Let us return to
Proposition 3.1. After dividing (27) by Bk, we get
(@(re) ~min®) + ek~ wia [P > (@) — min®)

Qﬁ
aj

25

Let’s formulate the above inequality in terms of the sequence (Wy). We obtain

(33)

1
TR |zkt1 — xxl|* + |k — zp—1]*

2

1 1 1 1 1—a?

4 Wit (55— 55— — 2> =W, 1-ag o 2
(3 ) ﬂk_l k+(2/8k 25k_1)ka Tk 1” = /Bk k+1 + Qﬂk ||5Ek Tk 1H
Since 0 < o < 1, and the sequence (8y) is non—decreasing, we deduce that

35 Wi > LW
& 5k 1 B2 B kol

Hence, the sequence (ﬁWk) is non-increasing. Let us rewrite the estimate > ;- | tx Wi < +00. as

Ztkﬂk 1 (Wk) < +o00.

We are now in position to apply Lemma A.2 in the appendix, with the sequences (¢x8r—1) and (ﬁT:Wk)’
respectively in place of (74) and (e;). We obtain that

1 1
Wir=o0 - as k — +oo.
Br—1 Yoioq tiBic1
Hence
Wk:0<kﬁk_1> as k — o0,
doicitifica
which gives the claim. O

As a direct consequence of Theorem 4.1, in the case without inertia, i.e. ai = 0 (which gives t;, = 1) we
obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that the sequence (By) is non-decreasing. Then for any sequence (xy) generated by the
prozimal algorithm 1 = proxg, ¢ () we have the following estimates:

D(xp) — n%_ilni’ =0 (Zf_llﬁi_1> and ||zp —zp 1| =0 (Z?—ié—1> )

When (8g) is non-decreasing, this notably improves the results obtained by Giiler in [20, Theorem 3.1].

5. CONVERGENCE OF THE ITERATES

Let us now fix z* € argmin ®, and define hj, := 3|lz), — 2*[|%. The sequence (h;) takes account of the
anchoring of the sequence of iterates (x) to the solution set. The next result will be useful for establishing the
convergence of the iterates of the algorithm (IP), 5 .
Proposition 5.1. For any k > 1, the following inequality holds

1 .
(36) his1 — by — ap(hy, — hg—1) < 5(0@ + o) |k — zp—1]? = Br(®(zp41) — min o).

Proof. Observe that

lyr —2*|* = llox + an(or —xp—1) — |
= lar —2*||* + afllze — zp_1||* + 200 () — 2% 1) — 1)
= ok — 2% + aillor — zx-a|® + arllar — 2 + arlloe — 21| = agllzi-1 — 2"
= lox — 2" + an(llon — 2*° = lzr—1 — 2**) + (af + a)llog — 21 ?
= 20y + o (b — he—1)] + (0f + ap)llar — 21|

*HQ
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Set briefly Ay = hgy1 — hy — ag(hy — hg—1) = %ka+1 — 2*]|? — [hx + ag(hgx — hi_1)]. According to the above
inequality, we get

1 1 1
A= Sllowen =P = Slve - 2P + 5 (0d + an)llon — x|

1 A1
= (o = v glonn ) =) + 50+ oo - sl

1 1
= (The1 — Yk, Yk — T >+§|lmk+1—yk|\2+§(ai+ak)llxk—mk_lHQ.

So, we obtain the equality
1 . 1
(37) hieyr — b — gl — hi—r) = 5 (@i + aw)llzr — zr—1|” + (g — rrr, 2 = yi) + 5 llye — 2|
2 2
Now use that z* € argmin ®. By definition of the proximal operator, xx41 = proxﬂkq,(yk) equivalently gives
5% (yr — Zp+1) € OP(z41). The convex subdifferential inequality applied at xp41 gives

1

O(2") > P(zpr1) + (E

(Y — Th41), " — Tpy1).
Since ®(z*) = miny P, we infer that
(U — Tog1, 2" — Tpg1) < —Br(P(Tp41) — H;_iln D).

Hence
lye — zes1ll? + Wk — Tros1, 2 — yi) < —Br(@(@p41) — min o).

Combining this inequality with (37) gives

1 .
hig1 — hie — (b — he—1) < = (0f + o) |2k — -1 [|* — Br(®(zhe1) — H%H‘I)),

N

which completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. g
We will also need the following estimate for the velocities which completes Theorem 3.2.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that the sequences (ax) and (Bx) satisfy the condition (Kifakﬁk) and that the
sequence (By) is non-decreasing. Then, we have

+oo

Ztk+1|‘$k — LL‘;{;,1||2 < +00.
k=1

Proof. Condition (K, ap.5,) can be equivalently written as
(21 — 10)B + 2 (Br — Br—1) < try1Br
Since the sequence (%) is non-decreasing, we infer t%_H —t2 < tj41. Hence

t
*%SLSL
ter1 + tk

Since 1 < t, we immediately obtain ;41 < 2. So

tet1

+o00 too
> tealloe —aeoal? <2 tillvk — ko1 ® < 4o,
k=1 k=1
where the last inequality comes from Theorem 3.2. O

Theorem 5.3. Assume that
i) the sequences (ag) and (By) satisfy the condition (Kf:ak,ﬁk)"
1) ay € [0,1] for every k > 1;
iii) the sequence (By) is non-decreasing;
iv) 22021 tkBr—1 = +o0.
Then, any sequence () generated by the algorithm (IP)ak,,Bk converges weakly, and its limit belongs to argmin ®.

Proof. We apply the Opial lemma, see Lemma A.1. Assume that there exist T € H and a sequence (k) such
that k, — 400, and xx, — T weakly as n — +o00. Since the convex function @ is lower semicontinuous, it is
lower semicontinuous for the weak topology, hence satisfies

O(z) < liminf ®(zg,) = lm P(zg) = mﬁn D,

n——+oo k——+oo
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where the last equality comes from Theorem 4.1. It ensues that T € argmin ®, which shows the first point.
Let us now fix 2* € argmin ®, and show that limj_, o ||z, —2*|| exists. Set hy = 1||zx—2*||?. From Proposition
5.1, (hy) satisfies the following inequalities
1 .
his1 — hi — ag(hg — hi—1) < 5(0(% + )|k — zp_1]]? < |log —2p_1||*  since ax € [0, 1].
Taking the positive part, we find
(hig1 — h)+ < a(hy — hi—1)+ + |2 — 21|
By Proposition 5.2 we have >/ tyy1]|wx — 25_1]|> < +oo. By applying Lemma A.3 (appendix) with aj =

(h — hg—1)+ and wi = ||z — TK_1]|?, We obtain Zﬁi‘i(hk — hg—1)4+ < +oo. Since (hy) is nonnegative, this
implies that limg_, 1 o Ay exists. The second point of the Opial lemma is shown, which ends the proof. g

6. LINK WITH GULER’S ACCELERATED PROXIMAL ALGORITHM

Let’s recall Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm, see [21]. We modify the notations to adapt them to our
framework. The proximal parameter noted Ay in Giiler’s article is noted here S, and the inertial parameter is
denoted by gx in place of 7.

a) Initialization of vy and Ay.

b) Stepk :

e Choose B > 0, and calculate g > 0 by solving
9 + 91 ARBr — Arfr = 0.

(38) e Define

i) yk = (1 — gr)Tk + grvi;

i) Tpi1 = Proxg, ¢ (Ye);

000) Vi1 = vk + o (The1 — Yk);

) Agy1 = (1 — gr)Ag.

6.1. Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm as (IP)
can be written as an inertial proximal algorithm (IP)

an.p, e Let us show that Giiler’s proximal algorithm
. First verify that, for all £k > 1

ak,Br

(39) Vg = Tk—1 +

Tl — T—1) -
9—1( 1)

k
For this, we use an induction argument. Suppose (39) is satisfied at step k. Using successively (38) iii), (39),
(38) i), and (39) again, we obtain

1 1 1
V1 = U+ — (g1 —Yk) = Tho1 + —— (@ — 1) + — (Th1 — Yk)
9k 9k— 9k
1 1
= —Tpy1 +Tp_1+ (xr —xp—1) — —((1 — gr)xr + grvk)
9k Jk—1 9k
1 1—g 1

= —Tg+1 —
9k

which shows that (39) is satisfied at step k& 4+ 1. Then, combining (38) i) with (39), we obtain

(zk — fﬂkl))

k
T =Tk + — (Tp41 — Tk)
9k

1
ye = (I —gr)or +geve = (1 — gr)or + g <1'k1 + 0
-1

9k
= xi+ ( - gk> (.Tk — zk—l) .
9k—1

Hence, Giiler’s proximal algorithm can be written as
{ yr = op + o (T) — Th1)

(40)
Trt+1 = PTOXﬁkcb(yk),

with

(41) ok = gi (gkl_l - 1) .

By construction of gi, we have g = % (—Akﬁk + \/(Akﬁk)z + 4Akﬁk) , which gives 0 < g < 1. According to
(41), we deduce that o > 0. As a result, the first formula of (40) defines an extrapolation operation. This
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makes Giiler’s algorithm an inertial proximal algorithm, within the framework of the algorithm (IP)% B From
item #v) in Giiler’s algorithm, we immediately get:
k—1

(42) A=A [J(0 - g)

j=0
From the second-order algebraic equation that defines g, and (38) iv), we have
(43) 9i = ArBr(1 — gr) = BrAk1-
Combining (42) with (43), we obtain the following relation:
%
 AoTTio(1—g5)

According to (41)-(42)-(44), we have obtained that all the parameters entering into Giiler’s algorithm can be
expressed according to the single parameter gy.

(44) Br

6.2. Convergence rate of Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm. Let us show that the convergence
rate of Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm falls within the framework of Theorem 2.3. For this, we must
make the link between the parameters used in Giiler’s algorithm and the parameter t; used in Theorem 2.3.
We start from

(45) Otkzgk( ! —1>.

9k—1

Let us show how to invert this relation. Set 7, =1 — . According to (45)

1 1 1
’7k—19k<1> = gk <1+>-
Jk—1 9k Jk—1

Set wy, := gik. The sequence (wy,) safisfies the finite-difference equation
I+ wp — wg—1 = VKW,
which gives, for all £ > 1,
Wig_1 = 1+ apwg.
Comparing with the relation (13) that defines the sequence (tx) in Lemma 2.1, we obtain wy = tx41. Hence,
forall K >1
1
(46) g = —.
lk+1
We have now all the ingredients to verify that the condition

(K1.00.8:) tzﬂﬁk — t%ﬁk,l —tgr1Br <0  for every k > 1,
is satisfied by Giiler’s algorithm. We have
tes1Br — tiBeo1 — teg1Br = tey1Bu(teyr — 1) — 2 Bk—1
Bk (1—gk Br—1
B 97: <9k) - 91%—1
_ 9i 1<1_9k>_ 1 gr 1
ATt =g o \ o6 ) Gis AcTT;S5(1 — g)

1 1
k-1 o k-1
Ao szo(l -9;) Ao Hj:O(l - 95)
So, Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm corresponds to taking equality in the condition (K7 4, 3,). Let us
summarize the above results.

Proposition 6.1. Guler’s accelerated proximal algorithm is within the framework of algorithm (IP)ak B with

ar = gk (gklil — 1). It satisfies the condition (K1 o, g,) with equality instead of inequality, i.e., for all k > 1

tei1Br — teBro1 — tey1Bk = 0.
The following rate of convergence is satisfied: For every k > 1,
C
t20k—1’

(47) D(xp) — qu_i[nq) <
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with C = 13 Bo(®(z1) — miny ®) + 1 (d(zo, argmingy, ®)? + t3[|z1 — z0?).
Moreover, for every k > 1,

, 1
(48) (zx) —min ® = O <Z§_1 Wﬂ) .

The above formulas can be expressed equivalently in terms of Giiler’s parameters thanks to the relation t, = —L

gr—1"

2
N k-1 RV 1
O(xy) m}llnq) =0 <5k—1> O(xy) mﬁntﬁ =0 725:1 ?_:

Proof. The convergence rate given in (47) results from Theorem 2.3. Let us now exploit the fact that in the
case of Giiler’s algorithm, the condition (K7, 3,) is satisfied, with equality. By adding the equalities

t58j-1 —t7_1Bj—2 = ;81

from j =1 to k, we get

k
2Bk = Zt]ﬂj—l + t15o.
j=1
This gives (48), by just assuming that theses quantities are infinite. This is a minimal assumption to insure
convergence of the algorithm. O

Let’s now compare the convergence rate given as above, which results from Theorem 2.3, with the convergence
rate obtained by Giiler in [21]

(49) B(ag) —min® =0 | —

2
H k—1
(Zj:l V B; )
The two above formulas give the same rate of convergence in most practical situations. Let’s give a simple
result where we can deduce the convergence rate obtained by Giiler from the Proposition 6.1. Suppose that
(Bk) is a non-decreasing sequence, and that ¢ > Ck for some positive constant C, and k large enough. This
last assumption is satisfied for the Nesterov type acceleration formula with o, = 1 — ¢ and a > 3, see [5]. Since

(Bk) is non-decreasing
2

k—1
Y VB | <=1
j=1

Since t; > Ck for k large enough, we deduce that (for some other constant C')

1 S C

SERO R

which gives the claim.

Remark 6.2. Giiler’s accelerated proximal algorithm corresponds to taking equality in (K1 4, s,). As such,
it fits into the critical case, introduced historically by Nesterov, and for which the convergence of the iterates
is still an open question. By contrast, as shown in Theorem 5.3, taking strict inequality (precisely assuming
the condition (K f an, Bk)) gives the convergence of iterates, and makes it possible to pass from the capital O to
small o convergence rates. See [18] and [11] who initiated this type of result.

6.3. Dynamic interpretation of Giiler’s algorithm. Let’s come with the dynamic interpretation of Giiler’s
algorithm, as formulated in (40-41). According to the formulation (41) of ay we get

- 1> (2 — Th1)-

Try1 + Bkaq)(xk+1) S Y = Tk + gk <

Jk—1
Equivalently,
k — k-
(50) Tpy1 — 2Tk + Tp—1 + (gk S Gkl p 7 1) (@k — Tp—1) + Br0P(wp41) = 0.
k—1
This can be interpreted as a time discretization of the second-order evolution equation (when & is smooth)

.. i) - B
(51) d@+(ﬂﬂ—ﬂﬂ>dﬂ+ﬂ@V®@®)—0
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So, Giiler’s proximal algorithm is based on the damped inertial dynamic (IGS) .5 Where the damping coefficient

is expressed as |
) =90~ 5% =g (14 5 (5) ).

This makes the link with the next section, where we show that, in this context, the corresponding dynamic
and proximal algorithms can be studied more directly: the conditions ensuring the rapid convergence of the
algorithm can be expressed directly on the parameters g and Sg. This avoids the use of the coefficients ¢
whose study requires additional analysis, see [5] for more details.

7. A CLASS OF INERTIAL PROXIMAL ALGORITHMS

Motivated by the results above, we consider the proximal algorithms that can be obtained (when ® is smooth)
by various temporal discretizations of the second-order evolution equation

1

(52) Z(t) + g(t) <1 + % (g) (t)) (t) + AMt)Ve(z(t)) = 0.

We will see that, without loss of generality, the convergence analysis for the Inertial Proximal algorithm (IP)O% B
can be developed within this setting. In doing so, we will introduce a class of inertial proximal algorithms,
including the one studied in the previous sections, and which share similar convergence properties. Moreover,
the convergence results can now be expressed directly on the parameters describing the algorithms.

7.1. Link between the two descriptions.

7.1.1. Continuous case. Let’s show that taking g(t) (1 +4 (%) (t)) as the damping coefficient v(t) is not a

restrictive assumption. To see this, given a continuous function v(-), we have to integrate the differential
equation

(53) o0 (145 (5) ) =20

Take as a new unknown function w := é Then (53) is equivalent to solve the non-autonomous linear differential
equation
w(t) —y(t)w(t) = —1.

Set p(t) := exp (f:o 'y(T)dT) for t > tg, then, following [4] and assuming that ft'g‘oo p?z) < 400, we obtain as a

solution
* 1

w(t) :p(t)/ ——ds.
¢ p(s)
This is the function I'(-) introduced in [4]. Hence g(t) = %t) is solution of (53). The general solution is

g(t) = m with % = lim;— 1 oo p(t)g(t). Let’s summarize the above results in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let 7 : [tg, +oo[— R be a positive continuous function. Set p(t) = exp (f; 7(7’)dr) and assume

ft * ds. < too. Consider the following differential equation, where the unknown function is g(-):

0 p(s)

(54) o) (145 (5) @) =20

Then, the following non-negative continuously differentiable function g(-) is solution of (54):
1 <1

(55) g(t) = ——= where T(t)= p(t)/ ——ds.
I(t) ¢ p(s)

Precisely, it is the solution of (54) that satisfies lim;_, 1 o m =0.

Note that the above definition of I' does not depend on the initial time 5. When 3(t) = 5 > 0 is fixed, fast
convergence of the values is obtained in [4] under the condition v(t)['(t) < 2. According to (54) and (55), in
terms of g(t), this condition takes the equivalent form

04 G)a)iy -1+ (Jo=3

So, the condition y(t)['(t) < 2 becomes

(56) HOCE
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with the corresponding convergence rate of the values

(57) O(z(t)) — mqin@ =0 (9()).

This shows the obvious interest in formulating the damping coefficient in the form g(t) (1 + 4 (%) (t)) There
is no loss of generality, and the conditions for obtaining rapid convergence results can be formulated directly
on the data g. For example, let’s start with g(¢t) = <. From (54), we immediately obtain y(t) = <. Then,

(56)-(57) shows that the well-known condition v > 3 provides the O (75) convergence rate of values (see [4],
[14], [37]).

7.1.2. Discrete case. Similar results occur in the discrete case. Recall that the implicit temporal discretization
of (52) gives

1 1
(58) Tpa1 — 2Tk + Tp—1 + gk <1 + — = > (Ik — -Tk—l) + )\kaq)(xk—i-l) 3 0.
9k 9k—1
Equivalently
Yk = Tk + o (K — Tp—1)
(59)
LTh+1 = PYOX,\,C@(yk),
where
1
(60) %:%( _Q.
gk—1

1
k-1

Set v, = 1 — ag. This gives v = gi (1 + gik — ) . As shown in the previous section, inverting this relation
1

1’

Let’s summarize the above results in the following lemma.

gives, for all k > 1, g, =

Lemma 7.2. Let () be a sequence of non-negative numbers. Consider the following finite-difference equation,
where the unknown sequence is (gx)

1 1
(61) i (1+— ) = Yk
9k Gk—1
Then, the following sequence of non-negative numbers is solution of (61):
1 +oo 1
62 L= —— where tp =1+ ;.
(62) 9= gﬂlj

Following Theorem 1.1 recalled in the introduction, when 8, = 8 > 0 is fixed, we obtain a fast convergence
of the values (see [5]) under the condition

(K1> Vk > 1, t%—i—l — ti < tpt1.

According to the above lemma this condition can be equivalently formulated in terms of g as

(63) %21—(%>a

9k—1
with the corresponding convergence rate of the values

(64) O(xy) — m}ilnq) =0 (g7).

Starting from g = O‘T’l, (61) immediately gives v = %. Then (63)-(64) shows that the well-known condition
o > 3 provides the O (%) convergence rate of values, a classical result (see [5], [8], [11], [18], [37]).

7.2. A parametrized family of proximal inertial algorithms. Let us start from the second-order evolution
equation (52) and introduce various temporal discretizations. When considering the implicit discretization for
the potential term, which gives proximal algorithms, we can take a general convex lower semicontinuous proper
function ®. As novelty, we introduce a parameter 6 € [0, 1] which takes into account different discretizations of
the damping term: for k > 1,

1 1
(:I?k+1 — 2z + -Tk—l) + gk(l — 9) (1 + - > ($k+1 — :L'k)

9k+1 9k

) (l‘k — xk_1) + )\ka(I)(Ik_H) >0.

1
+ gb 1+ ——
9k Jk—1
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For 8 = 1, we recover the algorithm considered in the previous sections. After dividing by gx, we obtain

<g1k +(1—-6) (1 + g;ﬂ = ;)) (Tr+1 — k)
_ (1+9(111>) (ij—zk_l)+%3q)(:ck+1) 35 0.

9k Jk—1 9k

Set, for k> 1, 6, := L + ¢ (gk{l -1 1) . Note that

1 1 1
+(10)(1+ >1+9k+1-
9k Jk+1 9k

So, we can reformulate the above algorithm in the condensed form
Ak
gre(1+ Opt1)

This gives the Inertial Proximal algorithm with parameter 6:

(65) Tht1 + 0P(zk41) D xp, + (g — Th—1)-

_ Tk
14 Ok+1

Inertial Proximal algorithm with parameter 6.

Yr = Tk + ap(Tr — Tp—1)
(IP) s, 5.0
Tk+1 = prOXﬁkcb(yk),
.f 0 .
(66) Qg = ﬁ7

B = Ak .
T ge(1+0k41)?

1 1 1
Hk'_gik+9<gk71_gik_ )

(IP),, 5,6 fits into the general framework of (IP)
written in a specific form.

ar B with extrapolation parameters and proximal parameters

7.3. Convergence rates. An analysis parallel to that developed in the previous sections can be developed.
We only detail the study of the rapid convergence of values.

. . . . . _ _ 0 - Ak
Theorem 7.3. Consider the inertial prozimal algorithm (IP)ak,Bk,G where ay, 1= ﬁ, B = m, and
0y = ﬁ + 6 (gk{1 — gik — 1>, Suppose that 0 < g, <1, 0< 6 <1, and the parameters (gr), (M) and 0 satisfy

the growth condition: there exists k1 € N such that for all k > k

Gkt1 Org1 +1
g Okyo

(Kl’gkdkﬂ) Akt1 < Ak
Then, for any sequence (zy) generated by the algorithm (IP), 5 ,, we have

(1) ®(x) —ming ® = O (gk_1> , as k — +oo;

A—1(1 + 6)
(i) Zk21 Br.0 (®(zx) — miny ) < 400
where Pig 1= 2:: (1+6) — 2‘—:9k+1 is non-negative by (Ki g, x..0)-

The proof is similar to that of the more general perturbed case (Theorem 8.1).

7.4. Some examples. Depending on the choice of the parameter 6, we obtain a specific algorithm, with its
convergence rate. The classical situation (considered below) corresponds to the explicit discretization (6 = 1)
of the damping term. Let’s consider the following cases of particular interest:

a) Case 8 =1: it corresponds to the explicit discretization of the damping term

1
(67) (xk—&-l — 2z, + xk-—l) + gk (1 +— - ) (xk — xk_1) + Bkaé(xkﬂ) 5 0.

9k Gk—1



FAST PROXIMAL METHODS VIA SCALED INERTIAL DYNAMICS 19

1
9k—1
result obtained by applying respectively Theorem 2.3 (using the ¢;) and Theorem 7.3 (using the g in an explicit

form). On the one hand, according to g = ﬁ, the growth condition (K q, g,) of Theorem 2.3 can be written

This is precisely the algorithm studied in the previous section with ar = gi ( — 1). Let us compare the

Jk+1
6k+1 < 276k-

1
k(9k+1 - )

Making € = 1 in the formula giving the parameters, we have

1 1 1 1
ak::+( __1): Y
9k gk—1 9k Jk—1

Hence 041 +1 = gik, which gives 8; = Ax. The formula (K g, x,,¢) in Theorem 7.3 becomes

1
gk+1 ar Jk+1
(68) Bppr < 2 o B = B

i1 k(9k+1 -1

So we recover the same growth condition. Let us now compare the convergence rates. Theorem 2.3 gives
1
Py —min@z@().
(@) H 2 Br—1

Theorem 7.3 gives

. 9k—1
(0] — o = _— .
(xk) H%-lln 0 <)\k1(]—+9k))

From 6, +1 = gk%l we get

Jk—1 _ 913—1 1

M1 (L4 60k)  Ae—a - 2 Br—1

So, we recover the same convergence rate.

b) Case § = 0: it corresponds to the implicit discretization of the damping term

1
o — Olk> (1 — zk) + BrO0P(zg41) 3 0.

(69) (Tp+1 — 22k + Tp—1) + gk (1 +

A
Il and Bk = _ kIl Theorem

1
We have ), = —, which gives algorithm (IP)_, with ap =
gk & & IP)or .0 ge(1 + grt1) gk(1+ gr+1)

7.3 gives that, under the condition (K7 g, x,.0)
(14 gr+1)gk+2 \

Akt1 < ks
9k
we have
O(zp) —mind® =0 (gkgkl> , as k — +oo;
H Ae—1(1+ gr)
Consider the particular case g, = i‘f_} This gives ay = ﬁ, which corresponds to a variant of the Nesterov

acceleration scheme considered in [8], [18], [37]. An elementary calculation shows that the growth condition
above and the corresponding convergence rate give results comparable to those of the explicit case.

8. STABILITY WITH RESPECT TO PERTURBATIONS, ERRORS

Consider the perturbed version of the evolution equation (52)

d (1
(70) () +g(t) (1 + T (g) (t)) z(t) + M)V (z(t)) = e(t)
where the second member of (70), denoted by e(:), can be interpreted as an external action on the system, a
perturbation, or a control term. By following a parallel approach to the time discretization procedure described
in section 7.2, we obtain : for k > 1,

1
(xk_H — 2z + zk—l) + gk(l — 0) <1 + — - > (ka — l’k)
Jk+1 9k
1 1
+ g |14+ — — — | (2 — Tp—1) + M\OP(2p41) D €k
9k Gk—1
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From the algorithmic point of view, the sequence (ey) of elements of H takes into account the presence of
perturbations, approximations, or errors. After dividing by g, we obtain

(Gro-afieg3)) o
(Gl )

A 1
Ik — xk—l) + ia@(l’]ﬁ_l) S5 —eg.
9k 9k

Set, for k> 1
1 1 1
———l )
9k Jk—1 9k
Note that
1 1 1
+(1—9)(1+ —):1+0k+1.
k gk+1 9k

So, we can reformulate the above algorithm in the condensed form

A 1
(71) (1 + 9k+1)(xk+1 — IL’k) + ;:a@(mk+1) > Gk(:rk — l'kfl) + gfkek.
Equivalently,
A 0 1
(72) Thg1 + b 0®(zpi1) D ak + ——— (25 — 2p_1) +

M _ 0 -,
gr(L+ k1) 14 0pt1 g(L+ 0pg1) ©

This gives the Inertial Proximal algorithm with parameter 6 and error r, (IP) for short

ak,Br,Tk,0

Inertial Proximal Algorithm with parameter 6 and error ry.

Y = T + o (T — Tp—1)

(IP)ak,ﬁk,rk,G {

Tp+1 = ProXg, o (Yk — k),

— 0 .
(73) Ak = 1+911i-+1’

B = A .
k= (0 +0k11)

_ 1
Tk = T gk (T Org) OF

1
ek.7f+9(gk 17%71).

The following result extends Theorem 2.3 to the perturbed case.

Theorem 8.1. Consider the inertial proximal algorithm (IP)ak,Bk,rkﬂ‘ Suppose that 0 < g, < 1,0 <6 <1,
and the parameters (gi), (Ar) and 0 satisfy the growth condition: there exists k1 € N such that for all k > k;

Gk+1 Op1 +1

Ak
g Orto

(K1,g4,0,0) Aig1 <

Suppose that the sequence (11,) satisfies the summability property
(74) D (14 1) [Ire]| < +o0.
E>1

Then, for any sequence (x) generated by the algorithm (IP) we have

ak,Br,Tk,07

. . Jk—1
¢ - P=0—"TFF—— ), k :
(i) ®(x)) — ming </\k—1(1 n 9k)> as k — +oo

(4) > p>1 Br0 (P(z) — ming @) < +o0

where P g = 2::11 (1+6) — %9k+1 is non-negative by (K1 g, x..0)-

Proof. To make the presentation simpler, without loss of generality, we take k; = 1. By definition of the
proximal operator, the iteration at step k of the algorithm (IP)ak, 5,0 18 written

1

E(yk — Thy1 — i) € OP(Thy1).
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Equivalently, we have the following subdifferential inequalities: for any z € H

1 1
(75) ®(z) > P(wp41) + E@ — Thi1, Yk — Thy1) — @(x = Tkt 1, Tk)-
Let us write successively inequality (75) at ¢ = x, and = z* € argmin ®. We obtain the two inequalities
1 1
(76) O(z) > P(h41) + @(wk — Thyl, Yk — Thoyl) — E@k — Thy1,TR),
1 1
(77) O(x") > P(wpq1) + 2= (" — Try1, Yo — Trg1) — 2 (27 — Try1, k).
Bk Bk
Using xp — Tgp+1 = Tk — Yk + Yk — Tkt+1 in (76) and o* — 21 = 2 — yg + yx — Tr41 in (77) we obtain
1 1 1
(78) ®(xp) = P(wpt1) + = (Th — Yno Yk — Tht1) — o (T — Tr1,7x) + =Yk — Trgr |1,
B Bk B
* 1, ., 1, ., 1
(79) (z*) > P(zpp1) + = (2" — Yko Uk — Thg1) — o (@ — Tig1, i) + o [[Ye — o [|*-
Bk B B

0
Multiplying (78) by 1> 0, then adding (79), we derive that
Qg

(1) @) — ®6)2 E@ann) — o) + 5 - P
(50) (o (E o) - -
+ é <<Zl; - 1> (g1 — Tk) + Thy1 — x*,rk> .

By definition of y; we have

(9’“ - 1) (yr — k) + Yk

0
<a]; - 1) ap(zr — xp—1) + 2 + ap(Tr — Th—1)

= xp+0c(zr — xp_1) = 21

where zj := xy, + Ok (), — k—1). Moreover

O
(ak - 1) (Thg1 — k) + Thg1 = Opp1 (Thy1 — Tk) + Thy1 = 241

We then deduce from (80) that

0 0 1
(k B 1) (@(zx) — ®(z*)) > —(D(xrs1) — (a¥)) + o (Thr1 — Yoo 26 — T°)
ay Qg Br
1 0
+ @@”kvzkﬂ*$*>+K2k||yk*xk+1\\2~
Equivalently, after multiplication by S
0 0
A ( - 1) (@) — o) = 2 @ (0y1) — 0(7))
o g
0
(81) H(@ht1 — Yk, 26 — &) + (s 21 — xT) F a%i”yk — o

To write (81) in a recursive form, we use zx41 — 2 = (1 + 0k11) (Tr+1 — yx) . It ensues that
lzkpr — 2% = lze — 21 + 201+ O (@rr1 — vr 26 — ) + (14 Org1)l2pr — wrll?,

which gives

*\ 1 * (2 * (|2 (1+9’€+1) 2
(Tha1 = Yn, 26 — 27) = 201 + 0511 (||Zk+1 | 2 — ™| ) 9 [@rt1 — yill™.
Using this equality in (81), we find
9 * 6 * *
b (2 1) @ - 06 2 B @) - ) + (s~ )
1 *||2 a2y, (A +0kg) 2
+ gy (e =2 = = a”I?) + g s — e,
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(A40ky1) _ (A40k41) (
2 2

where we have used 2—’; — a consequence of the definition of ay). After multiplication by

(14 6;11), and neglecting the non-negative term %Hx;ﬁl — yr||?, we obtain

Br(1+ Ort1) (ZZ - 1) (P(xr) — ®(27)) + %th — 2|2

1+ 01)0 1 . .
(52) > WQ—:*”’“@@W) @)+ gl — 2+ (L B i,z — 2.
According to Br(1 4 Oky1) = >"€ and 2k — 1 = @11 we have

) A
Br(1+ Oy1) (’“ - 1) LY
ay gk

Hence, (82) can be equivalently written as
Ak

e a (@)~ Ba") 4 Sl 2P 2 2 ) (Blans) — D))
9k gk

1 .
+ §||Zk+1 —2*|® + (1 + Opg1) Tk 2041 — ).

This naturally leads us to introduce the sequence (&)

(83) £ = 21 (1 4 0,) (@) — B(a) + g — 2
Jk—1

Thus, we have obtained the following inequality

Ak . *
(84) Er > 5k+1 + (gk ) (1 + Gk) — 6‘k+1> ((I)({L‘k) - m7_1tn (D) + (]. + 9k+1)<rk, Zkt1 — >
Under condition K g, x,.0 We have S (1+6k) — :0k+1 > 0. Hence,
(85) (1 + 9k+1)||rk|| X fzk41 — 2| + Ek 2 Epqr-
By summing inequalities (85) from j =1 to k — 1, we obtain
k
(86) En <&+ Y (L+0)|rsall x 25 — 27|
j=2
Since &, > £|lzx — ||, we deduce that
k
(87) 2 = 2> < 260+ 201+ 6)) sl x Iz — 27]I.
j=1

Let us apply the Gronwall lemma A .4 with a; = ||z; — «*||, b; = 2(1 4 0;)]||r;j—1]|, and ¢ = /2&;. We obtain
o — 2%l < V28 + 3201+ 0,) Iy -
j=1

By assumption (74), v/2&; + Zj‘;l 2(1+0;)||rj—1|| is a positive finite real number. Returning to (86) we obtain

(88) & <C _51+Z (1+ 6|1 | V28 +Zz (1+0,)|r—]

Jj=1

By definition of &, we obtain, for all k& > k;

Py
g’“ S (14 05) (@) — @(2%)) < & < C,
k—1
which gives the claim. The last item follows directly by summing (84). O

Remark 8.2. According to the relations between the parameters, the summability assumption on the errors
can be equivalently formulated in terms of e as

1
> —llexll < +oo.
k>1 IF

When 6 =1 and aj =1 — ¢, using _- = tg+1, we recover the condition },~, kllex|| < 400 considered in [8].
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Remark 8.3. Because of its numerical importance, several papers have been devoted to the study of per-
turbation, errors in accelerated proximal-gradient methods. One can consult Aujol-Dossal [13], Schmidt-Le
Roux-Bach [34], and Villa-Salzo-Baldassarres-Verri [35].

APPENDIX A. SOME AUXILIARY RESULTS

The following auxiliary lemmas are used throughout the paper. To establish the weak convergence of the
iterates of (IP),, 5,» We apply Opial’s Lemma [27], that we recall in its discrete form.

Lemma A.1. Let S be a nonempty subset of H, and (xx) a sequence in H. Assume that
(1) every sequential weak cluster point of (xy), as k — 400, belongs to S;
(1) for every z € S, limy_, 4o ||zK — 2| exists.

Then (xy) converges weakly as k — 400 to a point in S.

Owing to the next lemma, we are able to estimate the rate of convergence of a sequence (gy) supposed to be
non-increasing and summable with respect to weight coefficients, see [5, Lemma 21] for the proof.

Lemma A.2. Let (14) be a nonnegative sequence such that Z;f{ T = +00. Assume that (1) is a non-negative
and non-increasing sequence satisfying Z;S Ti € < +00. Then we have

1
k
Zi=1 Ti

The following result shows the summability of a sequence (ay) satisfying some suitable inequality.

Ex =0 as k — +o0.

Lemma A.3. Given a non-negative sequence (ay) satisfying (Ko), let (tr) be the sequence defined by t, =
1+ :;O,: H;:k a;. Let (ar) and (wy) be two sequences of nonnegative numbers such that

(89) a1 < apag + wy,

for allk > 0. If sz’) tryiwg < 400, then Zﬁ;’g ap < +oo.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have t; 105 = t;, — 1. Multiplying inequality (89) by 41 gives
toprar1 < (b — L)ak + tppiwe,

or equivalently ay < (tpax — tkr1ag+1) + ter1wg. By summing from k& = 0 to n, we obtain
n

n
toag — tny1ant1 + E trr1Wk

(]
=
A

k=0 k=0
—+oo
< toag + Z tyr1wr < 400 by assumption.
k=0
The conclusion follows by letting n tend to +oc. d

Lemma A.4 ([8, Lemma 5.14]). Let (ax) be a sequence of nonnegative numbers such that, for all k € N,
az <2+ 2?21 bja;, where (bj) is a summable sequence of nonnegative numbers, and ¢ > 0. Then, for all
keN, ag SC‘FZ?ilb]
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