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Abstract

We study the variable metric forward-backward splitting algorithm for convex minimization problems
without the standard assumption of the Lipschitz continuity of the gradient. In this setting, we prove that,
by requiring only mild assumptions on the smooth part of the objective function and using several types of
line search procedures for determining either the gradient descent stepsizes, or the relaxation parameters, one
still obtains weak convergence of the iterates and convergence in the objective function values. Moreover, the
o(1/k) convergence rate in the function values is obtained if slightly stronger differentiability assumptions are
added. We also illustrate several applications including problems that involve Banach spaces and functions
of divergence type.
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1 Introduction

The forward-backward splitting algorithm [20] is nowadays a well-established and widely used first
order optimization method that is well suited for an objective function composed by a smooth convex
function plus a (possibly nonsmooth) convex simple function. This algorithm has been studied in
a number of works [2, 5, 13, 20, 22] which prove weak convergence of the iterates as well as o(1/k)
convergence rate in function values. The wvariable metric version of the forward-backward method
aims at accelerating the convergence of the standard algorithm. It was first proposed in [15] and its
global convergence property has been established in full generality in [19] where, under an appropriate
monotonicity condition on the metrics, the authors prove weak convergence of the iterates. The
same algorithm is also analyzed in [16, 24| for the minimization of non conver composite functions
and global convergence is achieved by assuming the Kurdyka-fojasiewicz property, together with
compactness conditions, and suitably controlling the behavior of the variable metrics.

In this context, a fundamental and commonly adopted assumption is that the gradient of the
smooth part is Lipschitz continuous on the entire space. However, there are a number of applications
in which this condition is not satisfied: for instance, in inverse problems when the data fidelity term
is based on Banach norms [13, 39| or Bregman distances (e.g., the Kullback-Leibler divergence, which
is the appropriate choice when the data are corrupted by Poisson noise [11, 38]).
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1.1 Objective and main contribution

In this paper we address the convergence analysis of the variable metric forward-backward splitting
algorithm in infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces without the assumption of the Lipschitz continuity
of the gradient and using different types of line search procedures. This study provides global
convergence guarantees, both in terms of convergence of the iterates and rates of convergence in
function values, and shows that the scope of applicability of the algorithm is significantly wider
than that for which it was originally devised, up to cover problems involving Banach spaces and
objective functions of divergence type. Our analysis is based on a general convergence principle for
abstract variable metric descent algorithms which blends the concept of quasi-Fejer sequence with
that of a sufficient decreasing condition. This principle simultaneously drives the convergence in
the iterates and the convergence in the objective function values. Moreover, we provide a unifying
view on several inexact line search procedures that have been proposed in literature in the context
of projected /proximal gradient-type algorithms clarifying the relationships among them. We finally
remark that, even under standard differentiability assumptions, we advance the related state of the
art, since we provide rate of convergence in function values in infinite dimensional setting and we
consider an alternative hypothesis on the metrics apart that of monotonicity made in [9, 19].
Our contribution is detailed below. We consider the problem

migigl{ize f(z) +g(x), (P)

where, H is a real Hilbert space and

H1 f: H — ]—o00,+00] and g: H — |—00, +00] are proper convex and lower semicontinuous func-
tions with dom g C dom f;

H2 f is Gateaux differentiable on dom g and V f is uniformly continuous on any weakly compact
subset of dom g.

For that problem, we study the following algorithm [19]. Let 2y € dom g and set

for k=0,1,...
choose vy, € Ry 4
yr = proxt  (z, — V" f(21)) (VM-FBS)

choose A, € 10, 1]
Tt = T + Mo (Y — @),

where V¥ and prox* denote the gradient operator and the proximity operator with respect to a given
family of scalar products as specified by the following assumption.

H3 ({-])3)en s a sequence of possibly varying scalar products (metrics) on #H, with induced norms
([ll) gery @and associated positive operators (Wy),cy (i-e., for every k € N, Wy: H — H is such
that (-]-); = (| Ws-)), and

3(p) €R?, 0<v<p,  (VReN) v[IP < | <ull. (L.1)

Moreover, since we are dropping out the assumption of Lipschitz continuity of V f, we rely on inexact
line search methods for determining the parameters 5 and A\ in (VM-FBS). We set, for every k € N
and every x € domg, v > 0, and X € |0, 1]

Je(z, v, A) =2+ )\(proxlf/g(x —AVEf(z)) - z),



so that zxy1 = Jp(Zr, Yk, Ax). Then, the gradient descent stepsizes (Vx),cyn and the relazation
parameters (A;),cy are chosen according to one of the following rules:

LS1 0 < infreny Ap < suppeny Ax < 1. Let 6,0 € ]0,1[, ¥ > 0, and, Vk € N,
i = max {y € Ryt | Gi € N)(y = 70°)

F(T(@p, v, k) = k) = (Te(@r v, M) — 2 | Vf(21)) < % [BACT Y e }

LS2 0 < infren Ve < supgen Yk < +00. Let 6,0 €10,1[, A €]0,1], and, V& € N,
A = max{)\ ER,y |(BieN)(A =20

J(Te(@p, i, N) = f(on) = (Je(@r, Y, A) — 21 | V f(21)) < ,W%\ Tk (ks Vi A) — |7 }

LS3 0 < infren vk < supgeny vk < +oo. Let 0,6 €10,1[, A €]0,1], and, Yk € N,
Ar = max {)\ eR|(FieN)(A= 0%
(f +9) U@, 0) = (F + 9)(an) < (1= OA(gw) = 9(an) + (i — 21| Vf (1)) }-
LS4 0 < infreny A < suppey Ax < 1. Let 6,0 €10,1[, ¥ > 0, and, Yk € N,
Yk = max {’Y €Ryy [ (Fi € N)(y =76")

1)
IV £ (T, v, Ak)) = VEF ()], < > | k(2,7 Ak) — @il }

We remark that LS1 and LS4 search for an appropriate stepsize parameter i before setting yy,
and choose a priori the relaxation parameters \;’s; while LS2 and L.S3, after computing y;, with an a
priori choice of v, search for a suitable relaxation parameter A;. Note that LS1 and LS2 ask for the
descent lemma (Fact 2.6) for f to be locally satisfied, and LS4 attempts to locally fulfill a Lipschitz
condition for V f.

Our analysis guarantees that, under the mild hypotheses H1-H3 and additional suitable assump-
tions on the metrics — either H4 or H5 in Section 3.3 — (which are in line with those of [9, 10, 19]),
each of the line search rule above makes algorithm (VM-FBS) capable of generating a minimizing
sequence for f + g that also weakly converges to a solution of problem (P). More precisely, denoting
by S, the set of solutions of (P), we prove that

o if S, =@, then (f + g)(xx) — infy(f + ¢) and ||zg|| — +oo.

o if S, # @, then (zx)ren and (yi)reny weakly converge to the same point in S* and (f+g)(yx) —
infy (f+g); if, in addition, V f is Lipschitz continuous on the weakly compact subsets of dom g,
then (7% )ken and (Ag)ren are bounded away from zero and ((f+g)(zx) —infy(f +9)) = o(1/k).

As a consequence, the above conclusions are also valid when V f is L-Lipschitz continuous on dom g
and the sequences (Vx)cy and (Ax) ey are chosen a priori (without backtracking) provided that they
are bounded away from zero and supyeyYeAe/VE < 2/L, v being the minimum eigenvalue of the
metric (-|-),. This result is not covered by the convergence analysis in [19, 20, 21], since they are



based on the theory of fixed point algorithms for averaged nonexpansive operators and the Baillon-
Haddad theorem [3], which requires V f to have full domain. Moreover, a coupling of the parameters
Vs Ak, and vy is disclosed which somehow complements the analogue result in [21].

Finally we show that the above results hold also for general placements of the domains of f and
g (thus even if domg ¢ dom f) at the cost of requiring coercivity-type conditions and adding a
further line search procedure that carry the iterates inside the domain of f before executing any of
LS1-LS4. This further generalization allows to treat, e.g., linear inverse problems with Poisson noise,
that requires smooth terms of divergence type.

1.2 Comparison with related works

In literature concerning the forward-backward algorithm, the problem of removing the requirement
of the Lipschitz continuous gradient for the smooth part has been receiving growing attention during
the last years. Currently there are two streams of research on this issue. The first one focuses on
a restricted class of smooth functions that do not enjoy Lipschitz continuous gradient, but possess
other special properties. The work [40] belongs to this kind of studies: for A finite dimensional, it
analyses the case that f is a smooth self-concordant function and addresses both global and local
convergence. The second research line considers a wide class of smooth functions (e.g., continuously
differentiable) and introduce line searches to determine the parameters of the algorithm. Our work
is within this stream. In the following we discuss two aspects.

The forward-backward algorithm without the Lipschitz assumption

The literature on the forward-backward algorithm in the absence of the Lipschitz assumption is
scarse. The pioneering work by Tseng and Yun [42] is the first that considers a variable metric
forward-backward algorithm in finite dimensional spaces, where the smooth part is only continuously
differentiable (possibly non-convex). They proposes a general Armjio-type line search rule and prove
that cluster points of the generated sequence are stationary points. Special instances of this general
line search are also employed in the recent works [6, 9] which advances the theory for the convex
case by addressing global convergence of the iterates and rate of convergence in function values
without the Lipschitz assumption. However, these studies are not completely satisfying since in [6]
the proposed line searches are not quite suitable for the forward-backward algorithm (as we discuss
below), the o(1/k) convergence rate in function values is obtained only in finite dimension, and the
differentiability assumptions are not completely relaxed, so that, e.g., functions of divergent type may
remain out of scope; while in [9] the analysis is conducted in finite dimensional spaces and demands
dom g to be closed and still the Lipschitz assumption for the O(1/k) rate of convergence in function
values. On the other hand, the special case of the gradient projection method |27, 31, 29| have been
studied for long time by requiring just the continuity of the gradient of the objective function and
using different types of line searches for determining the step lengths |7, 8, 14, 25, 34|. In particular,
for the convex and finite dimensional case, [29] proves convergence of the iterates using two types
of Armijo line searches, while in the recent [10], both convergence of the iterates and a O(1/k)
convergence rate in function values are proved for the variable metric (scaled) version, assuming
coercivity of the objective function and local Lipschitz continuity of the gradient.

Line search methods for proximal gradient-type methods

Line search methods for gradient-type algorithms date several decades ago [7, 14, 25, 26]. In the
following we position LS1-LS4 with respect to the more recent literature. We notice that, when g is



zero, LS1, LS2, and L.S3 reduce to the classical Armijo line search along the steepest descent direction
[8, 12, 35]. Moreover, when g is the indicator of a closed convex set, LS3 reduces to the Armijo line
search along the feasible direction commonly used in gradient projection methods [8, 10, 29]. LS1
(with § = 1/2 and A\ = 1) has been proposed for the first time in [5], where the authors provide
the rate of convergence in function values of the forward-backward algorithm with no relaxation
under the assumption that V f is everywhere defined and globally Lipschitz continuous. In that case
the line search was introduced to cope with situations in which the Lipschitz constant of V f was
unknown or expensive to compute. LS3 (with v, = 1) is a special instance of the general Armijio
rule proposed by Tseng and Yun [42] — which we do not explicitly treat here, but is encompassed
by our analysis (see Remark 3.14). LS3 has also been employed in [30] within a proximal Newton-
type method for convex minimization problems of type (P) in finite dimensional spaces and under
Lipschitz assumption. We recall that (VM-FBS) can be seen as a proximal quasi-Newton method:
indeed the y; can be equivalently computed as

i = argmin, ey {z — 2| V(1)) + iu | Wiz — 1)) + 9(2).

Unfortunately the proof of global convergence in |30, Theorem 3.1] is not correct. There, it is only
proved the descent property and that xp,1 — 2, — 0, and mistakenly infered from this that (zx)ken
is convergent. Finally, LS4 was originally employed by Tseng in [41] for the more general problem
of finding zeros of the sum of two maximal monotone operators. This line search rule has been also
recently studied in [6] (with § < 1/2) in conjunction with the (stationary metric) forward-backward
splitting algorithm for convex minimization problems without the assumption of Lipschitz continuous
gradient. However, we stress that procedure LS4, at each iteration, calls for multiple evaluations of
the gradient — a fact that may lead to significantly increase the computational cost of the algorithm
— and, more importantly it may determine shorter stepsizes than those computed by the other line
search rules (see Remarks 3.21 and 3.25). In this regard, we note that the procedure proposed in
[41] is designed for general Lipschitz (or even continuous) monotone operators, not specifically for
gradient operators. By contrast, LS1-LS3 seem more appropriate to exploit the fact that we are
dealing with gradient operators: we demonstrate indeed that they provide larger stepsizes that are
consistent with those permitted under the standard Lipschitz assumptions (this issue parallels that
between Lipschitz continuity and cocoercivity). In [6] a further line search is also analyzed which
is in between LS2 and LS3 with 6 = 1/2, but again it leads to determine reduced step lengths (see
Remark 3.14).

1.3 Outline of the paper

Section 2 contains notations and basic concepts and facts. In Section 3 we first give preliminary
results concerning the differentiability assumptions and the well-posedness of the line searches LS1—
LLS4; then we present an abstract principle which is at the basis of the global convergence properties
of variable metric descent algorithms; and finally we study the convergence of algorithm (VM-FBS)
in conjuction with the proposed line search procedures. Section 4 shows that the convergence results
can be extended to situations in which the domain of g is not contained in the domain of f, relaxing
one requirement in H1. Finally, in Section 5 we present examples of problems of type (P), where
the gradient of the smooth part is not Lipschitz continuous, that can be tackled by the proposed
algorithm.



2 Basic definitions and facts

Throughout the paper the notation we employ is standard and as in [2]. We assume that H is a real
Hilbert space with scalar product (-|-) and norm ||-[. If (-|-); is another scalar product on #, its
associated positive operator is Vi: H — H such that, for every (z,y) € H?, (z|y), = (x| Viy). We
set Ry = [0, +oo[ and Ry = ]0,+00[ and we denote by ¢} the set of summable sequences in R.
Moreover, for every (z,y) € H?, we set [z,y] = {x +t(y — 2)|t € [0,1]}. Let h: H — ]—00, +00]
be a proper function. We set argming, h = {x € H | h(x) = infy h}, and when it is a singleton, its
unique element, by an abuse of notation, is still denoted by argming, h.
We recall two fundamental facts about monotone sequences and Fejér sequences.

Fact 2.1 ([22, Lemma 3]). Let (pg),eny € RY and (a)yen € RY, be such that
(VEeN) pry1 <pr and ZkeN appr < +00.

Then, for every k € N, p < (Zf:o ai)fl > ken Qkpk and pp = o(1/ Z?:[k/ﬂ ;). In particular, if
(o )ken ¢ E}r, then pr — 0, and if infyeny g > 0, then p = o(1/k).

Definition 2.2 ([18, Definition 3.1(ii)]). Let (|-[,),cy be a sequence of Hilbert norms on H such
that, for some v > 0, v||-|[*> < |2, for every k € N. Let S C H be a nonempty set. A sequence
(Tk)pen in H is a quasi-Fejér sequence with respect to S relative to (|-[;,), oy if there exist (ex);cy and
(k) ey in €4 such that

(Vo€ S)(YheN)  |appr —alpy < (L+m) |2k — 2zl + e (2.1)

Fact 2.3 ([18, Lemma 2.3, Proposition 3.2, and Theorem 3.3|). Let (|-|,,),cy be a sequence of Hilbert
norms on M with associated positive operators (Vi)gen. Suppose that, for some v > 0, v ||-||* < Hi
for every k € N. Consider the following statements.

(a) There exists (ng)ken € ¢} such that, for every k € N, |-|i+1 < (L+m) |2

(b) There exists a positive operator V' such that, for every x € H, Vyz — V.

Then (a) = (b).! Moreover, let S C H be a nonempty set, and let (zy)ren € HY be a quasi Fejér
sequence with respect to S relative to (||,),.cy- Then, if (b) holds,

(1) (7k)ken is bounded and, for every y € S, (|zr — yl},)pey 8 convergent.

(i) (zk)ken is weakly convergent to a point of S if and only if every weak sequential cluster point of
(xk)ken belongs to S.

Definition 2.4. Let h: H — |—00, 00| be proper and convex and let € domh. The function h
is said to be Gdteaux differentiable at x € dom h if there exists u € H, such that, for every d € H,
limg_,o(h(z+td) —h(x))/t = (d|u) (see |2, p. 243]); in this case Oh(z) = {u} and the unique element
of Oh(x) is denoted by Vh(x). Moreover h is Gdteauzr differentiable on A C H if it is Gateaux
differentiable at every point of A.

Remark 2.5. If h € T'o(H) and it is Gateaux differentiable at © € dom h, then x € intdomh and h
is continuous on intdomh C dom Oh [2].

! The condition sup,,cy ||Vk|| < 400 required in [18] is not necessary, since it is a consequence of |-|iJrl < (T+m) |7
and []{25(1 4 mi) < +o0.



Fact 2.6 (Descent Lemma). Let h: H — |—o00, +00| be proper and convez. Suppose that h is Gateaux
differentiable with L-Lipschitz continuous gradient on the segment [z,y] C int dom h. Then, we have

h(y) = h(z) = (y — x| Vh(z)) < (L/2) ]z = y]*.

Suppose that H3 holds. Let k € N and let W, be the positive operator associated to (-|-),. We
set fig = Sup| =1 (v | Wix) = [[Wi|| and vg = inf), = (x| Wiz) = HWk_lH_l, being respectively the
maximum and minimum eigenvalue of Wj. Then

2 2 2 2 2
VI < w7 <l < e 17 < el (2.2)

Let h € T'g(H) and let x € dom h. We denote by 9*h the subdifferential of h at z in the metric

(1), and we have, for every u € H,

uedhz) & (YyeH) hy) > h(x) + (y— x| Wiru) < Wiu € dh(z). (2.3)

Moreover, if h is Gateaux differentiable at  we denote by V*h the gradient of h at x in the metric
(-]);, and we have Vh(x) = W;V¥*h(z) and

(VdeH) (d|Vh(z)) = lim Mz +td) — hz) _ (d|V*h(z))

2.4
t—0 t ( )

e

Fact 2.7. Assume that H3 holds. Let k € N and let vi and pp be the minimum and mazimum
eigenvalue of Wy. Let h € I'o(H) and suppose that h is Gateauz differentiable on a set C' C H. Let
x,y € C. Then

1
Vv Hk

Let h € T'o(H). The prozimity operator of h is the map prox;: H — H such that, for every
x € H, prox,(x) = argmin, 4, h(y) + (1/2) ||y — z||2. Moreover

Ve eH)(VzeH) z = prox,x <= x —z € Oh(z). (2.6)

IVh(z) = VR(y)| < [|[V*h(z) = V*R@) ||, < \/%—k IVh(z) = Vh(y)]| - (2.5)

The following result can be partially derived from the asymptotic behavior of the resolvent of maximal
monotone operators [2, Theorem 23.47|. We also provide the bound (2.7), by slightly modifying the
proof of [28, Proposition 4.1.5, Chap. XV]|.

Fact 2.8. Let h € T'o(H) and let v > 0. Then, for every u € dom h*, we have

2
(V2 € domh) |[[prox.,(z) — z)|? < 2’y<h(x) + h*(u) — (z|u) + ’y@) (2.7)
In particular, for every x € domh, prox,yh(x) — 1z asy— 0T,

Proof. Let z € domh and set, for the sake of brevity, p, = prox.;(z). It follows from (2.6) that
(x — py)/7 € Oh(py), hence
1 9 T — Dy
— — = — — ' < . .
h(pa) + = e = poll” = (& =y, =) + hlpy) < h(a) (2:8)
Let u € dom h*. Then, since (p,,u) —h*(u) < h(p,), we have
1 1
> lpy — @+ yul® = % [ull® + (@, u) = h*(u) + > lpy — 2|

:@ww—hww+§ma—ﬂﬁgmm.

Hence (2.7) follows. 0



3 Convergence analysis

In this section we first discuss the hypotheses and the well-posedness of the procedures LS1-1.54.
Then, we give a general convergence principle for abstract variable metric descent algorithm (Theo-
rem 3.10). Finally, we study the role and relationships among the proposed line search rules (Propo-
sition 3.13) and prove the convergence properties of algorithm (VM-FBS) (Theorem 3.18).

3.1 Preliminary results
We examine assumption H2 and its consequences.

Remark 3.1. (i) If domg = H, H2 is equivalent to requiring that f is Fréchet differentiable on
H and that V f is uniformly continuous on bounded sets (see Corollary 3.4(ii)).

(ii) H2 is satisfied if V f is Lipschitz continuous on the weak compacts of dom g.
(iii) By Remark 2.5, H2 implies dom g C int dom f and f is continuous on dom g.

(iv) H2 implies that the function (Vf)jqomg4: domg — H is continuous — in the relative topology
of dom g (see Corollary 3.4(i) below).

(v) Since continuity on compact sets yields uniform continuity (Heine-Cantor theorem), if # is finite
dimensional, hypothesis H2 turns to require that f is Gateaux differentiable on dom g and that
(Vf)domg: domg — H is continuous (with respect to the relative topology of dom g).

The following lemmas are at the basis of our convergence analysis.

Lemma 3.2. Let (zx)ren and (Zx)ken be two sequences in H, let & € H and suppose that xp — T
and Ty, = Z. Then {Z}UUcnlor, Tk is weakly compact. In particular | J, [Tk, T) is weakly compact.

Proof. Let us denote by H,, the space H endowed with the weak topology. We recall that H,, is a
locally convex space [37]. Set A = {Z} U U,enl2r, Zr] and let (Us)icr be an open covering of A in
H.. Then there exists i, € I such that & € U;,. Thus, since U;, is a weak neighborhood of z, there
exists a convex neighborhood V' of the origin in H,, such that z+V +V C U;,. Since £+ V is a weak
neighborhood of z, z;, — T and 3 — x; — 0, there exists v € N such that for every integer k > v,
we have z € T+ V and Ty — x € V; hence, for every ¢t € [0,1], xp + (T —ax) €2+ V +V C U;,.
Moreover, for every integer k < v, since [z, Zj] is weakly compact, there exists a finite I, C I such
that [zy, Zx] C U, Usi- Eventually, setting I = Uj_o I (which is finite), we have A C Uj, UU,ei Us-
The second part of the statement follows from the first part by just taking 2, = z, for every k € N. [

Lemma 3.3. Let Q) be an open subset of H and let f:  — R. Suppose that f is Gateaux differentiable
on a convex set C C Q. Let (xg)ren and (Tx)ken be sequences in C' and let & € C' be such that ), — T
and Ty — x — 0. Then the following hold:

(i) Suppose that ¥V f is uniformly continuous on any weak compact of C'. Then
(@) IVf(@k) = Vf(zk)ll = 0;
(b) Ve>0)(36>0)(VEk eN)
[Tk — il <6 = |f(Zk) = flan) = @k — 2 [ Vf(@)| < ellZp — ]
(ii) Suppose that V f is Lipschitz continuous on any weakly compact subset of C'. Then there ezists
L > 0 such that, for every k € N, |V f(Zr) — Vf(zg)| < L||Zx — xk| and |f(Zg) — f(xr) —
(@ — ap | Vf (1) < L ||@x — il /2.



Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 3.2 that A = {z} U U, cnl2r, Z1] is weakly compact, and moreover
AcCC.

(i): That [|Vf(zr) — Vf(xr)|]| — 0 follows from the fact that Vf is uniformly continuous on
A, that, for every k € N, Iy, xp € A, and that T — xp — 0. Let ¢ > 0. Then, since Vf is
uniformly continuous on A, there exists 6 > 0 such that, for every z,y € A, |[z—vy|| < 0 =
IVf(y) = Vf(z)| <e. Let k € N be such that ||z — x| < 6. Then [zy,Zr] C A and the function
t— f(xg + (T — x)) is differentiable with derivative ¢ — (Z), — zx | V f(zr + t(Zr — x1))), which is
continuous (for Vf is uniformly continuous on A). Therefore, we have

|f(Zk) — flzk) = (T — 2k | Vf(28))]

1
= ‘ /0 <fk — Tk | Vf($k + t(ik — xk)) — Vf(xk)>dt § g ||jk — ka .

(ii): Since Vf is Lipschitz continuous on A, there exists L > 0 such that, for every z,y € A,
IVF@) ~ V@) < Ll -yl Let k € N. Then |V (@) - VF(@i)ll < L& — a4l Moreover,
since [z, Zx] C A, arguing as before, we have

~ ~ ! ~ 2 L ~ 2
|f(90k)—f(fﬂk)—(xk—$k|vf($k)>|S/O Lt || Ty — x| dt:g“%—%“ :
]

Corollary 3.4. Let Q) be a nonempty open subset of H and let f: Q — R. Suppose that f is Gateaux
differentiable on a nonempty convex set C' C Q and that V f is uniformly continuous on any weakly
compact subset of C. Then

(i) (V[f)c: C = H is continuous (in the relative topology of C').
(ii) for every z € C
@) @)~ = | V@)

i [ — 2|

=0.

Proof. (1): For every z € C and every (Zj)ren in C such that Z; — z, it follows from Lemma 3.3(i)(a)
(with xp, = z, for every k € N) that ||V f(Zx) — Vf(z)|| — 0.

(ii): Let & € C. Then for every (Zj)ken in C \{Z} such that ) — Z, Lemma 3.3(i)(b) (with
wp = 1) yields |f(Zx) — f(z) — (@ — 2| Vf(2))|/ |2 — Z[| = 0. O

Lemma 3.5. Assume that H1 holds and that f is Gateaux differentiable on domg. Let x € domg
and set, for every v € R4y and A €0, 1],

J(x, v, A) :x+)\(prox,yg(x—7Vf(x)) —a:). (3.1)
Then the following hold.
(i) Let A €]0,1]. Then for every (y1,72) € R% .,

Nn<y = HJ(CE,%,)\)—CEIISIIJ(SE,W,A)—HEHS%HJ(%%A)—SEII-

(i) Let v € Ryy. Then for every (A1, A2) €10,1]%,

A
A< = [y, ) =2l <[,y h2) -2 = /\—i 1T (2, Aa) = ]|

9



(iii) YA €]0,1] limyo4 J(z,7,A) =2 and Vv € Ry limy o+ J(z,7, ) = 2.
(iv) Let uw € domg*. Then for every x € domg and every v > 0,

1 (2,7, 1) =zl <AV f(z H+\/27 2)+g* (u) = (@ |u)+ [|u® /2). (3.2)

Proof. (i): It is a consequence of the fact that v — ||J(x,v,1) — x| is increasing and that v
I|J(z,7,1) — z|| /v is decreasing: see [14, Lemma 2.2| for the projection case and [42, Lemma 3| and
[6, Lemma 2.4] for the general case.

(ii): It is trivial.

(iii): We prove the first part. Let v € Ry;. Then, since Prox., is non-expansive

J(x, v, ) —x
[[/( - ) — = < |lprox, 4 (x = vV f(x)) — prox.,,(z)|| + ||prox,,(z) — z|| (3.3)
<y V(@) + |[prox,y(z) — z| .
Therefore, we derive from Fact 2.8 that ||J(z,v,\) —z| — 0 as v — 0.
(iv): It follows from (3.3) and Fact 2.8. O

Finally the following lemma addresses the well-posedness of the definitions of the various proposed
line search procedures.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that H1 holds and that f is Gateauz differentiable on domg. Let J as in (3.1)
and let © € dom g. Suppose that x ¢ argmin(f + g). Then

(1) If (Vf)|domg: domg — H is continuous at x, then

(¥A>0) lim, T = 0. (3.4)

(ii) If Vf is uniformly continuous on any weakly compact subsets of dom g, then

Y0t HJ(w,% A) =z
and
A (2,7, 0) = f@) = (@7, A) — x| V()|
=058, ) o e 69

(iii) Let v > 0 and y € domg. Suppose that y — = is a descent direction for f + g at x, that is
(f +9)(x,y —x) < 0. Then, for every § € ]0,1[ there exists N\g € ]0,1] such that, for every
AE ]0, )\0],

(f+9)@+ My —=2) = (f+9)(@) < (1= 0)A(g(y) — 9(z) + {y — 2| Vf(2))).
Proof. (1)-(ii): We first note that, using (2.6), for every v > 0, we have
r € argmin(f +g) <= —Vf(z) € 99(r) <= z = prox,, (v — YV f(x)).

Let A > 0. Then, since x ¢ argmin(f + g), we have ||.J(z,v,A) — x| # 0, for every v > 0. Next, since
v = ||J(z,y,A) — z|| /v is decreasing, lim,, o+ | J(z,v,A) — x| /v = SUP,~.0 | J(x,v,A) — | /v >0,
and hence there exists (79, M) € R?, such that

~
TN ] <M V~ve€]0,7)]. (3.7)
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Moreover lim,,_,o+ J(z,7,A) = x. Thus, if (Vf)|qom 4 is continuous at = (case (i)),
lim [[Vf(J(z,7,A) = Vf(@)]l =0, (3-8)
~y—0t+

otherwise, if V f is uniformly continuous on any compact subsets of dom g (case (ii)), we derive from
Corollary 3.4(ii) that

= 0. 3.9
Jim, TN =2 (39)

Then, (3.4) follows from (3.8) and (3.7), whereas (3.5) follows from (3.9) and (3.7).
Since limy_,o+ J(z,7,A) = and (J(z,7,)) —2)/A = |[prox,,(z =YV f(x)) — z| # 0, equation (3.6)
follows from Corollary 3.4(ii), as done before.

(iii): We have

(f+9)(x+ Ay —2) = (f+9)(x)
A

= (f+9)(z,y—x)as A =0 (3.10)

and, since for every z € domg, ¢'(z,z — x) < g(z) — g(z) [2, Proposition 17.2],

(f+9)(@y—a)=g(x,y—2)+ @y —z|Vf@) <gly) —g(@)+{y— x| V(). (3.11)
Thus, if —co < (f+g)'(z,y —x) <0, we have (f+g) (z,y —x) < (1—96)(f +9)'(z,y —x) and hence,
by (3.11),

(f+9)(zy —2) <(1=0)(9(y) —g(z) + (y — [ Vf(2))). (3.12)

Otherwise, if (f + g)'(z,y — ) = —o0, clearly (3.12) still holds. Therefore, in any case, it follows
from (3.10) and (3.12) that there exists A\g > 0 such that, VX € |0, Ao],

(f+9) (= + Ay —A:c)) —(f+9)(=) <(1-8)(g(y) — g(x) + (y — x| Vf(2))).

O

Remark 3.7. (i) In view of Lemma 3.6(i)-(iii) (applied with respect to each metric (-|-),) and
(2.4), the line searches LS1, LS2, and LS4 are well-defined for every 6,0 € ]0,1[ and every
A €]0,1] and 4 > 0; and, since yp —  is a descent direction for f + g, when y # x; (see the
subsequent Lemma 3.12), LS3 is well-defined too.

(ii) The line search methods we presented have different computational costs. LS2 and LS3 are
the cheapest one since they require just one evaluation of V f and prox,; LS1 requires multiple
evaluation of the proximity operator of g, therefore it is feasible when computing prox, is cheap.
LS4 is the most costly since it demands also to compute V f multiple times.

3.2 An abstract convergence principle

We present an abstract convergence theorem underlying the different versions of the variable metric
forward-backward splitting algorithm we will consider. It uses the property (b) below that blends
the concept of quasi-Fejér sequence with that of a sufficient decreasing condition. This result has the
same flavor of that given in [1, Section 2.3]|.
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Proposition 3.8. Let (|-|;),cy be a sequence of Hilbert norms on H such that the sequence of the
associated positive operators is strongly (that is pointwise) convergent in (H,|||). Suppose that there
exists v > 0 such that, for every k € N, v |-|*> < |-[. Let h € To(H) and let (zx)ren be a sequence
in domh. Set S, = argming h and S = {z € H|h(x) < infrenh(zy)}. Consider the following
properties

(a) (h(zk))ken is decreasing;

(b) There ezist (au)gen in RY |, with supyey o < +00, and (ng)ken and (eg),ey in £, such that
(Vo € domh)(Vk € N) |oggr — af3q < (1+ k) [z — 2 + 200 (h(x) — h(2g41)) + ek (3.13)

(c) There exist (yx)ren and (vi)pen i HY such that, Yk € N, vp € Oh(y) and for every weakly
convergent subsequence (zn, )ken Of (Tk)keN, Tk, — Yk, — 0 and v,, — 0.

Then the following hold.
1. Suppose that (a) is satisfied.
(i) If (zg)ken admits a bounded subsequence, then infrey h(xy) > —o0 and S # 3.2
(i) If infren h(xg) = —o0, then ||xg|| — 400 and h(xy) — infy h.
2. Suppose that (a) and (b) are satisfied.
(iii) If infren h(xr) > —o00, then Y oy l|Try1 — zp]|? < +oo.
(iv) If S # &, then (zk)ken 1S a quasi-Fejér sequence with respect to S relative to the sequence
of norms (Hk)keN'
(v) Suppose that Sy # @. If Y,y = +oo, then h(xy) — infy h. If infreny oy > 0, then
(h(zy) —infy h) = o(1/k).
3. Suppose that (a), (b), and (c) are satisfied.
(vi) If z € H and (2, )ken is a subsequence of (xi)ken such that x,, — Z, then T € S, and
h(yn, ) — infy h.
(vil) Suppose that Sy # &. Then (z)ken and (Yr)ren converge weakly to the same point in S,
and h(yx) — infy h.
(viii) Suppose that S, = @. Then ||xg| — +oo and h(xy) — infy h.

Proof. (1): Suppose that (zx)gen has a bounded subsequence. Then there exists a subsequence
(@n, )ken of (zx)ren and T € H such that z,, — Z. Since h is lower semicontinuous and (h(zg))ken
is decreasing, —oo < h(z) < liminfy h(zy) = infren h(zg).

(ii): Since infrey h(xg) = —oo and (h(xy))ken is decreasing, then h(zy) — —oo = infy h. More-
over, it follows from (i) that (zx)ken does not have any bounded subsequence, hence lim infy, |z || —
+o00.

(iii): Taking x = xy in (3.13), we have

(V/{? S N) 1% ”karl - mk|]2 < ‘karl - xk‘erl < 20% (h(mk) - h(.%'k+1)) + €k (3.14)

Now note that, if infren h(zy) > —oo, the sequence (h(zx) — h(xkﬂ))keN is summable (and positive).
Therefore, since (aj)ren is bounded and (e}),cy is summable, the right hand side of (3.14) is
summable.

2 5. C S and, since h is a proper function, S # @ = infren h(zx) > —oo.
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(iv): Suppose that S # @ and let =, € S. Then it follows from (3.13) with = z* that, for every
kEeN, |xpp1 — m*\iﬂ < (14 ) | — 2|3 + € (see Definition 2.2).

(v): Let z, € Si. It follows from (iv) that (xj)ken is a quasi-Fejer sequence with respect to S,
relative to (|,)cy, hence Fact 2.3(i) yields that ( |z — x*]z) is bounded. It follows from (3.13)
with = x, that, for every k € N

keN

20 (h(xpi1) = h(w.)) < |op = 2uff = [orsr — 2ali g + e lor — 2f + e (3.15)

Thus, (h(xgpy1) — infy h)reny is a sequence in Ry which is decreasing and moreover, since
(|zk — x*\i) ey is bounded, the right hand side of (3.15) is summable, and hence the sequence
(o (h(xpq1) — infy h))keN is summable. The statement follows from Fact 2.1.

(vi): Let € H and let (zp,)ren be a subsequence of (xj)ken such that z, — Z. Since
Yn,, — Tn, — 0, we have y,, — 2. Then, since, for every k € N, v,,, € 0h(yn,), vn, — 0, and Oh is
demiclosed [2], then we have 0 € Oh(Z), hence z € S,. Moreover, vy, € Oh(yp, ) yields,

(Vk €N) h(ynk) < h(z)+ <ynk — T Unk>

and (yn, — T|vyn,) — 0, for y,, — Z and v,, — 0. Thus, by the lower semicontinuity of h, h(z) <
lim infy, h(yy, ) < limsupy, h(yn, ) < h(Z), that is h(y,, ) — h(Z) = infy h.
(vii): Suppose Sy # @. Then, by (iv), (2 )ken is a quasi-Fejér sequence with respect to S relative
to (|*|x)pen: Moreover, (vi) yields that every weak sequential cluster point of (zy)ren belongs to S.
Thus, it follows from Fact 2.3(ii) that (zx)ren converges weakly to a point in S,. Then, by applying
(vi) and property (¢) to the entire sequence (zy)ren we derive that h(yy) — infy h and y, — 2z — 0.
(viii): It follows from (vi) that (x)ren does not have any bounded subsequence. Therefore

liminfy [|zg|| = +o00. If it was infg h(zy) > infy h, then the set S would be nonempty and (iv)
would yield that (zx)ken is a quasi-Fejér sequence and hence bounded. Thus, necessarily h(xy) —
infy, h(zy) = infy h. O

Remark 3.9. If in (3.13) we consider stationary metrics and replace h(zyy1) by h(xy), we obtain
the notion of modified Fejér sequences introduced in [32]. The authors show that that concept is
useful to analyze the convergence in function values of splitting algorithms. However the convergence
of the iterates is not studied.

Now we give the general theorem of convergence for variable metric algorithms.
Theorem 3.10. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.8, suppose that (a) in Proposition 3.8 is
satisfied and that, if infren h(xy) > —o0, conditions (b) and (c) in Proposition 3.8 are satisfied for
some (ag)ken and (yx)ken. Then the following hold.
(i) If infren h(zg) > —00, then 3 pon lops1 — 2k < +o0.

(ii) Suppose that S, # @. Then

(@) (zx)ren and (yg)ren weakly converge to the same point in S,.

(b) h(yk) — ian h.

(¢) If > pen @k = +00, then h(xy) — infy h.

(d) Ifinfren g > 0, then h(xy) —infy h = o(1/Ek).
(iii) If Sy = @, then ||xg|| — +oo and h(zy) — infy h.

Proof. If infren h(z) = —o0, we are in the case S, = @ and the statement follows from Proposi-
tion 3.8(ii). If infgen h(xg) > —oo, then conditions (a), (b) and (c¢) in Proposition 3.8 are satisfied
and the conclusions follow from Proposition 3.8. O
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3.3 Convergence theorems

In this section we finally address the convergence of (VM-FBS) with line searches LS1-LS4. In
addition to H1-H3, we will also consider one of the following assumptions on the metrics.

H4 There exists (;)gen € 1 such that, for every k € N, HH%H < (14 m) [|-]13.
H5 >, n(pr — v) < +00, where, VE € N, 1, and iy, are respectively the minimum and maximum
eigenvalue of the positive operator Wj, associated to (-|-),.

Remark 3.11.

(i) H4 can be equivalently written as W11 < (1 4+ )Wy and it was considered in [36] for the
proximal point algorithm and in [9, 19] for the forward-backward algorithm. In view of Fact 2.3,
H4 implies that W}, strongly converges to some positive operator.

(ii) H5 encompasses and generalizes the condition assumed in [10] for the scaled gradient projection
method, where the W}’s are indeed forced to converge to the identity operator at certain rate.
By contrast, we stress that H5 does not implies that the W}’s strongly converge: just take
Wi = prld with (ug)ren a non convergent bounded sequence in [e,4+00] for some £ > 0.
However, H5 implies that, as k — +o0o, W}, takes the form of a multiple of the identity operator,
but the multiplicative constant may continue to vary with k.

The following result is fundamental and analyzes just one step of (VM-FBS). So, we can avoid
to refer to the variable metric and state the result in the metric (- |-) of the space H. Items (i)—(ii)
below are standard and appear explicitly in [42, Lemma 1].

Lemma 3.12. Assume H1 and that f is Gateaux differentiable on domg. Let k € N and let v, € R+
and A\ € ]0,1]. Let v € domg and set yx = prox,, (v — WV f(wx)) and zpp1 = J(Tp, Yo M) =
xp + Me(yx — xx). Then the following hold.

2
. kE— Tk
() 9ue) — gln) + (o — x| V) < —12 =0
Vi
/ lyw — =l
(i) (f+9) (zg, yp — xp) < —————— in particular if y # Tk, then yp — xx is a descent direction
Tk

for f+g.

(i) Vo € domg,

|zhs1 — zl” < |z — 2l + 2% ((F + 9)(@) = (f + 9)(2))
— 29\ (9(yn) — g(xk) + (e — 21 | V(1)) — 21 — 2l

Proof. (i): By the definition of y; and (2.6) we derive that (xx — yx)/vx — Vf(zr) € 9g(yx), and
hence that, for every x € domg,

g(w) > g(yr) + <9€ — g, ‘ % - Vf(wk)> + <96k — Yk ‘ % - Vf(xk)>

1 e — v ll?
o=l

= g(yr) + %@3 — x| 2k — yk) — (@ — Yk | Vf(2K)) o (3.16)

Taking x = z, in the above inequality, (i) follows.
(ii): It follows from (i) and the fact that ¢'(xk, yr — 2x) < g(yr) — g(xk).
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(iii): Let x € domg. Since f is convex, f(z) — f(xp) > (v — zx | Vf(zx)). Thus, it follows from
(3.16) that
(f +9)(@) = (f +9)(wr) = g(yr) — g(zr) + (Y — 2x | Vf (z1))

1 r— z||?
+_<x_$k‘$k_yk>+7”y | .
Vi Vi

Now, multiplying the above inequality by 2+ Ar we obtain

29Xk ((f + 9) (@) = (f + 9)(@r)) = 27 (9(yr) — g(zn) + (yk — 31 | V f (z)))

[T

+2(x — xp | Tk — Tpy1) + 2
Ak

Finally, since 2(z — x| 2% — ox1) = [or1 — 2|® = [lox — 2] = ops — x|,

29Xk ((F + 9)(2) = (f + 9) (@) = 27\ (9(y) — g(zi) + (yp — 2 | V f (21)))

|zhs1 — 2|

= (3.17)

+ g1 = al® = [l = 2l* = |ren — 2] +2
and hence, since 2/\; > 2, the statement follows. O

In view of Proposition 3.8(b) and Lemma 3.12(iii), it is clear that to obtain convergence of
algorithm (VM-FBS), we need to ensure that the positive quantity

— (9(yr) — g(zx) + (yr — 2 | V f (1)) (3.18)

is summable. Now we show how the various line search methods are related to each other and the
role that they play in making (3.18) summable.

Proposition 3.13. Under the same hypotheses of Lemma 3.12, let § € ]0,1] and consider the fol-
lowing statements

(@) IVf(ze41) = V(x| <

Tk — XL||-
5l — il

() o) — F(o) — (s — | VI ) < — o lowan — sl
VeAk

(©) (f +9)(@rt1) = (f + 9)(zr) < (1= )Mk (9(yr) — g(zx) + (yr — 2k | Vf(2r))).
Then the following hold.

(i) (a) = (b) = (o).
(ii) If (¢) holds, then, for every x € dom g,

k= 2l® < llzw — 2l* + 23 M ((f + 9) (@) = (f + 9)(2))

2k (3.19)

t1o 5((f +9)(xr) — (f + 9)(@r1)) — lzesr — 2l

(iii) If (c¢) holds, then
(1= 0) |lzpsr — ell* < W ((f + 9) (k) — (f + 9)(@rs1));

in particular (f + g)(xp+1) < (f + g9)(xk).
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Proof. (i): Suppose that (a) holds. Then, using the convexity of f, we derive that
flar) = feren) + (@r = o1 [ VI (2g1) = V() + (@r — 2rg1 [ VS (22))

> f(wpg1) — g

- |z, — g ||? + (2 — 2pp1 | VF ()

hence (b) holds. Now, suppose that (b) holds. Then, since g(zx1+1) — g9(zr) < Me(9(yr) — g(xg)), we
have

(f +9)(@rs1) = (f + 9)(@r) < 9(@ht1) — 9(zk) + (Thg1 — 21 |V f(21)) + |21 — el

)
Vi Ak
< (900m) — 9o + (e = | VS + L =) (320
= (1 =0k (9(yr) — glar) + (yx — 21| Vf (1))

o <g<yk> — glan) + (o — ] V) + 2 e — el )

Therefore, recalling Lemma 3.12(i), (¢) follows.
(ii): It follows from (c) that

(f +9) (@) = (f + 9)(@rt1)
1-96

=Mk (9(yr) = 9(@r) + (Yo — 21 |V (21))) <

and hence, multiplying by 2+, the statement follows from Lemma 3.12(iii).
(iii): It follows from (3.19), by taking x = x. O

Remark 3.14. Another condition that is in between (b) and (¢) of Proposition 3.13 is the following

(F +9)(@nr) = (F + 9)(on) < N (900 = 96on) + (= o V(o)) + 2 = ), (3:20)

where (0, 3) €[0,1]2,0 < (1 =)o < 1,and 1 —§ = (1 — B)o. More precisely, since
1-(1-5)
Tk

() — g(@r) + (e — 24 | Vf (1)) + Tl — )

= o (gl0) — 9(a) + (g — 22| V@) + 2 e — )
Tk
+(1=0) (o) = glon) + (o = x| V@) + - o~ )
< r{90m) = 9(o) + o = 0 | V@) + 2 = ),

if (b) holds with 6 =1 — (1 — /)0, then, it follows from (3.20) that (3.21) holds. Moreover, it follows
from (3.20) and Lemma 3.12(i) that (3.21) = (¢) with § =1 — (1 — 8)o. Note that (3.21) includes
(¢) by choosing f = 0 and o = §. Condition (3.21) (with 0 < o <1 and 0 < 3 < 1) is at the basis of
the Armijio line search proposed by Tseng and Yun in [42], which is also adopted in [9] with 5 < 1/2.
Finally, the second line search method in [6] corresponds to (3.21) with ¢ = 1, § = § = 1/2, and
Ar = 1, and hence it leads to values of A\; smaller than necessary: by choosing § close to 1, a larger
step along yp — xp is obtained. In view of Proposition 3.13, Proposition 3.17, Corollary 3.15 below,
and the discussion above we can claim that our convergence results hold also for the Armjio-type
rule considered in [9, 42].
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The following result treats the four line search methods in a unifying manner.

Corollary 3.15. Assume that H1 and H3 hold and that f is Gateaux differentiable on domg. Let
(1) peny and (Yr)pen be defined according to (VM-FBS) for some sequences (Vi)ren and (Ag)ken-
Suppose that one of (a), (b), or (¢) in Proposition 3.13 is satisfied in the metric (-|-),, for every
k € N. Then, the following hold.

(i) The sequence ((f + g)(xk))keN is decreasing.
(ii) If suppen Yk < +00 and infkeN(f + g)(xg) > —o0, then

Tk41 — Tk
Z ”karl B xk”k Z || + ||k +00.

su
PreN Tk 2N keN

(iii) If H4 holds, then, for every x € dom g and for every k € N,

2k — @y y < (14 m) llow — 2/l + 29M (L +m) ((f + 9) (@) = (f + 9)(2))

%ﬁ;nk)((f + ) (k) — (f + 9) (1))

(iv) If H5 holds, then, for every x € dom g and for every k € N,
A
e = ol < (14 222 oy = ol 4 2225 (7 4 9)(0) - (£ + ()

+%(<f+g><xk> (f + 9)(@xs1)-

Proof. (i): Invoking Proposition 3.13(iii) for each metric (-|-),, we derive that, for every k € N,
(f +9) (1) < (F + 9)(ap)-

(ii): Since 7 := supgenye < +00, we derive from Proposition 3.13(iii), applied with respect to
each metric (-|-),, that, for every k € N

- Z g1 — x@” Z sz-i-l xz”z < Z f +9)(x;) — (f+ g)(xl-Jrl))

<(f +g)(g;0) - éng(f +g)(ﬂ:k) < +00.

(iii): Let k € N and let € dom g. It is enough to note that, since —(f+¢)(xr) < —(f+9)(Tr+1),
Proposition 3.13(ii), applied with respect to the metric (- |-),, yields

lzhs1 — 2| < ok — 2l + 2% ((f + 9) (@) = (f + 9)(zs1))

E((f + 9)(zx) = (f + 9)(zhs1)).

~y (3.22)
1—-90

Hence, multiplying by (1 + 7) and taking into account that ||||i+1 < (14 m) ||Hi the statement
follows.
(iv): It follows from (3.22) and (2.2) that

Vi k1 — 2l” < e ok — 2”4+ 29X ((F + 9)(@) = (f + 9)(@hs1))

) (3.23)

. 5((f +9)(xr) = (f + 9)(@r11))-
Hence, dividing (3.23) by v, and noting that (f + g)(zx) — (f + ¢9)(xk4+1) > 0, that v < vy, and
pi/vik =14 (g — vi) /v < 14 (ug — vi) /v, the statement follows. O
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Remark 3.16. Under the hypotheses of Corollary 3.15, if (vx)xen is bounded and infren(f+g)(xr) >
—00, then the following hold:

(i) If H4 is satisfied, then setting 4 = supycy Yk and 7 = supycy 7k, condition (b) in Proposition 3.8
is fulfilled with b = f + g, (ar)rken = (VeAk(L + 7))ken, (I*k)pen = (Illx) ger: and

(er)ken = 291 +7)/(1 = 8)((f + 9)(xx) — (f + 9)(@h11)) peny-

(ii) If H5 satisfied, then setting ¥ = supjen 7k, condition (b) in Proposition 3.8 is fulfilled with
h=f+g, (a)ken = M/ Vr)kens () gen =V (ke = Vi) gens (-1 pen = [I-[], and

(enken = 27/ (v(1 = 0))((f + 9) (k) = (f + 9)(@h+1)) pen-
To finish our convergence analysis it remains to verify (¢) in Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 3.17. Assume that H1-H3 hold and define (vx),cn and (Yr) ey as in (VM-FBS) with
some (Vi )ken and (Ag)ken. Let § > 0 and consider the following properties:

(@) (30€10,1)Fo e Ry )(VEEN) <o =
9% (il /0, 00)) = T @), > 2 Vet /6, ) =l

®) 30€]0,1)Fo e Ry )(VEEN) <o =

F(Tr(@ie, /0, M) — flan) = (Te(@r, /0, M) — 2 | VS (k) >% [T (ks Y0 /0, M) — 2l
(v") (30€10,1)(30 €]0,1])(Vk €N) \p < 08 =

PG00 /8)) = F k) = (il e /) = | T F(a0)) > 5 1oy /6) =
() (30€]0,1)(Fo €]0,1])(VkeN) 1, <o =

(f + 9) (Jn(@r /0, M) — (f + 9) ()

> (1= ) (9 (T /0, 1)) — glax) + (Tiwrs 1/0, 1) — a5 | V £ (i)

() (30€10,1)(30 €]0,1])(Vk €N) \p < 08 =

(f + 9) (T(@r, v, Au/0)) = (f + 9)(xx) > (1= 8) (N /0) (9(yr) — 9(xr) + (v — 2a | V f (1))

Then the following hold.
(i) () = (V) = (a') and (") = (V).

)

(ii) Suppose that ((f + g)(xr)), ey B8 decreasing, |lzp1 — zxlly — 0, supgen i < +o0, and that
either infreny A\ > 0 and (a ) hold, or that infren~yr > 0 and (V") hold. Then, there exists
() ren € HY such that, Vk € N, v, € O(f+9)(yr) and for every weakly convergent subsequence
(n, ) ken of (Tk)keN, Yk, — Tk, — 0 and vy,, — 0.

Proof. (i): It follows from Proposition 3.13(i), applied for each metric (-|-),, by using a simple
contradiction argument.

(ii): Let, for every k € N, y = prox¥  (zx — V¥ f(x))). Then, for every k € N, (zr — yi) /7% +
VEfyk) — VFf(xr) € O*(f + g)(yx), hence, by (2.3),

WkGN)vwz”@%i%ﬁ+vﬂmJ—VﬂmJGﬂf+m@w- (3.24)
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Let (zp, )ken be a subsequence of (z)ren such that z,, — z for some z € H. We note that, since
((f+ g)(xk))keN is decreasing lim(f + g)(zy,, ) = infx(f + g)(xn,) < +00, hence it follows from the
lower semicontinuity of f + ¢ that £ € dom(f + g) C dom g.
Suppose first that (a’) is satisfied and that infgey Ay > 0. Let, for every k € N, 3, = /6 and
T = Jg (g, Yk, Ak). Then, for every k € N, by Lemma 3.5(i)

- Vi 1
| Tk (ks Ay M) — gl < % Tk (s Vi M) — Tkl = 7 lzrs1 — Tl (3.25)

and ||zp41 — 2kl = |16 (@rs Ve Ak) — il < || Jk(@k, Yiy Ak) — k], hence, recalling also (2.2),

\/;”yk —anll  lye = olle _ lowen = oelle o 12— xk‘”k_ (3.26)

Moreover, since (a’) is satisfied, then

125 — zally
ALYk

(3.27)

00 ||z — wp ],
k-
g

(v € N) max { V" £(&,) = V*f(a)] "

} >
Now, since ||zj41 — k||, — 0, we derive from (3.25) and (2.2), that Z}, — x; — 0 and since z,, — Z,
it follows from Lemma 3.3(i) that |V f(Z,,) — Vf(zy,)|| = 0, hence, by Fact 2.7 and the fact that
v < v, we have

V5 f (@) = VE (@), — 0. (3.28)

Moreover,

[Ze = 2kl o %k = 2l
Ak ~ infgen Ak

Thus, (3.28), (3.29), and (3.27) imply ||Zn, — Zn, g /(Vn, An,) — 0 and so, by (3.26),

— 0. (3.29)

||ynk — xnkH < ||ynk — 'Ink”

< —0. (3.30)
SUPLeN Yk Yo

Finally, since y,, — x,, — 0 and z,, — Z, by another application of Lemma 3.3(i), we have that
IV f(yn,) — Vf(zp,)|| — 0. This together with (3.30), (3.24) and the fact that sup,ey [|[Will < p,
gives vy, — 0.

Now suppose that (b”) is satisfied and that infgeyvyr > 0. Set, for every k € N, e = /0 and
Tr = Jr(xp, Vi, S\k) Then, by Lemma 3.5(ii), for every k € N,

~ A 1
| T (ks Yies M) — el = )\—: | Tk (ks Yies M) — @il = 7 |Zrs+1 — 2xl), (3.31)

and ||z 41 — zrllp = 1k (@r Yo Ak) — 2l < 1Tk (@, Yo, Ak) — 2|13 hence

Joloe =l lwe = @elly _ loeen = ille 126 = @illy (3.32)
W oo T YAk T MMk

Moreover, since (b”) is satisfied,

|f(@k) = f(z) = (@K — 2 | VI (@r)i| 0 |1k —$k||k} o sl =@l

|z — zx|, ‘o Yk Vi Ak

(VE eN) max{ (3.33)
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Now, since ||zj41 — 2|, — 0, we derive from (3.31) and (2.2), that Z; —x;, — 0 and, since z,, — Z,
it follows from Lemma 3.3(i) that

Hjnk = Tny, H

— 0.

Since <jnk — Ty, |vf(xnk)> = <jnk — Ty, |ka(xnk)>k and Vl/z/ Hjnk - x”k”k < 1/ ||§jnk - x”k”) we

have B B 3
‘f(xnk) - f(xnk)j <xn;c — Ty, ’V f(xnk)>k’ S0 (3.34)
”xnk - xnk”k
Moreover,
Tk infren Yk
Now it follows from (3.33), (3.34), (3.35), and (3.32) that
SUPreN Tk Ty,
and, since x,, — Z, we derive again from Lemma 3.3(i) that
IV (i) = VI (@n)| = 0. (3.37)
Therefore, since suppcy [|[Wi|l < p, (3.24), (3.36), and (3.37), yields v,, — 0. O

We finally present the main convergence theorem.

Theorem 3.18. Assume that H1-H3 hold and that either of the two H4 or H5 hold. Let (x)ken
and (yg)ren be generated by algorithm (VM-FBS) using one of the line search procedures LS1-1.54
for determining the parameters (i )ken and (Ap)gen. Set Sy, = argming (f + g). Then the following
hold.

(1) ((f + 9)(xr)) ey s decreasing.
(ii) If infren(f + g)(xr) > —o0, then Y o |1 Tr+1 — 2| < +o0.
(iii) Suppose that S. # @. Then
(@) (zk)ren and (yg)ren weakly converge to the same point in S,.
®) (f +9)(yx) = infy(f +9).
(©) If Xopen Ak = +oo, then (f +g)(zx) = infy(f +9).
(d) If mfrenyAe > 0, then ((f + g)(zx) — infy(f + g)) = o(1/k).
(iv) If S = @, then ||zk|| = 400 and (f + g)(xx) — infy(f + g).

Proof. Let h = f + g. For any proposed line search method, one of the properties (a), (b), or
(¢) in Proposition 3.13 is satisfied for every k € N with respect to (-|-),, and the corresponding
property (a'), (/)-(b"), or (¢) in Proposition 3.17 is satisfied too. Therefore, by Corollary 3.15(i),
((f + 9)(x))ken is decreasing and (a) in Proposition 3.8 is fulfilled. Moreover, Remark 3.16 ensures
that if infzen(f + g)(zx) > —oo, then (b) in Proposition 3.8 is fulfilled for (ax)ren = (B kM) pen
(with (Bk)ren € R§+ such that 0 < infren B < supgey Br < +00). Finally, Corollary 3.15(ii) and
Proposition 3.17(ii) implies that if infzen(f + g)(zr) > —oo, then (¢) in Proposition 3.8 is fulfilled
too. Then the statements follow from Theorem 3.10. O
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Remark 3.19. In the proof of Theorem 3.18, we showed that when HS5 is in force, we apply
Proposition 3.8 using the metric of the Hilbert space #, instead of the variable metrics ({-|-));cn
of H3 (see Remark 3.16(ii)). This is why if we assume H5 we do not require the convergence of the
Wk7S.

Corollary 3.20. Assume that H1-H3 hold and that either H4 or H5 hold. Let (zy)ken be generated

by algorithm (VM-FBS) using either LS1 or LS4 with (\),cn = 1 (no relavation). Set S, =
argming, (f 4+ g). Then the following hold.

(1) ((f +9)(xr))pen i decreasing and (f + g)(xx) — infy (f + g).
(ii) If infy(f +g) > —oo, then Y oy [|Zry1 — z3]|? < 400.
(iii) Suppose that S. # @. Then

(a) (zk)ren weakly converges to a point in Si.
(b) If infrenyi > 0, then ((f + g)(xx) — infy(f +g)) = o(1/k).
(iv) If Sy = @, then ||xg| — +oo.

Remark 3.21. In [6, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3| the same line search LS4 is studied for the
stationary (metric) forward-backward algorithm. However, even in this setting, the corresponding
results given in Theorem 3.18 are more general and stronger. More precisely in |6, Method 1]: a)
no relaxation is allowed, that is Ay, = 1; b) ¢ is required to be strictly less than 1/2 (this halves the
stepsizes compared with those of LS4 — see also Remark 3.25(i)); ¢) Vf is required to be uniformly
continuous on any bounded subsets of dom g and to map bounded sets into bounded sets; d) the
little-o rate of convergence is provided only for H finite-dimensional.

Proposition 3.17 and Theorem 3.10 allow also to obtain new convergence results for the standard
variable metric forward-backward algorithm (without backtracking) [19] by requiring the Lipschitz
continuity of the gradient on the domain of g only.

Theorem 3.22. Assume that H1 and H3 hold and that either H4 or H5 hold. Suppose f is Gédteaux
differentiable on dom g and V f is L-Lipschitz continuous on dom g for some L € Ry.. Define (xx),cn
and (Yr)pey @5 in (VM-FBS) and suppose (A\p)pen and (Vi)pen are chosen a priori in a such way
that infreny A\, > 0, infren vy, > 0, and supgey YeAe/vi < 2/L. Then the conclusions of Theorem 3.18
hold.

Proof. Assumption H2 is fulfilled too. Set h = f + g and (ax)ken = (BkVkAk)ken, Where [y is
equal to (1 + ) if H4 holds, and 1/, if H5 holds. Since supjeyYeAe/vk < 2/L, there exists
0 €10, 1] such that supyen Y6 k/ve < 20/L. Hence, since V f is L-Lipschitz continuous on dom g and
{zx |k € N} C dom g, Fact 2.6 ensures that

(FREN)  flan) — f@) — (onn — o V@) < 5 fowe -zl

Since (zp+1 — zk | Vf(2k)) = (Tps1 — a | ka(xk)>k and L/(2vk) < 6/(vkAk), by (2.2), we have

ks — il

L L
(VEeN) T llopg — zall® € 5 loems — 2} <
2 2vy,

0
Vi Ak
Thus, (b) in Proposition 3.13 is satisfied for every k& € N with respect to (-|-),. Moreover, since
infren v > 0, condition (b') in Proposition 3.17 is also trivially satisfied. Then, by Corollary 3.15,
Remark 3.16, and Proposition 3.17, we have that (a) in Proposition 3.8 is fulfilled and that, if
infren h(zy) > —o0, conditions (b) and (¢) in Proposition 3.8 are fulfilled too. Then the statements
follow from Theorem 3.10. U
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Remark 3.23.
(i) Theorem 3.22 provides a worst case rate of convergence which is new.

(ii) Theorem 3.22 shows that the gradient descent stepsize parameter v, the relaxation parameter
Ak, and the minimum eigenvalues of the metric (-|-), are linked together by the condition
SUPpen VeAk/Vik < 2/L. Thus, if A\; is reduced (or v is increased), one is allowed to enlarge
the stepsize g, which may therefore exceed 2/L. This result complements that in [21] (for
stationary metrics), where the parameters ~y;’s and A;’s appear linked too, but in that case, it
is the relaxation parameter that can go beyond the usual bound 1.

(iii) In Theorem 3.22 V f is not required to have full domain. Thus, the above result is not covered
by the convergence theory developed in [19, 20, 21|, since there a full domain of the gradient is
required by the application of the Baillon-Haddad theorem. This aspect has been also noted in
[16].

In view of Theorem 3.18(iii)(d) it is important to know conditions that guarantees that (vxAx)ken
remains bounded away from zero, since in such case (VM-FBS) has o(1/k) rate of convergence in
function values. We now addresses this issue.

Proposition 3.24. Assume that H3 and either H4 or H5 hold. Let f,g € T'o(H) with domg C
dom f and suppose that f is Gdteaux differentiable on dom g.

(i) Suppose that V f is globally Lipschitz continuous on dom g with constant L and that (Yg)ken,
and (Ap) ey are generated through algorithm (VM-FBS) using any of the line seaches LS1-LS4.
Then

e for LS1, we have infyen v, > min{7y, 200v /(L suppey Ak })};
e for LS2 or LS3, we have infrey Ax > min{\, 200v /(L supjey k) }-
o for LS4, we have infien v, > min{7, 00v /(L suppey Ak })}-
(ii) Suppose that S, = argming (f + g) # @ and that Vf is Lipschitz continuous on any weakly

compact subset of dom g. Let (Vi)ren, and (Ap),ey be defined according to algorithm (VM-FBS)
using any of the line search procedures 1LLS1-1.54. Then infreny v, > 0 and infreny A > 0.

Proof. We first remark that in both statements, H1 and H2 are fulfilled.

(i): First we consider the case that (z3)ren, (Vi)ren, and (Ag),cy are generated using either LST,
LS2 or LS3. Let &k € N. Since V f is L-Lipschitz continuous on dom g, we derive from the descent
lemma (Fact 2.6) that for every v > 0

@k, M) = fae) = (T (@e, v, Ak) — @k |V f () Sg [BACERSEA (3.38)
and for every A € ]0,1],
SUk(@r, e, A) = f@r) = (J @k, Vs A) = | V f (k) Sg Tk (s ir X) =12 (3.39)
Moreover, again by (2.2),
(70N € Rpy x 0.1 3 o) = al® < 5 iy ) —aallf. (340)

Define
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= max {y € Ryy [ (3i € N)(y =70") L <2048/ (v M)}, (3.41)
A, =max {\ €]0,1] |(3i € N)(A = A0") L < 251 /(\) }- (3.42

It follows from (3.38), (3.40), and the definition of ~; in LS1 that v > 4%. Moreover, by
(3.41), we have that if 7, < 4, then L > 280v;/(JxAk), hence 4 > 200vy/(LA;). Therefore
Yk > min{¥,200v /(L supyen Ap}.  Similarly, it follows from (3.39), (3.40), and the definition of
A in LS2 or in LS3, and Proposition 3.13(i) (invoked for the metric (- |-),), that Ay > A. Moreover,
by (3.42), we have that if A\, < A, then L > 250y /(i k), hence A\, > 280vy/(Lyy). Therefore,
Y& = min{A, 200v /(L supyey k) }-

We now consider the case that (z)ren, (Vi)ren, and (Ag),cn are defined according to LS4. Let
k € N. Then, for every v > 0, |V f(Jp(zk, v, i) — Vf(xp)|| < L||Jk(zk, v, A\x) — x|, and, by (2.2)
and Fact 2.7,

IV* (T, 7)) = VEf ), < V% [Tk (k) — 2l - (3.43)
Now, define ‘
Y =max {y € Ryy|(Fi e N)(y =70") L < vp6/(v i)} (3.44)

It follows from (3.43) and the definition of v in LS4 that 45 > 4%. Moreover, by (3.44), if 4, < 7,
then L > 60vy /(Y \k), hence 75, > 06vy, /(LAg). Therefore 45, > min{7, 60v /(L supgen Ak)}-

(ii): Assume first that (zx)ren, (Vi)ren, and (Ag),cy are defined according to either LS1 or LS4.
Since Sy # @, infy(f +g) > —oo. Besides, we derive from Theorem 3.18(iii) that x — & € S*. Let,
for every k € N, 4y, = /0 and %, = J(xk, Yk, \k). Then, by Lemma 3.5(i) (applied to each metric
(-1)g), for every k € N

. Vi 1
[T (ks Trs M) — 2l < % [T (ks Vo> Ae) — el = 7 |zrs1 — 2kl - (3.45)

Moreover, according to the definition of 7, in LS1 and LS4, we have respectively

~ 2
(V/{? € N) Ve <Y = f(i‘k) — f(.%'k) — <i‘k — Tk ‘ ka(xk»k > 5”1.]%;7)\?Hk (3.46)
(VEkEN) v <7 = |[V*f(@k) — VFflaw), > 5M. (3.47)

Vi Ak
Now, by Theorem 3.18(ii) and (2.2), ||zr41 — zkl/, — 0, hence, by (3.45) and (2.2), & — x — 0.
Then, since 2 — T, Lemma 3.3(ii) yields that 3L > 0 such that, Vk € N, |V f(Zr) — Vf(xp)| <
L |2 — x| and f(Z) — f(xr) — (@, — 2% | Vf (2x)) < L||Zx — 2zx]* /2. The above inequalities, in
view of (2.2), (2.4), and Fact 2.7, imply

- L .
(VkeN) [IVFEr) = VIl < 212k = o (3.48)
- - L
(Vk€N)  f(@r) — fzr) = (Fr — 2k | VEf (1)), < S [ (3.49)
Thus, (3.49) and (3.46) yield that, Yk € N, v, <5 = L/(2ux) > §/( ) = % = b >
260vy,/(LAg). Thus, Vk € N, v, > min{7,260v /(L supyen Ak)} > 0. Moreover, it follows from (3.48)
and (3.47) that, Vk € N, V"}/k <o = L/Vk > 5/(:)/]?)%) = Yk = ’S’kayk > 5(9/(L)\k) Thus, Vk € N,

e > min{¥, 60v /(L suppen Ag)} > 0.
The case LS2 or LS3 is treated in the same way. O
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Remark 3.25.

(i) The results given in Proposition 3.24, shows that when V f has some kind of Lipschitz continuity
property, the stepsizes determined by LS4 may be half of those determined by the other line
search methods. In particular, if V f is L-Lipschitz continuous on dom g and () ey are defined
according to LS4, we can make infiey v, (by choosing A\ = 1, and 0 and 6 sufficiently close
to 1) arbitrarily close to v/L; whereas using LS1, LS2, or LS3, infxen v, can approach 2v/L.
This latter result is in line with the state of the art convergence theory on forward-backward
splitting algorithm (with v = 1) [13, 20, 22]. This suggests that LS4 is not quite appropriate
for (VM-FBS).

(ii) Similar results recently appeared under stronger hypotheses and for more specific cases in [6]
and [10]. In particular in [6, Proposition 4.4] (for stationary metrics) it is proved that if f is
globally Lipschitz continuous and LS4 is used, infgenvi can (only) reach 1/(2L). Moreover,
it is also showed that infrenye > 0, if H is finite-dimensional and V f is locally Lipschitz
continuous around any point of S,. However, if A is finite dimensional and Vf is locally
Lipschitz continuous around any point of dom g, then V f is Lipschitz continuous on any (weakly)
compact subset of dom g (recall also Remark 3.1(i)). Therefore Proposition 3.24(ii) encompasses
[6, Proposition 4.4(ii)]. On the other hand in [10] a variable metric projected gradient method
is studied for finite dimensional convex problems using the corresponding specialization of LLS3.
In Proposition 2.2 they prove that the A\p’s are bounded away from zero provided that Vf is
locally Lipschitz continuous and additionally that f is coercive.

4 Dealing with general placements of the domains

This section provides a slight variation of algorithm (VM-FBS) that can handle more general config-
urations of the domains of f and g. This will be done at the expense of additional assumptions. We
recall that in H2 it is required that dom g C dom f; however that condition is not always appropriate
when f is taken of divergence type [11, 38]. Here we replace assumptions H1 and H2 by the following
H1'-H3'. For every h: H — |—00, +oo] and o € R, we set {h < a} = {z € H|h(z) < a}. Moreover,
we define the distance between subsets A and B of H as d(A, B) =inf { |z — y|| |z € Aand y € B}.

H1 f:H — ]—o00,+00] and g: H — |—00, +00| are proper convex and lower semicontinuous func-
tions, bounded from below and such that dom g Nint dom f # &;

H2' f is Gateaux differentiable on dom g N intdom f, Vf is uniformly continuous on any weakly
compact subset of dom g Nintdom f, and V f is bounded on any sublevel sets of f + g.

H3' for every z € intdom f Ndomg, {f +¢9 < (f + ¢g)(x)} C intdom f Ndomg and d({f + g <
(f +g)(x)},H \ int dom f) > 0.

The following result clarifies the role of the above hypotheses.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that H1'-H3' hold. Let 2y € intdom f Ndomg and Koy = {f + g <
(f +9)(xo)}. Then there exist constants Cy and Co in Ry, such that,

(Vo€ Ko)(Vy € Ryy)  [[J(2,7,1) — 2| < Cry + Cav/r. (4.1)
Moreover, setting 6o = d(Ko, H \ int dom f) > 0, we have
(Vx € KO)(va > 0) J(w777 1) §é domf = 7 2=2¢ = 0(50) >0,

where c(-) is the inverse of the strictly incresing function v — C1y + Ca /7.
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Proof. We first prove that g is bounded on Kj. Indeed, let ¥ € R be such ¢ < f. Then, Vz € Ky,
v+ g(x) < (f+9)(x) < (f + g9)(x0), hence g(x) < (f + g)(xo) — . Concerning the first part of
the statement, we note that, since g is bounded from below, we have ¢*(0) < 400, hence in (3.2) of
Lemma 3.5(iv), we can take u = 0, obtaining ||.J(z,v,1) — z|| < v ||Vf ()| + (27)?\/g(x) + g*(0).
Since, by H2', Vf is bounded on K and ¢ is bounded on K too, (4.1) follows. Moreover, if x € K|
and J(z,7,1) ¢ dom f, then 6y < [|.J(z,v,1) — z|| < C1y + C2,/7 and hence c(dg) < 7. O

Proposition 4.2. Let G be a real Hilbert space, let A: H — G be a non-zero bounded linear operator,
let h € To(G) and set f = ho A. Let g € To(H) and suppose that dom g Nintdom f # & and g is
bounded from below. Then, the following hold.

(1) f is bounded from above on the sublevel sets of f + g. Moreover, if f is bounded from below,
then g is bounded from above on the sublevel sets of f + g.

(73) Suppose that dom f # H, and that,
(a) for every a € R, {h < a} C intdomh and d({h < a},G \ intdom h) > 0.
Then H3' holds.

(13i) Suppose that G is finite dimensional, h is coercive, and Vo € R, {h < a} C intdomh. Then f
is bounded from below and (a) is satisfied; hence H1' and H3' hold.

(v) In addition to the assumptions in (iii), suppose that domh = int domh and that Vh is contin-
uously differentiable on dom h. Then H2' holds.

Proof. (i): Let @ € R and let 8 € R be such that and 8 < g. Then, for every x € {f + g < a},
f@)+8<(f+9)(z) < a, hence f(x) < a—f. Asregards the second part, let ¢ € R be such ¢ < f.
Then, for every x € {f + g < a}, 9+ g(z) < (f +g)(z) <, hence g(z) < a— 1.

(77): Let z € int dom fNdom g and set K = {f+¢g < (f+g)(z)} and U = int dom h. It follows from
(i) that 3o € R such that, f < a on K. Then K C {f < a} Cc A7'({h < a}) € A71(U), which is
open (and contained in dom f), hence {f < a} C A~Y(U) C intdom f. Let § = d({h < a},G\U) > 0.
Now, let 2’ € {f < a} and 2" € H \ intdom f. Then Az’ € {h < a} and Az"” ¢ U, hence § <
|Az" — Ax"|| < ||A|l||z" — «"||. Thus, d(K,H \intdom f) > d({f < a},H \intdom f) > §/| Al > 0.

(#i): Since the range of A, R(A), is closed in G, h + ¢ R(A) 1s lower semicontinuous and coercive,
hence it has a minimizer, say y € R(A). Then, taking z € H such that Az = g, we have, for every
x € H, h(AZ) < h(Az) = f(z). Thus, f is bounded from below. Let o € R. Since {h < a}
is compact and d(-,G \ int domh) is continuous and strictly positive on {h < a}, then d({h <
a}, G\ intdomh) > 0.

(iv): Clearly dom f = A~!'(domh) = intdom f and f is continuously differentiable on dom f
and, for every z € dom f, Vf(z) = A*Vh(Ax). Let a € R. It follows from (i) that there exists
B € R such that f < S on {f+ ¢ < a}. Then, for every x € {f + g < a}, h(Ax) < 3, therefore
Az € {h < B}. Since Vh is continuous on the compact {h < [}, there exists n € Ry such that
IVR|| <non {h < B}. Thus |V f(z)| < [|A*]||Vh(Az)| < ||A*||n. This proves that V f is bounded
on the sublevel sets of f + g. Let K be a weakly compact subset of intdom f = A~!(int dom h).
Since A is weak-to-weak continuous, A(K) is a (weakly) compact subset of int dom h. Thus, by the
Heine-Cantor theorem, Vh is uniformly continuous on A(K). Hence Vf = A* o Vh o Ajgoy s is
uniformly continuous on K. O

Example 4.3. Let n € N, n > 1. Let ¢ be a Legendre function on R™ [4] which is twice continuously
differentiable on int dom ¢, and let

p(x) —oy) = (Ve(y) |z —y) ify€intdomep

| (4.2)
+00 otherwise

D:R" xR" = [0,400]: (z,y) — {
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be the associated Bregman distance. Suppose that, for every x € intdom ¢, D(x,-) € T'o(R") and
D(z,-) is coercive — this case is studied in [4] (see in particular Lemma 2.6) and occurs, e.g., for the
Kullback-Leibler divergence, where ¢(x) = > " | x;logz; — x;. Let b € intdomep, let A: H — R”
be a bounded linear operator, and set f = D(b, A-). Thus, in virtue of Proposition 4.2(iii)-(iv), if
g € T'o(H) is bounded from below and such that A~!(int dom ¢)Ndom g # @, assumptions H1’-H3’
are satisfied.

Under assumptions H1’-H3’, we can modify algorithm (VB-FBS), by adding a further line search
for computing yx,. More precisely, for LS2 and LS3, the sequence (7 )ren cannot be chosen a priory
anymore, but it has to be computed by the following procedure. Let 7 > 0, let xg € int dom fNdom g,
and set Ko ={f+9 < (f +9)(zo)}. Then, for every k € N, assume that x} € Ky, and compute

Vi = max {7 ER ;| BieN)(y= 70" J(xg,7,1) € dom f} (4.3)

Note that, since x € intdom f and J(xg,v,1) — x as v — 0, the procedure (4.3) is well-defined.
Moreover, because of Proposition 4.1, if v, < 56, then J(x,v/0,1) ¢ dom f and hence v, > cof.
Therefore infy v, > 0. Procedure (4.3) ensures that y; € dom f N domg and the subsequent line
search makes sense. Moreover, Proposition 3.13 yields that (f + g)(zx+1) < (f + g)(x), hence
zp+1 € Ko and the algorithm can continue. Concerning LS1 and LS4, the v, computed by (4.3) is
meant to replace 4 in LS1 and LS4, meaning that, for every k € N, they will do backtracking on
starting from the output of (4.3). This will make sense of the subsequent procedures LS1 and LS4.
Again Proposition 3.13 proves that the next step is descendent and hence x;1 € Ky. Note that in
LS1, if (Ag)ey = 1, then one can perform LS1 only, since it will automatically search for a point in
dom f.

5 Applications

In this section we illustrate several models that can be tackled by the proposed algorithm. In
particular we show that its scope of applicability encompasses problems that involve Banach spaces
or functions of divergence type. To that purpose we recall few facts.

Fact 5.1. Let A: H — B be a bounded linear operator between a real Hilbert space and a real Banach
space. Let o: B — R be a differentiable function and suppose that its derivative ¢ is a-Hélder
continuous on bounded sets, for some a € 10,1], that is, for every bounded set' Y C B, there exists
C € Ry such that

(V(ywe) €Y?) @ (11) = &' (v2)]

Then, f = po A: H — R is differentiable and Vf = A* o ¢’ o A, where A*: B* — H is the adjoint
of A. Moreover, V f is a-Hdlder continuous on the bounded sets of H.

g SOy — 25

The following result is in [39, Corollary 2.44 and Theorem 2.53(f)]

Fact 5.2. Let B be a uniformly smooth Banach space, let p € |1,4+o00[ and set o = (1/p) ||
Then ¢ is differentiable and ¢’ = Jg,, is the p-duality mapping of B, which is uniformly continuous
on bounded sets. Moreover, if B has modulus of smoothness of power type q € ]1,2|, then, ¢ is
(p — 1)-Holder continuous, if p < q, and (¢ — 1)-Hélder continuous on bounded sets, if p > q.

In the following we give a prominent example in which the duality map of the involved Banach
space is explicitly computable.
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Remark 5.3. Let (2,2, 1) be a o-finite measure space and let p € |1,400[. Then LP(Q,p) is
uniformly smooth with modulus of smoothness of power type min{2,p} [33]. Therefore, it follows
from Fact 5.2 that the function ¢ = (1/p) ||-[|7 is differentiable and ¢ is (p — 1)-Hélder continuous
on LP(Q, u), if p < 2, and Lipschitz continuous on the bounded sets of LP(£2, ), if p > 2. Moreover,
for every z € LP(, 1), ' (z) € LP" (Q, p) and ¢ (z): @ — R: w — |z(w)|P* sign(z(w)).

It follows from Fact 5.2 and Fact 5.1 that the following general optimization problem is of the
form (P) and hypotheses H1 and H2 are satisfied.

Problem 5.4. Let A: H — B be a bounded linear operator between a real Hilbert space and a real
uniformly smooth Banach space. Let g € T'o(H) and b € B. Then

1
... 2 Az — blP >1).
minimize . | Az — bz + g(x) (r>1)

Remark 5.5. In Problem 5.4, we have V((1/p) |A- —b|%)(z) = A*Jgp(Az —b). In this case the
gradient descent step in (VM-FBS) resembles the Landweber step in Banach spaces [13, 39].

Based on Remark 5.3, we give some significant instances of Problem 5.4.

Example 5.6. Let H be a real Hilbert space and let (ey),cx € H* be an orthonormal basis of H.
Let (2,2(, 1) be a o-finite measure space and let p € |1,4+o00[. Let A: H — LP(Q, u) be a bounded
linear operator, let b € LP(Q, u), and let (gi)ren be a sequence of functions in I'g(R) such that
gk > gr(0) = 0, for every k € N. Then

1
minimize — || Az —b|p + > gi((ex | z)). (5.1)
ver o p keN

Denoting by f and g respectively the first and second term in (5.1), we have V f(x) = A*u, where
uw: Q= R:w = |(Az)(w) — y(w)|P? sign((Az)(w) — b(w)), and the proximity operator can be
computed component-wise [20], that is

prox,yg(x) = (plroxﬂfgk((e/zC |x>))keN'

Moreover, it follows from Remark 5.3 that Vf is (p — 1)-Holder continuous if p < 2 and Lipschitz
continuous on bounded sets if p > 2. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 3.18 and Proposition 3.24(ii)
that, in this case, the sequence generated by (VM-FBS) is weakly convergent to a solution of (5.1)
and converges in function values to the corresponding minimum. Moreover, if p > 2, the convergence
in function values boasts a rate of o(1/k). This example covers the class of problems approached by
the iterative shrinkage/thresholding algorithm [23, 5|, but here a more general discrepancy term is
used. A special case of (5.1) is 1

i Az = bl[ + [l , (5.2)
where, K is a countable set, A: 2(K) — R" is a bounded linear operator, and b € R™. Note that
here dom |[|-||; = ¢}(K), which is not closed in £?(KK). We highlight that problems of type (5.2) arise in
function interpolation (from discrete data) and non parametric function estimation (support vector
regression).

We end the section by showing a prototype of problems where domg ¢ dom f and hypotheses
H1'-H3' in Section 4 are met (recall Example 4.3).
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Problem 5.7. Let H be a real Hilbert space, let n € N withn > 1, and let ¢ be a Legendre function on
R™ such that o is twice continuously differentiable on int dom ¢ and its associated Bregman distance
D (see (4.2)) satisfies the condition: Vz € intdome, D(z,-) € I'o(R") and D(z,-) is coercive.
Let A: H — R™ be a bounded linear operator, let b € intdom p, and let g € I'o(H) be such that
A~ Y(int dom @) Ndom g # @ and g is bounded from below. Then

inimize D(b, A .
minimize (b, Az) + g(x)

Examples of Problem 5.7 are provided in the following.

Example 5.8. Let n € N with n > 1 and let D(z,y) = > ", zilog(2i /i) + yi — 2 be the Kullback-
Leibler divergence. Then, let A € R*", b € R, and solve

min D(b, Az) + TV (z). (5.3)

xeRﬁ

where T'V is the (discrete) total variation. Note that in this case g = tgr +T'V. Moreover dom g ¢
dom D(b,-) o A and V(D(b,-) o A) is only locally Lipschitz continuous on its domain. Then, it
follows from Theorem 3.18 and Proposition 3.24(ii) that (VM-FBS) (with the additional line search
presented in Section 4) provides a sequence which converges to a solution of (5.3) and converges in
functional values to the related minimum at rate o(1/k). Problem (5.3) is of the type considered in
[11, Section 4.2], but here the introduction of the background signal is avoided — provided that the
sought signal z* satisfies Az* > 0. Another instance of Problem 5.7 is

min D(b, Az + B1) + ||z|| ,
T€RY
BER4

where the signal and the background are sought and 1 is the vector of R™ of all ones. Here again the
domain of the map (z, 3) — D(b, Az + /1) is not contained in R} x R,.
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