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Abstract

We consider the monotone inclusion problems in real Hilbert spaces. Proximal splitting algo-
rithms are very popular technique to solve it and generally achieve weak convergence under
mild assumptions. Researchers assume the strong conditions like strong convexity or strong
monotonicity on the considered operators to prove strong convergence of the algorithms. Mann
iteration method and normal S-iteration method are popular methods to solve fixed point prob-
lems. We propose a new common fixed point algorithm based on normal S-iteration method
using Tikhonov regularization to find common fixed point of nonexpansive operators and prove
strong convergence of the generated sequence to the set of common fixed points without assum-
ing strong convexity and strong monotonicity. Based on proposed fixed point algorithm, we
propose a forward-backward-type algorithm and a Douglas-Rachford algorithm in connection
with Tikhonov regularization to find the solution of monotone inclusion problems. Further, we
consider the complexly structured monotone inclusion problems which are very popular these
days. We also propose a strongly convergent forward-backward-type primal-dual algorithm
and a Douglas-Rachford-type primal-dual algorithm to solve the monotone inclusion prob-
lems. Finally, we conduct a numerical experiment to solve image deblurring problems.
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1. Introduction

Throughout the paper, H denotes a real Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and norm
|| - ||, respectively. Consider T : H — 2% is a set-valued monotone operator. The monotone
inclusion problem is to find x € H such that

0 € T(x). (1.1)

*Corresponding author
Email addresses: discover.avi92@gmail.com (Avinash Dixit), drsahudr@gmail.com (D. R.
Sahu), pankajg.rs.matl6@itbhu.ac.in (Pankaj Gautam), t som.apm@itbhu.ac.in (T. Som)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier May 5, 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.04373v2

The monotone inclusion problem (I.I)) plays important role in nonlinear analysis. Many prob-
lems arising in engineering, economics and physics can be framed as monotone inclusion prob-
lem (see [4, 7,113,121}, 22, 142]). Martinet [38] has proposed proximal point algorithm, which is
very popular to solve monotone inclusion problem. The proximal point algorithm is given by

Tpr1 = In,r(T,) Vn €N, (1.2)

where J\, 7 = (Id + \, 7)™, A\, > 0 is a regularization parameter and z; € H. Rockafellar
[45,46] has proved that proximal point algorithm converges weakly to solution set of inclusion
problems in real Hilbert space framework. Further, he has introduced the inexact proximal
point algorithm as follows:

Tpi1 = Ir(Tn +€,), VneN, (1.3)

where {¢,} is an error sequence in H. The sequence {z,} also converges weakly to solution
set of inclusion problem provided )7, ||¢,|| < oo. Guler [29] has shown by an example that
sequence generated by proximal point algorithm converges weakly, but not strongly. It
becomes a matter of interest for the research community to modify the proximal point algo-
rithm to obtain the strong convergence. In such consequences, Tikhonov method has been
proposed which generates as follows:

Tpy1 = J)\nT('I>7 (1.4)

where x € H and A\, > 0 such that \, — oo. Detailed study of Tikhonov regularization
method can be found in [14,[51),152,153,155]. Lehdili and Moudafi [33] have combined the idea
of proximal algorithm and Tikhonov regularization to find an algorithm converges strongly to
solution of inclusion problem (LI). They have solved the inclusion problem by solving
inclusion problem of fixed approximation of 7', which is T,, = T' + u,,Id, i.e.,

find x € ‘H such that 0 € T,,(x),

where 11, is regularization parameter of 7. The proximal-Tikhonov algorithm is given by

Ln+1 = J)\nTn <$n> .

The Tikhonov regularization term ., /d has impelled the strong convergence to the algorithm.
In absence of Tikhonov regularization term, proximal-Tikhonov algorithm becomes proximal
algorithm which shows only weak convergence in most of the cases. The strong convergence
of the algorithm can be obtained by using some other techniques also, some of them can be
found in [5, [31]].

Evaluation of resolvent is sometimes as hard as the original problem. This problem has
been tried to resolve by splitting the operator in two operators, i.e., I’ = A + B, whose resol-
vents are easy to compute. For T = A 4+ B, the monotone inclusion problem (I.I)) becomes

find x € H such that 0 € (A + B)x, (1.5)

where A : H — 2" is maximally monotone operator and B is an operator. Problem (L)) is
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also a generalization of the variational inequality problem:

find x; € H such that (32" € g(z1)) (Vo € H) (w1 — 29, 2") < f(x9) — f(21),

where f : H — #H is a proper, convex, lower semicontinuous and g : H — 2’ be a
maximally monotone operator. The problem serves as a blanket for various nonlinear
problems viz. image denoising problem; clustering problem; wireless sensor network localiza-
tion problem; matrix factorization problem; generalized Nash equilibrium problem and many
more (see [8, 10, 11, 28, 30]).

Forward-backward splitting algorithm and Douglas-Rachford algorithm have been pro-
posed to solve Problem (I.3)). Forward-backward splitting method has been proposed by Lions
and Mercier [34], Passty [43], which is given by

Ty = (Id+ M\A) " (Id — N\, B)x, (1.6)

where A\, > 0 and B : H — H is a cocoercive operator. Mercier [39] and Gabay [26]
have studied the convergence behavior of forward-backward method when A~ is y-strongly
monotone with v > 0. They have proved that forward-backward algorithm converges weakly
to the point in the solution set provided )\, < 27, is constant. In addition, if A is strongly
monotone, then {z,,} shows strong convergence to the unique solution of Problem (L.5)). Chen
and Rockafellar [18] have also assumed the strong monotonicity of A to prove the strong
convergence of forward-backward method which depends on Lipschitz constant and modulus
of strong monotonicity. Further, forward-backward method has been extensively studied, few
of them can be found in ([17, 18, 40, 41]) and references therein.

Douglas-Rachford method has been proposed to solve problem (I.3])) when both A and B
are set-valued. It has been originally proposed by Douglas and Rachford [25] to solve linear
equations arising in heat-conduction problems. Lions and Mercier [34] have extended the
Douglas-Rachford algorithm to monotone operators. Douglas-Rachford algorithm is given as
follows:

Tni1 = RpRax,, VYn eN, (1.7)

where R and R 4 are reflected resolvent of operators B and A, respectively. Lions and Mercier
[34] have proved that Douglas-Rachford algorithm converges weakly to a fixed point of oper-
ator 7" which helps to obtain the solution of the Problem (L3)). Svaiter [50] has supported the
results of Lions and Mercier by proving the weak convergence of the shadow sequence to a so-
lution. Further the analysis of the Douglas-Rachford algorithm can be found in ([2, 23,35, 44]).

Let C be a nonempty closed convex subset of 7 and S : C — C be a nonexpansive operator.
There are a number of iterative methods for finding fixed points of nonexpansive operators. We
recall some well known fixed point methods, which are given below:

e Mann iteration method [37]:

Tp41 = (]- - 5n)xn + 5n8(xn)v Vin € N7



e S-iteration method [1]:

Tn1 = (1 - O‘n)S(xn) + Oan[(l - 5n)xn + ﬁnsxn]u Vn € N;

e Normal S-iteration method [47]:

Tn+l = S[(l - 5n)xn + 5n8xn]> Vn € N;

where «a,,, 5, € (0,1). The importance of these algorithms are not limited to solve fixed point
problems, but these algorithms are also useful for solving inclusion problems of sum of a set-
valued maximally monotone operator and a single-valued cocoercive operator, and inclusion
problems of sum of two set-valued maximally monotone operators. The S-iteration methodol-
ogy has been applied for solving various nonlinear problems, inclusion problems, optimization
problems and image recovery problems. Recently, it has been demonstrated by Avinash et
al. [24] that the inertial normal S-iteration method has better performance compared to the
inertial Mann iteration method. The S-iteration method and normal S-iteration method are
also useful for finding common fixed points of nonexpansive operators. Since last few years,
these properties of normal S-iteration make it popular among research community to find fixed
point. Several research articles related to S-iteration and normal S-iteration can be found in
(15,116, (19, 48, 49]. The weak convergence of the fixed point algorithms have reduced its ap-
plicability in infinite dimensional spaces. To achieve the strong convergence of algorithms one
assumes stronger assumptions like strong monotonicity and strong convexity, which is difficult
to achieve in many applications. This situation leaves a question to research community: can
we find the strongly convergent algorithms without assuming these strong assumptions? The
answer to this question is replied positively by Bot et al. [9]. They have modified the Mann
algorithm as follows:

Tl = €nTy + 0,(S(enxy,) — enxy), (1.8)

where e,,, 6,, are positive real numbers. The strong convergence of algorithm (L.8)) for nonex-
pansive operator S has been studied by Bot et al. [9] when set of fixed points of S is nonempty
and parameters 6,, and e,, satisfy the following:

(i) 0<e,<lforallneN, lime,=1,%"7 (1—e,) =ccand) - |e,—e,_1| < 00;
n—o0
(i) 0 <6, <1foralln € N,0 < lminf, yo0 b, > o0 |0n — On1] < c0.

We consider the following more general problem:

Problem 1.1. Consider 7,8 : ‘H — H are nonexpansive operators. Find an element x € H
such that x € Fix(T) N Fix(S).

The study on the common solutions of system of problems can be found in [27,132,136]

Remark 1.1. The algorithm (L8) proposed by Bot et al. [9] can not directly apply to solve
inclusion problem (L1)).

In this paper, we introduce the normal S-iteration method based fixed point algorithm to
find common fixed point of nonexpansive operators 7, S : H — H, which converges strongly
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to common solutions of fixed point problem of operators S and 7. Based on the proposed
fixed point algorithm, we develop a forward-backward algorithm and a Douglas-Rachford al-
gorithm containing Tikhonov regularization term to solve the monotone inclusion problems. In
many cases, monotone inclusion problems are very complex, they contain mixture of linear and
parallel sum monotone operators. Recently, many researchers have proposed primal-dual algo-
rithms to precisely solve the considered complex monotone inclusion system [3, 18,12, 20, 54].
We have proposed a forward-backward type primal-dual algorithm and a Doughlas-Rachford
type primal-dual algorithm having Tikhonov regularization term to find the common solution
of the complexly structured monotone inclusion problems. The proposed algorithms have a
special property that resolvents of all the operators are evaluated separately.

The paper is organized as follows: Next section recalls some important definitions and re-
sults in nonlinear analysis. In Section 3, we propose a normal S-iteration based Tikhonov reg-
ularized fixed point algorithm and study its convergence behavior. In Section 4 we propose a
forward-backward-type algorithm and a forward-backward-type primal-dual algorithm to solve
inclusion problem and complexly structured monotone inclusion problem, respectively. In Sec-
tion 3] we propose Douglas-Rachford-type algorithms to solve monotone inclusion problems
and complexly structured monotone inclusion problems of set-valued operators. In the last,
we perform a numerical experiment to show the importance of proposed algorithms in solving
image deblurring problems.

2. Preliminaries

This section devotes some important definitions and results from nonlinear analysis and
operator theory. Let N and R denote set of natural numbers and set of real numbers, respec-
tively and ‘/d’ denotes identity operator. Consider the operator 7' : H — 2*. Let Gr(T)
denote the graph of T', Zer('T") denote set of zeros of operator 7" and Fix(7") denote set of fixed
points of 7'. The symbol m is used to denote a strictly positive integer throughout the paper.
The set of proper convex lower semicontinuous functions from H to [—oo, +00] is denoted
by I'(H). Let f € T'(H), then argmingen f(x) = {z* € H : f(z*) < f(y),Vy € H} and
argmaz,enf(z) = {z* € H : f(x*) > f(y),Yy € H}. Let A : H — 2" be an operator.
Domain of A is dom (A) = {x € H : Ax # ()}. Range of A is denoted by ran (A) = U,ey
Azx. Ais said to be monotone if

(r —y,u—v)y >0, Y(z,u),(y,v) € Gr(A).

A is said to be maximally monotone if there exists no monotone operator B : H — 2% such
that Gr(B) properly contains Gr(A). A is strongly monotone with constant 5 € (0, oo) if

(@ —y,u—v) < Bllz — y[I* V(z,u), (y,v) € Gr(A).

The resolvent of A is defined by J4 = (Id + A)~" and the reflected resolvent of A is Ry =
2J4 — Id. Consider f : H — [—00, oo]. The conjugate of f is defined by f*: H — [—o0, o],

w = sup (@, u) = f(z)).



Let f : H — [—00, 0] be a proper function. The subdifferential of f is Of : H — 2™ is
defined by

z—{ueH|f(y) > flx) + {y—x,u) Vy € H}.

If f € I'(H), then Jf is maximally monotone. The resolvent of subdifferential of f is prozy,
where proxy : H — H defined by

. 1
prozy(a) = argmimen { 1)+ 31—l |

Definition 2.1. Let C be a nonempty subset of H. Then:

(i) interior of C is
intC={x€C:(3p>0)B(0;p) CC—z};

(ii) strong relative interior of C is
sriC ={x €C: cone(C —z) =3span(C — z)};

(iii) strong quasi-relative interior of C is

sqriC={z e€C: U p(C — x)is a closed linear subspace of space H}.
p>0

In case H is finite dimensional, sqri and sri are equivalent.

Definition 2.2. Let C be a nonempty subset of H, and T’ : C' — H be a nonexpansive operator.
T is said to be

(i) nonexpansive if
[Tz = Ty|| < |lz -yl Va,y € C;

(ii) firmly nonexpansive if
1Tz —Ty|[* + [(Id = T)x — (Id = T)y|* < ||z — y||* Y,y € C;
(iii) (-cocoercive (B > 0) if

(iv) a-averaged for o € (0, 1) if there exists a nonexpansive operator R : C' — H such that
T=(1-a)ld+aR.
An operator T : H — 2 is strongly monotone with 3 € (0, c0) implies 77! : H — H is
[-cocoerceive.
Definition 2.3. [6] Let C be a nonempty subset of H. Then:
(i) The indicator function ic : H — [—00, +00] is defined by
. 0, ifrecC
ic(x) = { / . (2.1)

oo otherwise
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(ii) The projection of a point x € H on C is defined by proj-(z) = {u € C : u = argmin,ec|lz — z||} .
(iii) Suppose C is convex, then normal cone to C at x is defined by

(2.2)

0, otherwise.

Nc<:c>:{ ueH :suply —z,u) SOV EC, if v €C

Definition 2.4. [6, Proposition 4.32] The parallel sum of two operators Ty, Ty : H — 2" is
T\OTy : H — 2M defined by T\OTy, = (T7 1 + T, 1)L

The subdifferential of parallel sum of operators 77 and 15 is O(71075) = 0T;00T5.

Remark 2.1. If T} and Ty are monotone then the set of zeros of their sum Zer(Ty + Ty) =
J»YT2 (FiX(R»YTlR»yTQ)) \V/’}/ > 0 and R’YTz‘ = 2J’YTi — ]d,l =1,2

Proposition 2.1. [6] Consider T\, T5 : H — H be ay,as-averaged operates, respectively.

Then the averaged operator Ty o Ty is o« = %‘mm—averaged.
— Q102

Lemma 2.1. [6, Corollary 4.18] Let T : H — H be a nonexpansive mapping. Let {u,} be a
sequence in H and v € ‘H such that u,, — v and u,, — Tu,, — 0 asn — co. Then u € Fix(T).

Lemma 2.2. 55, Lemma 2.5] Let {a,} be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers satisfying
the inequality:
ani1 < (1 —0y)a, + 0,b, + €, Yn >0,

where
(i) 0< 0, <1foralln > Oandznzoﬁn = o0;
(ii) limsup,, . b, < 0;
(iii) €, > 0 foralln > 0 and ano €, < 00.

Then the sequence {a,} converges to 0.

3. Tikhonov Regularized Strongly Convergent Fixed Point Algorithm

This section devotes to investigate a computational theory for finding common fixed points
of nonexpansive operators. We introduce a common fixed point algorithm such that sequence
generated by the algorithm strongly converges to the set of common fixed points of mappings.

Algorithm 3.1. Let S, T : H — H be nonexpansive mappings. Select {e,}, {0,} C (0,1)
and compute the (n + 1) iteration as follows:

Yn+1 = S[(1 — On)enyn + 0, T (enyn)] foralln € N. (3.1

We now study the convergence behavior of Algorithm [3.1] for finding the common fixed
point of S and 7.

Theorem 3.1. Let S, T : ‘H — H be nonexpansive mappings such that ) := Fix(T) N
Fix(S) # (. Let {y,} be a sequence in H defined by AlgorithmB.1] where {0,,} and {e,} are
real sequences satisfy the following conditions:
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() 0<e, <lforallneN, lime,=1> " (1—e,) =occand >~ |e,—em_1] < 00;
n—o0

(i) 0<0<6,<O<1foralln €N, and Y>> |0, — 0, 1| < co.

Then the sequence {y,} converges strongly to projq(0).

Proof. In order to prove the convergence of the sequence {y,}, we proceed with following

steps:

Step 1. Sequence {y, } is bounded.

Let y € €). Since S and 7 are nonexpansive, we have following

[yn+1 =yl = [[SI(L = n)enyn + 0T (enyn)] — vl
< (1= 6n)entn + 0,T (enyn) — vl
< (T=0n)lleayn — yll + 0ull T (enyn) — yll
< llenyn —yll (32)
= llea(yn —y) — (L —en)yll
< enll(yn — I+ (1 —en)yll
< max{|lyo — yll, ly[}-

Thus, {y,} is bounded.

Step 2. ||Yn+1 — Ynl| — 0 as n — oo.

Using nonexpansivity of S and 7, we have

||yn+1 - yn”

IA

(VAN R VAN |

IA

IS[(1 = bn)enyn + 0, T (enyn)] — S[(1 = On-1)en—1yn—1 + On1 T (€n-1yn-1)]|
H 1 - en)enyn + enT(enyn) - (1 - en—l)en—lyn—l - en—lT(en—lyn—l)H
|| 1 - 9n>€nyn - (1 - en—l)en—lyn—l + HnT(enyn) - en—lT(en—lyn—l)H

-0

(
(
(1= 6n)(entin — en—1Yn—1) + (On—1 — 0p)en—1yn—1)||
100 (T (enyn) — T (en—1Yyn—1)) + (On — 0n1)T (en—1yn—1)|l

||enyn - en—lyn—lH + |0n - Hn—l‘cl
||en(yn - yn—l) + (en - 6n—1)yn—l|| + |9n - 9n—1|cl
enHyn - yn—lH + |€n - en—1|C2 + |9n - 9n—1|C17



Step 3.

for some Cy, C; > 0. By applying Lemma 2.2 with a,, = ||y, — Yn_1l/,0n = 0, €, =
len —en—1|Co+ 10, —0,-1|C1 and 0,, = 1 —e,,, Vn € N, we obtain that ||y,,+1 — y»|| — 0.

(3.3)

|y — Tynll and ||y, — Syn|| — 0 as n — oc.
Let y € Q). Note
||yn+1 - y”2 = HS[(l - en)enyn + 9nT(€nyn>] - y||2
S ||(1 - en)enyn + enT(enyn) - y||2
= (1 - 9n)’|€nyn - sz + enHT(enyn) - y||2 - en(l - 9n)’|€nyn - T(enyn)||2
< (1 - 9n)’|€nyn - yH2 + enHenyn - y||2 - en(l - en)Henyn - T(enyn)||2
= |leayn — ylI* = 0. (1 — 0,) |lenyn — T (envn)?,
which implies that
en(l - en)Henyn - T(enyn)||2
< Henyn - sz - Hyn+1 - y||2
= ||6nyn — €y + enlYy — y||2 - ||yn+1 - y||2
= (L=e)llyll” + enllyn — ylI*> — en(l = e)llynll* = llyn1 — yll?
< (L=en)yll? + enllyn — ylI? — en(1 — e)llyall® — enllyne — yll?
= e, {llyn = ylI> = llyns1 — ¥} + (1 =€) lyl)?
—en(1 —en)|lyall? (3.4)
Since,
19 — 1> < lyn = YnsalI” + a1 — ylI” + 200 — Ynsa | 1Ynr1 — ¥l
which can be rewritten as
19 = YlI* = lyns1 — ¥1* < lyn = Ynsall® + 2119 — Ynra [ Ynsr — yll-
Thus (3.4) becomes

en(l - en)Henyn - T(enyn)||2 S en{Hyn - yn+1||2 + 2||yn - yn+l||||yn+1 - y”}
+ (1 =e)lyll* —en(l = en)llyall*. (3.5)

Using Step 1, Step 2 and condition (ii) in Theorem 3.1} we obtain 6,,(1 — 6,,)||e .y, —
T (enyn)||* — 0.



Step 4.

Now

1o = Tynll = yn — €ntn + entyn — T (€nyn) + T (€nyn) — T yull
< lyn = enymll + llenyn = Teny)ll + T (enyn) — Tynll
< 2(1 —e)llynll + llenyn — T (enyn)|| = 0 as n — oo.
Observe that
[0 = Synll < NYn = Yol + [[Ynt1 — Swal|
= |y — Ynsrll + ISI(X = On)enyn + 0, T (€nyn)] — Syl
< |y = Ynall + 11 = On)enyn + 0T (enyn) — yall
< e = Yol £ (1 = n)llenyn — ynll + Ol T (enyn) — ynll
< g = vl + (1= 00) (1 = e) [[ynll + Onl| T (€ntyn) — Tyn + Tyn — vall
< lyn = Yol + (1= 0n) (1 = en)l[ynll + Onllenyn — ynll + Onl Tyn — ynll
)

19n = Yniall + (1= en) lynll + OnllTYyn — yull = 0asn — oo
Since e, — 1 and ||y, —Yyn—1|| and ||y, —T yn|| — 0 as n — oo, we have ||y, —Sy,| — 0.

{yn} converges strongly to y = pijQ(O)-

From (3.2)), we set

[Ynr1 =9l < [IS[(1 = On)enyn + 0, T (enyn)] — Y|
= H(l - QN)enyn + enT(enyn) - ?j”
= [|(1 = bn)(entyn — 9) + 0. T ((entn) — 9)
< llenyn —9ll- (3.6)

Hence

lentn — 9l

len(yn —7) — (1 — en)7l

exllyn — 9lI” + 2en(1 — en) (=5, yn — 9) + (1 — e)?[|7?
enllyn — FlI° + 2en(1 — en) (=7, — ) + (L — &) 711, B.7)

Y1 — FII°

VAN VAN VAN VAN

Next we show that
lim sup(—g, yn — 9) < 0. (3.8)

n—oo
Contrarily assume a real number [ and a subsequence {y,,} of {y,} satisfying

(~U,yn;, =) 21 >0Vj €N, (3.9)

Since {y,} is bounded, there exists a subsequence {y,,} which converges weakly to an
element y € H. Lemma [2.1] alongwith Step [3l implies that y € . By using variational
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characterazation of projection, we can easily derive

j—o0
which is a contradiction. Thus, (3.8]) holds and

lim sup (2671(_?7 Yn — g> + (1 - 6n)||g||2) <0. (311)

n—oo

Consider a,, = ||y — 7[1%, bn = 2, (=7, yn — 7)) + (1 —€,)||7]|?,€n = 0and 0,, = 1 —e,
in (3.7) and apply Lemma[2.2] we get the desired conclusion.

O

Corollary 3.1. Let R, Ry : H — H be ay,as-averaged operators respectively, such that
Fix (Ry) NFix(Ry) # 0. Fory, € H, let {y,} be sequence in H defined by

Yn+1 = RZ{enyn + en(Rl (6nyn) - 6nyn)} VTL € N> (312)

where {0,,} and {e,} are real sequences satisfy the condition (i) given in Theorem[3.1l and the
conditions:

0<O<ab, <O <1foralln € Nand Z\Hn—ﬁn_l\ < 0.
n=1

Then the sequence {y,} converges strongly 10 Projpx (r,)AFix(rs) (0)-

4. Tikhonov Regularized Forward-Backward-type Algorithms

In this section, we propose a forward-backward algorithm based on Algorithm [3.1] to si-
multaneously solve the monotone inclusion problems of the sum of two maximally monotone
operators in which one is single-valued. Further, we also propose a forward-backward-type
primal-dual algorithm based on Algorithm 3.1l to solve a complexly structured monotone in-
clusion problem containing composition with linear operators and parallel-sum operators.

4.1. Tikhonov Regularized Forward-Backward Algorithm

Let A;, Ay : H — 27 be maximally monotone operators and By, By : H — H be o, as-
cocoercive operators. We consider the monotone inclusion problem

find x € H such that 0 € (A; + By)z N (As + By)z. 4.1)

We propose a forward-backward algorithm to solve the monotone inclusion problem (4.1)) such
that generated sequence converges strongly to the solution set of the Problem (4.1).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Zer(A,+ By)NZer(As+Bs) # 0 and y, € (0,2a;) and 2 € (0, 2a).
For y, € H, consider the forward-backward algorithm defined as follows:

Ynt1 = Jopa,(Id — 72 Bo) {(1 — 0,)enyn + 00 Jy, 4, (enyn — 11 Bi(enyn)) VR € N. - (4.2)
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where {0,,} and {e,} are real sequences satisfy the condition (i) given in Theorem[3.1land the
conditions:

20[1

0<O< 0 §@<1f0ralln€NandZ|9n—9n_1|<oo.

n
40[1 — 71 1

Then {y,} converges strongly t0 Pr0jye(a,+ B, ) Zer(As+By)(0)-

Proof. Set Ty = J a,(Id — 1 By) and Ty = J,,4,(Id — 72 Bs), then algorithm can be
rewritten as:
Ynr1 = To{(1 = 0n)enyn + 0, T1(enyn)} Vn € N. 4.3)

Since J,, 4, is %—cocoercive [6, Corollary 23.8] and I'd — vy, By is ;Tll—averaged [6, proposition
4.33], T; is 4a2f“_1% -averaged. Using the fact that Zer(A; + B;) = Fix(7;),i = 1,2 and as-

sumption Zer(A; + By) N Zer(Ay + By) # () [6, Proposition 25.1], Fix(7}) N Fix(Ty) # 0.
Therefore, Theorem [4.1] follows from Corollary [3.11 O

Further, we consider the following minimization problem and propose a proximal-point-
type algorithm to solve it.

Problem 4.1. Consider strictly positive real numbers 51, O2. Let fi, fo : H — R U {co} be
proper convex lower semicontinuous functions and ¢;, g, : H — R be convex and Frechet-
differentiable functions with é, B—Z—Lipschitz continuous gradients, respectively. The problem
is to find a point y € H satisfying

y € argmingey {(f1 + g1)(@)} [ argmingen {(fo + 92)(2)} . (4.4)

Theorem 4.2. Consider the functions fi, f2, g1 and go are as in ProblemHd. 1l Let argmin(fi+
g1) Nargmin(fa + g2) # 0. For v1 € (0,261] and v € (0,203,], consider an algorithm with
initial point y; € H,

Yn+1 = PrOTn, f, (]d - 72v92){(1 - en)enyn + enpro'r’)/lfl (enyn -1V (enyn))} Vn €N,

4.5)
where 6, € (0, 1] and e,, € (0, 46217_1'“) satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem 3.1l and the condi-
tions:

0<@<27519n§@<1and2|9n—9n_1|<oo.

T T 4B -

Then {y,} converges strongly to minimal norm solution y of Problemd.1|

n=1

Proof. Consider Ay = 0f,, Ay = 0f>, B1 = Vg1, By = V. Since
Zer(0f; + Vg;) = argmin(fi + g;), 1 = 1,2

and Vg;, Vg, are (31, B2-cocoercive, respectively (Ballion-Hadded Theorem [6, Corollary 16.18]).
Thus, by Theorem@.1l {y, } converges strongly to a point y in argmin( fi+ g1) Nargmin(fo+

92)- [l

12



4.2. Tikhonov Regularized Forward-Backward-type Primal-Dual Algorithm
Problem 4.2. Suppose (2, ..., (), are real Hilbert spaces. Consider the following operators:

oA, B : H — 2" are maximally monotone operators,

o D :H — H are uy, us-cocoercive operators, respectively, piq, pio > 0,

oP;, Q;, Ri, S; : ©; — 2% are maximally monotone operators such that (); is v;-strongly
monotone and .S; is d;-strongly monotone, v;,6; > 0,1 =1,...,m,

e nonzero continuous linear operators L; : H — ;e =1,...,m.

The primal inclusion problem is to find y € H satisfying

0e A+ >, Ly(POQ;)(Liy) + Cy
and
0€ By+ Y0, Ly (ROS;)(Lig) + Dy

together with dual inclusion problem

-y Ly, € Ay +Cy
v; € (BOQ;)(Liy)

find vy € (X,...,0,, € {2, such that dy € H and and (4.6)
—> ", Lv; € By+ Dy

A point (7,71, ...,0m) € H X 1 X -+ X (2, be a primal-dual solution of Problem [4.2]if
it satisfies the following:

— >y Liv € Ay + C,
— >, Liv; € By + Dy,
v; € (POQ;)(Liy),

“.7)

Theorem 4.3. Consider the operators as in Problem Assume

0 €ran (A+ZL:0(PZDQ¢)OLZ-+C> ﬂran <B+ZLjo(RiDSi)OLi+D> )

i=1

i=1
(4.8)
LetT,01,...,0, > 0 such that

2pmin{ 5, fo} > 1,

) {1 1 1}
p=ming — —, ..., — 1-—
T 01 Om

f1 = min{puy, v, ..., Vp} and By = min{ps, 61, ..., 0 }-

where

13



Consider the algorithm with initial point (y1,v11,...,0m1) € H X 2y X -+ X {2, and
defined by
Algorithm 4.1: To optimize the complexly structured Problem 4.2]
Input:

1. initial points (y1,v11, ..., Um1) € H X 25 X -+ X 2,
- m 2
2. real numbers 7,0, > 0,1 =1,2,...,mbe such that 7", 0;||L;||* < 4,

3. 60, € (0,232, e, € (0,1).

Forn € N;

Pn = Jralenyn — 7 (€n 220, Livin + Clenyn))]

Up = €nYn + en(pn - enyn>

Fori=1,...,m;
Gi;n = ‘]crinl [6nvi,n + 0i(Li(2pn — €nyn) — Qi_l(envi,n»}
Uin = €nVin + 0n(qin — €nvin)

Yn1 = Jrp [Un — T (221 Liu;p + D(up))]

Vin+1 = JgiR;l [Um + 03 (Li(2Yns1 — up) — Si_l(um))}

Output: (Y11, V1 nt1s-- - Vmnt1)

where sequences {0,,} and {e,} satisfy the condition (i) and the conditions:

261p = -
0<O< —90,<0O<1land 0, — 0,1 < oo.
O< T > 1

n=1

Then there exists (Y, Uy, . .., Uy) € H X2 X+ - X 2, such that sequence {(Yn, Vin,- -, Vmn)}
converges strongly to (y, v, . . ., U,) and satisfies the Problem 4.2

Proof. Consider the real Hilbert space L = H x (2 X - -+ x {2, endowed with inner product

m

<(£L’, Uty - >UM)7 (yv U1y ... vvm»’C = <$v y)?—l + Z<u“ Uz’>(2i

i=1

and corresponding norm

m
(@, .o um)lle = 4| J2]3 + Z uill%,, V(2 w1, .. tm), (Y01, .. ) € K.
i=1

Further we consider following operators on real Hilbert space X:
1. ¢1: K — 2K, defined by (z,uy, ..., uy) = (Az, P ug, .. Prtug,),
2. ¢y : K — 2K, defined by (z,u1, ..., up) = (Br, Ry 'uy, . .., R uy),
3. £: K — K, defined by (z,uy,...,un) — O Liw;, —Lyx, ..., —Lpx),
4. 9y : K — K, defined by (z,u1, ..., uy) = (Cz, Q7 u, ..., Qplum)

14



5. ¢y : K — K, defined by (z,uy, ..., up) — (Dm, S, . .,S‘lum) )

m

These operators are maximally monotone as A, B, P;, R;, Q;, S;, © = 1,...,m are maximally
monotone, C', D are p1, pio-cocoercive, respectively and ¢ is skew-symmetric, i.e., £* = —¢
([6, Proposition 20.22, 20.23 and Example 20.30]). Now, define the continuous linear operator
V:K — K by,

m
x . up U
(T, U1y ey Upy) — ——E Liv;,, — — Lhz,...,— — Lz |,
T o o

i=1 ! m

which is self-adjoint and p-strongly positive, i.e., (x, VX) > p||x||2- Vx € K [54]. Therefore
inverse of operator V exists and satisfy |[V™!|| < %.
Now, consider the sequences

yn=(yn7 Vin,y--- 7Um,n>7
Vn € N¢ w,=(tn, Uppy - vy Umn), (4.9)

Xy = (pna Qin, -y qm,n)

By taking into account the sequences {y, },{x,} and {u,} and operator V, Algorithm 4.1]
can be rewritten as

enV(y,) — V(xn) — Y1(eny,) € (o1 +&)(Xn)
Vn € N¢ u, = ey, + 0,(%, — €,y,,) (4.10)

Vu,-Vy, ., —¢ou, € (¢2 + §)yn+1-

On further analysing Algorithm[L.1] we get

X, = ']Al (eTLYn - B1<€nyn))
Vn € N¢ u, = ey, + 0.(X, — €,y,,) 4.11)

Y1 = A, (un - B2un)>

where A; = V(¢ + &), By = V11, Ay = V(g + &) and By = V™ 14),. The Algorithm
4.11)) is in the form of Algorithm fory = 1land A, = A;and B; = B;, i = 1,2
Now, we define the real Hilbert space Ky = H X 2, x --- x {2, endowed with inner product

(X,¥) vy = (X, Vy)x and corresponding norm is given by, ||x|/c, = v/ (X, VX)x VX,y € Ky.
In view of real Hilbert space Ky and Algorithm 4.1l we observe the following:

(i) since dom(&) = K, ¢;+& are maximally monotone on K and thus maximal monotonocity
of A; and B; on Ky are followed, for i = 1, 2 [54].

(i) B, are [3;p-cocoercive on Ky as v; are [3;-cocoercive in K [54, Page 672], for: = 1, 2.

(iii) Zer(A; + B)=Zer(V ' (¢; + & + ;))=Zer(¢p; + & + 1), i = 1,2 and from condition
(£8), we can easily obtain that Zer(A; + By) N Zer(As + By) # (.

Since V is self-adjoint and p-strongly positive, weak convergence and strong convergence
of sequences are same in both Hilbert spaces K and Ky. Operators A;,B;, ¢ = 1,2 and
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sequences {6, }, {e,} satisfy the assumptions in Theorem [£.]] therefore, according to Theo-
rem[.1} {y, } converges strongly to (4, 01, .. ., V) € PrOjzer(a,+B,)Zer(As+B5)(0; - - -, 0) in the
space Cy as n — oo. Thus, we obtain the conclusion as (7, U1, ..., Up) € Zer(¢1 + & + 1) N
Zer(¢py + & + 1)9), also satisfy primal-dual Problem (4.2

L

Next, we define a complexly structured convex optimization problem and their Fenchel
duals. Further, we propose an algorithm to solve the considered problem and study the con-
vergence property of algorithm to find simultaneously the common solutions of optimization
problems and common solutions of their Fenchel duals. Let m is a positive integer. We have
considered the following problem:

Problem 4.3. Let f,, f, € I'(H) and hy, h, be convex differentiable function with 7", 115 '
Lipschitz continuous gradients, for some jiq, pio > 0. Let (2; be real Hilbert spaces and g;, l;, s;,t; €
I'(£2;) such that [;, t; are v;, §;-strongly convex, respectively, and L; : H — (2; be non-zero
linear continuous operator Vi = 1,2, ..., m. The optimization problem under consideration is

to find y € H such that

Y € argmingey {fl () + ) (g:0L)(Liz) + hl(x)}

m argmingey { fa(x) +

with its Fenchel-dual problem is to find (v],...,v}) € {1 X - -+ x (2, such that

(03, v5) € argmaz,... >{ (f70m3) ( Zm)—z g:<m+z:<w>>}

1

iMs aMs

(s;,00t;) (L) + hg(![’)} (4.12)

.
Il

D)
)
3
<
3
IS
=
S
m
S
X
X
)

3
/—’H
S"

U

=

*
/‘\

=~

. %

=
N———
MS

st(vg) + 5 (v;)) }(4.13)

i=1

In following corollary, we propose an algorithm and study its convergence behaviour. The
point of convergence will be the solution of Problem

Corollary 4.1. Assume in ProblemHd. 3]

0 € ran <0f1 + ZL: o (0g;001;) o L; + Vh1> mran <0f2 + ZLf o (0s;00t;) o L; + Vhy

i=1 =1
(4.14)
Consider T,0; > 0, i = 1,2, ..., m such that

2pmin{ 3, B2} > 1.
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where

p=min{r ot ..o [ 1—

m
7Y ol Lilf? | .
=1

B =min{py, v1,. .., v} and By = min{pg, 61, . . ., o }-

Consider the iterative scheme with intial point (1,011, ...,Um1) € H X 21 X -+ x (2,
and defined by

P = prox. g, entn — T (€n Doy Livi, + Vh(enzs))]

Uy = €pZy + Op (P — €nTy)

Fori=1,2,....m

Vn € NQ Gin = prog,g: [envin + 0i(Li(2pn — entn) — VI (€nvin))] (4.15)
Uin = €nVin + 00 (qin — €nin)

Tpy1 = ProZopy [Un — T (27;1 Liuin + Vhy(uy))]

Vint1 = ProZg;s* [ui,n + Uz’(Li(2$n+1 - Un) - Vt;k(um))] )

\

where sequences {0,,} and {e,} satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem 3.1l and the conditions:

26:1p = =
0<O< —90,<0O<1land 0, — 0,1 < oo.
461p — 1 ; | |
Then, there exists (T, U1, . .., Um) € HX2 X+ - - X2, such that sequence { (T, V1 pny . .., Umn) }
converges strongly to (T,0y,...,0y) asn — 0o and (T,0y, . . ., Uy,) satisfies Problemd.3]

5. Tikhonov Regularized Douglas-Rachford-type Algorithms

In this section, using Algorithm [3.1] we propose a new Douglas-Rachford algorithm to
solve monotone inclusion problem of sum of two maximally monotone operators. Further
using proposed Douglas-Rachford algorithm, we propose a Douglas-Rachford-type primal-
dual algorithm to solve complexly structured monotone inclusion problem containing linearly
composite and parallel-sum operators.

5.1. Tikhonov Regularized Douglas-Rachford Algorithm

Let A,B : H — 2" be maximally monotone operators. In this section, we consider the
following monotone inclusion problem:

find x € H such that 0 € (A + B)x. (5.1)

We propose a new Douglas-Rachford algorithm based on Algorithm such that generated
sequence converges strongly to a point in the solution set.
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Theorem 5.1. Consider x1 € H and v > O, then algorithm is given by:

Yn = 'yB(enxn)

Zn = 'yA(Qyn - 6nxn)
Tnsr = (20,4 — 1d)(2],5 — Id)u,.

Let Zer(A + B) # 0 and sequences e, € (0,1) and 0,, € (0,2] satisfy the condition (i) in
Theorem 3.1l and the conditions:

0 — -
?§@<1and2|9n—9n_1|<oo.

n=1

0<BO<

Then the following statements are true:
(i) {zn} converges strongly 10 T = projpi i, g ,(0)-
(ii) {yn} and {z,} converges strongly to J,5(z) € Zer(A + B).

Proof. Consider the operator ' = R, 4R,5 : H — 2. From the definition of reflected
resolvent, and definition of operator 7', algorithm (3.2)) can be rewritten as

O,
Tpy1 = RyaR plenv, + ?(RVARVB)(enxn) — enTn}
O,
= T{e,x, + ?(T(enxn) —enTn)}- (5.3)

Since resolvent operator is nonexpansive [6, Corollary 23.10(ii)], 7' is nonexpansive. Sup-
pose z* € Zer(A + B) and results from [, Proposition 25.1(ii)], we have Zer(A + B) =
J5(Fix(T)), which collectively implies that Fix (') # (). Applying Theorem 3.1 with A; =
Ay = A, B; = By = B, we conclued that {z,,} converges strongly t0 Z = projp;yr)(0) as
n — oo.
The continuity of resolvent operator forces the sequence {y,, } to converge strongly to J,pZ €
Zer(A + B). Finally, since z, — y,, = 3(T(eqp,) — €n2,), which converges strongly to 0,
concludes (ii).

]

Problem 5.1. Let f, g : H — RU{oo} are convex proper and lower semicontinuous functions.
Consider the minimization problem

min f(z) + g(z). (5.4)

Using Karush-Kuhn-Tucker condition, (5.4)) is equivalent to solve the inclusion problem
finde € H0 e df(x) + dg(x). (5.5)

In order to solve such type of problem, we propose an iterative scheme and study its con-
vergence behavior which can be summarized in following corollary.
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Corollary 5.1. Let f, g be as in Problem with argmingen{f(x) + g(x)} # 0 and 0 €
sqri(dom f — dom g). Consider the following iterative scheme with x1 € H.:

Yn = Proxg(eny)

Zp = Proy(2yn — enty)
vneNq B (5.6)
Tpy1 = (2prox, s — 1d)(2prox., — Id)uy,,

where v > 0 and sequences {0, } and {e,} satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem [3.1| and the
conditions:

0, — >
0<Q§7§@<1and;|9n 01| < 00

Then we have the following:
(i) {xn} converges strongly to T = projp(r(0) where T' = (2prox. s — Id)(2prox., — Id).
(ii) {y.} and {z,} converge strongly to prox.,(z) € argmingen{f(x) + g(z)}.

Proof. Since argmingen{f(x) + g(x)} # 0 and 0 € sqri(dom f — dom g) ([6, Proposition
7.2]) ensures that Zer(A + B) = argmingen{f(x) + g(z)}. The results can be obtained by
choosing A = df, B = dg in Theorem[5.1] O

5.2. Tikhonov Regularized Douglas-Rachford-type Primal-Dual Algorithm

In this section, we propose Douglas-Rachford-type primal-dual algorithms to solve the
complex-structured monotone inclusion problem having mixtures of composition of linear op-
erators and parallel-sum operators. We consider the monotone inclusion problem is as follows:

Problem 5.2. Let A : H{ — 2" be a maximally monotone operator. Consider for each i =
1,...,m, §2; is a real Hilbert space, P;, Q; : £2; — 2% are maximally monotone operators and
L; : H — (2; are nonzero linear continuous operator. The primal inclusion problem is to find
Z € H satisfying

0€ AT + i L:(POQ;)(Liz)

i=1

together with dual inclusion problem

. _ _ — Z:il L:’(_JZ c Az
find vy € £24,...,0y € (2, such that (Jz € H) { o € (POQN(Lix), i = 1,....m. 5.7
Here, operators P;, Q;,i = 1, ..., m are not cocoercive, thus to solve the Problem [5.2] we

have to evaluate the resolvent of each operator, which makes the Douglas-Rachford algorithm
based primal-dual algorithm is more appropriate to solve the problem.

Theorem 5.2. In addition to assumption in Problem[3.2] we assume that
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Ocran | A+ Y Lio(POQ)oL;|. (5.8)

i=1
Consider the strictly positive integers 7,0;,1 = 1, ..., m satisfying
m
7Y ol Lif|* < 4. (5.9)
i=1
Consider the initial point (1,011, ...,0m1) € H X §2; X -+ X §2,. The primal- dual

algorithm to solve Problem[5.2)is given by
Algorithm 5.1: To optimize the complexly structured monotone inclusion Problem

5.2
Input:

1. initial points (x1,011, ..., Um1) € H X 2 X -+ X .
2. strictly positive real numbers T, 0;, i = 1,2, ...,m be such that 7y ;" ;|| Li||* < 4.
3. sequences e, € (0,1),6, € (0,2]

Forn € N;
Pin = JTA(enxn - %en Z;Zl L;‘kvi,n)
Wi,n = 2p1,n — €y
Fori:=1,....m;
D2in = Jgipzfl(envi,n + %Liwl,n)
Wa,in = 2p2,z',n — EpUin

Zl,n = wlm - % 27;1 L:w2,i,n

Ul n = Endp + Hn(zl,n - pl,n)
For:=1,....m;

224n = JoiQ;l(wli,n + %Li(2zl,n - wl,n))
Ugin = €nVin + On(22in — P2in)
din = JTA(ULH - % er;l L;k (u2,i,n))
Sin = 2q1,n — Uin
For:=1,....,m;

‘ q2in = Jgipzfl (u2,i,n + %Lisl,n)

S24in = 2q2,i,n — U2,in
dl,n = S1n — % Z:il L:(S2,i,n)
Lpt1 = 2d1,n — S1n
Fori:=1,....m;
‘ dain = JO’iQ;l(SZivn + G Li(Tny1))
V2,in = 2d2,i,n — S24n

Output: (fl:'n+1, 'Ul,n-i-la e 7'Um,n+1)

where sequences {0, } and {e, } satisfy the condition (i) in Theorem3_Iland the conditions:
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0<O<<B< land;wn—en_ﬂ < 0.
Then there exist an element (T,0q,...,0,) € H X 21 X -+ X (2, such that following

Statements are true:

(a) Denote
pr="Jea (T =530, Livi)
Poi = J, p-1 (Ui + G Li(2p1 — ) ,i = 1,...,m. Then the point (py, 2,1, - - - Pam) €

H X 4 x -+ x (2, is a primal-dual solution of Problem|5.2]

(b) {(zn, Vi, Umn)} converges strongly to (T, vy, . .., Up,).

(C) {(pl,mp2,1,m e 7p2,m,n)} and{(ZLn, ZQ,I,TH R Z2,m,n)} converge StrOngly to (]517]52,17 L

Proof. Consider the real Hilbert space C and operators

() ¢: K — 25, defined by (z,u1, ..., up) — (Az, Py ug, .. Polug,),

(i) &: K — K, defined by (x,u1, ..., up) — O iy Liu;, —Liz, ..., —Lyx),
(iii) v : K — 2%, defined by ¥ (z, u1, ..., Up) = (O, Q' uy, ..., Q;}um) .

We can observe the following:

(i) operator %5 + ¢ and %5 + ¢ are maximally monotone as dom £ = K ([6, Corollary
24.4(1))),

(ii) condition (3.8) implies Zer(¢ + & + 1)) # 0,
(iii) every point in Zer(¢ + £ + 1) solves Problem [5.2]

Define the linear continuous operator W : K — X, defined by

1 & 1 m 1
Wz, ug, ... Uy) = (z——Zqui,%——le,...,u———me>
> 1

The operator W is p- strongly positive in Ky ([54]) and satisfies the following inequality

(x, Wz)xc > pllz||f Vz € K.

21
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Thus the inverse of W exists and satisfies |[W™!|| < %. Consider the sequences

( X, = (T, Vi - -+, Vin)
Yo = (P10, P21m5 - - s D2,min)
Zn = (Z1ns 2215 - -5 22.mm)
Vn € N¢ w, = (Ui, U210y - -+ U2mom) (5.10)
a4, = (G0 ©ans - - Gmn)
S, = (Sl,m S2.1,my - s 827m7n)
(| d, = (dyn,daim, - domn)-

Using the definition of operators ¢, £, 1) and W, Algorithm[3.1l can be written equivalently as

([ W(ewx, —y,) € ( +9)y,
W(2y, — enxp — Zn) € (3¢ + )z,
u, = e X, +0,(z, -y,

W(u, —q,) € (3£ +¢)
W(s, —d,) € (56 + )
Xpn+1 = 2dn — Sp,

) 11
Vn € N (q | (5.1D)

which is further equivalent to

[y, = (Id+W (56 + ¢)) ' (enxn)
= (Id+ W' (L6 + )2y, — enx,)
w, = e X, + 0,(z, —y,)
VneNQ q,=(Id+W (i +¢))H(u,) (5.12)
S, = 2q,, — u,
d, = (Id+ W (36 +4)) " (sn)

Xn_;’_l - 2dn - Sn

\

Now, consider the real Hilbert space Kw = H X {2, X --- x {2, with inner product and norm
defined as

(X,¥)icw = (X, Wy) and ||x]|c,, = v/ (X, WX)c respectively.

Now, define the operators A = W'(3£ 4+ ¢) and B = W!(1¢ + ¢), which are maximally
monotone on Ky as %f + ¢ and %5 + 1) are maximally monotone on K. The Algorithm[5.1]can
be written in the form of Douglas-Rachford algorithm as

Y. = JB(ean)
Vn e N¢ w, = e, X, + 0, (Ja(2y,, — €:Xn) — ¥,,) (5.13)
Xn+1 = (2JA — Id)(2JB — Id)Zn,
which is of the form Algorithm (3.2) for v = 1. From assumption (3.8)), we have
Zer(A +B) = Zer(W ' (M+S + Q)) = Zer(M + S + Q).

Applying Theorem 5.1} we can find X € Fix(Ra Rp) such that JgX € Zer(A + B). ]
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At the end of this section, we study iterative technique to solve following convex optimiza-
tion problem:

Problem 5.3. Let f € I'(H). Consider (2; are real Hilbert spaces, ¢;,l; € ['(£2;) and L; : H —

{2; are linear continuous operators, i = 1, ..., m. The optimization problem is given by
inf U0 ) (L 5.14
inf | f(2)+ ;(9 )(Lix) (5.14)

with conjugate-dual problem is given by

sup {—f* (‘ Z Lf%‘) - Z(g;k(vz) + l:(vz))} . (5.15)

v;€02,i=1,2,...m i—1

Consider stricly positive integers 7, 0;,7 = 1, ..., m and initial point (z1,v11,...,Vm1) €
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H x 2; X -+ X (2,,. The primal-dual algorithm to solve Problem[5.3]is given by

Algorithm 5.2: To optimize the complexly structured monotone inclusion Problem

5.3

Input:

1. initial points (21, V11, ..., Vm1) € H X £2; X -+ X (2.
2. Positive real numbers 7, 0;, i = 1,2, ..., m be such that 7 >_1" | oy || L;]|* < 4.

3. The sequences {6, }, {e,} satisfying the assumptions in Theorem [5.2]

Forn € N;
Pin = pr0$rf(€nl'n - %en Z:ll szi,n)
Wi,n = 2p1,n — €y
Fori=1,...,m;
D2in = proxaigf(envi,n + %Liwl,n)
W2 = 2p2,i,n — €EpUin
Z1p = Win — % Z:il L:w2,i,n
Ui n = Endy + en(zl,n - pl,n)
Fori:=1,...,m;
22,im = PrOTolx (wa,in + %Li(QZI,n —W1,))
Ugin = €nVin + On(22in — P2in)
qi,n = PTOXrf (ul,n - % 27;1 L;k (u2,i,n))
Sin = 2q1,n — Uin
Fori:=1,...,m;
q2in = PTO0xq;g* (u2,i,n + %Lisl,n)
S24in = 2q2,i,n — U2,in
tl,n = S1i;n — %ZZZl L:($2,i,n)
Tpy1 = 2t1,n — Sin
Fori:=1,...,m;

‘ toin = ProZe,: (S2,im + 5 Li(Tni1))

Voin = 2t2,i,n — S24in

Output: (2,41, V10415 Vmont1)

where {0,,} and {e,, } are real sequences.

Corollary 5.2. In addition to assumptions in Problem consider

0 € ran <8f + Z L} o (0¢;8301;) o Li> .

i=1

Then, there exists an element (T,01,...,0,) € H X {21 X -+ X (2, such that following

Statements are true:

(a) Denote
pr=proz.y (¥ — 5 320, L)

D2,i = ProXe,g: (T),- + G L;i(2p; — :Z")) .9 =1,...,m. Thenthe point (p1,Da1, . - .,Pam) €

H X 4 x -+ x (2, is a primal-dual solution of Problem|[3.3]
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(D) {(Tn, Vi, Vmn)} converges strongly to (T, vy, . .., Up).

(C) {(pl,n7p2,1,n7 s 7p2,m,n)} and{(zl,na ZZ,l,na ey Z2,m,n)} converge Serl’lgly to (ﬁlaﬁZl) cee

6. Numerical Experiment

In this section, we make an experimental setup to solve the wavelet based image deblur-
ring problem. In image deblurring, we develop mathematical methods to recover the original,
sharp image from blurred image. The mathematical formulation of the blurring process can be
written as linear inverse problem,

find z € R such that Az = b+ w (6.1)

where A € R™* is a blurring operator, b € R™ is blurred image and w is an unknown noise.
A classical approach to solve Problem (6.1)) is to minimize the least-square term ||Ax — b||2.
In the deblurring case, the problem is ill-conditioned as the norm solution has a huge norm.
To remove the difficulty, the ill-conditioned problem is replaced by a nearly well-conditioned
problem. In wavelet domain, most images are sparse in nature, that’s why we choose /; regu-
larization. For [, regularization, the image processing problem becomes

min F(z) = |[|Az — b||* + X|z||1, (6.2)
z€R2
where \ is a sparsity controlling parameter and provides a tradeoff between fidelity to the
measurements and noise sensitivity. The /; regularization produces sparse images having sharp
edges since it is less sensitive to outliers. Using subdifferential characterization of the minimum
of a convex function, a point * minimizes F'(x) if and only if

0 € AT(Ax* —b) + ON|z* |1

Thus we can apply forward-backward Algorithm with A, = Ay = AT(Az* — b) and
By = By = 0\||z*||; to solve the deblurring problem (6.2).

For numerical experiment purposes, we have chosen images from publicly available do-
main and assumed reflexive (Neumann) boundary conditions. We blurred the images using
gaussian blur of size 9 x 9 and standard deviation 4. We have compared the algorithm
with [9, Algorithm 8]. The operator A = RW, where W is the three stage haar wavelet trans-
form and R is the blur operator. The original and corresponding blurred images were shown in
Figure[Il The regularization parameter was chosen to be A\ = 2 x 107°, and the initial image
was the blurred image. The objective function value is denoted by F'(z*) and function value
at n' iteration is denoted by F'(z,,). Sequences {e,} and {6,} are chosen as {1 — n%rl} and
{0.9} respectively. The images recovered by the algorithms for 1000 iterations are shown in
the figure. The graphical representation of convergence of F'(x,,) — F'(z*) is depicted in Figure
2l For deblurring methods, lower the value of F'(x,) — F'(z*) higher the quality of recovered
images.

It can be observed from Figures [2] and [3 that proposed Algorithm outperforms over
[9, Algorithm 8]. This can also be confirmed from the peak signal to noise ratio (PSNR) value
of the recovered images and the fact that higher the PSNR value, better the image quality. The
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(a) Original. (b) Blurred

(c) Original (d) Blurred
Figure 1: The original and blurred images of Lenna and crowd. Peak signal to noise ratio (PSNR) of image (b) is

28.3111 and of image (d) is 21.3171

variation of PSNR value of recovered image at each iteration with original image as a reference
is also plotted in Figure 4
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