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Abstract

The linear primal-dual hybrid gradient (PDHG) method is a first-order method that splits
convex optimization problems with saddle-point structure into smaller subproblems. Un-
like those obtained in most splitting methods, these subproblems can generally be solved
efficiently because they involve simple operations such as matrix-vector multiplications or
proximal mappings that are fast to evaluate numerically. This advantage comes at the
price that the linear PDHG method requires precise stepsize parameters for the problem
at hand to achieve an optimal convergence rate. Unfortunately, these stepsize parameters
are often prohibitively expensive to compute for large-scale optimization problems, such
as those in machine learning. This issue makes the otherwise simple linear PDHG method
unsuitable for such problems, and it is also shared by most first-order optimization meth-
ods as well. To address this issue, we introduce accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods that
achieve an optimal convergence rate with stepsize parameters that are simple and efficient
to compute. We prove rigorous convergence results, including results for strongly convex
or smooth problems posed on infinite-dimensional reflexive Banach spaces. We illustrate
the efficiency of our methods on ¢1-constrained logistic regression and entropy-regularized
matrix games. Our numerical experiments show that the nonlinear PDHG methods are
considerably faster than competing methods.

Keywords: Convex optimization, primal-dual hybrid gradient splitting methods, Breg-
man divergences, logistic regression, matrix games.

1. Introduction

Overview

The linear primal-dual hybrid gradient (PDHG) method is a first-order splitting method for
minimizing the sum of two convex functions Chambolle and Pock (2011, 2016b); Esser et al.
(2010); Pock and Chambolle (2011); Pock et al. (2009); Zhu and Chan (2008). It works by
splitting the sum into smaller subproblems, each of which is easier to solve. These subprob-
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lems, unlike those obtained from most splitting methods, can generally be solved efficiently
because they involve simple operations such as matrix-vector multiplications or proximal
mappings that are fast to evaluate numerically. This makes the linear PDHG method flex-
ible and easy to implement for solving a wide range of constrained and nondifferentiable
optimization problems. Due to this advantage, the linear PDHG method is widely used
for solving problems in imaging science Benning et al. (2016); Bredies and Holler (2015);
Estellers et al. (2015); Gilboa et al. (2016); Knoll et al. (2016 ); Kongskov et al. (2019); Rigie and La Riviere
(2015), optimal control Faessler et al. (2016); Kirchner et al. (2018), compressive sens-
ing Foucart and Rauhut (2013b); Hou et al. (2019), distributed optimization Pesquet and Repetti
(2014); Scaman et al. (2018, 2019), and optimal transport Carrillo et al. (2021); Dvurechensky et al.
(2018); Ferradans et al. (2014); Gangbo et al. (2019); Liu et al. (2021); Papadakis et al.
(2014). It is also used, to a limited extent, for solving large-scale problems in machine
learning Arridge et al. (2019); Barlaud et al. (2021); Cevher et al. (2014); Hien and Gillis
(2021); Polson et al. (2015); Schaeffer (2017); Yanez and Bach (2017).

Despite its flexibility and ease of implementation, the linear PDHG method requires
precise stepsize parameters for the problem at hand to to achieve an optimal convergence
rate. Unfortunately, these stepsize parameters are often prohibitively expensive to compute
for large-scale optimization problems. This issue makes the otherwise simple linear PDHG
method unsuitable for solving large-scale optimization problems, such as those in machine
learning. This issue is shared by most first-order optimization methods as well.

To illustrate this point, consider the £1-constrained logistic regression problem

1 m
inf — —[Bli([wli,v)
vlél[é‘d E log (1 +e > , (1)
loly<x =1

where {[u);, [b];}, denote a collection of m feature vectors [u]; € R? with labels [b]; €
{—1,+1} and A > 0 is a parameter. This problem can be solved using the linear PDHG
method as follows. Let B denote the m x d matrix whose rows are the elements —[b];[u];,
let B* denote its matrix transpose, and let || B|[,, denote the largest singular value of B.
Formally, the linear PDHG method computes a global minimum of problem (1) via the
iterations (Chambolle and Pock, 2016b, Algorithm 5)Moreau (1965)

zp = wi + op B(vy, 4 Ok [vg — vi_1]),

in d 1 2, Zm fwl:/
Wyt = 2 —argmin ¢ = [[w — zxl|; + — ) log (14—6“” "k) ,
+ wER™ {2 2 m pr

o1
V41 = argmin ) v — (vi — Tkak-i-l)Hg)
veER™
[lv]l; <A

Opr1 = 1/V1+4moy, Tpp1 = T/0k1 and  opp1 = Oppi0,

where v_1 = vy are vectors in the interior of the d-dimensional /1-ball of radius A, wy is a
vector in R™, and 79 > 0, 09 = 1/ (HBH%2 7o) and 6§y = 0 are the initial stepsize parameters.
The updates for w1 and vi4q in (2) can be evaluated efficiently using standard first
or second-order optimization methods and efficient ¢;-ball projection algorithms Condat
(2016), respectively. The other operations in the updates can all be computed exactly in at
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most O(md) operations. The convergence rate for this method is O(1/k?) in the number
of iterations k, which is the best possible achievable rate of convergence for this problem in
the Nesterov class of optimal first-order methods Nesterov (2018).

Attaining this optimal rate of convergence requires a precise estimate of the largest
singular value |Blly, of the matrix B. However, this quantity takes on the order of
O(min(m?2d, md?)) operations to compute Hastie et al. (2009). This computational cost
makes it essentially impossible to estimate the largest singular value for large matrices.
Line search methods and other heuristics are often used to bypass this issue, but they typ-
ically slow down the convergence. Most first-order optimization methods used for solving
large-scale optimization problems share this issue as well.

To address this issue, we present novel accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods that can
achieve an optimal rate of convergence with stepsize parameters that are simple and effi-
cient to compute. Returning to the previous example, let || B||, , denote the maximum ¢,

norm of a column of the matrix B and define new parameters 79 > 0, 69 = 1/ (HB||%2 70)

and = 0. In addition, let _; = xg denote vectors contained in the interior of the 2d-
dimensional unit simplex Agg, let y{ denote a vector in the m-dimensional cube (0,1/m)™,
let [wg)i = log (m[ygli/(1 — mlyjli)) for i € {1,...,m}, and let (A] — A) denote the hor-
izontal concatenation of the matrices A and —A. Then, we show in Sections 4.4 and 5.1
that the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method

ﬁ)k-i-l = <4m6’kmk + 4m6’ké (ack — a:k_l) + ’ﬁ)k) /(1 + 4m6’k),
1

m + me [Wr+1li
[y e [A* Yk yqls

S jalmije A VR
Vi1 = MA | —A)@p11
Ops1=1/\/1+4méy, #pe1 =7/0kr1, and  Gpp1 = Opi164,

forie{1,...,m},

[yZ+1]i =

[kl = for j € {1,...,n}, (3)

computes a global minimum of problem (1) through the iterates vy. Moreover, the conver-
gence rate is O(1/k?) in the number of iterations &, which is the best possible achievable rate
of convergence for this problem in the Nesterov class of optimal first-order methods Nesterov
(2018).

Unlike in the linear PDHG method (2), the stepsize parameters in the nonlinear PDHG
method (3) are computed in optimal ©(md) operations from the matrix norm [|All;,. In
addition, the computational bottleneck in the iterates consists of matrix-vector multipli-
cations that can be computed in O(md) operations or better with appropriate parallel
algorithms. Thus all stepsize parameters and updates in the nonlinear method (3) are
computed in quadratic O(md) time, in contrast to the stepsize parameters in the linear
method (2) which are computed in cubic O(min(m?2d, md?)) time. Numerical experiments
in Section (6) show that the nonlinear PDHG method (3) converges 5 to 10 times faster
than the linear PDHG method (2).
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Related work

The linear PDHG method was introduced at around the same time by Pock et al. (2009)
and Esser et al. (2010) to solve problems in imaging science (see also earlier work from
Popov (1980); Zhu and Chan (2008)). The convergence of the linear PDHG method for
problems posed on Euclidean spaces was later proven by Chambolle and Pock (2011). In
addition to a proof of convergence, their work provided accelerated schemes of the linear
PDHG method for problems with some degree of smoothness or strong convexity or both.

Since then, many variants and extensions of the linear PDHG method have been pro-
posed; see Chambolle and Pock (2016a,b); Chambolle et al. (2018) for further details and
references. A partial list of these variants include: overrelaxed Condat (2013); He and Yuan
(2012), inertial Lorenz and Pock (2015), operator, forward-backward, and proximal-gradient
splitting Bot et al. (2015); Combettes et al. (2014); Davis and Yin (2017); Drori et al. (2015);
Vi (2013), multistep Chen et al. (2014), stochastic Palaniappan and Bach (2016); Chambolle et al.
(2018); Fercoq and Bianchi (2019); Pesquet and Repetti (2014); Valkonen (2016); Wen et al.
(2016); Yanez and Bach (2017), and nonlinear Chambolle and Pock (2016b); Hohage and Homann
(2018) variants, including the mirror descent method Nemirovski (2004). Here, we focus on
nonlinear PDHG methods.

The extension of the linear PDHG method to the nonlinear setting was first done, to
our knowledge, by Hohage and Homann (2018) to solve non-smooth convex optimization
problems posed on Banach spaces. A nonlinear PDHG method for solving such problems
using nonlinear proximity operators based on Bregman divergences was later proposed by
Chambolle and Pock (2016h). Their work also provided an accelerated and partially non-
linear scheme for solving strongly convex problems. Their scheme is not fully nonlinear,
however, as it requires one of the Bregman divergence to be a quadratic function. Moreover,
their work did not provide accelerated nonlinear schemes for smooth convex problems or
smooth and strongly convex problems.

Our contributions

This paper contributes accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods that achieve an optimal rate
of convergence in the Nesterov class of optimal first-order methods with stepsize parameters
that are simple and efficient to compute. To do so, we extend the theory of accelerated non-
linear PDHG methods initiated in Chambolle and Pock (2016h) to solve optimization prob-
lems on Banach spaces with nonlinear proximity operators based on Bregman divergences.
The main theoretical results and accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods are described in Sec-
tion 4. We prove rigorous convergence results, including results strongly convex or smooth
problems posed on infinite-dimensional reflexive Banach spaces. In addition, we provide
in Section 5 practical implementations of accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods for ¢;-
constrained logistic regression and zero-sum matrix games with entropy regularization, and
we perform numerical experiments on these problems in Section 6 to compare the running
times of nonlinear PDHG methods to other commonly-used first-order optimization meth-
ods. Our numerical experiments show that the nonlinear PDHG methods are considerably
faster than competing methods.

The results we present are generally applicable to convex-concave saddle-point optimiza-
tion problems posed on real reflexive Banach spaces. Before proceeding toward the technical
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setup considered in the next section, we describe some key symbols and the notation used
in the remainder of this paper in Table 1. For a list of concepts and facts from real, convex

and functional analysis that are used in this paper, see Appendix A.

Table 1: Notation

Notation Meaning

X Real reflexive Banach space endowed with norm |||,

X* Dual space of all continuous linear functionals defined on X

x— (¥, x) Value of the functional =* at =

| 1] 1 Norm over the dual space X™: [|z*| y« = sup|q)| -1 (", )

A X =Y Bounded linear operator between two reflexive Banach spaces X and Y

A*: Y* — X* | Adjoint operator of A

1Alop Operator norm of A: [|A[|,, = supjz -1 Az = SUP [y, =1 | A* Y|

| All2.5 Largest singular value of an m x n real matrix A

|All1 5 Maximum ¢3 norm of a column of an m x n real matrix A

Al s Maximum /¢, norm of a column of an m x n real matrix A

(A | B) Horizontal concatenation of two m x n matrices A and B

int C Interior of a non-empty subset C

dom g Domain of a function g

Lo(X) Set of proper, convex and lower semicontinuous functions defined on X

Jdg(x) Subdifferential of a function g € T'o(X) at x € X

g Convex conjugate of a function g

I, n X n identity matrix

A, Unit simplex over R™: A, = {z € R": 3" [z]; = 1}

Hn(x) Negative entropy of @ € Ap: Hp(x) =37 []; log ([z];)

vecmax () Maximum component of the vector € R": vecmax(x) = max ([z]1, ..., [z],)
2. Setup

We are interested here with convex-concave saddle-point problems posed on real reflexive
Banach spaces. Concretely, let X and ) denote two real reflexive Banach spaces endowed
with norms |[-[| and [|-]|y,, and let A: X — ) denote a bounded linear operator between
those two spaces. We consider the following convex-concave saddle-point problem

(y*, Az) — h*(y")} (4)

inf sup {g(x) +
xeX yEY*

where g € T'o(X) and h € I'yg(Y). Formally, this is the primal-dual formulation associated
to the primal problem

inf {g(@) + h(Az)) (5)
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and the dual problem
sup {—g"(—=A"y*) — h*(y")}. (6)
y*ey*

The objective function £: X x Y* — RU {4oc0} in the saddle-point problem (4), namely
Lz, y*) = g(x) + (y*, Az) — h*(y"), (7)

is called the Lagrangian of the primal and dual problems (5) and (6). Solutions to the
saddle-point problem (4), when they exist, are saddle points of the Lagrangian (7) (see
Definition (A.10) and Fact (A.5)).

This work focuses on accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods designed to compute saddle
points of (4), and therefore solutions to the primal and dual problems (5) and (6). We
describe below the formalism behind the nonlinear PDHG method. Let ¢x € T'o(X) and
dy+ € To(Y*) denote two essentially smooth and essentially strictly convex functions, and
consider their corresponding Bregman divergences:

Dy (x,2) = ¢x(x) — (&) — (Vox (), — )
Dy, (Y*,5%) = 0y-(y™) = ¢y=(§") = (¥* = 7", Vor-(§")) -

Formally, we propose using these Bregman divergence to alternate in (4) a nonlinear prox-
imal descent step in the variable  and a nonlinear proximal ascent step in the variable y*
as follows: .
& = argmin {g(a:) + (¥, Az) + =Dy, (x, m)}
xEX T
) (®)
" = argmax {—h*(y*) +(y*, Az) — =Dy . (y*, g*)} )
y*ey* g
The iteration scheme (8) takes the stepsize parameters 7,0 > 0, initial points (&,y*) €
X x V*, and intermediate points (&,g*) € X x Y* to output the new points (&,g*). The
nonlinear PDHG method consists of this iteration scheme with appropriate parameter values
and initial and intermediate points to attain an optimal convergence rate.

ASSUMPTIONS

(A1) The two functions g and h are proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex over their
respective domains X and ). Moreover, the primal problem (5) has at least one
solution and there exists a point @ € dom g such that Ax € dom h and h is continuous
at Ax.

(A2) The two functions ¢y and ¢y~ are proper, lower semicontinuous, and convex over their
respective domains X and Y*. Moreover, ¢ and ¢y« are both essentially smooth and
essentially strictly convex.

(A3) The domains of the two functions g and ¢y satisfy the inclusion dom d¢g C int(dom ¢yx),
and at least one of g and ¢y is supercoercive.

(A4) The domains of the two functions h* and ¢y~ satisfy the inclusion dom 0h* C int(dom ¢y+),

and at least one of h* and ¢y~ is supercoercive.
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(A5) The two functions ¢x and ¢y~ are 1-strongly convex with respect to ||-||, and |||
on their respective domains.

y*

Assumptions (A1) ensures that the primal problem (5) and dual problem (6) each has at
least one solution (Ekeland and Temam, 1999, Theorem 4.1), and that the saddle-point
problem (4) has at least one saddle point (Ekeland and Temam, 1999, Proposition 3.1).
Assumptions (A1)-(A4) ensure that the Bregman divergences of ¢ and ¢y- and the mini-
mization problems in the iteration (8) satisfy the properties described by Facts A.7 and A.8
in Appendix A. Finally, assumption (A5) is used later in Section 3 and 4 to prove the
convergence of the nonlinear PDHG methods. We note that the domain inclusions in (A3)
and (A4) are more restrictive than those assumed in Chambolle and Pock (2016b) and are
necessary for the optimization methods to work (see Fact. A.8).

Under assumptions (A1)-(A4) and an appropriate choice of stepsize parameters, initial
points, and intermediate points, the iteration scheme (8) is well-defined and satisfies a
descent rule:

Lemma 2.1. Assume (A1)-(A4) hold, and assume the iteration scheme (8) takes as input
the stepsize parameters T,0 > 0, initial points (&,y*) € dom dg x dom Oh*, and interme-
diate points (Z,9") € X x Y*. Then the iteration scheme (8) generates a unique output
(,9") € dom dg x dom Oh*, and for every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h* the output (&,9")
satisfies the descent rule

~ * ~ 3k 1 — A — A~
‘C(mvy ) —£($,y ) < ; (D¢X(m7m) _D¢X(m7m) _D¢X(m7m))

42 (Do (0.5~ Do (7.5~ Do 0™57) )
T -7 A - 2) ~ ("~ 5 A — ).

Proof See Appendix B. |

3. The basic nonlinear primal-dual hybrid gradient method

The basic nonlinear PDHG method takes two stepsize parameters 7,0 > 0 and an initial
pair of points (zg,y) € dom dg x dom Oh* to generate the iterates

Ty, 1 = argmin {g(:c) + (y;, Az) + lD(M(a:, a:k)}
zEX T

) (10)

Vi —agmax {07 + (07, Ao - 00) - 2D (07,00 |
yrey

Under assumptions (A1)-(A4), Lemma 2.1 applies to method (10), and starting from the
input (2o, y§) the method (10) generates a unique output (x1,y;) € dom dg x dom Oh*. A
simple induction argument using Lemma 2.1 then shows that (x,y}) € dom dg x dom Oh*
for every k € N. As such, method (10) is well-defined. In addition, under assumption (A5)
and appropriate conditions on the values of the stepsize parameters 7 and o, the nonlinear
PDHG method (10) satisfies the following properties:
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Proposition 3.1. Assume (A1)-(A5) hold and assume 7,0 > 0 satisfy the strict inequality
2

TO HAHOp < 1. (11)

Let (xo,yg) be a pair of points contained in dom Og x dom Oh*, let (xs,y%) be a saddle

point of the Lagrangian (7), and let K € N. Consider the sequence of iterates {(xy, y})H,

generated by the nonlinear PDHG method (10) from the initial points (xo,yg), define the
averages

1 & 1 &
XK:EZ::IJIC and Y73 :EZyZ,
k=1 k=1
and for (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, define the quantity

Then:

(a) For every (x,y*) € dom gxdom h* and nonnegative integer k, the output (41, yj ;)
of the nonlinear PDHG method (10) satisfies the descent rule

L(@p11,9") = L(,Ypi1) < A2, Y7) = Appa (2, 97). (13)

(b) For every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h* and K € N, we have the estimate

: 1tV Al (1 L
£OXko") - £l ¥ i) € — T (10, (@) + 2 Doy 30))

1—1o|A 1 1 .
- K = <FD¢X(m7mK) + ;D¢y* (y*ny)> )

(14)
and for (x,y*) = (xs,y?), the global bound
1 1 1+y7a|lAl,, (1 1
-D s —D ©YK) < 2 (=D 55 —Dy.,. (Y5, Y0) | -
- ¢X(m 7mK)+O_ (by*(ys’yK) 1_\/ﬁ||A||Op <7_ (bx(m m0)—1_0_ oy (ys y(]))
(15)

(¢) [Convergence properties] The sequences {(zy, y5)}i2] and {(X k,Y )} 5=, are bounded,
and the latter has a subsequence that converges weakly to a saddle point of the La-
grangian (7). If, in addition, the spaces X and Y* are finite-dimensional, then the
sequences {(xy, y;) }2] and {(X i, Y i)} 2, both converge strongly to the same sad-
dle point.

Proof See Appendix C. [ ]
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4. Accelerated nonlinear primal-dual hybrid gradient methods

In this section, we describe accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (10) that are suitable when
the functions g and h* in the saddle-point problem (4) have additional structure beyond
that stated in assumptions (A1)-(A5). Specifically, we assume either one or both of these
statements:

(A6) There is a positive number v, such that the function x — g(x) — 401 () is convex.

(A7) There is a positive number vy« such that the function y* — h*(y*) — ypdy«(y*) is
convex.

With assumptions (A1)-(A7), the descent rule (9) in Lemma 2.1 is improved: For every
(z,y*) € dom g x dom h*, the output (&, ") satisfies

£o.y") - £(0.87) < - (Do (.) = Doyl@2) —

1 * —x% PNTp—— 1+7h*0 * A
+;(D¢y*(y ,§) — Dy, (§%,5")) — (7) Dy, (y*,3")

+@ -9 Al -2) - (¥ -9 A@@ - 2)).
(16)
The proof of inequality (16) is nearly identical to the proof of inequality (9), with the only
difference that we use the stronger inequality (58) (see Fact A.8(iii)) on each line of the
iteration scheme (8) to get

1+ y7
T

N

9(&) — 9(#) < L (D (0,2) — Dy (,)) — ( ) Dy (.2) + (G2 — &).

and
* [~k * 1 - P — 1 +’Yh*0' ~ % ~ % ~
W) -1 (y") < - (Do (Y*,G*) — Dy, (97,7 )))—<7> Dy, (y*. 97)—(y" — 9", Az) .

Inequality (16) then follows from these two inequalities and the same steps used to prove

the descent rule (9) in Lemma 2.1.

Remark 4.1. Assumptions (A1)-(A7) imply that g is ~4-strongly convex over dom g N
dom ¢y and h* is yp«-strongly convexr over dom h* N ¢y=. For example,

o(&) — 2 ol = (9(2) ~ 2p6(a)) + (6200 - |l )

for every @ € dom g Ndom ¢y, and as the set dom g N dom ¢y is conver and the right
hand side is the sum of two convex functions, the left hand side is also conve.

Remark 4.2. In light of Remark 4.1 and Fact A.5, if assumptions (A1) and (A6) hold,
then the primal problem (5) has a unique solution. Likewise, if assumptions (A1) and (A7)
hold, then the dual problem (6) has a unique solution. Finally, if assumptions (A1) and
(A6)-(A7) hold, then the Lagrangian (7) has a unique saddle point.
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The additional terms in (16) allow us to create accelerated methods with better con-
vergence rate than the O(1/K) rate for estimate (14). The first accelerated method, which
we describe in Section 4.1, has a sublinear O(1/K?) convergence rate and is applicable if
assumption (A6) hold. A variant of the first accelerated method, which we describe in
Section 4.2, has a sublinear O(1/K?) convergence rate and is applicable if assumption (A7)
hold. The second accelerated method, which we describe in Section 4.3, has a linear con-
vergence rate and is applicable if both assumptions (A6) and (A7) hold. We also present
another variant of this method in Section 4.4.

4.1 Accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods for strongly convex problems

This accelerated nonlinear PDHG method requires statement (A6) to hold with v, > 0. It
takes two parameters 6y € (0,1] and op > 0, a set parameter 79 = 1/(||A||(2)p 00), an initial
point &y € dom Jg, and the initial points y* | = y§ € dom Oh™ to generate the iterates

s — argmin {g<m> (gl + Oyl — vl ), A7) + LD, (o, .m}
xeX Tk

1 (1)
v = agmac{ —h() " Ai) — Doy (' 50}
yrey* Ok
where the parameters 73, oy, 05 for k € N satisfy the recurrence relations
1
(18)

Opy1 = ———, Thy1="0kp17k, and opy1 = Jk/9k+1-
1 + VgTk

Under assumptions (A1)-(A4), Lemma 2.1 applies to method (17), and the method generates
points (xy,y;) that are contained in dom dg x dom Oh*. As such, method (17) is well-
defined. If, in addition, assumptions (A5)-(A6) hold, then this method satisfies the following
properties:

Proposition 4.1. Assume (A1)-(A6) hold. Let 6y € (0,1], o9 > 0 and 79 = 1/(HAH(2)p 00),
let (xo,y() € dom Og x dom Oh*, let y* | = y§, and let (xs,y:) denote a saddle point of
the Lagrangian (7). Consider the sequence of iterates {(xy,y})} | with K € N generated
by the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (17) and the recurrence relations (18) from the
initial points (xo,ys) and y* | and initial parameters 19, oo and Oy. Define the averages

K K
Ok—1 1 Ok—1 1 Ok—1
Tk = — Xg=— ——x and Y =— —y
Z (o) TK ; (o) TK kzzl (o) k
and for (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, the quantity

Ap(x,y") = T_kD¢X(m’ mk)—l_o__kD(f’y* (y*7yk)+o__kD¢y* (Wi Y1) 0k (Yk — Yi1, Al — ) -

(19)
Then:

(a) For every (z,y*) € dom gxdom h* and nonnegative integer k, the output (41, yj )
of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (17) satisfies the descent rule

L(®p11,Y") — L(&,Ypi1) < Ar(@,Y") — Biga (@, 97) /Orp1- (20)

10
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(b) For every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, we have the estimate
* * * o *
Tic (E(X 1, y") = £, Y i) < Ao(,y”) = Al y”) (21)

and, for the choice of the saddle point (x,y*) = (xs,y:), the global bound

Vg

1 (s}
_ Y p L by ) < Ax(zay) < Z2Ag(may). (22
1+’Yg7'0 d’X(a;?a:K)—’_ oK fi)y*(y 7yK) K(ZIZS ys) oK O(ws ys) ( )

(¢) The average quantity Tk satisfies the formula
T = ||AllZ, (0% — 08)/(7400) (23)

and, with a = v4/(2 ||A||(2)p), the bounds

00 aoo 2 a ;-2
K+ —— K <Tg <K+ —K"~. 24
a+ oy + 2(a + 0¢)? K + 200 (24)

(d) [Convergence properties] The sequence of iterates {(xk, y})} 25 is bounded and the
ndividual sequence {ack};’;’ol converges strongly to the unique solution of the primal
problem (5). Moreover, the sequence of averages {(X k,Y i)}, is bounded, it has
subsequence that converges weakly to a saddle point of the Lagrangian (7), and the
individual sequence {X K}f{{ozol converges strongly to the unique solution of the primal
problem (5). If, in addition, the space YV* is finite-dimensional, then the individual
sequences {y;}>5 and {Y;}25 each have a subsequence that converges strongly to a
solution y of the dual problem (6).

Proof See Appendix D. |

Remark 4.3 (Choice of the free parameter o). The accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (17)
converges at a rate determined by the average quantity Ty, which depends on the stepsize
parameter gg. One possible choice for og is to choose it so as to mazimize the coefficient
multiplying K2 in the lower bound (24) of Tx. This coefficient is mazximized for the choice

of 00 = 74/ (2| All3,)-

4.2 Accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods for smooth convex problems

We present a variant of the first accelerated nonlinear PDHG method. It requires statement
(A7) to hold with 5+ > 0, and it is similar to method (17); it takes two free parameters
6o € (0,1] and 79 > 0, a set parameter oy = 1/(\|A\|gp 7p), an initial point y§ € dom Oh*,
and the initial points £_; = &g € dom Jg to generate the iterates

* * * * 1 * *
Ypy1 = argmax {—h (Y") + (", Ay + Oz — xp—1))) — — Dy (Y 7yk)} ;

. N 1
T4 = argmin {g(m) + (Yrs1, Az) + =Dy, (, wk)}
xreX Tk

11
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where the parameters 7y, oy, 05 for k € N satisfy the recurrence relations
Oy = /6 d o (26)
k+1 = y Tk+1 = Tk/Uk+1, ald  Ogy1 = Ug410k.
V914 heor

Under assumptions (A1)-(A4), Lemma 2.1 applies to method (25), and the method generates
points (x,y;) that are contained in dom dg x dom Oh*. As such, method (25) is well-

defined. If, in addition, assumptions (A5) and (A7) hold, then this method satisfies the
following properties:

Proposition 4.2. Assume (A1)-(A5) and (A7) hold. Let 0y € (0,1], 790 > 0 and op =
1/(\|A\|gp 70), let (xo,y5) € dom Og x dom Oh*, let * | = xf, and let (xs,y%) denote a
saddle point of the Lagrangian (7). Consider the sequence of iterates {(xy,y})}H, with
K € N generated by the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (25) and the recurrence rela-

tions (26) from the initial points (xo,ys) and x_1 and initial parameters 1, og, and 6y,
and define the averages

AP 1 & 1 &
z : k—1 z : k—1 z : k—1
k=1 'O Ko 70 Ko 70

and for (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, the quantity

Ak(mvy ) = T_kD(z)X(m’ mk)—l_o__kD(j)y* (y*’yk)—l_T_kD(bX(mk’ mk—l)—i_ek <y — Y, A(mk - mk—l)> .
Then:

(a) For every (x,y*) € dom gxdom h* and nonnegative integer k, the output (41, Y5 ;)
of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (25) satisfies the descent rule

L(xpr1,y") — L(x,yjp) < Ap(x, y") — Apgr (2, y") /Op11.
(b) For every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, we have the estimate
* * * T *
Tic (£(X k0,9") = £(2,Y)) < Do(@,y) = - Axc(a,y”)

and, for the choice of the saddle point (x,y*) = (xs,y?), the global bound

1 .
_D¢X(m87mK) h

70
W Dt yh) < Ax (e y?) < 2 Ag(z. ).
TH +1+7h*00 by (ys yK) K( Sys) o 0( Sys)

(¢) The average quantity Tk satisfies the formula
2
TK = ||A||op (T[2{ - 7—02)/(/}%*7—0)

and, with a = yp+ /(2 HAng), the bounds

7—(] aTO 2 a 2
K+ ——" -K<Tg < K+ —K~.
a+ 19 + 2(a + 79)? K + 270

12



ACCELERATED NONLINEAR METHODS FOR MACHINE LEARNING

(d) [Convergence properties] The sequence of iterates {(xk,y})} 23 is bounded and the
individual sequence {y,’;};;"l’ converges strongly to the unique solution of the dual
problem (6). Moreover, the sequence of averages {(X r,Y i)} >, is bounded, it has
subsequence that converges weakly to a saddle point of the Lagrangian (7), and the
individual sequence {Y*K}}?:Ol converges strongly to the unique solution of the dual
problem (6). If, in addition, the space X is finite-dimensional, then the individual
sequences {zy};2] and {X};2] each have a subsequence that converges strongly to
a solution x4 of the primal problem (6).

Proof The proof is essentially the same as for Proposition 4.1 and is omitted. |

4.3 Accelerated nonlinear PDHG method for smooth and strongly convex
problems I

The second accelerated nonlinear PDHG method requires statements (A6) and (A7) to hold
with 7, > 0 and 7y« > 0. It takes the parameters

) 4]|A| 1-6 1-6
PO e s (] Yl i Y R e N el TS
2(|AllZ, Yo Vh* Vg0 Y0

an initial point &y € dom Jg, and the initial points y*; = y§ € dom Oh* to generate the
iterates

Tl = argn;n {g(w) + (Y + 0(y) — yj_1), Az) + ;Dm (a:,wk)} ,
Yh41 = argmax {—h*(y*) + (Y, Azp 1) — =Dy, (y*,y}i)} :

yrEY* o
Under assumptions (A1)-(A4), Lemma 2.1 applies to method (28), and the method generates
points (xy,y;) that are contained in dom dg x dom Oh*. As such, method (28) is well-
defined. If, in addition, assumptions (A5)-(A7) hold, then this method satisfies the following

properties:

Proposition 4.3. Assume (A1)-(A7) hold. Let (xo,y{) € dom dg x dom Oh*, let y*, =
Yy, and let (xs,yk) denote the unique saddle point of the Lagrangian (7). Consider the
sequence of iterates {(xx, y,’;)}szl with K € N generated by the accelerated nonlinear PDHG
method (28) from the initial points xo, y§ and y*, and the parameters 8, T, and o defined
n (27). Define the averages

K
1 1— 9K 1
Ty = § T = X
k=1

M) =

K
(1— 9)91{-1’ = ﬁ gk—lmk and Y = ﬁ kz_:l W’yk,

k=1

and for (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, the quantity
Ap(z,y*) = ;Dm (w7wk)+ED¢y* (y 7yk)+ED¢>y* (Yks Yi—1) 0 <yk — Y1, AT — wk)> .

(29)
Then:

13
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(a) For every (x,y*) € dom gxdom h* and nonnegative integer k, the output (Try1,yj ;)
of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (28) satisfies the descent rule

£($k+17 y*) - E(a:a yl:—l—l) < Ak(wa y*) - Ak-i—l(w? y*)/0 (30)
(b) For every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, we have the estimate
1

Tk (L(X k. y") = L(2,Yi)) < Do, 47) — g Bk (@, y7) (31)

and, for the choice of the saddle point (x,y*) = (xs,y%), the global bound
1 * * * *
;D%/* (ys7yK) < AK(w&ys) < HKAO(w&ys)' (32)

(c) [Convergence properties] The sequences {(zx, y5)}i2] and {(X k., Y i)}, both con-
verge strongly to the unique saddle point (xs,y?) of the Lagrangian (7).

Proof See Appendix E for the proof. |

4.4 Accelerated nonlinear PDHG method for smooth and strongly convex
problems I1

We present a variant of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (28). It requires statements
(A6) and (A7) to hold with 74 > 0 and v, > 0 and it takes the parameters

2
Vg Vh 4HAHOP -1 T = 1-90 and a:—l_(9
2| A2, YV ’ Vg0 Y0

;o (33)

the initial points £_1 = x¢p € dom dg and an initial point y; € dom Oh™ to generate the
iterates

* * * * 1 * *
Yrp1 = argmax {—h (Y") + (", Ay + O(zg, — xp—1))) — =Dy, (y 7yk)}
yrey* (o

1 (34)
Ty, = arg Igin {g(m) + <y};+1, Aa:> + ;D¢X (a:,a:k)} .

EAS

method (34) and (28) differ only in that we update y* first. This change nonetheless
yields different global bounds and convergence estimates. Under assumptions (A1)-(A4),
Lemma 2.1 applies to method (34), and the method generates points (xx,yj) that are
contained in dom dg x dom Oh*. As such, method (34) is well-defined. If, in addition,
assumptions (A5)-(A7) hold, then this method satisfies the following properties:

Proposition 4.4. Assume (A1)-(A7) hold. Let (zg,y;) € dom Og x dom Oh*, let x_1 =
xg, and let (xs,y?) denote the unique saddle point of the Lagrangian (7). Consider the
sequence of iterates {(x, y,’;)}szl with K € N generated by the accelerated nonlinear PDHG

14
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method (34) from the initial points xq, yi and x* |, and the parameters 6, T, and o defined
n (27). Define the averages

Ko 1— 9K 1 & 1 Eoq
TK :];9[{_1 = (1 _H)HK_I’ XK = ﬁ;—ek_lmk and YK = ﬁ;ﬁyk’

and for (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, the quantity

An(@,y") = — Doy (, @)+ — Doy (¥, i)+ — Do (@5, @ 1) +0 (Y — vk, Ay — @-1)) -
Then:

(a) For every (z,y*) € dom gxdom h* and nonnegative integer k, the output (41, yj ;)
of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (28) satisfies the descent rule

£($k+17 y*) - E(ZI}, y;’;-{-l) < Ak(a:a y*) - Ak+1(w7y*)/9

(b) For every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*, we have the estimate

* * * 1 *

and, for the choice of the saddle point (x,y*) = (xs,y?), the global bound

1 . .
;Dd)X(w&wK) < AK(wS7ys) < HKAO(wsays)'

(c) [Convergence properties] The sequences {(zk, y5)}2] and {(X k., Y i)}, both con-
verge strongly to the unique saddle point (xs,y?) of the Lagrangian (7).

Proof The proof is essentially the same as for Proposition 4.3 and is omitted. |

5. Applications to machine learning

We describe here applications of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods presented in
Section 4 to two supervised learning tasks in machine learning: /¢;-constrained logistic
regression and entropy regularized zero-sum matrix games. In both problems, the real
reflexive Banach spaces X' and ) are taken to be R" and R™ with norms [|-[|, and |-,
chosen suitably for each example. As Table (2) illustrates, for certain combinations of
norms the induced operator norm can be computed in O(mn) operations, making it simple
and efficient to compute. In addition, we can choose the Bregman functions ¢y and ¢y= in
conjunction with these norms to ensure that assumption (A5) holds. This is our strategy; in
each forthcoming example we will choose the norms ||| and ||-||;, and Bregman functions
¢x and ¢y~ to obtain an explicit accelerated nonlinear PDHG method for which the stepsize
parameters and updates in the method can be computed in O(mn) operations. These choices
will lead to significantly faster and more efficient methods compared to other competing
methods.

15
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The following two subsections describe the problems of £1-constrained logistic regression
and entropy regularized zero-sum matrix games and give an explicit accelerated nonlinear
PDHG method for each problem. Section 6 after this one presents some numerical experi-
ments on randomized synthetic data to compare the running times of our methods to other
commonly-used optimization methods.

Codomain
(R™, [-]l,) (R™, [|-]l) (R™, |[-]lo)
® ) Maximum ¢; norm Maximum ¢9 norm Maximum £., norm
T of a column (~ O(mn)) | of a column (~ O(mn)) | of a column (~ O(mn))

Domain | (R™, ||, NP-hard Largest‘ singular value Maximum #9 norm
(~ O(min (m?n, mn?))) of a row (~ O(mn))

Maxi 1
®™, [1[l.0) NP-hard NP-hard ARITITIE F1 Romm
of a row (~ O(mn))

Table 2: Table of some operator norms of A with their associated computational complexity.
Table extracted from (Tropp, 2004, Section 4.3.1).

5.1 /i-constrained logistic regression

£1-constrained logistic regression is a supervised learning algorithm for classification and
to identify important features in data sets. Concretely, suppose we receive m independent
samples {u;, b; }1", each comprising a d-dimensional vector of features u; and a label b; €
{—1,+1}. The ¢;-constrained logistic regression problem is then

where A > 0 is a tuning parameter.

Jol<x =1

(35)

The constraint on the ¢; norm regularizes the

logistic model; it promotes solutions to have a number of entries that are identically
zero Foucart and Rauhut (2013a); El Guide et al. (2020); Zanon et al. (2020). The non-
zero entries are identified as the important features, and the zero entries are discarded. The
number of non-zero entries itself depends on the value of the tuning parameter A.

To derive an appropriate accelerated nonlinear PDHG algorithm for ¢;-constrained lo-
gistic regression, we will express problem (35) as an minimization problem over the unit
simplex Asy. We can do so because every polytope, including the ¢;-ball, can be repre-
sented as a convex hull of its vertices in barycentric coordinates Griinbaum et al. (1967);
Jaggi (2013). Here this means for every v inside the ¢1-ball of radius A, there exists a point
x in the unit simplex Asy for which

v = ANIgxq | —Iaxa)x,

(36)

where (Iywxq | —Iixq) denotes the horizontal concatenation of the identity matrices Ixq

and _Id><d'
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We now apply the change of variables (36) to problem (35). Let B denote the m x d
matrix B whose rows are the elements —b;u;, let A = A(B | —B), and let n = 2d. Then
problem (35) becomes equivalent to

inf ilog (1 + e[A“’h) . (37)
=1

A, ™M

This is the primal problem of interest. Its associated convex-concave saddle-point problem
is

inf sup {(y*, Axz) —Y(y")} (38)
TEAn yrcRm

where ¢: [0,1/m]™ — R denotes the average negative sum of m binary entropy terms,

% S mly)slog (mly*)s) + (1 — mly*}) log (1 — mly"})  ifs & [0,1/m]",
i=1

(y*) =
400, otherwise.
(39)
The dual problem is
sup {vecmax(—A"y") —¢(y")} (40)
y*€R™
where vecmax(y) = max ([y]1,...,[y]m) for y € R™. Due to the strong concavity of the

dual problem (40), the convex-concave saddle-point problem (38) has at least one saddle
point (x5, y%) € A, x R™, where x4 is a global solution to the primal problem (37) and y?
is the unique solution to the dual problem (40). They satisfy the optimality conditions

! - forie {1,...,m}. (41)

x5 € Ovecmax(—A*y:) and [yi]; = ot me—Aw

The solution v, of the original problem (35) follows from @5 and the change of variables
formula (36). In addition, the first optimality condition in (41) can be used to identify
the zero entries of @ as follows Rockafellar and Wets (2009): Let J(—A*y?) denote the
set of indices j € {1,...,n} with vecmax(—A*y}) = [-A*y}];. Then [z;]; = 0 whenever
j & J(-AyY).

ACCELERATED NONLINEAR PDHG METHOD

We propose to solve the ¢1-constrained logistic regression problem (35) through (37) and (36)
using the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (25) with the following choice of norms and
Bregman functions:

1

e =1l Iy = 1lles dx =Ha,  and dy- = 4,

where H,,: A,, — (—0o0,0] denotes the negative entropy function,

n

Ha(a) =Y _[2];log([a];).

=1
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The negative entropy function induces the Bregman divergence Dy, : A, X int A, —
[0, 400) given by

n

Dy, (z,@) =) _[x];log ([z];/[x];) -

J=1

This Bregman divergence is the so-called Kullback—Leibler divergence or relative entropy.
The Bregman function ¢y« is, up to a factor of 1/4m, the average negative sum of m binary
entropy terms (39). It induces the Bregman divergence D /4y, [0,1/m]™ x (0,1/m)™ —
[0, +00) given by

i=1 i i

With these choices, assumptions (Al)-(A5) and (A7) hold with 44+ = 4m. In particu-
lar, assumption (A5) holds because H,, is 1-strongly convex with respect to the ¢; norm
over the unit simplex A,,. This fact is a direct consequence of a fundamental result in in-
formation theory known as Pinsker’s inequality Beck and Teboulle (2003); Csiszér (1967);
Kemperman (1969); Kullback (1967); Pinsker (1964). Moreover, the induced operator norm
is the maximum /¢ norm of the columns of A, i.e.,

[Allop = lAll, o = sup [lAz], = i

lll,=1

For this algorithm, we set the initial stepsize parameters to be 65 = 0, 79 > 0 and o9 =
1/(HAH%2 79). Given ¢_; = xo € int A, and yj; € (0,1/m)™, the corresponding accelerated
nonlinear PDHG algorithm for problem (37) consists of the iterations

* * * 1 * *
Yht1 = g max {—¢(y )+ (y", A(xp + Oz, — 1)) — U—ka/m(y ,’yk)} :
y*€R™

Tp41 = argmin {<A yk+17m> + —DHn(iE,mk)}
rEA, Tk
Op+1 = 1/V1+4moy, Tpy1 = 7/0ky1, and  opp1 = Opp10%.

The updates y;,; and xy1 can be both computed explicitly. For the first update,
define the auxiliary variable

[wy]i = log (mlyg]i/(1 — mlygli)) fori € {1,...m}.
Then we can update yj;_ ; in two steps:
w1 = (dmogxy + dmoby (x) — 1) + wi) /(1 + dmoy,)
and

1

m + me~[Wrt1li

[Yiqli = fori e {1,...,m}.
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For the second update, a straightforward calculation gives

[a),]je~ KA Vinli

x j =
el S e A

for j € {1,...,n}. Hence the iterations are given by

Wi+1 = (4makwk + 4mak9k (:Ek — ZEk_l) + wk) /(1 + 4mak)

WYis1li = Wr1li = T forie{1,...,m}
[:Bk]je—m[A*yZH]j ‘ (42)
(@ 1] = ZTZl[wk]je_Tk[A*yZHb forje{l,...,n}

9k+1 = 1/\/1 + dmo s Tk+1 = Tk/9k+17 and Ok+1 = 9k+10'k'

All parameter calculations and updates can be performed in O(mn) operations. According
to Prop. 4.2 and the optimality conditions (38), we have the strong limits

1
lim yp =y and lim [y;]; =

k— o0 k— oo m_|_me—[AmS}i { ) ) }

5.2 Zero-sum matrix games with entropy regularization

Two-player zero-sum matrix games are a class of saddle-point optimization problems that
model one of the basic forms of constrained competitive games Cen et al. (2021). We
focus here on zero-sum matrix games with entropy regularization, the latter which models
the imperfect knowledge of the payoff matrix A by the two players McKelvey and Palfrey
(1995). Let A,, and A,, denote the unit simplices on R™ and R", and let A denote an
m X n matrix, called the payoff matrix. Zero-sum matrix games with entropy regularization
are formulated as follow:

mrr€1g1n ygéaAXm {Mn(x) + (¥, Az) — XHn(y")}, (43)

where A > 0 and H,(z) = >, [z];log([z];) and Hp(y*) = 217, [y*]ilog([y*];) denote
the negative entropies of the probability distributions « and y*.
The primal and dual problems associated to the entropy regularized zero-sum matrix

game (43) are given by

wngga {/\Hn(m) + Alog <Z e[AmW’\) } (44)

1=1

and

_ Ay /A ) *
ygleann Alog jzz:le vl AHm(y") (45)

Due to the strong convexity of the primal problem (44) and strong concavity of the dual
problem (45), the saddle-point problem (43) has a unique saddle point (zs,y%) € R™ x R™,
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which are also the unique solutions to the primal and dual problems above. They satisfy
the optimality conditions
olAz]i/A

— [A%ygl; = A1 +log([zs];)) and  [ygli = S AR

(46)

ACCELERATED NONLINEAR PDHG METHOD

We propose to solve the zero-sum matrix game with entropy regularization (43) using the
accelerated PDHG method (34) with the following choice of norms and Bregman functions:

e =1l Iy =1l = [llye =1l ¢ =Hn, and ¢y = Hop,.

The Bregman divergences induced by ¢ and ¢y- are the Kullback—Leibler divergences
n m
Dy, (w,®) =) [z];log ([=];/[z];) and Du, (v*,5%) = > _[y*ilog ([y*]:/[5"]:)

j=1 i=1
where @ € A, © € int A,, y € A, and y* € int A,,,. With these choices, assumptions
(A1)-(A7) hold with the strong convexity parameters 7, = 745+ = A. In particular, as-
sumption (A5) holds because both H,, and H,, are l-strongly convex with respect to the
[1 norm over their respective unit simplices, due to Pinsker’s inequality Beck and Teboulle
(2003); Csiszar (1967); Kemperman (1969); Kullback (1967); Pinsker (1964). Moreover, the
induced operator norm is the entry of the payoff matrix A with largest magnitude:

[Allgp = 1Al 00 = sup [[Az[l = max [A].

;=1 i€{lim}
je{1,...,n}

The stepsize parameters 6, 7, and ¢ are accordingly

A2 [ 4lAl 1-6
f=1———— 1+ ————-1 and T=0=—+.
2| A} o A A0

Given yj € R™ and ¥ | = =) € R", the corresponding accelerated nonlinear PDHG method
for the matrix game (43) consists of the iterations

* * 1 * *
e = angmax { 3(07) + 7 Al — 6en — 210} Do v |
Y*EAm

. X 1
XTpy1 = argmin {)\’Hn(w) + <yk+1, Aa:> + =Dy, (w,wk)} .
mGAn T
The updates xy1 and yj_; can be both computed explicitly. A straightforward calcu-
lation gives the updates

*¥] o= T AT —0(Tp—T)— \1/(14+Xo
([yi)se THA@R— 0@k (F20)

Wil = S ([ytlie A0 —w))) /)

() (47)

[®ki1]; = T
g 1\ L/ (1HAT)
> i <[m2]je_T[A ka]J)
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for i € {1,...,m} and j € {1,...,n}. All parameter calculations and updates can be
performed in O(mn) operations. According to Prop. 4.4 and the optimality conditions (46),
we have the strong limits

lim =, == lim vy =y’
k—+o00 5 k—+o00 Yk Ys:

e o S(AZ1i/N)
G ATl = AQ Hlog(ledy)), - and - T [y = S -

6. Numerical experiments

This section presents some simulations to compare the running times of the accelerated non-

linear PDHG methods proposed in Section 5 to other commonly-used first-order optimiza-

tion methods. These methods include the accelerated linear PDHG method Chambolle and Pock

(2011, 2016h) for both the ¢1-constrained logistic regression problems and entropy-regularized

matrix games and the forward-backward splitting method Beck and Teboulle (2009); Chambolle and Pock
(2016a) for the ¢;-constrained logistic regression problem. The accelerated linear PDHG

and forward-backward splitting methods for these examples are described below and were
implemented in MATLAB. All numerical experiments were performed on a single core In-

tel(R) Core(TM) i7-10750H CPU @ 2.60 GHz.

6.1 /;-constrained logistic regression
6.1.1 DATA GENERATION AND OPTIMIZATION METHODS

We consider the setting where the m vectors of features (uq,...,u,,) are independent and
the true solution is sparse. Specifically, we draw m independent samples (uy, ..., u,,) from
a d-dimensional Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. Letting v € R"
denote the true solution to be estimated, we set 1% of the coefficients of v to be equal to
10 and the other coefficients to be zero. Finally, letting & denote n-dimensional Gaussian
distribution with zero mean and unit variance, we define the response model as

b, = {+1 if {[uli, v) + [€]: >0,

—1 otherwise.

This setting allows us to process dense, large-scale data sets with sparsity structure. We
choose the number of samples to be smaller than then number of features, with m = 10000,
and d = 10,000, 25,000, 50,000, 75,000, 100,000, 125,000 and 150,000. We set the tuning
parameter to be A = 100.

We perform simulations using the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (42), the accel-
erated linear PDHG method (2) described in the introduction, and the forward-backward
splitting method as applied to problem (35). The initial values, parameters and numerical
criteria for convergence of each method are described below.

Accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (42). We set [yj]; = 1/2m for each i €
{1,...,m}, weset [x_1]; = [xo]; = 1/nforeach j € {1,...,n}, and we set 79 = 2m/ HAH%Q,
oo = 1/2m and 6y = 0. We compute the time required for convergence in the dual vari-
able y; and also the time required for convergence in the average dual variable Y™ as
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defined in Prop. 4.3. The iterations were stopped once Hy}ZH — yZH2 <1074 HyZ+1H2 and
Y = Yiclly < 107 [Yicp .

Accelerated PDHG method (2). We set [y]; = 1/2m for each i € {1,...,m}, we set
[v_1]; = [vo]; = 1/d for each j € {1,...,n}, and we set 7o = 4m/2||A|3,, oo = 1/2m and
0o = 0. We evaluate the update in wy1 using the forward-backward splitting method and
we evaluate the update vy using the ¢;-ball projection algorithm described in Condat
(2016). We compute the time required for convergence in the dual variable y; and also
the time required for convergence in the average dual variable Y* as defined in Prop. 4.3.
The iterations were stopped once HyzJrl — yZH2 < 1074 HyzHHQ and HY}H — Y}H2 <
107 [V,

Forward-backward splitting method. We compute the iterates

wy, = v, + Br(vp — vip—1),

Vi1 = argmin {’U — (wk — TB*/(m + me—B'wk))} 7
[olly <A

14 4/(1+ 482
2

where 7 = 4m/HBH§’2, q = M/(1+ A1), [v_1]; = [vo]; = 1/d for j € {1,...,d} and
to = Po = 0. We evaluate the update vj1 using the £;-ball projection algorithm described
in Condat (2016). We compute the time required for convergence in the variable v;. The
iterations were stopped once ||vg11 — vill; < 1074 [Jvgiall;-

(ty — 1)
tri1

tey1 = and  Spi1 =

)

6.1.2 NUMERICAL RESULTS

Table 3 shows the time results for the forward-backward splitting, linear PDHG and non-
linear PDHG methods. For the linear and nonlinear PDHG methods, we also show the
time results for convergence with the regular and ergodic sequences as described before.
We observe that the nonlinear PDHG method is considerably faster than both the forward-
backward splitting and linear PDHG methods; the nonlinear PDHG method achieves a
speedup of about 4 to 6.

6.2 Entropy regularized zero-sum matrix games
6.2.1 DATA GENERATION AND OPTIMIZATION METHODS

Following the methodology described in (Cen et al., 2021, Section 2.3), we generate each
entry of the payoff matrix A from the uniform distribution on [—1,1] and we set A = 0.1.
Here, we set m = n, with n = 10,000, 15,000, 20,000, 25,000, 30,000, 35,000 and 40, 000.

We perform simulations using the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (47), the accel-
erated linear PDHG method, and the Predictive Update (PU) and Optimistic Multiplicative
Weights Update (OMWU) methods from Cen et al. (2021). The initial values, parameters
and numerical criteria for convergence of each method are described below.

Accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (47). We generate the entries of the initial
vectors y; and [xz_1]; = [xo]; for j € {1,...,n} uniformly at random in (0,1/m) and
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Number of features n

10 000 | 25 000 | 50 000 | 75 000 | 100 000 | 125 000 | 150 000

Optimization methods

Timings (s)

Forward-backward splitting | 40.55 | 114.82 | 269.25 | 437.52 | 725.81 839.24 | 1281.77
Linear PDHG (Regular) 40.56 | 111.60 | 254.41 | 408.79 | 670.57 | 739.37 | 1122.36
Linear PDHG (Ergodic) 46.96 | 126.51 | 284.25 | 447.06 | 717.33 | 810.46 | 1180.35

Nonlinear PDHG (Regular) | 9.72 26.23 | 58.60 | 87.67 | 112.95 | 177.50 | 203.10

Nonlinear PDHG (Ergodic) | 13.52 | 32.47 | 64.71 | 93.97 | 125.65 | 190.25 | 193.36

Table 3: Time results (in seconds) for solving the /¢;-restricted logistic regression prob-
lem (35) with the forward-backward and linear PDHG methods and time results
for solving the equivalent problem (37) with the nonlinear PDHG method.

(0,1/n), respectively, and normalized their entries so that Y ;" [ygli = 1 and 3°7_, [®o]; = 1.
For the parameters, we set

A2 [ AllAlL 146
0=1— ——— 14 ——— -1 and T=0=——.
2[| A} o A A0

We compute the time required for convergence in the dual variable ¥} and also the time re-
quired for convergence in the average dual variable Y* as defined in Prop. 4.4. The iterations
were stopped once [y ,; — k|, <107 [|yjyall, and [ Vi, = Yiell, <1074 |[Viep |-

Accelerated linear PDHG method. We compute the iterates

* * * 1 * *
s = angmax { <A (y) + 0" Al + 6en ~on0)) ~ o " - w3}
Y EAm g

. N 1
Tk41 = argmin {)\Hn(m) + <yk+17 Am> + o |z — mng} .

mGAn

To compute these iterates, we use Moreau’s identity Moreau (1965) to express them as
follows:
v =y + o A(xzy + 0z, — xp—1]),

1 m _
Y, = Uy —argmin 3 |z — vk”g + Ao log Ze[z]z/)\a 7
e i=1
W = T — TA*:UZ+17
1 m
£ier = wy, — argmin {5 12 — will2 + A log (Z e[zh-m> } |

zeR? i—1

We use the forward-backward splitting method (Chambolle and Pock, 2016a, Algorithm
5) to compute the second and fourth line. Here we use the same initial values as for the
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accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (47), and for the parameters we set

A2 [ 4]Al, 1-¢
0=1———5— 1+ ——— -1 and T=0=——.
2| All3, A A0

We compute the time required for convergence in the dual variable ¥} and also the time re-
quired for convergence in the average dual variable Y* as defined in Prop. 4.4. The iterations
were stopped once [y, ~ i, < 10 i |, and [ Viey: - Yiell, < 107 [V,

Predictive Update and Optimistic Multiplicative Weights Update methods. For
the PU and OMWU, we use Algorithms 1 and 2 as described in Cen et al. (2021) with the
learning rates

1 . 1 1
Npu = 7 and noMwu = min ; .
2+ [|All {2"‘2”14”1,00 4HA”1700}

NUMERICAL RESULTS

Table 4 shows the time results for the PU, OMWU, and linear and nonlinear PDHG meth-
ods. For the linear and nonlinear PDHG methods, we also show the time results for con-
vergence with the regular and ergodic sequences as described before. We observe that the
nonlinear PDHG method is considerable faster than both the linear PDHG method and
the state-of-the-art methods PU and OMWU for solving the entropy regularized zero-sum
matrix game (43); the nonlinear PDHG method achieves a speedup of 5 to 11 compared
to linear PDHG method and a speedup of 3 to 5 compared to the state-of-the-art methods
PU and OMWU.

Numbers m =n

10 000 | 15 000 | 20 000 | 25 000 | 30 000 | 35 000 | 40 000

Optimization methods Timings (s)
PU 34.16 | 55.01 | 88.48 | 137.14 | 197.66 | 289.49 | 353.61
OMWU 44.89 | 81.67 | 142.53 | 221.23 | 318.65 | 493.73 | 568.94
Linear PDHG (Regular) | 42.47 | 100.65 | 218.26 | 366.52 | 601.11 | 938.18 | 1094.25
Linear PDHG (Ergodic) | 44.43 | 104.61 | 225.52 | 379.71 | 608.78 | 949.36 | 1114.24
Nonlinear PDHG (Regular) | 8.56 | 15.88 | 24.68 | 38.40 | 55.13 | 82.52 | 103.50
Nonlinear PDHG (Ergodic) | 12.02 | 19.05 | 31.45 | 48.70 | 70.27 | 105.26 | 129.28

Table 4: Time results (in seconds) for solving the entropy regularized zero-sum matrix
game (43) with the PU, OMWU, and linear and nonlinear PDHG methods.

7. Discussion

We have introduced new accelerated nonlinear primal-dual hybrid gradient (PDHG) opti-
mization methods to solve efficiently large-scale convex optimization problems with saddle-
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point structure. We proved rigorous convergence results, including results for strongly
convex or smooth problems posed on infinite-dimensional reflexive Banach spaces. The new
accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods are particularly useful to solve problems involving a
logistic regression model or problems defined on the unit simplex or both. Indeed, for these
problems, one may choose to use a Bregman divergence defined in terms of the average
negative sum of binary entropy terms or the relative entropy to arrive at a straightforward
and efficient optimization method. To illustrate this, we presented practical implemen-
tations of accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods for ¢;-constrained logistic regression and
zero-sum matrix games with entropy regularization. Numerical experiments showed that
the nonlinear PDHG methods are considerably faster than competing methods.

The new nonlinear PDHG methods are advantageous because they can achieve an op-
timal convergence rate with stepsize parameters that are simple and efficient to compute.
They can be typically computed on the order of O(mn) operations where m and n de-
note the dimensions to the dual and primal problems at hand. In contrast, most first-
order optimization methods, including the linear PDHG method, require on the order of
O(min (m?n, mn?)) operations to compute all the parameters required to achieve an optimal
convergence rate. This gain in efficiency can be considerable: in our numerical experiments
for ¢1-constrained logistic regression and zero-sum matrix games with entropy regulariza-
tion we were able to get a speedup of 5 to 10 compared to other competing optimization
methods.

We expect the accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods described in this work to provide
efficient methods for solving large-scale supervised machine learning. In particular, these
applications to strongly convex and smooth problems defined on the unit simplex, such as
v-support vector machines with squared loss, maximum entropy estimation problems, and
boosting and structured prediction problems in machine learning, will be pursued in future
work. It would be interesting to extend the accelerated nonlinear PDHG methods described
here to the stochastic case for problems that are separable in the dual variable, and to the
non-convex case to deal with large-scale non-convex problems, such as those arising in deep
learning. These extensions will be pursued in future work as well.
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Appendices
A. Definitions and facts from convex and functional analysis

This appendix lists some basic definitions and facts from convex and functional analysis that
are used in this work. It is not meant to be exhaustive, and we refer the reader to Brezis
(2010); Ekeland and Temam (1999); Folland (2013); Hiriart-Urruty and Lemaréchal (1993a,b);
Rockafellar (1970) for comprehensive references.

In all definitions and facts below, the spaces X and ) denote two real reflexive Banach
spaces endowed with norms ||-|| ,, and ||-||5,. The interior of a non-empty subset C' of X or Y
is denoted by int C. The set of proper, convex and lower semicontinuous functions defined
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on X and )Y are denoted by I'g(X) and I'g()). The dual spaces of all continuous linear
functionals defined on X and ) are denoted by X'* and )*. For a linear functional * € X'*
and an element x € X, the bilinear form (x*, x) gives the value of * at x. Likewise, for a
linear functional y* € Y* and an element y € Y, the bilinear form (y*,y) gives the value
of y* at y. The norms associated to X* and V* are defined as

[z*|x« = sup (z*,z) and [ly*[y. = sup (¥y",y).
]| =1 lylly=1

Let A: X — ) denote a bounded linear operator. Its corresponding adjoint operator
A*: V¥ — X* is defined so as to satisfy

(A"y", z) = (y*, Ax)
for every * € X and y* € V*. The operator norm associated to A is defined as

”A”op = Ssup HAa’”y = HA*Hop = sSup ”A*y*”X* :
)l x=1 lylly«=1

These definitions imply the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality

(y"s Az)| < [[Allop [l 47 ]y- -

Definitions

Definition A.1 (Convex sets). A subset C C X is convez if for every pair (x,2') € C x C
and every scalar X € (0,1), the point Ax + (1 — X\)a’ is contained in C.

Definition A.2 (Proper functions). A function f defined on X is proper if its domain
dom f={z e X: f(x) < o0}
is non-empty and f(x) > —oo for every x € dom f.

Definition A.3 (Lower semicontinuous functions). A proper function f: X — R U {+oc}
is lower semicontinuous at a point x € X if for every sequence {azk}g;“i in X that converges
to x,

liminf f(xx) > f(x).
k—+o00
We say that f is lower semicontinuous if it is lower semicontinuous at every x € dom f.

Definition A.4 (Convex functions). A proper function f: X — RU{+o0} is convex if its
domain dom f is conver and if for every pair (x,x') € dom f x dom f and every scalar
A€ [0,1],

FO@ + (1 - Na') < Af(@) + (1 - A f(a).

It is strictly convex if the inequality above is strict whenever  # x' and X € (0,1), and it is
m-strongly convex (with m > 0) if for every pair (x,2’) € dom f x dom [ and every scalar
A€ [0,1].

fO@ + (1= N2) SAf(@) + (1= Nf@@) = TAL =N [lo - 2'[3.
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Definition A.5 (Coercive functions). A proper function f: X — RU {400} is coercive if
for every sequence {@y} 2] in X such that limy_, 1 [Tk = +00,

lim f(xr) = +o0.

k——4o00

A proper function f: X — RU {+oc} is supercoercive if for every sequence {mk};j’l in X
such that limg_, 4o ||| » = +00,

Flaw) _
kortoo [k

Definition A.6 (Weak convergence). A sequence {ack};’;’ol of points in X converges weakly
to x € X if for every linear functional * € To(X),
li * = (x",x).
Jim (@, @) = (o7, @)
Definition A.7 (Differentiability). A proper function f: X — RU{+oco} with int(dom f) #
@ is differentiable at a point x € int(dom f) if there exists a linear functional * € X* such
that for every ' € X,

i JE ) @)

A—0 A
A>0

This linear functional, when it exists, is unique. It is called the gradient of f at x and is
denoted by V f(x).

Definition A.8 (Subdifferentiability and subgradients). A function f € To(X) is subdif-
ferentiable at a point x € X if there exists a linear functional x* € X* such that for every
' € dom f,

f@) = f(z) — (z",2' —x) > 0. (48)
In this case, x* is called a subgradient of the function f at x. The set of subgradients at
x € X is called the subdifferential of f at x, and it is denoted by Of(x). The set of points
x € dom f at which the subdifferential Of (x) is non-empty is denoted by dom Of.

If f is strictly convex, then for x # ' the inequality in (48) is strict. If f is m-strongly
convex and x € dom Jf, then for every ' € dom f the subgradients x* € Of (x) satisfy the
nequality

@) = f(@) = (a2 —2) > T[]z =23 (49)

Definition A.9 (Convex conjugates). Let f € I'g(X). The conver conjugate f*: X* —
R U {+o0} of f is defined by

ff@") = sup {(z", @) — fx)}.

xedom f
By definition, the function f* is in To(X™*) (Ekeland and Temam, 1999, Definition 4.1).

Definition A.10 (Saddle points). Let L: X x Y* — RU {400} be a proper function. A
pair of points (xs,y%) € X x YV* is a saddle point of L if for every x € X and y* € Y*,

L(xs,y") < L(xs,y;) < L(,Y5).
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Definition A.11 (Essential smoothness). A function f € T'o(X) is essentially smooth if
dom Of # @&, dom Of = int(dom f), f is differentiable on int(dom f), and ||V f(x)|| » —
+00 for every sequence {ack}]jiol in int(dom f) converging to some boundary point of dom f.

Definition A.12 (Essential strict convexity). A function f € To(X) is essentially strictly
convex if [ is strictly convexr on every convexr subset of dom Of and the subdifferential
mapping Of* is locally bounded on its domain.

Definition A.13 (Bregman divergences). Let ¢ € TI'o(X) with int(dom ¢) # &. The
Bregman divergence of the function ¢ is the function Dy: X xint(dom ¢) — [0, +o00] defined
as

Dy(z,2') = ¢p(z) — ¢p(z') — m*g})?;((m') {<ac*, T — a:'>} )

Note that Bregman divergences are sometimes defined differently in the convex analysis
literature. Here, we use the definition of Bauschke et al. (2001, Definition 7.1 and Lemma

7.3(i)).

Definition A.14 (Bregman proximity operators). Let f,¢ € T'o(X) with int(dom ¢) # &
and let t > 0. The Bregman Dg4-proximal operator Prox ;s Dd))(-) 1 a set-valued mapping

defined for every x’ € int(dom ¢) as

pI‘OX(tﬁD(b)(:E,) = {ﬁ: € dom fNdom ¢:tf(@)+ Dy(z,2') = ailelﬁ( {tf(x) + Dy(z,z')} < —i—oo}
(50)

Facts

Fact A.1. Let a« > 0 and let A: X — Y be a bounded linear operator. For every
(z,y*), (2, y*) € X x V*, the following aumiliary inequality holds:

1
|<y* —y* Az — w’)>‘ < ”AHOp (% Hw — g;’Hi 4 o ”y* _ y*" ;) . (51)

Proof From the Cauchy—-Schwartz inequality,

({y" =y Alw —2')| <lAllo, ||« — 2]  [ly™ = v

o 2 1 " w1112
= 14l (§ e =1 + 5 I~ 13-
« / 1 * s/
S (T ey e

2
y* -

2

1
S e e
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Fact A.2 (Weighted averages of a convergent sequence). Let {azk} 1 C X be a sequence
converging strongly to some x € X, let {)\k};;’ol C (0,+00) be a dwergent sequence, i.€.,
E A = +o0, and set T}, = Zle Aj. Then

. 1
lim T Z)\jwj —x =0.
X

Proof Fix ¢ > 0. Then there exists some K; € N such that for every k > K, we have
|lxr — x|y < €/2. Now, let k& > K, take the difference between the weighted average
Tik Zle Ajz; and x, take the norm, use the triangle inequality and rearrange to get

1< 1<
EZAJ’BJ’_’” = ﬁZ)\J(m]—
J=1 J=1
k

X X

Z 2 — |,

J—

Ki—
Z Ajllzj — |y + Z Ajllz — | 5

J =K1
K1 1
T Z)\ |lx; — x|, + T Z)\J2
Jj=Ki
K1 1

Z Al — wHXJr—

The first term on the right hand side of the last line depends on k only through the term
T).. By assumption, T — 400 as k — 400, and therefore there exists some Ko € N such

that for £ > Ko,
Ki—1

- X Ayl el <
Taking k£ > max (K7, K3), we find
1 F
Tk Z)\jil)j — < €.
j=1

X

As € was arbitrary positive number, we can take ¢ — 0 and obtain the desired result. |

Fact A.3 (Supercoercivity). Let f € T'g(X) and suppose that f is supercoercive. Then for
every o > 0, there exists f € R such that f(x) > a |||+ for every x € X. In particular,
a supercoercive function is always bounded from below.

Proof See (Bauschke et al., 2001, Lemma 3.2) for a proof. |
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Fact A.4 (Bounded sequences and weak convergence). Let {x}}>S be a bounded sequence
in X. Then this sequence has a subsequence {xy, };;Olo that converges weakly to some element
mn X.

Proof See (Brezis, 2010, Theorem 3.18). [ |

Fact A.5 (The primal problem and its dual problem). Let g € T'o(X), let h € T'o(Y), and
let A: X — Y be a bounded linear operator. Assume the primal (minimization) problem

inf {g(x) + h(Aw)} (52)

has at least one solution and assume there exists x € X such that h is continuous at Ax.
Then the dual (mazimization) problem

sup {—g"(—A"y"*) — h*(y*)} (53)
y*ey*

is finite and has at least one solution. Moreover, if (xs,y?) denotes a pair of solutions to
the primal and dual problem then (xs,y?k) satisfies the following optimality conditions

—A*y: € dg(xs) and yi € Oh(Axs).

Proof See (Ekeland and Temam, 1999, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.2, Equations (4.24)-
(4.25)) for a proof. (Beware, in FEkeland and Temam (1999) the notation used for the
solution y? is flipped by a minus sign.) [ ]

Fact A.6 (Convex-concave saddle point problems). Let g € To(X), let h € To()), let
A: X — Y be a bounded linear operator, define the function L: X x Y* — RU {400} as

L(z,y*) = g(x) + (y*, Az) — h*(y").

Then the pair of points (xs,y%) € X x Y* is a saddle point of L if and only if x5 is a
solution of the primal problem (52) and y% is a solution of the dual problem (53).
Proof See (Ekeland and Temam, 1999, Proposition 3.1, page 57). |

Fact A.7 (Properties of Bregman divergences). Let ¢ € T'g(X) with int(dom ¢) # &, let

x € dom ¢, and let ', & € int(dom ¢). Assume that ¢ is differentiable on int(dom ¢).
Then the Bregman divergence Dy of ¢ satisfies the following properties:

(i) The Bregman divergence can be written as Dg(x, x') = ¢(x)—¢(x')—(Vo(a'),x — 2').
(i) The Bregman divergence Dy satisfies the three-point identity
Dy(w,x') = Dy(&,2") + Dy(x, &) + (Vo(x') — Vo (&), & — x) . (54)

(iii) If ¢ is essentially strictly convez, then Dy(x,x') = 0 if and only if x = x'.
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(iv) If ¢ is essentially strictly convez, then the function & — Dy(x, ') is coercive for
every ' € int(dom ¢).

(v) If ¢ is supercoercive, then the function @’ +— Dy(x,a') is coercive for every x €
int(dom ¢).

(vi) If {mk};iol is a sequence in int(dom ¢) converging to a point x € int(dom ¢), then

lim Dgy(x,x,) = 0.

k——~4o00

vii) Assume that ¢ is essentially smooth. If {xy}:7°% is a sequence in int(dom ¢) converg-
k=1
ing to a point x. € int(dom ¢), then

lim Dgy(x,x;) = Dy(x, x.).

k——4o00
(viii) If ¢ is m-strongly convex with respect to |||, then

Dy(a,) > % [lo 2|

Proof See (Bauschke et al., 2001, Lemma 7.3) for the proof of (i) and (iii)-(vi). State-
ment (it) follows from (i) and a straightforward calculation. Statement (vii) follows from
(i) and the continuity of both ¢ and V¢ over int(dom ¢). Statement (viii) follows from (i)
and inequality (49). [ |

Fact A.8 (Properties of Bregman proximity operators). Let f,¢ € T'o(X) be two functions
such that dom f Nint(dom ¢) # @, let t > 0, and assume ¢ is essentially smooth and
essentially strictly convex. In addition, assume that either f is bounded from below or ¢ is
supercoercive. Then the following properties hold:
(i) The prozimal operator @' ProX ;s Dé)(a:’) defined in (50) is single-valued on its
domain int(dom ¢). That is, for every x’ € int(dom ¢),

pI‘OX(tﬁDé)(m/) = argen;in {tf(z)+ Dy(z,x')} .
Moreover, Prox D¢)(m’) € dom Jf Nint(dom ¢).

(i1) For every x € dom f and x’ € int(dom ¢), the prozimal point pl“OX(tf7D¢)($/) satisfies
the characterization

f(w)—f(prOX(tf’Dd))(w’))_% <V¢(pr0x<tf7D¢)(w’)) — V¢($/),prox(tf,D¢)(w/) _ a:> > 0.

(55)
If, in addition, there exists y; > 0 such that the function x — f(x)—~yrp(x) is conve,
then this characterization can be strengthened to

flx) — f(prOX(tvaé)(g;’)) _ % <V¢(prox(tf’D¢)(m’)) _ V¢(m’),pr0X(tf,D¢)(w’) _ ac>

> vrDy(z, prOX(tf’D¢)(:c’)).
(56)
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(iii) For every x € dom f and &' € int(dom ¢),

F(@) + 5 Do, ') > [(prox(,y p,) (@) + 3 Dy(prox(yg p, ) (@), ) .

1
+ ZDf(w’prOX(tﬁDd))(iU/))'

If, in addition, there exists vy > 0 such that the function & — f(x)—~sp(x) is convez,
then (57) can be strengthened to

f(x)+ %D¢(a:,w’) > f(prOX(tf’Dd))(wl)) + %Df(prOX(tf7D¢)(w’)7w/) -
+ (% + 7f> Df(ac,prox(tf,D(p)(m/)).

Proof See (Bauschke et al., 2005, Proposition 3.21-3.23, Theorem 3.24, Corollary 3.25)
for the proof of statements (i). Statement (ii) follows directly from (Ekeland and Temam,
1999, Proposition 2.2, page 38). To prove inequality (57) in (iii), use the characteriza-
tion (55) to write

F(@) + 1 Dylw.a!) > fproxy p,) (@) + 1 Dyl
_ % <V¢(m’) — V¢(prox(tf,D¢)(m,)),prOX(tf,D¢)(m/) — m> .

Then use the three-point identity (54) with & = ProX(;; Dd))(az’)) to obtain (57). The proof of

inequality (58) in (iii) is nearly identical, with the exception that the characterization (56)
is used in place of (55). [ |

B. Proof of Lemma 2.1

We divide the proof into two parts, first proving that the output (&, ") is contained in the
set dom Og x dom Oh* and then deriving the descent rule (9).

Part 1. Consider the functions
f=9g+(A™g",-) and ¢ =ox.

By assumptions (A1)-(A3), the function ¢ is essentially smooth and essentially strictly
convex, we have that dom f N int(dom ¢) # &, and at least one of g and ¢ is supercoercive.
If ¢ is supercoercive, then an elementary calculation shows that the function f is also
supercoercive, and therefore bounded from below by Fact A.3. Hence we are guaranteed
that f is bounded from below or ¢ is supercoercive. In either case, we can invoke Fact A.8(i)
to conclude that the minimization problem

1
arg min {g(:c) + (A*g*,z) + —Dm(az,:ﬁ)}
xreX T
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has a unique solution & that is contained in the set dom dg N dom J¢x. A similar argument
using assumptions (A1)-(A2) and (A4) shows that the minimization problem

. ok * ~ 1 R—
argmm{h (v*) — (", Az) + =Dy, (¥*, Y )}
y*rey* 7

has a unique solution §* that is contained in the set dom Oh* N dom O¢py-.

Part 2. To derive the descent rule (9), we apply inequality (57) to each minimization
problem in the iteration scheme (8). Note that inequality (57) can be used here because we
showed in Part 1 that the conditions of Fact A.8 are satisfied by each minimization problem
in (8).

First, use inequality (57) with the functions

f=9+ (A" ) and ¢=qux,
the parameter t = 7, the element ' = &, and the proximal point PIOX(17 ) (x') =  to get

* ~% 1 — A k ~% A 1 A~ — A
9(®) +{A'G", @) + — Dy (2,2) 2 9(&) + (A™F", &) + — (Dg (2, 2) + Dy, (,2)) .

Rearrange this inequality in terms of the difference g(&) — g(x) to get

9(&) — 9(@) < - (Dgy (2,2) = Do (2,) — Do (3, 2)) + (AT 2 — ). (59)

A similar application of inequality (57) to the second line of the iteration scheme (8) gives
* [ ax * * 1 * % ~k % * Ak * ~ % ~
WG =1 (y") < = Doy (", 57) = Doy (§7,97) = Doy (¥, 57)) = (y™ — 97, AZ) . (60)
Second, add the difference of bilinear forms
(y*, Az) — (", Az)

to both sides of inequality (60) and rearrange to get

(", A%) ~ 1" (y") ~ (8" Az) ~ 1 (5")) = + (D (0", 5") ~ Dy (5" 5°) — Doy (4. 5°))
+ (Y, AR) — (57, Ax) — (y" — 7, AD)
= (Do 0 5) — Dy (57 5) — Doy (07 5°))
" A~ 7)) - (@ Ale — @)
(61)

Next, we combine inequalities (59) and (61). Add the left hand sides of inequalities (59)
and (61) and use the definition (7) of the Lagrangian function L£(-,-) to get

(9(2) + (y*, Az) — b (y")) — (9(x) + (§7, Aw) — 1*(9")) = L(2,y") — L(=,F7). (62)
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Thanks to (62), the sum of inequalities (59) and (61) give

(bex(wa z)— Dg (@, ) — Dy (z,2))

1 *  —x Ak —x * A~
+ — (Doy. (" ") = Doy (5°,57) = Doy (y",57))

+ Az —-2)+ (Y AR - T) - (§7, Az — 2)) .

L(z,y*)— L(x,7") <

N =

(63)

Now, write
(A'g",z—z) = (§", Az — )
=g Alr—z+x—x))
= (", Alz — ) — (§" A® — 7))

and use this to express the last line on the right hand side of inequality (63) as

(A'g",xw —x) + (y", A@ — ) — (§7, Az —2)) = (§", Az — 2)) — (¥, A(® — &))
+(y" Az - 2) - (77, Az — @)
=0 -9 Al -2) - (y" - 9", A(@ — 2)).

Finally, combine inequalities (63) and (64) to find

- iy L _ - R
£($,y )_‘C(wvy )< ;(D(bx(m?m) _D¢X(m7m)_D¢X(m7m))

1 *  —% Ak —x * A%k
+ = (Doy. (U™, 97) = Doy (95, 97) = Doy (y™,97))
-9 Az - 2)) —(y" -~ 7", AZ - 2)).

which is the desired result.

C. Proof of Proposition 3.1

We divide the proofs into four parts, first deriving an auxiliary result, and then proving in
turn the descent rule (13) (Proposition 3.1(a)), the estimate (14) and the global bound (15)
(Proposition 3.1(b)), and the convergence properties of the nonlinear PDHG method (10)

(Proposition 3.1(c)).

Part 1. We first show that for every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h* and nonnegative integer k,
the quantity Ag(x,y*) satisfies the bounds

1 1 * *
0< (1= V7T |AlLy) 7Dyl + 5 Dy (0791

* i Lo
< A@y) < (4 VT [AlLy) (2Dou(@00) + 2 Doy (75 )
(63
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To derive this, use fact A.1 with the choice of a = /o /7 and (z',y*') = (zy, y}) to get

* * \/E 2 \/F * * (12
0~ vi Al — 21| < 1Al (57 o =@l + 27 I - wil}.

1 2 1 * (12

— VAl (g5 o~ ol + 5 " -9l ) (@9
1 1 .

< Vo Al (2Dor(e.00) + 2D (07,3 )

where in the last line we used assumption (A5) and Fact A.7(viii) with m = 1. Inequal-
ity (65) then follows from equation (12) and inequalities (66) and (11).

Part 2. Let (z,y*) € dom g x dom h*. By assumption (A1)-(A4), Lemma 2.1 holds, and
we can apply the descent rule (9) to the (k + 1) iterate given by (10) with initial points
(Z,7*) = (xk, y;) and intermediate points (Z,§") = (2x44+1 — Tk, Yj) to get

. 1
E(mk-l-l’ y*) - £($, yk—i—l) < ; (D¢X (m7 mk) - D(]ﬁx (mk‘-i-l) mk) - D¢X (m7 mk—i—l))
1 * * * *
+ . (D¢y* (Y™, yr) — Dg.,. (Yht1>Yr) — Dy.,. (y*’yk-',-l))
+ (Yk = Yhr1, Al — (22111 — 1))

— (" =y A(Qp1 — o) — Tpt1)) -
(67)
To proceed, we want to rewrite the last two lines of (67) to simplify the analysis. First,
write the penultimate line on the right hand side of (67) as

Yk — i1, Al — 2app1 — o)) = (Yk — Yy A(® — Tpy1) — ATy — o))
= (Yr — Yiy1, AT — Tp11))
+ <y1§+1 — Yp AT 1 — -’Bk)>
= (Y ~ Y1, Al® — x141))
— (" — Y Al — 1))
+ (Yit1 — Yk Al®py1 — 1))
= (Y — Y1, Al® — @py1))
+(Y* — yi Al@p1 — k)
(Y —yp, Al — xp))
+ (Y1 — Y A(@hs1 — 1))

(68)

The bilinear form on the last line of (67) simplifies to

(Y* = yk, A(Qer1 — @) — wp1)) = (Y — yp, Al@rgr — zn)) - (69)

Combine equations (12), (68) and (69) together to write inequality (67) as
L(®p11,y") — L(@, Ypi1) < Ak, y") — Dega(@,y") — Dpga(@r, yi)-
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Thanks to inequality (65),
—Apy1(Tr, yz) <O,
and hence
L(@k11,y") — L(@, Ypi1) < Ak, Y") — Dpga(@,y7).
This proves the descent rule (13).

Part 3. Sum inequality (13) from k£ =1 to K on both sides to obtain

K
k=1
Use the averages
1 & 1 &
Xg= EZM and Y7 = EZyz,
k=1 k=1
the convexity and concavity in the first and second arguments of the Lagrangian (7), respec-

tively, and inequality (70) to bound the difference of Lagrangians £(X k,y*) — L(x, Y %)
as follows:

L(Xie,y") — L@, Yi) < = 3 (Llwyy™) - L(z,yh)
=1 (71)

k
(AO(w7 y*) - AK(wa y*)) :
Finally, use the lower and upper bounds (65) in (71) to get

. . 1+ 710 || A,
L(Xk:y") = L@ V) < -

1 1 -
<;D¢>X (x,20) + ;D%,* (y 7yo)>

. I VTU“A“op 1 1
K .

—Do(x,2x) + — Doy, (47, yk)

This proves the estimate (14).
Now, let (z,y*) = (s, y?) in estimate (14) and use the saddle point property

LXK, y5) —L(xs, Y) 20

and rearrange to get
1 1 * *
(1—=Vro|Al,) <;D¢>X($s7wf<) + Doy (Y5, yK)>
1 1 * *
<1+ V7oAl (;Dm(msvwo) + Doy (ys’y0)> :

Since 1o HAng < 1, the number (1 — /70 ||A],,) is strictly positive and we can divide
both sides of the previous inequality by (1 — /7o [|Al[,,) to get

1 1 1+ V7o |lAlly, (1 1
°D S Dy (vt ) < » (1D, (z., Dy (vl )
T ¢X(w87wK)+O_ (i)y*(ysayK) 1_\/7_—O_HAHOP <T (i)x(ws $0)+O’ oy (ys yO))

This proves inequality (15).
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Part 4. First, note that the global bound (15) implies that the sequence of iterates
{(xk, y})}i2 is bounded. It follows immediately from the definitions of the averages X
and Y, that the sequence of averages {(X r, Y5 )} >, is also bounded.

From Fact A.4, there is a subsequence {(Xg,, *Kl)}f:lo that converges weakly to some
point (X,Y™) € X x Y*. We claim that (X,Y™) is a saddle point of the Lagrangian (7).
To see this, use inequality (14) with (z,y*) € dom g x dom h* and take the infimum limit
Il — +o00 to get

. . . . 1EVTOlAll, (1 1 .
1;1_1}1+1£10f [L(X K, y*) — L(x,Y,)] < lzll—ﬁlgf i, <;D¢X (x, o) + ;D%,* (y 7yo)> = 0.

The lower semicontinuity property of the functions g and h* implies

0> llim+inf (L(X K, y*)— L2, YY) = L(X,y*) — L(x,Y¥),
— 400
from which we find
LX,y*) < L(x, ™).

As the pair of points (x,y*) € X x Y* was arbitrary, we conclude that (X,Y™) is a saddle
point of the Lagrangian (7).

Assume now that the spaces X and Y* are finite-dimensional. Since the sequence of iter-
ates {(xx, yZ)};;’Ol is bounded, by Fact A.4 there is a subsequence that converges strongly to
some point (z.,y}). Note that (., y}) is a fixed point of the nonlinear PDHG method (10),
and therefore we can invoke Lemma 2.1 to conclude that (z.,y}) € dom dg x dom Oh*.

We claim that (x.,y}) is a saddle point of the Lagrangian (7). To see this, consider the

descent rule (13) with arbitrary (a,y*) and the subsequence {(mkl,yzl) l+:°1°

E(mkmy*) - ﬁ(%yzl) < Akz(m’y*) - Alirl (m’y*)'

By the strong convergence of the subsequence {(mkl,yzl)}f:"f to (@, y}) and Fact A.7(vii),
we have the limits

lim Dy, (z, ) = Dy, (x,2:) and l—lg—noo Dyg,,. (y*7yzl) = Dy, (v, ye)-

l—+o00

Hence

. * 1 1 * ok *
lim Akl($,’y ) = ;D¢X(m7mc) + ;D¢y* (y 7yc) - (y* - ych(m - m0)> )

l—~+00

and we conclude, from the completeness property of the real numbers, that

liminf Ay, (2, y*) — Ap,,, (2, 9%) = 0.

l—+o00

We therefore deduce the infimum limit

liminf £(xy,, y*) — L(z,y},) < 0.

=400
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The lower semicontinuity property of the functions g and h* implies

0> liminf (L(a,,y*) ~ L@, 3i) > Llzey®) - L.y,
from which we find
L(z,y;) < L(xc, y").

As the pair of points (,y*) € X x Y* was arbitrary, we conclude that (x.,y}) is a saddle
point of the Lagrangian (7).

It remains to prove that the sequence of iterates {(azk,yk)}giol converges strongly to
the saddle point (x.,y}). To do so, consider the descent rule (13) with the choice of saddle
point (x,y*) = (xc,y:). From the saddle-point property L(x,y}) — L(x.,y;) = 0 and
inequality (65), we have

0 < Ap(@eryl) < A1 (@er ).

The sequence of real numbers {Ag(x,, yZ)},J;"l’ is non-increasing in [, and as such, it has
a limit. By Lemma 2.1, Fact A.7(vi), and the strong convergence of the subsequence
{(zr 3 1T to (@, yl), we have

lim Dy, (x.,zx,) =0, lim D¢y* (y’c‘,yzl) =0, and lim <y’c‘ — y,’;l, A(x. — a:kl)> =0.

l—~+00 =400 l—~+00

We deduce the limit
lim Ag(xe,y.)=0.

k—+o00

Now, from this limit and the lower bound (65) with (z,y) = (z., y}), we have

1

1 * * : *
0% 1im (1= V7T [AlLy) (3Dsr@ea) + 2 Doy (0290)) < i Au(oey) =0

lim
k—+o00

Since (1 — /70 || A||,,) > 0 and assumption (A5) holds, we deduce the limits

1 :
0t gl m ol < lim Dolwe ) =0

and

0< lim - lyz — il

2 . * %
L < Dy , =0.
koo 2 VoS i oy (ye, vi)

This proves the strong convergence of the sequence of iterates {(x, yZ)}Z';’Ol to the saddle
point (z., y}). Finally, we deduce from Fact A.2 that the sequence of averages {(X r, Y ) } 12,
converges strongly to the same limit (z.,y}). This concludes the proof.

D. Proof of Proposition 4.1

We divide the proof into five parts, first deriving an auxiliary result, and then proving in
turn the descent rule (20) (Proposition 4.1(a)), the estimate (21) and global bound (22)
(Proposition 4.1(b)), formula (23) and the bounds (24) (Proposition 4.1(c)), and the con-
vergence properties of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG method (17) (Proposition 4.1(d)).
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Part 1. We first show that for every (z,y*) € dom g x dom h* and k € N, the quantity
Ak (x,y*) satisfies the lower bound

Yg 1
Ag(z,y*) > mDm(m »Tk) + D¢y* V", yp)- (72)

To do so, use Fact A.1 with o= 6y /(7 [|Al|,,) and assumption (A5) to get

* * 9 Tk ”A”gp * *
‘<yk — Yp_1, Az — mk)>| D¢x( xy) + TD%* (Yr> Yh1)-

By the second and third recurrence relations in (18), we have the identity
ok |45, = 1. (73)

Use this identity in the previous inequality to find

9 1
|<yk Yr—1, AT $k)>‘ ™ o (T, Tk) + o0r Py (Y5> Yr_1)

Substitute in Ag(x,y*) to get
1 1 1
Ag(z,y*) = Dm(-’ﬂ xy) + D¢y* (Y, yp) + Dw (Yk> Yi—1)

9};: 1 * *
— Hk < kD¢X($ a:k) %—6D¢y* (ykvyk—l)>

1—92

Tk

LDy (, wk)+ D¢y*(y S YL)-

The first and second recurrence relations in (18) imply

1—9§:i<1_ 1 >:i< VgTh-1 >:i< Vg >: Yoo T
Tk T 1—|—’yg7'k_1 Tk 1+’Yg7-k—1 0y, 1+’Yg7'k—1 Hk—l-’Yng 1—|—’Yg7'0

Hence

"y
Ag(z,y*) > mDm(m . Tk) + D¢y* (Y, yr)s

which proves the auxiliary result (72).

Part 2. Let (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*. By assumption (A1)-(A6), Lemma 2.1 holds, and
we can apply the improved descent rule (16) to the (k+ 1) iterate given by the accelerated
nonlinear PDHG method (17) with the initial points (2, §*) = (z, ¥} ), intermediate points

(@,9") = (@r+1, Y5 +0k(Y), —Yj_1)), output points (,9") = (Tk+1, Y}, ), strong convexity
constants v, > 0 and 4+ = 0, and parameters 7 = 73, 0 = 0}, and 6 = 0, to get

. 1
L(wps1,y") — L(2,Ypy1) < ™ — (Do (®, @) — Dy (Thy1, ) — (14 v97) Doy (@, Tpet1))

1 * * * *
+ . (D%}* (V" yp) — D¢>y* (yk+1= Yr) — D¢>y* (y™, yk+1))

+< k+9k( —Yi1) — Yy AT — ®py1)) -
(74)
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We wish to bound the last line on the right hand side of (74) to eliminate the Bregman
divergence term Dy, (Tg+1, k). To do so, first distribute the last line on the right hand
side of (74) as

O (Ui — Vi1, AT — @) — (Yir — i AlT — Tpp1)) - (75)
Write @ — xp11 = (& — @) + (x — k1) and substitute in (75) to get

Ok (Yi — Vi1, Al — i) — O (yf — i1, Al@pg1 — xp))

- <y2+1 —Yp Az — -’L’k+1)> . (76)

Next, use Fact A.1 with (z,y*) = (®r11,95), (', y*) = (zi, y;_;) and a = 1/(0k7 [| Al op.),
and assumption (Ab), identity (73) derived in Part 1 to bound the second bilinear form
in (76) as follows:

* * 0
|<yk — Y1, A(Tpy1 — $k)>| —— D (g1, Tk) + D¢y* (Yks Yi—1)- (77)

0,7

Finally, use (75), (76), and (77) to eliminate the Bregman divergence term Dy, (k41 T))
on the right hand side of the descent rule (74) and rearrange to get

1+ YgTk
Tk

* * 1 * *
L(Tri1,Y") — L(T,Ypy1) + < ) Dy (x, g y1) + U—kD%,* (V" Y1)

1 * * * *
+ O,_kDfi)y* (Yrs1,Uk) + (Yh1 — Yk AT — Tp11))
1 1
< =Dy, (x,x;) + —Dgy..(y*, vy
- 62 (X, 1) o Doy (y™ y1)
2

0
+ Dfi)y*(ykayk 1)+6k< yk 1,A(m—wk)>

We now want to express both sides of inequality (78) in terms of Ag(x, y*) and Ag11(x, y*),
starting from the left hand side. Note that the recurrence relations (18) imply

Lym 1 NI S S
Tk Ok+1Tk+1 or  Oky10k41

As such, the left hand side of (78) admits the lower bound
L(wps1,Y") — L@, Yjp1) + Dir1 (@, Y7) /O (79)

Since 0 < 6, < 1, we have

92
_D¢y* (Yks Yg—1) < D¢y* (Yk> Yk—1)-

Hence the right hand side of (78) is bounded from above by Ag(z,y*). In summary, we
find

L(®p11,9") = L(,Ypi1) < Ak(@,Y7) = Bppa (2, 97)/Opra-
This proves the descent rule (20).
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Part 3. Use (20), the third recurrence relation in (18), and the averages Tk, X x and Y%
to compute the weighted sum

Q

L (L@, y*) — Lz, y))

Tic (X ke.y) — £ i) < 3 T

IN
Q

% (Ap—1(z,y") — Ap(x, y*)/6k)

k-1 1 okt
Ap_ ) — —
p k—1(x,y") 0. oo

(80)

N

Ak(fﬂay*))

o

M T T T

Ok—1 x\ % *
< %o Ak—l(w7y ) O_OAk(way )>

e
Il

1
* OK *
O(w7y )_ AK(ZU,’y )
g0

I
>

This proves the estimate (21). Finally, substitute the saddle point (x4, y?%) for (z,y*) in
inequality (80) and use the saddle-point property L(xy, y%) — L(xs,y5) = 0 to get

* 00
Ag(xs,ys) < —Ag(xs,y,).
0K

The global bound (22) follows from this upper bound and the lower bound (72) derived in
Part 1.

Part 4. Substitute the identity (73) in the third recurrence relation of (18) and take the
square to get the nonlinear recurrence relation

2
UI%-i—l = UI% + ’Ygak/ ”AHOp : (81)

Use this to express the average quantity Tk as a telescoping sum:

K K
Tic =30 70 =3 (1415, (o — 0f-1) /o) = 141G, (o — o8) /(ro0).
k=1 k=1

This proves formula (23).
We now compute the bounds in (24), starting with the upper bound. Let a = ~,/(2|| AHip),
and use this quantity in equation (81) to derive a simple upper bound on ox:

2 2
O =0k_1+2a0K_1

< 0%(_1 + 2a0K_1 + a?
= (0kx-1+a)”.
Take the square root to find
O K O0Kg—1+a.

A simple calculation gives
ox < o9+ aK.
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Hence

TK:ai—agg(ao—FCLK) — o} K+LK2.
2(10’0 2a0 0 20’0
which proves the upper bound in inequality (24).

The lower bound in inequality (24) is the same as derived in Chambolle and Pock (2016b,
Section 5.2, Equation (41)), but here we give a different proof. Use (81) to derive a lower
bound on ok

O%( = O'%(_l 4+ 2a0 K1

= o7 + 2a0 o0 + a
T UKL K-l at+og a-+oyp

9 20000k _1 20201
=0K_1 + +
a+ op a+ og
2a000 2020 o
2 00K—1 K—1 0
201+

a+ og (a+ 00) (a+0p)

20000 — 2a202
2 00K—-1
2 OK_1 + +

+ aog 2
= T s
K=t a+ o

where on the fifth line we used that o, > o( for every nonnegative integer k, as per the
third recurrence relation (18). We have found

aog
OK 2 0Kg-1+
a—+ oy
which implies, after a simple calculation,
ao
O = 09+ 0 K.
a+ oy
Hence
2 2 2

07 — O g
Tk = K 0> 0

2a0¢0  2a0p

2
<1+ a K> —1]
a+ o

2 2
_oof g @
2a |a+ o9 (a+ 09)?
(s} aog 2
= K K
a+ og + 2(a+00)2

which proves the lower bound in inequality (24).

Part 5. First, combine the auxiliary result (72) and global bound (22) to get the inequality.

Yo

TmDm (xs, ) + D¢y* (Y5, Yk) < Dm (x5, o) + D¢y* (Y5, Yo)-
As a consequence, we have that

g op (1 1 —
<—Y Dy (xg,xx) < — | —Dy, (xs, o) + —Dy... (yF, 82
1+ 7470 o (Ts, TK) pn (7_0 6 (s, T0) 70 ¢y (Ys y0)> (82)
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and

0< O—_OD%;* (Y5, Yk) < T_Ode(ws’wo) + J_oDd’y* (Y5 ¥o)- (83)

These inequality immediately imply that the sequence of iterates {zx, ¥} } 5>, is bounded.
It follows from the definitions of the averages X g and Y} that the sequence of averages
{(X Kk, Y75)} >, is also bounded.

Now, thanks to Fact A.4 there is a subsequence {(X g, Y}l)}f:"f that converges weakly
to some point (X,Y ™) € X x Y*. We claim that (X,Y ™) is a saddle point of the La-
grangian (7). To see this, use inequality (21) with (x,y*) € dom g x dom h* and take the
infimum limit | — +o00 to get

liminf £(Xg,,,,y")—L(x,Y,, ) < liminf

1 1
l—+o0o =400 TKL+1 ( ¢X (ma mO) + o0 (by* (y 7y0)>

7o
The lower semicontinuity property of the functions g and h* implies

0> liminf (£(X s, y*) — L(2, V) > L(X,y") - Liz, Y™,

=400

from which we find
L(X,y") < L(z, V™).

As the pair of points (x,y*) € X x Y* was arbitrary, we conclude that (X,Y™) is a saddle
point of the Lagrangian (7). Moreover, we deduce from Remark 4.2 that X coincides with
the unique solution x4 of the primal problem (5), i.e., X = xs.

Next, we show that the individual sequences {z)}; > and {X x}1>°, converge strongly
to the unique solution &, of the primal problem (5). The strong convergence of xy, is evident
from (82), the limit limg 4o o = 00 from (23) and (24), and assumption (A5):

o1 :
0< Kl—lg-loo 2 s —ll; < Kl—lg-loo Doy (@, 2x)

. 14+~v,70\ o9 1 1
< 1 ST %0 (2 p, (a, = Dy (v yt
1m < Vg ) ox \ 70 ¢X(w8 ZIZ()) + o0 oy (ys y(])

We further deduce from Fact A.2 that the sequence {X K}}Ozol converges strongly to the
same limit x.

Suppose now that V* is finite-dimensional. Since the sequence {(xx, y7) ;;’ol is bounded
and xj converges strongly to x,, there is some subsequence {(wkl,yzl) ;201 that con-
verges strongly to a point (xs,y%) € X x Y*. By Fact A.2, the subsequence of averages
{( X%, Zl)}]‘z"l also strongly converges to (x5, y%). A similar argument as the one described
two paragraphs before shows then that (x5, y?) is a saddle point of the Lagrangian (7), and
moreover from Fact A.6 we deduce that y? is a solution to the dual problem (6). This

concludes the proof.

43



DARBON AND LANGLOIS

E. Proof of Proposition 4.3

We divide the proof into four parts, first deriving an auxiliary result, and then proving in
turn the descent rule (30) (Proposition 4.3(a)), the estimate (31) and global bound (32)
(Proposition 4.3(b)), and the convergence properties of the accelerated nonlinear PDHG
method (28) (Proposition 4.3(c)).

Part 1. First, we show that for every (x,y*) € dom g x dom h* and k € N, the quantity
Ay (x,y*) satisfies the lower bound

Ap(z,y*) > D¢y* (Y", yk)- (84)

To do so, use Fact A.1 with o =1/(70 ||A[,,) and use assumption (A5) to find

|<y2 — Y1, AT — wk)>‘ 9D¢X (x,zx) + 70 HA”Op Dy.,. (Yks Yk—1)-
From the choice of parameters in (27), we have the identity
ol |A|2, = 1. (85)

Use this identity in the previous inequality to find

[(yi = vi-v Al@ —@))| < Do (@, @1) + — Doy (Ui Yieoa). (86)
Substitute in Ag(x,y*) to get
Ak(m7 Yy ) > ;D¢X (m7 mk) + _D¢y* (y 7yk) + _D¢y* (yk7 yk—l)
-7 <T9D¢x($ xy) + D¢y* (Yr> Vi 1))
1 * *
= Doy (¥". y).
This proves the auxiliary result (84).

Part 2. Let (x,y*) € dom g x dom h*. By assumptions (A1)-(A7), Lemma 2.1 holds, and
we can apply the improved descent rule (16) to the (k+ 1) iterate given by the accelerated
nonlinear PDHG method (28) with the initial points (&, 7*) = (x, ¥} ), intermediate points

(,9%) = (Try1,9;, + 0(y, — yj_,)), output points (&,9") = (Trr1,Y; ), the strong
convexity constants v, > 0, v+ > 0, and the parameters 7, o, and 6 defined in (27):

* * 1
L(wrs1,y") — L(2, Yk ) < = . (Dgy (@, @) — Doy (Tht1, k) — (1 +997) Dy oo (T, The1))
1 * * * *
+ — (Do (" 9i) = Doy (Wi, yi) — (14 7020) Dy (U7, Y1)

+ <yz + 0y — Yr—1) — Y1, AT — wk+1)> . (
87)
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We wish to bound the last line on the right hand side of (87) to eliminate the Bregman
divergence term Dy, (Tg+1, k). To do so, first distribute the last line on the right hand
side of (87) as

0 (Yt = Vi1, A@ — @111)) = (Y1 — Ui A@ — 2pp)) - (88)
Write @ — @41 = (x — x)) + (®r — Ti41) and substitute in (88) to get
0 (yr — Y1, Alx — ) — 0 (yf — yi_1, Al@psr — 1))
- <’y2+1 —yp, Az — wk+1)> :
Next, use inequality (86) with & = @xjy; derived in Part 1 to bound the second bilinear
form in (89) as follows:

(89)

(Yt — Y1, A(Trgr — @) | < —gPox @kr1, k) + — Doy (Ui, Y1) (90)

Finally, use (88), (89), and (90) to eliminate the Bregman divergence term Dy, (Ts41, k)
on the right hand side of the descent rule (87):

14+ ~,7
o )Dm(m,mkm T (

1+ ypo
o

Ll@reny®) — L@ yh) + ( ) Doy (4" i)

1 * * * *

+ ;D%* (Yk+1:Yk) + <yk+1 — Y, AT — wk+1)> (91)
1 1 * *

< ;Dfi)X (:IZ, a:k) + ;D%/* (y ) yk)

¢ %k % %
+ ;D¢y* (yk7yk—1) +6 <yk —Yr_1, A(ZE — :I:k)>

We now want to express both sides of inequality (91) in terms of Ag(x, y*) and Ag11(x, y*),
starting from the left hand side. Note that the choice of parameters in (27) implies

14+7v,7=1/0 and 14 -0 =1/0.
As such, the left hand side of (91) is equal to
L(wps1,Y") — L(2, Yry1) + Dpia(z,97) /0,
and the right hand side of (91) is equal to Ag(x,y*). Put together, we find
L(@ri1,Y") = L(@,Ypp1) < Ak(@,y") = Appa(@,y7)/0. (92)
This proves the descent rule (30).

Part 3. Use (92) and the averages Tk, X g and Y} to compute the sum

‘ -

T L(X 1, y") = L(®,Y) = T (L(or,y7) — L=z, yg)

Sy

k—1 (Ag-1(z, y*) - Ak(w7y*)/9) (93)

/AN
M= 1M [
CD‘H

Apoi(,y")/05 = A, y")/6")

/N

g

o(@.y") — A (@, y")/0".
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This proves the estimate (31). Finally, substitute the saddle point (zs,y?%) for (z,y*) in
inequality (93) and use the saddle-point property L(xk,y%) — L(xs,y;) = 0 to get

AK($3, y:) < HKAO(msv y:)

The global bound (32) follows from this upper bound and the lower bound (84) derived in
Part 1.

Part 4. The global bound (32), assumption (A5), and Fact A.7(viii) immediately imply
that the sequence of iterates {y,’;};;’? converges strongly to y,. It follows from this and
Fact A.2 that the sequence of averages {Y*K}}?:Ol also converges strongly to y?.

Now, consider inequality (93) with (z,y*) = (xs,y%) written in full:

;D¢X(ws7wk) + Doy, (s, yr) + - Doy (Y- Y1) + 0 (ys — yi_1, A(ms — )
94)
< GK (;Dqﬁx (mmm(]) + ED¢);* (ys7y0)> :

We wish to bound the bilinear form on the left hand side to obtain a bound on x;. To do
so, use Fact A.1 with a =1/(270 || A[|,,) and identity (85) to obtain the bound

* * 1 * *
Kyk — Y1, AlTs — "Bk)>| < 170 s — wkH%{ + pu Hyk - yk—1| i; :
Substitute in (94) to get

i ‘

;D¢X (wS? Zlﬁk) + ED¢y* (ys7yk) + ;D¢y* (yk7yk—1) - ; Hyk ~Yg-1

1 1 . s
< 9K (;D¢X (wsa a:O) + ;D¢y* (y57 y0)> :

2
= 3o s — il

Finally, use the inequalities Dy . (y5,y;) = 0, Dy, (Y5, Ys_1) = 0, and Dy, (x5, k) >
s — x5 (thanks to assumption (A5) and Fact A.7(viii) with m = 1) to obtain

1

0
o s — i3 < P vk — vi_1

2 1 1 * *
p* + GK (;D¢X ($s, wO) + ;D¢y* (y87y0)> :

Taking the limit & — +oo yields limg_, 4o xr = xs. It follows from this and Fact A.2
that the sequence of averages {X K}}C’:OI also converges strongly to @s. This concludes the
proof.
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