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Abstract

We investigate the convergence properties of exact and inexact forward-backward
(FB) algorithms for the minimisation of the two functions f ` g defined on a Hilbert
space, where f is weakly convex and g is convex and has a Lipschitz-continuous
gradient. The main condition ensuring convergence is the sharpness of the objective
f ` g around the solution set S. We show that the exact (FB) algorithm converges
to a global solution provided that at a certain iteration the sequence is sufficiently
close to the solution set. The inexact (FB) iterations converge to a ball around S

with radius depending upon the inexactness parameter ε. As an application of the
analysed algorithm, we consider a feasibility problem involving a sphere and a closed
convex set.

KEYWORDS: weakly convex functions, sharpness condition, forward-backward algo-
rithm, inexact forward-backward algorithm, ρ-criticality, proximal subgradient, proximal
operator

Mathematical classification index: 90C30 Nonlinear programming - 90C26 Nonconvex
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1 Scope of this Work

Given a Hilbert space X , we consider a problem of the form

minimize
xPX

fpxq ` gpxq (1)

where function f : X Ñ p´8,`8s is weakly convex with modulus ρ ě 0 (ρ-weakly con-
vex) and function g : X Ñ R is convex and differentiable with a Lg-Lipschitz continuous
gradient. For a function h : X Ñ p´8,`8s, the notation domh will indicate the set

domh :“ tx P X | hpxq ă `8u
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and in the remainder of the paper we will say that function h is proper whenever domh ‰
H.

Our standing assumption is that the solution set S :“ argminxPX pf ` gqpxq is non-
empty and that the objective function pf ` gq is sharp in the sense of Definition 7 below.
Under these assumptions, we analyse the convergence properties of an inexact FB splitting
algorithm, where for given inexactness parameters εt ě 0 and step sizes αt ą 0, starting
from a point x0 P dom pf ` gq, for any t P N the update reads as

xt`1 P εt-proxαtf
pxt ´ αt∇gpxtqq.

The concept of inexact proximal operator and its computational tractability lie at
the core of any proximal method referring to fully convex case, where both f and g are
convex,[3, 41, 49, 54, 57]. In our analysis we are using the concept of ε-proximal operator
introduced in our paper [7], see also Definition 4 below. Its properties, expressed in terms
of global proximal ε-subdifferentials, are investigated in Proposition 4 and Proposition
5 of our paper [7], where we also provide a comparison with other concepts of existing
ε-proximal operator in the convex case.

Motivation Weakly convex problems appear, for example, in signal processing [35],
image processing, see e.g [44], [6], [56], [42], and machine learning [48]. Moreover, in this
paper, we show that it is possible to model a feasibility problem between a sphere and
a closed convex set as Problem (1). In the literature, many algorithms are devoted to
solve different types of weakly convex problems, see e.g. [24], [26], [25]. Most of these
algorithms can be considered special cases of the unified scheme for solving weakly convex
problems, recently proposed in [1]. The inexact Sum Rule for weakly convex functions
(see [7, Theorem 2]) represents a useful tool for the convergence analysis of algorithms
such as the inexact forward-backward algorithm described in this work.

1.1 Related Works

Convergence results for FB The Forward-Backward algorithm (FB) or Proximal
gradient algorithm belongs to the class of splitting methods [28, 34, 45] whose aim is to
minimise the sum of a smooth function and a non-smooth one. By taking a gradient
step on the smooth function and the proximal step on the non-smooth one, it is only
needed to access each function separately. This kind of algorithm has been well studied
and understood in the case when all the functions are convex [28]. In fact, many variants
of FB have been proposed recently. For examples, [22] developed variable metric version
of FB algorithm to improve convergence of the algorithm. In [43], and [38], the authors
propose an inertial scheme for FB based on the work of Polyak [47]. While in [17], followed
by Tseng’s Forward-Backward-Forward splitting, the authors design an inertial scheme of
FBF algorithm which can be used to obtain inertial primal-dual algorithm.

One crucial requirement in the works above is the ability to compute proximal oper-
ators in a closed form. When no such expression is available for the non-smooth term,
the computation of the proximal point needs to be addressed/approximated as an inde-
pendent optimisation problem. If not cautiously treated, the introduced approximation
might represent a hindrance to the convergence of the method. One can overcome this
issue by using an inexact proximal computation, which allows us to estimate the proximal
point of a function at a certain location with a specified level of accuracy [54].
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When the hypothesis of convexity is relaxed, two main drawbacks arise. Firstly, the
convergence to global minimiser cannot be easily guaranteed anymore. Secondly, the
possible lack of convexity of the non-smooth function invalidates the fact that the corre-
sponding proximal operator is single valued.

Convergence under the Kurdyka-Łojasiewicz inequality. In the general non-
convex case, the seminal work [2] illustrates that the convergence to a local minimum
can be ensured provided that the objective function satisfies the Kurdyka-Łojasiewicz
(KL) property [32, 36, 37]. This result, that holds in finite dimension, has an extension
to general Hilbert spaces, provided that the objective function is weakly convex and it
satisfies the infinite-dimensional version of the Kurdyka-Łojasiewicz property [12]. The
use of this property allows us to overcome the fact that in the general non-convex case it is
not possible to ensure that the sequence generated by the algorithm satisfies the so-called
Fejér-monotonicity property, which is at the core of the convergence proof in the convex
case [5]. One can relate the KL property to other conditions concerning the function val-
ues and the set of the critical points. For examples, the Luo-Tseng error bound condition
combined with some assumption on the separation of the function values at the critical
points can lead to the KL property [33].

Convergence under sharpness condition. In [25] the authors discuss the local con-
vergence of standard (projected) subgradient methods for the minimisation of sharp func-
tions that are weakly-convex in a finite-dimensional setting. In [24] the authors propose
a stationarity measure for proximal stochastic subgradient methods for an objective func-
tion that is expressed as the sum of a closed convex function and an expectation function
that is assumed to be weakly convex. The algorithms analysed in [25, 24] perform the
(sub)gradient step on the weakly convex term and the proximal step with respect to the
convex term.

FB for weakly convex functions Our analysis encompasses the case εt “ 0, where
instead of the approximate (inexact) proximal operator εt-proxαtf

, exact proximity cal-
culation proxαtf

is performed for any t P N. This is studied in [10], where the authors
exploit a variable smoothing approach and infer a complexity bound in finite dimension
showing convergence to the set of critical points, under the assumption that a closed-form
proximal operator is available for the weakly convex function.

Proximal Subdifferential Focusing on the class of weakly convex functions allows us
to adopt a specific form of the general Fréchet Subdifferential, which is known as proximal
subdifferential. There exists a vast literature devoted to proximal subdifferentials, see e.g.
in the finite dimensional case, the monograph by Rockafellar and Wets [50], in Hilbert
spaces the work by Bernard and Thibault [9]. This concept will be the underlying tool in
our developments: in particular, make use of the fact that weakly convex functions (among
others) enjoy a so-called globalisation property [31, 52], which states that the proximal
subgradient inequality holds globally (see Definition 1 and Definition 2). Finally, we
highlight that for ρ-weakly convex functions the proximal subdifferential coincides with
the Clarke subdifferential (see [31, Theorem 3.1] )

Contribution. We prove the strong local convergence of the inexat FB iterates in a
Hilbert space, in both the exact and the inexact case. Our detailed contribution is as
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follows:

• We discuss the notions of ε-critical points and ε-proximal point, which are crucial in
some applications when the exact computation of the proximal point is not available.
For ρ-weakly convex functions, we relate the proximal operator to the proximal
subdifferential, Lemma 2.

• We investigate the relations between sharpness and criticality for weakly convex
functions. We determine the location/position of the pρ{2q-critical points and the
solution set S for problem (1) (see Proposition 3).

• We provide conditions for the boundedness and the decrease of the sequence distpxt, Sq
for pxtqtPN constructed by Algorithm 1 (see Theorem 2).

• We investigate the strong convergence of the sequence generated by Algorithm 1
(see Corollary 4 in the inexact case and Proposition 6 in the exact case).

• We propose a new mathematical model for the feasibility problem, (FP), of a sphere
and a closed convex set involving weakly convex functions. We show that our
forward-backward scheme for weakly convex functions can be applied to (FP), since
all the assumptions required for the convergence to a global solution are satisfied.

Paper Outline. The paper is organised as follows: in section 2 we provide some pre-
liminary facts regarding (global) proximal ε-subdifferentials (where ε is understood as an
inexactness parameter) and calculus rules for the computation of the ε-subdifferential of a
sum of functions, along with the concept of ε-criticality; in section 3 we show the relation
between the proximal operator and the proximal subdifferential of ρ-weakly convex func-
tions (Lemma 2); in section 4 we introduce the concept of µ-sharpness and we prove that
for a function satisfying it there exists a neighbourhood of the set of its global minima
which does not include critical points; in section 5 we present in Algorithm 1 the inexact
FB algorithm and provide a result regarding the descending behaviour of the function
value for a sequence generated by Algorithm 1; in section 6 we illustrate some conver-
gence properties related to possibly varying inexactness parameters ε while in section 7
we prove the main convergence results in the case ε is fixed. To conclude, in section 8 we
discuss the application of Algorithm 1 to the problem (FP).

2 Preliminaries

We start with the definition of ρ-weak convexity (also known as ρ-paraconvexity, see
[31, 51] or ρ-semiconvexity, see [19]).

Definition 1 (ρ-weak convexity). Let X be a Hilbert space. A function h : X Ñ
p´8,`8s is said to be ρ-weakly convex if there exists a constant ρ ě 0 such that for
λ P r0, 1s the following inequality holds:

p@px, yq P X
2q hpλx ` p1 ´ λqyq ď λhpxq ` p1 ´ λqhpyq ` λp1 ´ λqρ

2
}x ´ y}2

We refer to ρ as the modulus of weak convexity of the function h.

Weakly convex functions can be equivalently characterised in the following manner:

Proposition 1 ([19, Proposition 1.1.3]). Let X be a Hilbert space. Function h : X Ñ
p´8,`8s is ρ-weakly convex if and only if function hp¨q ` ρ

2
} ¨ }2 is convex.
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A more detailed discussion about equivalent formulations of weak convexity can be
found in [7] and in the references therein.

Example 1. Consider the following function:

f : R ÝÑ R

x ÞÝÑ |px ´ aqpx ´ bq|
(2)

where pa, bq P tpa, bq P R
2 | a ă bu. Function f is ρ-weakly convex with ρ “ 2. As a matter

of fact, for every x P R

fpxq ` x2 “
#

x2 ´ pa ` bqx ` ab ` x2 if x ď a and x ě b

´x2 ` pa ` bqx ´ ab ` x2 if a ď x ď b

“
#

2x2 ´ pa ` bqx ` ab if x ď a and x ě b

pa ` bqx ´ ab if a ď x ď b

“ maxt2x2 ´ pa ` bqx ` ab, pa ` bqx ´ abu.

In other words, function x ÞÑ fpxq `x2 is expressed as the point-wise maximum of convex
functions, hence it is itself convex. In conclusion, function f is ρ-weakly convex with ρ “ 2

by virtue of Proposition 1.

Example 2. Let Q P R
nˆn be a symmetric matrix and let f : Rn Ñ R be the associated

bilinear form, fpxq “ xx,Qxy. It can be shown that f is ρ-weakly convex, where ρ :“ |λ0|,
and λ0 is the smallest negative eigenvalue of Q. Since Q is a real symmetric matrix, it
can be decomposed as Q “ PDPJ, where D is a diagonal matrix of eigenvalues of Q and
P is an orthogonal matrix consisting of eigenvectors of Q. Hence

p@x P X q fpxq “ xx,Qxy “ xx, PDPJxy “ xPJx,DPJxy.

If all the eigenvalues of Q are non-negative, then D is a positive semi-definite matrix and
fpxq ě 0 for all x P R

n, which is equivalent to the fact that f is a convex function. On
the other hand, if there exists λ0 ă 0 then we can add a constant a0 ě |λ0| so that the
diagonal matrix pD ` a0Idq only admits non-negative entries and we have the following
equalities for every x P X

f̃pxq “ xPJx, pD ` a0IdqPJxy “ xx, PDPJxy ` xx, P pa0IdqPJxy “ fpxq ` a0}x}2,

which shows that fp¨q ` a0} ¨ }2 is convex because f̃p¨q is convex.

For a general function h : X Ñ p´8,`8s, we define the global proximal ε-subdifferential
as follows.

Definition 2 (Global proximal ε-subdifferential). Let ε ě 0. Let X be a Hilbert space.
The global proximal ε-subdifferential of a function h : X Ñ p´8,`8s at x0 P dom h for
C ě 0 is defined as follows:

B ε
Chpx0q “

 

v P X | hpxq ´ hpx0q ě xv, x ´ x0y ´ C}x ´ x0}2 ´ ε @x P X
(

. (3)

For ε “ 0, we have

BChpx0q “ tv P X | hpxq ě hpx0q ` xv, x ´ x0y ´ C}x ´ x0}2, @x P X u (4)
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In view of (4), B0 denotes the subdifferential in the sense of convex analysis. The
elements of B ε

Chpx0q are called proximal ε-subgradients.
The notation B εhpxq is used when the constant in (3) is inessential, i.e. v P B εhpxq

means that there exists C ě 0 such that v P B ε
Chpxq.

By [31, Proposition 3.1], for a ρ-weakly convex function h, the global proximal subd-
ifferential Bρ{2hpx0q defined by (4) coincides with the set of local proximal subgradients
which satisfy the proximal subgradient inequality (4) locally in a neighbourhood of x0.
Moreover, when h is ρ-weakly convex, by [31, Theorem 3.1], the proximal subdifferential
Bρ{2hpx0q coincides with the Clarke subdifferential Bchpx0q (see also [1]). An extensive
study of local proximal subdifferentials in Hilbert spaces can be found in [21, Chapter 2]
and in [50, 9].

For any set set-valued mapping M : X ⇒ X , we will use the notation domM to
indicate the set

domM :“ tx P X |Mpxq ‰ Hu.

Proposition 2 ( [7, Proposition 2]). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let h : X Ñ p´8,`8s
be a lower semi-continuous and ρ-weakly convex function with ρ ě 0. Then

dom Bρ{2h Ă domh

and for every ε ą 0

dom B ε
ρ{2h “ domh

The sum rule for proximal ε-subdifferentials presented below takes into account the
moduli of weak convexity of the involved functions.

Theorem 1 ([7, Sum Rule for ε-subdifferential, Theorem 2]). Let X be a Hilbert space.
For i “ 0, 1, let function hi : X Ñ p´8,`8s be proper lower semi-continuous and ρi-
weakly convex on X with ρi ě 0. Then, for all x P domh0 X domh1 and for all ε0, ε1 ě 0

we have
Bε0
ρ0{2h0pxq ` Bε1

ρ1{2h1pxq Ď B ε
ρ{2ph0 ` h1qpxq

for all ε ě ε0 ` ε1 and for all ρ ě ρ0 ` ρ1. The equality

B ε
pρ0`ρ1q{2ph0 ` h1qpxq “

ď

ε0,ε1,ε“ε0`ε1

Bε0
ρ0{2h0pxq ` B ε1

ρ1{2h1pxq

holds when domh0Xdomh1 contains a point at which either h0`ρ0{2}¨}2 or h1p¨q`ρ1{2}¨}2
is continuous.

To conclude, we report the following result, commonly known as Descent Lemma, that
holds for sufficiently regular functions defined on a Hilbert space.

Lemma 1 ([5, Lemma 2.64]). Let X be a Hilbert space, let U be a nonempty convex subset
of X . Let h : U Ñ R be a Fréchet differentiable function such that ∇h is Lh-Lipschitz
continuous on U . Let x and y be in U . Then the following holds:

(i) |hpxq ´ hpyq ´ xx ´ y|∇hpyqy| ď Lh

2
}x ´ y}2

(ii) |xx ´ y|∇hpxq ´ ∇hpyqy| ď Lh}x ´ y}2

6



In this work, we will consider ρ-weakly convex functions which are proper lower-
semicontinuous. For any ρ ě 0, in analogy to the convex case, we will use the notation
ΓρpX q to indicate the class of proper lower-semicontinuous ρ-weakly convex functions de-
fined on X . In particular, Γ0pX q denotes the class of proper lower-semicontinuous convex
functions defined on X .

3 Inexact Proximal Operators

In practical context it is not always possible to rely on a closed-form expression for the
proximity operator of a function and the computation of the proximal map needs to be
addressed as an independent optimisation problem. Examples of such functions are the
non-convex ℓp-seminorms (i.e. p P p0, 1q) or the convex ℓp-norms (i.e. p ě 1) – unless
p takes some specific values [20]. Another example is given by the combination of a
sparsity-promoting functions with a non-orthogonal linear operator, as in the case of the
popular discrete Total Variation functional [53] (and its non-convex modifications), which
has been extensively used in the context of image and signal processing. In these cases,
at each point, the proximal map is defined up to a certain degree of accuracy and in
the framework of proximal splitting methods, it is important to carry out a convergence
analysis that takes this fact into account. In order to do so, we consider the concept of
ε-solution for an optimisation problem and the related notion of ε-proximal point. We
illustrate its interaction with the proximal ε-subdifferential from Definition 2.

Definition 3 (ε-solution). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let h : X Ñ p´8,`8s be a proper
function that is bounded from below. Then, for any ε ą 0, the element xε is said to be
an ε-solution to the minimisation problem

minimize
xPX

hpxq

if the following condition is satisfied:

p@x P X q hpxεq ď hpxq ` ε.

Definition 4 (ε-proximal point). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let function
h : X Ñ p´8,`8s be proper and bounded from below and let x0 P X . Any ε-solution
to the proximal minimisation problem

minimize
xPX

hpxq ` 1

2
}x ´ x0}2, (5)

for ε ą 0 is said to be a ε-proximal point for h at x0. The set of all ε-proximal point of h
at x0 is denoted as

ε-proxhpx0q :“ tx P X | x is a ε-solution of (5)u

The above definition of inexact proximal point is rather general and coincides, in the
convex case, with the definition in [57, Equation (2.15)]. In the convex case, the conver-
gence analysis of an inexact Forward Backward algorithm with respect to [57, Equation
(2.15)] is proposed in [57, Appendix A].

To proceed with our analysis we consider the following notion of ε-critical point:
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Definition 5 (ε-critical point). Let X be a Hilbert space and ε ě 0. Let h : X Ñ
p´8,`8s be a proper function. A point x P X is said to be a ε-critical point for h if
0 P B εhpxq. The set of ε-critical points is identified as

ε- crit h :“ tx P X | 0 P B εhpxqu

that is, if x P ε -crit h, there exists a ě 0 such that 0 P B ε
ahpxq. For a fixed a ě 0, we say

that x is a a-ε-critical point and we write

x P ε -crita h.

In order to study the inexact proximal operator of a function h, we apply Theorem 1
to express the subdifferential of the function in (5) as the sum of the subdifferential of h
and of the quadratic term. Then, an explicit form for the ε-subdifferentials of quadratic
functions allows us to express the inexact proximal operator in terms of B ε

ρ{2h. This plays
an important role in section 5, where we investigate the convergence of the inexact scheme.

Remark 1 (ε-subdifferential of a convex quadratic function [29, Formula 1.2.5]). Let X
be a Hilbert space. For a function of the form h0p¨q “ 1

2α
} ¨ ´y}2 for some y P X and

α ě 0, we have

p@x P X q B ε
0
h0pxq “ tx ´ y

α
` e

α
| 1

2α
}e}2 ď εu.

Corollary 1 ([7, Proposition 5]). Let X be a Hilbert space and let h P ΓρpX q. Let ε ě 0,
α ą 0 and pxε, yq P X 2 such that xε P ε -proxαhpyq. Then there exist ε0, ε1 ě 0 with

ε0 ` ε1 ď ε such that, for any e P X with }e}2

2α
ď ε0, we have

y ´ xε ´ e

α
P B ε1

ρ{2hpxεq (6)

The latter formula (6) leads to the following lemma, which is a generalisation of [55,
Lemma 2] and [49, Lemma 2] to proximal ε-subdifferentials.

Corollary 2 ([7, Corollary 1]). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let h P ΓρpX q and let ε ě 0,

α ą 0. If xε P ε -proxαhpyq, then for any e P X with }e}2

2α
ď ε, we have

y ´ xε ´ e

α
P B ε

ρ{2hpxεq

3.1 Proximal operators

The main result of the present subsection is Lemma 2 which, for ρ-weakly convex functions,
relates the proximal operator to the proximal subdifferential as defined in Definition 2
when ε “ 0.

Definition 6 (Proximal Map). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let h : X Ñ p´8,`8s
be a proper ρ-weakly convex function on X . For any α ą 0, the set-valued mapping
proxαh : X ⇒ X defined as

p@x P X q proxαhpxq :“ argmin
yPX

"

hpyq ` 1

2α
}x ´ y}2

*

is called proximal map of h at x with respect to parameter α. If 1{α ą ρ, then proxαh

is a single-valued map and domproxαh :“ tx P X | proxαhpxq ‰ Hu “ X . In general,
domproxαh could be empty.

8



Lemma 2. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let h : X Ñ p´8,`8s be a proper ρ-weakly convex
function on X . Then for x P X , p P domh and α ą 0 we have

p P proxαhpxq ùñ x ´ p

α
P Bρ{2hppq. (7)

If 1{α ě ρ then we have the equivalence in (7).

Proof. Take p P proxαhpxq. For any y P X we have

h pyq ´ h ppq ` 1

2α

`

}y ´ x}2 ´ }p ´ x}2
˘

ě 0.

Let z P X and λ P p0, 1q, taking y “ λz ` p1 ´ λq p. Then

h pλz ` p1 ´ λq pq ´ h ppq ` 1

2α

`

}λz ` p1 ´ λq p ´ x}2 ´ }p ´ x}2
˘

ě 0.

By Definition 1, we obtain

λh pzq`p1 ´ λqh ppq´h ppq`ρ

2
λ p1 ´ λq }z ´ p}2` 1

2α

`

λ2 }z ´ p}2 ` 2λ xz ´ p, p ´ xy
˘

ě 0.

Dividing both sides by λ and letting λ Ñ 0, we get

h pzq ´ h ppq ` ρ

2
}z ´ p}2 ě 1

α
xx ´ p, z ´ py .

This holds for all z P X as we do not have any restriction when setting y. From the
definition of proximal subdifferential, we have px ´ pq{α P Bρ{2hppq which concludes the
proof. When 1

α
,ą ρ then hp¨q` 1

2α
}¨´x}2 is strongly convex which implies Bρ{2hppq “ tx´p

α
u.

Hence, the equivalence in (7) holds.

Remark 2. Notice that if function h in Lemma 2 is also assumed to be lower-semicontinuous,
by directly applying the definition of critical point (see Definition 5) and the result in The-
orem 1, we obtain

0 P Bρ{2ph ` 1

2α
} ¨ ´x}2qppq “ Bρ{2hppq ` p ´ x

α

hence
x ´ p

α
P Bρ{2hppq.

According to Definition 5, for a ρ-weakly convex function h : X Ñ p´8,`8s, a point
x P domh is a ρ{2-critical point if 0 P Bρ{2hpxq, that is

p@y P X q hpyq ´ hpxq ě x0, y ´ xy ´ ρ

2
}y ´ x}2 “ ´ρ

2
}y ´ x}2

and this is a necessary (but not sufficient) condition for global minimality. Then, the
following equivalence applies for every p P dom phq

x ´ p

α
P Bρ{2hppq ðñ 0 P Bρ{2qhppq ` 1

2α
∇p

`

}p ´ x}2
˘

.
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4 Sharpness and criticality

In this section we analyse mutual relationship between the solution set S and ε-critical
points of the minimisation problem

minimize
xPX

hpxq

in the case the objective function h satisfies the following sharpness condition:

Definition 7 (Sharpness, [46, 18]). Let X be a Hilbert space. Let us consider a function
h : X Ñ p´8,`8s and let the set S “ argminxPX hpxq be nonempty. Function h is said
to satisfy the sharpness condition locally if there exists µ ą 0 and δ ą 0 such that

p@x P BpS, δqq hpxq ´ inf
xPX

hpxq ě µ distpx, Sq,

where we use the convention that if S “ H, then

p@x P X q distpx, Sq “ `8.

If the condition above is satisfied for every δ ą 0 then the sharpness condition is said to
hold globally and it reads as

p@x P X q hpxq ´ inf
xPX

hpxq ě µ distpx, Sq, (8)

Example 3. Function x ÞÑ fpxq from Example 1 has minima at x “ a and x “ b with
fpaq “ fpbq “ 0. Take δ “

ˇ

ˇ

a´b
2

ˇ

ˇ so that Bpa, δq XBpb, δq “ ta`b
2

u, where Bpx0, δq denotes

the open ball with centre in x0 P R and radius δ and Bpx0, δq its closure. We can prove
that f is globally sharp with respect to the set S “ ta, bu. If x “ a`b

2
– which corresponds

to the midpoint of the interval ra, bs–, then

fpxq “ | ´
ˆ

a ´ b

2

˙ˆ

a ´ b

2

˙

| “ |a ´ b

2
| distpx, Sq

Let us now consider three cases for x ‰ a`b
2

:
• x P Bpa, δq, so x R Bpb, δq then fpxq ě δ|x ´ a| “ δ distpx, Sq;
• x P Bpb, δq, so x R Bpa, δq then fpxq ě δ|x ´ b| “ δ distpx, Sq;
• x R Bpa, δq and x R Bpb, δq, then fpxq ě δ|x ´ a| and fpxq ě δ|x ´ b|, hence

fpxq ě δmint|x ´ a|, |x ´ b|u “ δ distpx, Sq.

In conclusion, x ÞÑ fpxq is sharp for all x P R with constant δ, for every δ ď
ˇ

ˇ

a´b
2

ˇ

ˇ.

In the following proposition, we investigate the position of all the ε-critical points of
f which do not belong to S.

Proposition 3 (Position of solutions relative to a-ε-critical points). Let X be a Hilbert
space. Let h : X Ñ p´8,`8s be a proper function on X . Let S “ argminxPX hpxq be
non-empty and let h satisfy the sharpness condition (8) with a constant µ ą 0. Let
x P ε -crita phqzS for some a ě 0. Then, for any 0 ď ε ă µ2{4a, the quantities

τ1pεq :“ µ ´
a

µ2 ´ 4aε

2a
and τ2pεq :“ µ `

a

µ2 ´ 4aε

2a

are well-defined and, for any x P ε -crita phqzS, either distpx, Sq ě τ2 or 0 ă distpx, Sq ď
τ1pεq.

10



Proof. Let x P X be a a-ε-critical point that does not belong to S. By the definition,
0 P B ε

ahpxq, which is

p@y P X q hpxq ´ hpyq ď a}x ´ y}2 ` ε.

By the global sharpness of h, this implies that

p@x P Sq µ distpx, Sq ď a}x ´ x}2 ` ε

By taking the infimum in the right-hand side over all x P S we obtain the inequality

µ distpx, Sq ď a dist2px, Sq ` ε. (9)

which is quadratic with respect to distpx, Sq and either distpx, Sq ě τ2pεq or 0 ă distpx, Sq ď
τ1pεq.

From Proposition 3, given 0 ď ε ă µ2{a, for any a-ε-critical point of h which does
not belong to S, either the point is included in a neighbourhood of S of radius τ1pεq or
its distance from S is bounded from below by a positive quantity τ2pεq. The result of
Proposition 3 is in the spirit of the condition of proper separation of isocost surfaces [40],
which is taken as an assumption in [1], where criticality is understood in terms of Clarke’s
subdifferential.

Definition 8 (Definition 1.1 [1]). A closed function h : Rn Ñ R Y t`8u has properly
separated isocost surfaces if there exists ε ą 0 such that

x̄ P crit h, ȳ P crit h, hpx̄q ‰ hpȳq ùñ }x̄ ´ ȳ} ą ε. (10)

As reported in [40], the condition in (10) is satisfied for a function h that takes only
a finite number of values on crit h or whenever the connected components of crit h are
properly separated. In particular, the condition is automatically satisfied when h is convex.
In the non-convex case a sufficient condition is that h is a quadratic function defined on a
polyhedral set. Moreover, according to [11, Theorem 13], when h is a globally subanalytic
function such that h|dom h is continuous with domh closed, there exists a finite number of
connected components of the set crit h and h is constant on each connected component.
In this context criticality is understood in relation to the limiting subdifferential.

Remark 3. When ε “ 0, for a a-critical point x that does not belong to S, inequality (9)
reads as

µ distpx, Sq ď a dist2px, Sq.
and, by dividing both sides by distpx, Sq ą 0 we obtain

µ

a
ď distpx, Sq (11)

or equivalently

a -crit zS Ă tx P X | µ

a
ď distpx, Squ

which is the same result as in [25, Lemma 3.1], that is stated for ρ-weakly convex functions
and a “ ρ{2.

Proposition 3, in the form considered in Remark 3, is illustrated in the following
example, where inequality (11) is attained:

11



Example 4. Let us consider function x ÞÑ fpxq from Example 1. We notice that x “ a`b
2

is a pρ{2q-ε-critical point in the sense of Definition 5 for ρ “ 2 and ε “ 0. We start by
rewriting f in the following manner: for every x P R

fpxq “ maxtpx ´ aqpx ´ bq,´px ´ aqpx ´ bqu
“ maxtx2 ´ pa ` bqx ` ab,´x2 ´ ab ` pa ` bqxu

which implies the following inequality:

p@x P Rq fpxq ě ´x2 ´ ab ` pa ` bqx.

We now notice that for any pa, bq P R
2 the following identity holds

pa ´ bq2
4

´ pa ` bq2
4

“
ˆ

a ´ b

2
` a ` b

2

˙ˆ

a ´ b

2
´ a ` b

2

˙

“ ´ab

hence

p@x P Rq fpxq ě ´x2 ` pa ` bqx ` pa ´ bq2
4

´ pa ` bq2
4

“ ´
ˆ

x ´ a ` b

2

˙

2

` pa ´ bq2
4

.

Given the fact that f
`

a`b
2

˘

“ pa´bq2

4
, the inequality above reads as

p@x P Rq fpxq ´ f

ˆ

a ` b

2

˙

ě ´
ˆ

x ´ a ` b

2

˙

2

which, according to Definition 4, implies that 0 P B ε
ρ{2f

`

a`b
2

˘

for every ε ě 0 and for
ρ “ 2. In addition, considering the fact that function f satisfies the sharpness condition
with constant µ “

ˇ

ˇ

a´b
2

ˇ

ˇ (as shown in Example 3), inequality (11) is satisfied at x “ a`b
2

:

2µ

ρ
“ 2

ˇ

ˇ

a´b
2

ˇ

ˇ

2
“
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

a ´ b

2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ distpx, Sq.

5 The Inexact FB Algorithm

Assumption 1 summarizes the standing assumptions on functions f and g, which are made
in all the results of the subsequent sections.

Assumption 1. Let the following facts hold:
i) function f P ΓρpX q is bounded from below;
ii) function g P Γ0pX q is differentiable on its domain with a Lg-Lipschitz continuous

gradient;
iii) dom f X dom g ‰ H;
iv) the set S “ argminxPX pf ` gqpxq is non-empty.

12



We discuss the following forward-backward scheme.

Algorithm 1: Inexact Forward-Backward

Initialise: x0 P dom pf ` gq;
Set: pεtqtPN non-negative, pαtqtPN positive ;
for t “ 1, 2, . . . until convergence do

yt “ xt ´ αt∇gpxtq
xt`1 P εt-proxαtf

pytq

end

In our analysis below, we do not tackle the problem of computing the ε -proximal point
of function f at any given y. Instead we assume that there exists an oracle which provides
us with an ε-proximal point. Recall that we defined ε-proximal points as ε-solutions of
the corresponding optimisation problem, see Definition 4. An example of an estimation
procedure has been proposed in [54, 57] for convex functions.

Inexact Forward-Backward schemes in the general non-convex setting have been pro-
posed in [2, Algorithm 3, Theorem 5.1] and in [14]. In the first work, the scheme relies on
a pair of error conditions, namely the sufficient decrease and the relative error condition,
which allow to theoretically handle the problems arising from the approximation of the
proximal map, but are difficult to treat and implement in practical situations. In the sec-
ond work, a linesearch-based inexact proximal gradient scheme is designed for problems
where function g is not necessarily convex, whereas f is convex and its proximal map can
be approximated by means of the strategy proposed in [54, 57]. We therefore highlight
that in Algorithm 1 we take the proximal step on the weakly convex function f , while the
convex function g is also differentiable with a Lg-Lipschitz continuous gradient.

By applying the result of the sum rule for proximal ε-subdifferentials (Theorem 1) in
the form of Corollary 2, we investigate the decreasing behaviour of the objective function
in (1) for a sequence generated by the Inexact Forward-Backward scheme in Algorithm 1.

Proposition 4. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assumption 1.
Let pxtqtPN be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1. Then for any x P X , the following
estimate holds:

pf ` gqpxq ´ pf ` gqpxt`1q ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ Lg

2
}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´

c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1}
(12)

Moreover, pf ` gqpxtq satisfies

pf ` gq pxtq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ą ´εt ´
c

2εt

αt

}xt ´ xt`1} (13)

when 2{αt ą ρ ` Lg.
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Proof. By Algorithm 1 and Corollary 2, for every t P N there exists et P X with }et}2

2αt
ď εt

such that
xt ´ αt∇gpxtq ´ xt`1 ´ et

αt

P B εt
ρ{2fpxt`1q.

By definition of proximal ε-subdifferential, for any x P X

f pxq ´ f pxt`1q ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

´ ∇g pxtq , x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´

B

et

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ εt.

(14)

We notice that

x´∇g pxtq , x ´ xt`1y “ x´∇g pxtq , x ´ xt ` xt ´ xt`1y
“ x´∇g pxtq , x ´ xty ` x´∇g pxtq , xt ´ xt`1y
ě gpxtq ´ gpxq ` x∇g pxtq , xt`1 ´ xty

(15)

where the last inequality stems from the convexity of function g

p@x P Xq gpxq ´ gpxtq ě x∇g pxtq , x ´ xty .

By combining (14) and (15) we obtain

f pxq ´ f pxt`1q ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´

B

et

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

(16)

` g pxtq ´ g pxq ` x∇g pxtq , xt`1 ´ xty ´ εt,

As a consequence, for any x P X

pf ` gq pxq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ` g pxt`1q ´ g pxtq ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ` x∇g pxtq , xt`1 ´ xty ´

B

et

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ εt

(17)

Since g has a Lipschitz continuous gradient, we can use Lemma 1, i.e.

x∇g pxtq , xt`1 ´ xty ě g pxt`1q ´ g pxtq ´ Lg

2
}xt ´ xt`1}2 .

On the other side, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any x P X

B

et

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

ď 1

αt

}et}}x ´ xt`1} ď 1

αt

?
2αtεt}x ´ xt`1} ď

c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1} (18)

By plugging (17) and (18) into (16) we obtain that for any x P X

pf ` gqpxq ´ pf ` gqpxt`1q

ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ Lg

2
}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´

c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1}.

which is the first assertion (12). To get the second assertion, observe that substituting
x “ xt in (12) yields

pf ` gq pxtq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ě
ˆ

1

αt

´ ρ

2
´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´
c

2εt

αt

}xt ´ xt`1}.

14



Requiring 2{αt ą ρ ` Lg yields

pf ` gq pxtq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ą ´εt ´
c

2εt

αt

}xt ´ xt`1}.

We highlight that, at this stage of the analysis, we do not assume that the objec-
tive function in (1) satisfies the sharpness condition (8), which implies that the result of
Proposition 4 applies to a broader class of problems than the one we focus on in this work.

Remark 4. When εt “ 0 for every t P N, inequality (13) from Proposition 4 reduces to

pf ` gq pxtq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ą 0,

which implies that the objective value diminishes in a strictly monotone way. If the objec-
tive function is lower bounded, i.e. infpf ` gq ą ´8, then pf ` gqpxtq is convergent as t

goes to infinity. In addition, we observe that the restriction that we have on the step size

αt ă 2

Lg ` ρ

generalises the one of the convex case ( i.e. when ρ “ 0) which is αt ă 2{Lg (see [23]).

6 Convergence properties: the general case

Before starting our analysis, we point out that in a recent work [1], the authors propose
a unified analysis of descent sequences in the context of weakly convex optimisation, con-
sidering a general optimisation scheme (see [1, Equation (1)]), which also accounts for
inexact computations. The difference between our scheme and the one proposed in [1,
Section 5.1.3] lies in the assumptions imposed on the functions f and g. Namely, instead
of sharpness, the authors rely on the assumptions that their objective function satisfies
(i) the proper separation of isocost surfaces condition (see Definition 8), and (ii) the sub-
differential error bound [1, Definition 3.1], to achieve a convergence results.

In the remainder of the paper we will consider the following assumption.

Assumption 2. Let pεtqtPN be a sequence of non-negative values and pαtqtPN and pηtqtPN be
two sequences of positive values. We assume that the following inequalities are satisfied:

1 ´ αtρ ´ ηt ą 0 (19)

αtµ
2 ě 2

ˆ

εt ` εt

ηt

˙

pαtρ ` ηtq (20)

1

Lg

ě αt. (21)

In addition, to ease our presentation, especially when discussing the connection between
the exact case (that is when εt “ 0, ηt “ 0 for every t) and the inexact case, we assume
that 1{ηt “ 0 whenever ηt “ 0.
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The existence of αt, εt and ηt satisfying Assumption 1 is discussed in Lemma 8 in
Appendix 4. For any sequences pαtqtPN, pεtqtPN and pηtqtPN satisfying Assumption 2 and
any t P N the following quantities will be used in the sequel,

E´
t :“

αtµ ´
c

α2
tµ

2 ´ 2αtεt

´

1 ` 1

ηt

¯

pαtρ ` ηtq

αtρ ` ηt
(22)

E`
t :“

αtµ `
c

α2
tµ

2 ´ 2αtεt

´

1 ` 1

ηt

¯

pαtρ ` ηtq

αtρ ` ηt
. (23)

Remark 5. We notice that the following inequalities hold for every t P N:

E`
t “

αtµ `
c

α2
tµ

2 ´ 2α2
t

´

εt ` εt
ηt

¯´

ρ ` ηt
αt

¯

αt

´

ρ ` ηt
αt

¯ “
µ `

c

µ2 ´ 2
´

εt ` εt
ηt

¯´

ρ ` ηt
αt

¯

´

ρ ` ηt
αt

¯

ď
µ `

c

µ2 ´ 2
´

εt ` εt
ηt

¯

ρ

ρ
ď µ `

a

µ2 ´ 2εtρ

ρ
“ τ2pεtq

which implies that if distpxt, Sq ď E`
t , then we also have distpxt, Sq ď τ2pεtq.

We start by analysing a single step of Algorithm 1. Namely, for any t P N, if condition
(26) below holds, it ensures that distpxt`1, Sq ď 1

ξt`1
distpxt, Sq, where ξt`1 ą 1.

Proposition 5. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assump-
tion 1 and the function f ` g satisfy the sharpness condition with constant µ ą 0. Let
pxtqtPN be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with pηtqtPN, pαtqtPN and pεtqtPN satisfying
Assumption 2. Then, at iteration t P N, we have either distpxt`1, Sq “ 0 or the following
inequality

ξt`1 dist
2pxt`1, Sq ď dist2pxt, Sq. (24)

where

ξt`1 :“ 1 ´ αtρ ´ ηt ` 2αtµ

distpxt`1, Sq ´ 2αtεt

dist2pxt`1, Sq

ˆ

1 ` 1

ηt

˙

. (25)

Moreover, if the following condition is satisfied

E´
t ă distpxt`1, Sq ă E`

t , (26)

then ξt`1 ą 1.

Proof. Take an arbitrary but fixed t P N and let distpxt`1, Sq ą 0. We take any x P S

and apply (12) from Proposition 4 for x “ x, which yields the following inequality:

pf ` gqpxq ´ pf ` gqpxt`1q ě
B

xt ´ xt`1

αt

, x ´ xt`1

F

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ Lg

2
}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´

c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1}.

By using the identity

`

@pw, y, zq P X
3
˘

xw ´ y, y ´ zy “ 1

2
}w ´ z}2 ´ 1

2
}w ´ y}2 ´ 1

2
}y ´ z}2,
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which follows from [5, Lemma 2.12], we obtain

pf ` gq pxq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q

ě 1

2αt

`

´}xt ´ x}2 ` }xt`1 ´ x}2 ` }xt ´ xt`1}2
˘

´ ρ

2
}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ Lg

2
}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´

c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1}

“
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 `
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2

˙

}x ´ xt`1}2

´ 1

2αt

}xt ´ x}2 ´ εt ´
c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1} .

(27)

Notice that for every η ą 0, the following inequality (known as Young’s Inequality) holds

p@pu, vq P r0,`8q2q uv ď 1

2

ˆ

ηu2 ` 1

η
v2
˙

. (28)

Hence, at iteration t, we use the constant ηt ą 0 to estimate the last term in (27)

according to (28) with v “
b

1

αt
}x ´ xt`1} and u “

?
2εt, which yields

´
c

2εt

αt

}x ´ xt`1} ě ´ ηt

2αt

}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt

ηt
. (29)

In conclusion, by combining (27) and (29), we obtain

pf ` gq pxq ´ pf ` gq pxt`1q ě
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 `
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2
´ ηt

2αt

˙

}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ 1

2αt

}xt ´ x}2 ´ εt ´ εt

ηt
.

(30)
We then estimate the LHS by the assumption of sharpness on f ` g

´µ distpxt`1, Sq ě
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2
´ ηt

2αt

˙

}x ´ xt`1}2 ´ 1

2αt

}xt ´ x}2

`
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´ εt

ηt
.

By bringing 1

2αt
}xt´x}2 to the LHS of the inequality, we observe that both terms involving

x P S have a positive sign

1

2αt

}xt ´ x}2 ´ µ distpxt`1, Sq ě
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2
´ ηt

2αt

˙

}x ´ xt`1}2 `
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´ εt

ηt
.

This allows us to take the infimum over x P S in both sides of the inequality, yielding the
following inequality involving the distance to the solution set

1

2αt

dist2pxt, Sq ´ µ distpxt`1, Sq ě
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2
´ ηt

2αt

˙

dist2pxt`1, Sq `
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 ´ εt ´ εt

ηt

(31)
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Rearranging the terms in the inequality above, we obtain

dist2pxt, Sq ě p1 ´ αtρ ´ ηtq dist2pxt`1, Sq ` 2αtµ distpxt`1, Sq
´ 2αtpεt ` εt

ηt
q ` p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2. (32)

By (21), we can skip the term p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2 ě 0 and rewrite (32) as

dist2pxt, Sq ě ξt`1 dist
2pxt`1, Sq,

where

ξt`1 “ 1 ´ αtρ ´ ηt ` 2αtµ

distpxt`1, Sq ´ 2αtεt

dist2pxt`1, Sq

ˆ

1 ` 1

ηt

˙

.

The above inequality proves (24) .

To have ξt`1 ą 1, by (25) the following inequality must hold

pαtρ ` ηtqdist2pxt`1, Sq ´ 2αtµ distpxt`1, Sq ` 2αtεt

ˆ

1 ` 1

ηt

˙

ă 0. (33)

This is a quadratic inequality (the quadratic term does not vanish as ηt ą 0) with respect
to distpxt`1, Sq and its discriminant satisfies

∆ “ α2

tµ
2 ´ 2αtεt

ˆ

1 ` 1

ηt

˙

pαtρ ` ηtq ą 0,

thanks to condition (20). Thus, for (33) to hold, distpxt`1, Sq has to be bounded by the
solutions of the quadratic equation associated with (33) which is (26)

E´
t ă distpxt`1, Sq ă E`

t

Remark 6. When εt ą 0, in (27) we use Young’s inequality (28) on the term
b

2εt
αt

}x ´

xt`1} with v “
b

1

αt
}x ´ xt`1} and u “ ?

2εt, as illustrated in (29), to obtain an esti-

mation where all the norms appear with a quadratic exponent. More precisely, we use a
modified version of Young’s inequality which relies on the constant ηt ą 0. This choice

allows the introduction of a positivity constraint on the term
´

1

2αt
´ ρ

2
´ ηt

2αt

¯

appearing in

(30) – see condition (20) in Assumption 2 – which would otherwise simplify to the negative
term ´ρ

2
in the case of the elementary Young’s Inequality (that is when ηt “ 1). The idea

behind this strategy is to obtain a result in Proposition 5 for εt ą 0 that is strongly related
to what can be inferred for εt “ 0, which we will illustrate in Corollary 3. We highlight
that the sequence pηtqtPN is not related to the model nor to the optimisation method and
its presence (which is subordinated to the fact that εt ą 0 for every t) does not contradict
the other parameters. As shown in Lemma 8 in Appendix 4, for every t P N there exists
an explicit choice for αt, ηt, and εt satisfying conditions (19), (20), and (21).

Remark 7. When εt “ 0 for every t P N (and consequently ηt “ 0 for every t P N),
conditions (19), (20), and (21) in Assumption 2 boil down to

p@t P Nq αt ă min

"

1

Lg

,
1

ρ

*

.
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This implies

p@t P Nq 2 ą ραt ` Lgαt

which is exactly what is required in Proposition 4 to ensure that the sequence of objective
values ppf ` gqpxtqqtPN is monotonically decreasing. To conclude, we also remark that in
the case of exact proximal computations, the quantities E´

t and E`
t take the constant

values

E´
t “ τ1p0q “ 0, E`

t “ τ2p0q “ 2µ

ρ
.

for every t P N.

In case of exact proximal computations, Proposition 5 takes the form presented in the
following corollary.

Corollary 3. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assumption 1
and the function f ` g satisfy the sharpness condition with constant µ ą 0. Let εt “ 0

and ηt “ 0 for every t P N. Let pxtqtPN be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with the
stepsize pαtqtPN satisfying the condition

p@t P Nq αt ă min

"

1

Lg

,
1

ρ

*

Then, we have either distpxt`1, Sq “ 0 or the following inequality

ξt`1 dist
2pxt`1, Sq ď dist2pxt, Sq.

where

ξt`1 “ 1 ´ αtρ ` 2αtµ

distpxt`1, Sq .

Moreover, if for some t0 P N such that distpxt0 , Sq ă 2µ

ρ
then following condition is

satisfied

distpxt`1, Sq ă 2µ

ρ
,

and ξt`1 ą 1 for all t ě t0.

As we can see in Proposition 5, for the quantity distpxt, Sq to diminish, the distance
from the next iterate to S has to be bounded from below by E´

t and from above by E`
t .

7 Convergence analysis: all the parameters fixed

In this section we pursue our analysis when all the concerned parameters αt, εt, ηt are
fixed for every t P N and satisfy Assumption 2. Then, the quantities E`

t and E´
t from

(23) and (22) become

E´ :“
αµ ´

c

α2µ2 ´ 2αε
´

1 ` 1

η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq

E` :“
αµ `

c

α2µ2 ´ 2αε
´

1 ` 1

η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq .
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Lemma 3. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assumption 1
and the function f ` g satisfy the sharpness condition with constant µ ą 0. Let pxtqtPN be
the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with ε, α and η chosen according to Assumption 2.
Assuming that for some t0 P N we have

dist pxt0 , Sq ď E` (34)

then for every t ě t0 we have
dist pxt, Sq ď E`. (35)

Moreover, if for a certain t0 we have

dist pxt0 , Sq ď E´ (36)

then, for every t ě t0 we have
dist pxt, Sq ď E´ (37)

Proof. Starting from (32) in the proof of Proposition 5, we recall that, for any t P N, the
inequality holds

dist2pxt, Sq ě p1 ´ αρ ´ ηqdist2pxt`1, Sq ` 2αµ distpxt`1, Sq ´ 2αpε ` ε

η
q.

Let now t “ t0. From (34), by taking into account the definition of E`, we have

p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq dist2 pxt`1, Sq ` 2αµdist pxt`1, Sq ´ 2α

ˆ

ε ` ε

η

˙

ď

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ `
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

.

(38)

which is a second degree inequality with respect distpxt`1, Sq. It can be shown that the
discriminant has the following form (see equation (60) in Appendix B):

∆ “

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

ě 0.

Since ∆ ě 0 we have that the solutions are included in the following range:

´αµ ´
?
∆

1 ´ αρ ´ η
ď dist pxt`1, Sq ď ´αµ `

?
∆

1 ´ αρ ´ η

where the lower bound is clearly negative, while the upper bound reads as

´αµ `
?
∆

1 ´ αρ ´ η
“

αµ `
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq
(39)
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(see equation (61) in Appendix B). In conclusion, since the distance from a set is a
non-negative value, we obtain

0 ď dist pxt`1, Sq ď
αµ `

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq “ E`.

which by induction proves (35).

The same reasoning can be applied for (36) to obtain (37): see equations (62) and (63)
in Appendix B.

Lemma 4. Under the setting of Lemma 3, condition (34) implies that for every t ě t0
there exists ζt`1 ě 1 such that

ζt`1

`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2. (40)

Proof. We notice that the quantities E` and E´ are roots of the quadratic equation
associated to inequality (33), so in particular we have

pE´q2 “ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηqpE´q2 ` 2αµE´ ´ 2αε

ˆ

1 ` 1

η

˙

. (41)

Subtracting (41) from (32), we obtain the following inequality that holds for every t P N

dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ě
p1 ´ αρ ´ ηqpdist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2q ` 2αµpdistpxt`1, Sq ´ E´q ` p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2

“ p1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

distpxt`1, Sq ` E´
q
`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

` p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2.

Then,

dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ě ζt`1

`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

` p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2, (42)

where ζt`1 :“ 1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

distpxt`1,Sq`E´ ě 0 is a non-negative quantity by virtue of

Assumption 2. By skipping the term p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2, which is positive by (21), we
have

dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ě ζt`1

`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

.

We now need to show that at iteration t ě t0, we have ζt`1 ě 1: we notice that the
inequality ζt`1 ě 1 holds whenever

2αµ

distpxt`1, Sq ` E´
ě αρ ` η

This is equivalent to the following condition

distpxt`1, Sq ď 2αµ

αρ ` η
´ E´ “

αµ `
c

α2µ2 ´ 2αε
´

1 ` 1

η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq “ E`.

By assumption, there exists t0 such that distpxt0 , Sq ď E` and by Lemma 3 this implies
that distpxt`1, Sq ď E`. In conclusion, for every t ě t0 the condition ζt`1 ě 1 holds.
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With an additional restriction on the distance function distpxt`1, Sq, i.e. (45), then
distpxt, Sq converges to E´.

Theorem 2. Let X be a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assumption 1
and the function f ` g satisfy the sharpness condition with constant µ ą 0. Assume that
εt “ ε ě 0 and αt “ α for all t P N such that we can choose a constant η ą 0 for which
Assumption 2 holds. Let pxtqtPN be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with respect to
pεtqtPN and pαtqtPN. If there exists t0 P N such that the following holds

E´ ă distpxt0 , Sq ă E` (43)

then there exists a constant ζ ą 1 such that

p@t ě t0q dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď
ˆ

1

ζ

˙t´t0

pdist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2q. (44)

implying
lim sup

tÑ8
distpxt, Sq ď E´.

Moreover, if

p@t ě t0q E´ ă distpxt, Sq ă E`, (45)

then
lim

tÑ`8
distpxt, Sq “ E´.

Proof. From Lemma 4 (40) and since E´ is constant for every t, we know that

p@t ě t0q ζt`1

`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2,

where

ζt`1 :“ 1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

distpxt`1, Sq ` E´
ě 1.

From this we infer that for every t ě t0 the following holds:

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď 1

ζt`1

`

dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

ď
˜

t
ź

s“t0

1

ζs`1

¸

`

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

.

(46)

In order to proceed, we need to discuss the sign of the LHS in (46). In order to do so, we
denote by t1 the first iterate t1 ą t0 such that distpxt1 , Sq ă E´ (without excluding the
possibility that such a t1 does not exist).

For every t ě t1, by Lemma 3, we have distpxt, Sq ď E´, which implies that for every
t ě t1 the LHS in (46) is non-positive:

pt ě t1q dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď 0. (47)

On the other side, for every t such that t0 ď t ă t1, we have distpxt, Sq ą E´. By
Proposition 5, for t0 ă t ă t1 there exists ξt ą 1 such that

a

ξt distpxt, Sq ď distpxt´1, Sq
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implying that

distpxt, Sq ă distpxt´1, Sq ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă distpxt0 , Sq. (48)

We can therefore define a lower-bound for ζt as follows, for t0 ď t ă t1

ζt “ 1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

distpxt, Sq ` E´

ě 1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

distpxt0 , Sq ` E´
“ ζt0

ą 1 ´ αρ ´ η ` 2αµ

E` ` E´
“ 1

(49)

where the first inequality stems from (48) (we include the equality to take into account
the case t “ t0), the second from (43) and the last equality from the defintion of E` and
E´. As a consequence, the product in the RHS of (46) can be estimated using ζt0 as
follows

˜

t
ź

s“t0

1

ζs`1

¸

ď
ˆ

1

ζt0

˙t´t0`1

implying that

pt0 ď t ă t1q dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď
ˆ

1

ζt0

˙t´t0
`

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

. (50)

To conclude, we can combine (47) (which holds for t ą t1) and (50) (which holds for
t0 ď t ă t1) into the following inequality that holds for every t ě t0 by taking as an upper
bound the positive upper bound in (50):

p@t ě t0q dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď
ˆ

1

ζt0

˙t´t0
`

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

.

Taking the lim sup for t Ñ 8 we conclude that

lim sup
tÑ8

`

dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

ď lim sup
tÑ8

ˆ

1

ζt0

˙t´t0
`

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

“
`

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

lim
tÑ8

ˆ

1

ζt0

˙t´t0

“ 0

where the last equality is due to the fact that ζt0 ą 1 as shown in (49). We then conclude
that

lim sup
tÑ8

distpxt, Sq ď E´.

To show the second part of the statement, we notice that if (45) holds for all t ě t0,
then combining it with (44), yields

p@t ě t0q 0 ă dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2 ď
ˆ

1

ζ

˙t´t0

pdist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2q (51)

where the RHS is non-negative and monotonically decreases to 0 as t Ñ 8. Since accord-
ing to (45), the LHS is positive, (51) implies

lim
tÑ8

distpxt, Sq “ E´

which concludes the proof.
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Remark 8. Inequality (44) from Theorem 2 is reminiscent of the results in [30, Theorem
1](in the convex case) and [25, Theorem 5.2] (in the weakly convex case) for subgradient
methods. Notice that in these works, exactly as in (44), the LHS might be negative.

From Theorem 2, we know more about pdistpxt, SqqtPN when (45) holds. In fact, we can
have a convergence result for the sequence pxtqtPN under the assumption (45) of Theorem 2.

Corollary 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2, if (45) holds and (21) from Assump-
tion 2 is satisfied with a strict inequality, that is

α ă 1

Lg

,

then pxtqtPN converges.

Proof. By (42), there exists ζt`1 ą 1 such that

ζt`1

`

dist2pxt`1, Sq ´ pE´q2
˘

` p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2 ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2. (52)

Thanks to condition (45), the first term on the LHS of (52) is positive, which implies

p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2 ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ pE´q2.
By the result of Theorem 2, the RHS can be estimated with a constant ζ ą 1

p1 ´ αLgq}xt ´ xt`1}2 ď
ˆ

1

ζ

˙t´t0
“

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
‰

. (53)

As both sides of (53) are non-negative for all t ě t0, taking the square root and summing
over t to some T ą t0 yields

a

1 ´ αLg

T
ÿ

tět0

}xt ´ xt`1} ď
b

dist2pxt0 , Sq ´ pE´q2
T
ÿ

tět0

ˆ

1?
ζ

˙t´t0

. (54)

Since we have ζ ą 1, we also have
?
ζ ą 1. In addition, by assumption,

a

1 ´ αLg is
positive. When letting T Ñ 8, the RHS of (54) is finite, which implies that

8
ÿ

tět0

}xt ´ xt`1} ă `8.

By virtue of [13, Theorem 1], we conclude that pxtqtPN is a Cauchy sequence so it converges.

In the exact case (ε “ 0), it is possible to consider a step size which varies in a range

αt P rα, αs Ă
´

0,min
!

1

ρ
, 1

Lg

)¯

and obtain a similar result as the one in Theorem 2:

Proposition 6 (Strong convergence of the sequence in the exact case). Let X be
a Hilbert space. Let f, g : X Ñ p´8,`8s satisfy Assumption 1 and the function f ` g

satisfy the sharpness condition with constant µ ą 0. Let pxtqtPN be the sequence generated
by Algorithm 1 with ε “ 0 and step sizes αt P rα, αs Ă p0,mint1

ρ
, 1

Lg
uq. Assume that there

exists a t0 P N such that

distpxt0 , Sq ă 2µ

ρ
.

Then the following holds
lim
tÑ8

distpxt`1, Sq “ 0 (55)

and the sequence pxtqtPN converges strongly to a point x˚ P S.
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Proof. From Corollary 3, we have that for every t ě t0 there exists ξt`1 “ 1 ´ αtρ `
2αtµ

distpxt`1,Sq
ą 1 such that

ξt`1 dist
2pxt`1, Sq ď dist2pxt, Sq. (56)

Given the lower-bound for αt, we now define

ξ :“ 1 ` α

ˆ

2µ

distpxt0 , Sq ´ ρ

˙

ą 1, (57)

which yields the following inequality for every t ě t0

ξt`1 “ 1 ` αt

ˆ

2µ

dist pxt`1, Sq ´ ρ

˙

ą 1 ` αt

ˆ

2µ

distpxt0 , Sq ´ ρ

˙

ě 1 ` α

ˆ

2µ

distpxt0 , Sq ´ ρ

˙

“ ξ.

Combining the latter with (56), we have that for every t ě t0

ξ dist2 pxt`1, Sq ă ξt`1 dist
2 pxt`1, Sq ď dist2 pxt, Sq

hence the following "contraction" inequality holds

dist2 pxt`1, Sq ă 1

ξ
dist2 pxt, Sq

which by recursiveness yields that for every t ě t0

dist2 pxt`1, Sq ă
ˆ

1

ξ

˙t`1´t0

dist2 pxt0 , Sq . (58)

For t Ñ 8 we obtain (55) and this concludes the proof of the first part of the statement.

Let us now show the strong convergence of the sequence pxtqtPN. We recall inequality
(31) from the proof of Proposition 5 with εt “ 0 and ηt “ 0 for every t P N (remembering
our technical assumption that 1{ηt “ 0 whenever ηt “ 0, see Assumption 2):

´µ distpxt`1, Sq ` 1

2αt

dist2pxt, Sq ě
ˆ

1

2αt

´ ρ

2

˙

dist2pxt`1, Sq `
ˆ

1

2αt

´ Lg

2

˙

}xt ´ xt`1}2 .

Multiplying by 2αt we get

´2αtµ distpxt`1, Sq ` dist2pxt, Sq ě p1 ´ ραtqdist2pxt`1, Sq ` p1 ´ Lgαtq }xt ´ xt`1}2 .

Let now t ě t0. From the inequality above we infer

p1 ´ αtLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2

ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ dist2pxt`1, Sq ` αtρ dist
2pxt`1, Sq ´ 2µαt distpxt`1, Sq

looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

ă0

where for every t ě t0, by virtue of Corollary 3 we have

αt distpxt`1, Sq pρ distpxt`1, Sq ´ 2µq ă 0.
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Since all the terms depending on xt`1 are negative we infer the following upper bound for
p1 ´ αtLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2:

pt ě t0q p1 ´ αtLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2 ď dist2pxt, Sq

On the other side, given the upper-bound for αt, we obtain the following lower bound
for p1 ´ αtLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2:

p@t P Nq p1 ´ αLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2 ď p1 ´ αtLgq }xt ´ xt`1}2 .

In conclusion, by taking ξ ą 1 from (57), for every t ą t0 we have

}xt ´ xt`1} ď distpxt, Sq
a

1 ´ αtLg

ď distpxt, Sq
a

1 ´ αLg

ă 1
a

1 ´ αLg

ˆ

1?
ξ

˙t´t0

distpxt0 , Sq,

where the last inequality is a consequence of (58). In conclusion, we obtain

8
ÿ

t“0

}xt ´ xt`1} ă `8

from which we infer that the sequence pxtqtPN is a Cauchy sequence, hence it converges to
some x˚ P X (see [13, Theorem 1]). Eventually, we infer that x˚ P S due to the fact that
S is closed (as it is the level set of a lower semi-continuous function) and distpxt, Sq Ñ 0

as t Ñ `8.

Remark 9 (Strong Convergence in the exact convex case). Under the sharpness condition,
for convex function (ρ “ 0) with exact proximal calculation (ε “ 0), starting from (32)
one can arrive at

2αµ distpxt`1, Sq ď dist2pxt, Sq ´ dist2pxt`1, Sq.

Taking the sum for t “ 0, . . . , T yields

2αµ

T
ÿ

t“0

distpxt`1, Sq ď
T
ÿ

t“0

`

dist2pxt, Sq ´ dist2pxt`1, Sq
˘

“ dist2px0, Sq

hence for T Ñ 8

2αµ

8
ÿ

t“0

distpxt`1, Sq ď dist2px0, Sq ă `8

which implies distpxt, Sq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8. Hence, we obtain the conclusion in [23, Theorem
3.4(d)] which is the strong convergence of the sequence pxtqtPN to a solution.

8 Feasibility Problem

We are interested in finding a point in the intersection of a closed convex set and the unit
sphere centered in the origin (feasibility problem). Feasibility problems (FP) between
spheres and one cone appear in source localization and phase retrieval, [39]. (FP) between
a sphere and line in Hilbert spaces have been considered in [16], [8], [15] where a non convex
Douglas-Rachford algorithm is proposed to solve (FP). The objective of [4] is to derive
formula for the projection operator of the intersection of a sphere and a cone, a closed
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form is available in some rare cases. In [27], the authors proposed four different schemes
to model the feasibility problem between two sets Q and C, possibly non convex. One of
these schemes is

minimize
xPX

dist2px,Qq
2

` dist2px, Cq
2

.

In this section, we show that there exists a weakly convex function f which can replace
dist2px,Qq{2 when Q is the unit sphere. Then, the feasibility problem between a sphere
and a closed convex set can be modelled as

minimize
xPX

fpxq ` dist2px, Cq
2

. (FP)

Moreover, we show that problem (FP) is a particular case of (1) and it satisfies all the
assumptions that guarantee the convergence of the weakly convex forward-backward al-
gorithm proposed in this paper. In particular, the objective function of (FP) is sharp.

We denote the unit sphere and the unit ball centered in the origin respectively with
S and B. We can define a non-negative weakly convex function f : X Ñ p´8,`8s, such
that

min
xPX

fpxq “ 0 and argmin
xPX

fpxq “ S. (59)

Let x P X zt0u, the projection of x on the unit sphere S is x{}x}. We define f : X Ñ
p´8,`8s as

p@x P X q fpxq :“
#

|}x}2 ´ } x
}x}

}2| x ‰ 0

1 x “ 0
ñ fpxq :“ |}x}2 ´ 1|

Hence, f : X Ñ p´8,`8s, x ÞÑ |}x}2 ´ 1| has the optimal value in 0 and satisfies (59).
In fact, for x P X zt0u, fpxq is the absolute value of the difference of the norms of x and
its projection on S,

p@ x P X zt0uq fpxq “ |}x}2 ´ } x

}x}}2| “ |}x}2 ´ 1|.

Moreover, fp0q “ 1 “ distp0,Sq. Then,

argmin
xPX

fpxq “ tx P X | }x} “ 1u “ S.

In the following, we prove that fpxq is weakly convex and sharp.

Lemma 5. Function f is 2-weakly convex.

Proof. We can rewrite f as

p@x P X q fpxq :“

$

’

&

’

%

}x}2 ´ 1 x R B

0 x P S

1 ´ }x}2 x P BzS.

Hence, fp¨q ` } ¨ }2 reads as

p@x P X q fpxq ` }x}2 :“

$

’

&

’

%

2}x}2 ´ 1 x R B

1 x P S

1 x P BzS.
“ maxt2}x}2 ´ 1, 1u.

In conclusions fp¨q`}¨}2 is convex as it is the point-wise maximum of convex functions.
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|σ2 ´ 1| ||σ| ´ 1|

Figure 1: Comparison between function f (continuous line) and the distance from S

(dashed line) for X “ R.

Lemma 6. Function f satisfies the sharpness condition with constant µ “ 1.

Proof. We need to show that for µ “ 1 the following holds:

p@x P X q |}x}2 ´ 1| ě µ distpx, Sq.
If x “ 0, then distpx,Sq “ 1 and the inequality is satisfied for µ “ 1. Otherwise, for every
x P X z0 we have

min
sPS

}x´s} “ }x´ x

}x}} “ }x
ˆ

1 ´ 1

}x}

˙

} “ }x}
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1 ´ 1

}x}

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ }x} 1

}x} |}x} ´ 1| “ |}x}´1|

where the third equality stems from the absolute homogeneity of a norm. We consider the
function f : R Ñ r0,`8q defined as fpσq :“ |σ2 ´ 1| which corresponds to the function
in (2) with pa, bq “ p´1, 1q. In this particular setting, it is easy to show that the following
inequality is satisfied for every δ ď 1 (as also illustrated in Figure 1)

p@σ P Rq δ||σ| ´ 1| “ δmint|σ ´ 1|, |σ ` 1|u ď |σ2 ´ 1|.
where the last inequality stems from the sharpness of (2). Choosing σ “ }x} we obtain

p@x P X z0q δ|}x} ´ 1| ď |}x}2 ´ 1|.
To conclude, we showed that for every µ P p0, 1s

p@x P X q µ distpx,Sq ď fpxq
which implies the global sharpness of function f with constant µ “ 1.

In the previous part of this section, we proved that fpxq can be a weakly convex
function modelling the constraint related to the unit sphere in the feasibility problem
between a sphere and a closed convex set C. To model the constraint with respect to the
closed convex set C we consider the differentiable function

p@x P X q gpxq “ dist2px, Cq
2

,

whose properties are summarised in the following lemma:
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σ
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Figure 2: Comparison .

Lemma 7 ([5, Corollary 12.30, Example 13.5]). Let C Ď X be a convex set. Then

p@x P X q dist2px, Cq
2

“ }x}2
2

´
ˆ} ¨ }2

2
` ιC

˙˚

pxq

where x ÞÑ
´

}¨}2

2
` ιC

¯˚

pxq denotes the Fenchel conjugate of function x ÞÑ
´

}¨}2

2
` ιC

¯

pxq
[5, Definition 13.1]. If in addition C is closed, then function dist2p¨, Cq is Fréchet differ-
entiable on X and

p@x P X q ∇
dist2px, Cq

2
“ x ´ projCpxq.

In particular, we highlight that the gradient of x ÞÑ dist
2px,Cq
2

is Lipschitz continuous
as being the sum of two Lipschitz continuous functions.

The feasibility problem becomes

minimize
xPX

|}x}2 ´ 1| ` dist2px, Cq
2

where the objective function is non-convex. As a matter of facts, according to Lemma 7,
the problem can be recast as

minimize
xPX

|}x}2 ´ 1| ` }x}2
2

´
ˆ} ¨ }2

2
` ιC

˙˚

pxq.

where function x ÞÑ |}x}2 ´ 1| ` }x}2

2
is 1-weakly convex by virtue of Lemma 5 and

x ÞÑ ´
´

}¨}2

2
` ιC

¯˚

pxq is the negative of a conjugate function, hence it is concave since a

Fenchel conjugate function is always convex [5, Proposition 13.13]).

Eventually, the sharpness of f ` g, which is the core of our convergence result, holds
by virtue of the following theorem, where h1 “ f and h2 “ g.

Theorem 3. Let functions h1, h2 : X Ñ R be proper and let the following assumptions be
satisfied

(i) The global minimiser set S of h1 ` h2 is equal to (or contained in) S1 X S1, if
both nonempty, or S Ă S1 where S1, S2 are the sets of the minimisers of h1 and h2

respectively.
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(ii) The optimal value of h1 ` h2 is zero, vopt “ 0.

(iii) h1pxq ě 0, h2pxq ě 0 for all x in a neighborhood of S.

(iv) h1 is sharp with respect to S locally or globally with constant µ ą 0 and infxPX h1pxq “ 0.

Then h1 ` h2 is locally (globally) sharp.

Proof. By (iv) we have that there exists δ1 ą 0 such that

p@x P BpS, δ1qq h1pxq ě µ distpx, Sq.

By piiiq we know that there exists δ2 ą 0 such that for every x P BpS, δ2q function h2 is
non-negative, hence by taking δ “ mintδ1, δ2u we have

p@x P BpS, δqq h1pxq ` h2pxq ě µ distpx, Sq.

By piq and piiq, the above inequality corresponds to the local sharpness of function h1 `
h2.

9 Conclusions

In this paper we investigate the convergence properties of the exact and the inexact
forward-backward (FB) algorithms for the minimisation of a function that is expressed
as the sum of a weakly convex function and a convex function with Lipschitz continuous
gradient. In the inexact case we inferred a convergence result that relies on the hypoth-
esis that the accuracy level ε ą 0 for the inexact proximal computation is kept constant
throughout all the iterations. In order to carry out our analysis, we exploited the notion
of proximal subdifferential and a calculus rule to compute the inexact proximal subdiffer-
ential of the sum two functions which controls the modulus of weak convexity ρ. It will be
interesting in a future work to extend our results so as to take into account non-constant
accuracy levels and non-convex smooth function.
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A Feasibility of the parameters

Lemma 8. Given ρ, µ and Lg, we denote γ :“ maxtρ, Lgu. Then for every t P N, the
following choice of εt, ηt and αt,

εt P p0, µ
2

2γ

b?
2 ´ 1q

τt P p2γεt
µ2

,min

"

1,
µ2

2γεt

b?
2 ´ 1

*

q

∆η “ µ4τ 2t
4γ2

t

´ µ2τt

γt
pεt ` 2εtq ` ε2t

η
t

“
ˆ

1

2
´ γtεt

µ2τt

˙

´ γt

µ2τt

a

∆η

ηt “ min

"

1,

ˆ

1

2
´ γtεt

µ2τt

˙

` ρ

µ2τt

a

∆η

*

34



ηt P pη
t
, ηtq

αt “ τtp1 ´ ηtq
1

γt

satisfies the inequalities (19), (20) and (21) in Assumption 2.

Proof. For condition (19) to be valid, we need to have that for every t P N, ηt P p0, 1q.
This implies the following condition on the stepsizes in pαtqtPN

1

ρ
ą 1 ´ ηt

ρ
ą αt

which combined with condition (21) implies that

2

αt

ą ρ ` Lg,

that is the condition ensuring inequality (13) in Proposition 4.

On the other side, let us focus on condition (20) which reads as

αtµ
2 ě 2

ˆ

εt ` εt

ηt

˙

pαtρ ` ηtq

If εt “ 0, then the condition is trivially satisified. Let us then consider the case when
εt ą 0. From condition (19) we have that αtρ ` ηt ă 1, so the LHS in (20) satisfies

2

ˆ

εt ` εt

ηt

˙

pαtρ ` ηtq ă 2

ˆ

εt ` εt

ηt

˙

Let us set γ “ max tρ, Lgu and choose αt “ τtp1 ´ ηtq 1

γ
with τt P p0, 1q so that (13),

(19) and (21) are satisfied. In the following lines we will drop the dependency from t for
simplicity. For condition (20) to be satisfied, it is sufficient that the following holds:

ηε ` ε ă µ2

2
αη

Since α “ τ 1´η

γ
we have

ηε ` ε ă µ2

2
τ

ˆ

1 ´ η

γ

˙

η

ðñ µ2

2
τ
η

γ
´ µ2

2
τ
η2

γ
´ ηε ´ ε ą 0

ðñ µ2

2
τ
η2

γ
´ µ2

2
τ
η

γ
` εη ` ε ă 0

ðñ µ2

2
τ
η2

γ
`
ˆ

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

˙

η ` ε ă 0

This is a second order inequality in η and the possible solutions lie inside an interval
having extrema that are defined by

η1,2 “
´
´

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

¯

˘
c

´

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

¯2

´ 4
´

µ2τ

2γ

¯

ε

µ2τ

γ
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In order to have positive values for η1 and η2 we need to require that τ is such that

ˆ

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

˙

ď 0 ðñ 2γε

µ2
ď τ

and 2γε

µ2 can be ensured to be smaller than 1 if by assumption we take ε ă µ2

2γ

a?
2 ´ 1.

On the other side, we also need to choose τ so that ∆η is non-negative, that is

ε2 ´ 2
µ2τ

2γ
ε ` µ4τ 2

4γ2
´ 4µ2τ

2γ
ε ě 0

ðñ µ4τ 2

4γ2
´ µ2τ

γ
pε ` 2εq ` ε2 ě 0.

We obtain a new inequality, this time in τ , which is related to a second order equation
having solutions that are defined by

τ1,2 “
µ2p3εq

γ
˘
c

´

µ2

γ
3ε
¯2

´ 4ε2 µ4

4γ2

2ε2

and we have that µ2p3εq
γ

ą 0 and ∆τ “ 9µ4

γ2 ε
2 ´ µ4

γ2 ε
2 “ 8µ4

γ2 ε
2. We then obtain

τ ď τ2 “ µ23ε ´ 2
?
2µ2ε

2ε2γ
“ µ2εp

?
2 ´ 1q

2ε2γ
“ µ2

2εγ
p
?
2 ´ 1q

In conclusion, to wrap up all the conditions we inferred on τ we have

2γε

µ2
ď τ ď µ2

2εγ
p
?
2 ´ 1q

where we know that the lower bound is strictly smaller than 1. In order to have admissible
values for τ we need the following to hold

2γε

µ2
ă µ2

2γε
p
?
2 ´ 1q ðñ ε2 ă µ4

γ24
p
?
2 ´ 1q ðñ ε ă µ2

2γ

b?
2 ´ 1

which is satisfied by the hypothesis we mentioned above. In conclusion, we need to choose

τ P p2γεt
µ2 ,min

!

1, µ2

2γεt

a?
2 ´ 1

)

q.
Coming back to η, the condition we found for τ allows to state that

´
´

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

¯

´
a

∆η

µ2τ

γ

ď η ď
´
´

ε ´ µ2τ

2γ

¯

`
a

∆η

µ2τ

γ

that is
γ

µ2τ

ˆ

µ2τ

2γ
´ ε

˙

´ γ

µ2τ

a

∆η ď η ď γ

µ2τ

ˆ

µ2τ

2γ
´ ε

˙

` γ

µ2τ

a

∆η

ˆ

1

2
´ γε

µ2τ

˙

´ γ

µ2τ

a

∆η ď η ď
ˆ

1

2
´ γε

µ2τ

˙

` γ

µ2τ

a

∆η
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and we have 0 ă
´

1

2
´ γε

µ2τ

¯

ď 1. We conclude that for the choice of τ we found above,

we have rη1, η2s X p0, 1q ‰ H and we can define

η “
ˆ

1

2
´ γε

µ2τ

˙

´ γ

µ2τ

a

∆η “ η1

η “ min

"

1,

ˆ

1

2
´ γε

µ2τ

˙

` ρ

µ2τ

a

∆η

*

“ mint1, η2u

and choose η P pη, ηq Ă p0, 1q.

To sum up, in order to satisfy the conditions (19), (20) and (21), we need to have for
every t P N

γ “ maxtρ, Lgu

εt P p0, µ
2

2γ

b?
2 ´ 1q

τt P p2γεt
µ2

,min

"

1,
µ2

2γεt

b?
2 ´ 1

*

q

ηt P pη
t
, ηtq

αt “ τtp1 ´ ηtq
1

γ

B Discriminant from Lemma 3

Let us calculate the discriminant related to inequality (38), in order to define the existence
of solutions.

∆` “ α2µ2 ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ `
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

` 2α

ˆ

ε ` ε

η

˙

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

(60)

“ α2µ2 pαρ ` ηq2

pαρ ` ηq2

`
p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

˜

ˆ

αµ `
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq
˙2

` 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq2
¸

pαρ ` ηq2

“ α2µ2 pαρ ` ηq2 ` 2α2µ2 p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

´
2α

´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

`
2αµ

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

pαρ ` ηq2

`
2α

´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq2 p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

37



“
α2µ2 ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq2

´

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq
¯

pαρ ` ηq2

`
2αµ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq2

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

.

Let us calculate the upper bound in equation (39)

´αµ `
?
∆`

1 ´ αρ ´ η
“

“
´αµ ` αµ`p1´αρ´ηq

b

α2µ2´2αpε` ε
η qpαρ`ηq

αρ`η

1 ´ αρ ´ η

“
´αµpαρ ` ηq ` αµ ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq pαρ ` ηq

“
αµ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq pαρ ` ηq

“
αµ `

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq .

(61)

Let us calculate the discriminant (∆´) and the upper bound for the second part of
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the statement, that is when distpxt0 , Sq ă E´.

∆´ “ α2µ2 ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ ´
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

` 2α

ˆ

ε ` ε

η

˙

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

“ α2µ2 pαρ ` ηq2

pαρ ` ηq2

`
p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

˜

ˆ

αµ´
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq
˙2

` 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq2
¸

pαρ ` ηq2

“ α2µ2 pαρ ` ηq2 ` 2α2µ2 p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

´
2α

´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

´
2αµ

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

pαρ ` ηq2

`
2α

´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq2 p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
pαρ ` ηq2

“
α2µ2 ` p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq2

´

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq
¯

pαρ ` ηq2

´
2αµ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq2

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

αµ´ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq
c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

αρ ` η

˛

‹

‹

‚

2

.

(62)
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Let us calculate the upper bound

´αµ `
?
∆´

1 ´ αρ ´ η
“

“
´αµ ` αµ´p1´αρ´ηq

b

α2µ2´2αpε` ε
η qpαρ`ηq

αρ`η

1 ´ αρ ´ η

“
´αµpαρ ` ηq ` αµ ´ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq pαρ ` ηq

“
αµ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq ´ p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

p1 ´ αρ ´ ηq pαρ ` ηq

“
αµ ´

c

α2µ2 ´ 2α
´

ε ` ε
η

¯

pαρ ` ηq

pαρ ` ηq .

(63)
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