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FERBARIAR, BB REFBIONEHET, KHER & M0 i) K B ) ARG 4
HEARHT, VLSS5 DU RS S 5 R AR BN i AR SCAR R A BB & ™ Ak ) B
BT —RPHARE S A ES TR MENF B S PR A T, ACAH TIERENE
SRS SRR AR R RS S B [RII, FRATI e T TR i Ak SR AR
SRAGARUL ST R EE TS 85, ASCGATHA T e s A IR 2 A ik
e S0 i ¥ T U B T 5 S B A D 1 S SRAR A IR b A Ak R A2 2R
RGP TAER, AT HE— 25 s 430 5 A

KRR HAMNAL; 4B A BN A

MR (2010) F8i4y3%: 65F10, 90C06, 90C25, 90C31.

1. §i

it

id X,V AR RAERZ W, SN2 EEBAEAR (), MENBIEE || fE8&iR
T A: X — Y, IEH M (proper closed) '"MEE h: X — R Flp: X — (—o0,+00], Bl m &
¢ € X, RICER T H K E A ML

min {h(A:E) — {c,z) —i—p(;v)}. (1.1)

reX

SCRRAR b Sl TR R B, ORI BRI SRS p @R VARG IE N 2, AR
ARSI BT, AR BT, PRME, RERMESE.

AT, BT EARREBORIBES, Kol AU BeAT 1 58 1 e 20 T Bl R T8 iy 3k
Bl DT RO R AR DL R e A B [ A R B, B (1.1) B O TSt e
Br. BLEsE . RS SEGACIETTE. F10, J4 T b2 e g 2 Pk [ R, 52 e 1m] D5 st
HERATE S Gk, Tibshivani ££ [55] R8T W Lasso AR DUSIHRAG Mgt = 5%

(1 )
;gg;{gnm—bn +A1||x||1},
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HAFERE A € R FE &R b € R AL EREIR M > 0 AGESE BARZ SRR
(1.1) By —ANEEBI, REBI0, B R TFAE (1.1) FE X = R, Y = R™, h(z) = 3]z — b,
c=0,p(x) = M|zl BEE, A FELFHE R A8 L SRR S, g A s
— 8k, RAEMES, R ARSI T L K IE LK%, $2H T30 Fused Lasso 9, Clustered
Lasso °], OSCAR 6], Sparse Group Lasso [62 il Elastic Net 67 282 &h5 & AR B, 7
Ah, BERY (1.1) k) iz B TRERELAL (matrix optimization) H, #0124 X BURSEEREZS W], p
BB PEAZ YU (nuclear norm) || - || I, (1.1) BEASRL T R 515 SALBRGURA2 2 )2 R /Y
RARKEBEDR AL A 2], H R B £ i SR T A AR B AL AT LA S L (10,12, 13].

XER R S| TARAL SR Z R A A AR (1.1) 8B ERMAMENE T RS
PR XE, WA MM RS Bk A—BEHIET, AT —EEmE
BEEEEE (proximal gradient method) B, fi 4Rk EE &L (accelerated proximal gradient
method) 142 — 4 7452 J5 1 (operator splitting method) 7 DA K 32355 M3 72 (alter-
nating direction method of multipliers method) [*9201 R DL sk i ) 4 (1.1) Bi# & 0%
WA SR — B Bk B WSO B8, AER S KAL) B E R E R AR, Htk, 1B
AT AR R 3 LR SR U (L.1), 003 A B8 (proximal
Newton method) 125631 JE M4 4i{4& 3k (regularized Newton method) 59, DL K A< SOBFBEA 45 19
FETXHE G AR 4B 52 (dual semismooth Newton based proximal point algorithm,
PPDNA) [29:30,54, 58, 65] s =g 1t — 286 T DU P 4% ) A A0 P A, 408300 A U0 5 TE D) A 5
BRI, 38 % 0T AR b bR — P R SR S AT R A AR . TR, AR TiA
R BLE 5 H T B i) 7 18R A 77 X DA G, MASC 20 PPDNA AT 2440
SRR AR . IR O AR TR 40 X 2 A M Ak ) A ZE AR I S M BE AT 4
Br, I8 X S A5 H Bt ISR A BB IR AR IE @ AR AR IR M R S L b, TR
AR K #CT PPDNA BBUE LI R, X TR WM KFBLE & AR Ab i 8, TEigsd
T ARG B 2 R RS B IR DL, 1 R I BCR AR AT SR B AT — I B, X—RIS
A0 300 AR TE DU) A 4 s R B R IR AR AN R, X AP AL I S8R T R S K m R R
FY IS i R e R — P AR

AICKEAN 41 PPDNA FEAEHEZRNREE. K, SNEEEABIE RE S (proxi-
mal point algorithm, PPA), WZETFTXHERI (duality theory) {46 4 A (semis-
mooth Newton method) SKf# PPA w7 i, IR ENER B RRRIE T2 1EE R
(semidefinite programming) 4FIHHISCHR, 0 (28, 60, 64]. FEHIE, FAITRIEL A MU0 B
XHE AR B PPA 5 T St S REELMERIHE R T B2 /Bt 756, BT 5
PRSP (calmness) %, FATEW T 412 PPA HA WA ML SIGHE . 3P = P
SHMEFTE PPDNA RGBT A FEALRBE. [FI, IR PPA 7 ] 8 i xof {8 7] 381 H A o
O, BIMEARIMER, —JRR AR R RSOk PPA F . 5346, XF
Frax Bt {8 1) ) H AR R L, BATTE AR S EAH) X Hessian HifE A IR0 IE
NIeREL p FTis FIVREER S, IR X e G5 KA SR AR ME R BT/ LAER. X
fik [29,30,34,38,65] 1 K #ET PPDNA F)EE LR nT A SR 2], SR Z AMALE A i iifb i
B, PPDNA Al A Bk B2k R TAE R 5 AT AT — M S a b A LR A Y,
BER2HED X—HERNG KT ZMEENEER S B ZHEREFEPERTEREX)
FH. PPDNA Huf55x — i Ji i) 2 2L J N 22— B A ) JEU i) 8 28 & i AR — i /5 B R
WRGFMH. Ftk, FATNAE p I ki 3E6H i E B = 80 e K AR R A
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IEAL G (1.1) BI5CHE, HATRA PPDNA RERAT LLBOY S8R A AL —fF B, PPDNA
RREDUE ] R B, JUHRAREH TG R, AT BN RoRs Ty R A 2 B OEAL ik
BRI S TP R R &

ASCREA A A KA A AL 8L (1.1) St G & H4RE R, FFA AT
X 1B S BRI A S A U SR AR S BRI T 1, 55 A R A R A AR —
VIREPSYI B S U R

2. WEIR

AT EIFRER, PHATRATER, BAITEATAH BB IR, AFEEZEES
Wit (set-valued mapping) BJE & KIENTE (metrically subregularity) DA R 4R S E .

St X E4ERIRE ) 52 E (extended-real valued) 1EH P MeREL p: X — (—o0, +o0], TeAl'l
& L% R ELI Moreau-Yosida 1E U & E0A

upl@) = mig {ply) + 3l —al?}, w e,
SRR

Prox,(z) := argmin {p(y) + %Hy - 3:||2}, reX.
yeX

FAH [47, Theorem 31.5] AIH ¢, B—MIELERI AN B EL, Prox, & —> Lipschitz #H0A

1 {)42J7) Lipschitz L%, I HA

Vip(z) = & — Proxy(z), VzeX. (2.1)

ASCEL A0 F % F Moreau-Yosida 1E U B #1635 4% 2558, (Moreau’s identities [47> Theorem 31.5]),
AR e X,

{ Prox,(z) + Prox,« (z) = =,

i {p(y) + 3y — o1} + min {"2) + 5112 = 2l } = 3 elP
X H p* & p ) Fenchel 3% (Fenchel’s conjugate) pg#j (47> Section 12],

LG X = Y ARG X G KEA gph G = {(u,v) € X x Y | v e G(u)} B
B G HEBE G v) = {ue X [ve G} ve Y WTELH ue X Flp> 0, Ffilid
B,(u):={se€ X ||s—ul <p}. FHXT G HEERFENPER & SCATLLIZE [14, Section 3.8(3H)]
.

EX 1. H£EAWS G X = YV 1 a KT o ZRKERIEMK, R (a,0) € gph G, IFBIF
FEIEHH 0.,k > 0 fHF5F

dist(u, G (0)) < rdist(v, G(u) NBs(v)), Yu € B.(a).

X BUHH K PR TR R IE TR
Hi [14, Theorem 3H.3], FAIFEX TAEME GBS G- X = YV FI G W LKA (u,0) €
gph G, B G 1E @ fRT 0 RKERIEN K Y HOCHBET G- 7E 0 R T a &FEAR (calm),
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BIFFEIEH L o' €', k' > 0 ffif5
G (v)NBs (7)) C GH(D) + K ||v — 0|Bx, Vv B (). (2.3)

XHE By 2 X P RALER.

A WU B U B IE IVERIP R vE R BVRAR 70 A B h 2RO, BT A AR
GRS I PE D HTEL T A B BT KRR AT, BO%ER ) $ AT DU Dontchev
il Rockafellar {545 M fp T i 56 FaX SUmiE A TE & AT 0BT, Y484 WL i v B B T U P
FOPASPES DUAb 1) AU F R R I, BATT AT AR X S 26 R TR 2 S ik, SR iapb e
Wk 37581 AR gL (265859481 LR SCRRL: U910 40 oS B AR S0 S B LA
A B IREIE, T HBA M — A 4.

S X EIRKRBREET T X = X, BIERENE (PPA) BARRM# 2 € X FHWT
A& RA L

0eT(z). (2.4)

%58 IR {0k} 15 ok 1 oo < ool RIFIIRM 20 € X, PPA 5 k + 1 SBHIER A
TS R

T P(2%) = (T + o T)7H(2Y), VE>0, (2.5)

XE TR X s T 78 U8 b b THRE PPA B2 RIS, Rockafellar $2 H4# H 40T
WEAAET A4 25, B Py (=) BB

(A) |Pu(z") = 2" <en, e >0, Yoo er < oo,
(B) [|Pe(2") = 2" < el 2FT = 2M 0<me <1, S0 e < %

ISR AT LUK ER, L TE MR AU AR SE B it S rp TR H B, A Pr(2h) — G T
BRI e PPA BSEPREA o, — AN E B [ RED A 500t 5 Tt S I Lk vE ).
AR SORELE JE T /NS FP IR A A SR AFREEY (1.1) A PPA it ATk UEN]. T
BATE RS H PPA M2 RSE; B %45 R IR AT DAZE SOk (48] Hr 4R 3.

W1 BEHEA T1(0) B2 4 {2F} A PPA (2.5) BUATIERMEN (A) Fi=4E 1 TE58
. BAFEE] {2F WS (2.4) BRE—AME

THE, FAHE PPA (15 SE . 7E Rockafellar ()22 3L TAE [48] A1, flIER] T 241t
BF T XTI Lipschitz SEEENT, FPA) {2} WO PERSICH B 53X B 314 A e
§ET: X = Y TR a e X J& Lipschit F4EH0, IR D) — (o) EARLEERE .o 46
5

lv—2|| <kllu—1a|, YVvel(w), VucB.(a).

P, B T SR TR S Lipschitz #E4EH, oA TaT DAHEH T1(0) &— N5 s 4, Bl )8 (2.4)
BME—f X —ME— MR R O T E B AR H T, RIS RN AR E L1
SRR A 2. Luque 78 [39] A T R RIS&AE, Mkaih T EERBIGESES T 1
Lipschitz ZE4EFE M, IR T PPA (RSl 5. B4R, 7RSI B 7 HrHh, Al
I T BT Lipschitz #ER & FEEIEHEE ¢ 15

dist (2, 77(0)) < sljull, VzeT '(u), YucB(0).
D sz b, WAL PPA BB, BRATARTEMEE o KRN TTRFTEHR o FTFHRKRT 0.
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BREUSKMFT T R SAAE Lipschitz EEEMERI KA. T B, XAFKAEIA Robionson
7E [45] PR T fEJR 2R Lipschitz 240, RTULAME, 2E3CHK [46] ,
Robionson 53] T X F L HAA L AW (polyhedral multifunction) ij—NEZE B, B{EE )
L AR LS S JHFE L Lipschitz #4201, 7546, Sun fEHAE 183 [53] A EI E R4
RZ—RU—DIEH N RO 7 F 2P IR (piecewise linear-quadratic), 4 HAL Y E
KERBERS (subgradient mapping) & — AN HAKRZAEBSG. Bk, FAVHLERTE R Lasso
i 7 DA K Fused Lasso [l J ) H A7 b 00 Yk BE B G i& JRdi b Lipschitz ZE4E1. 2488, XF TH
BIRZ A% AR BT, iR 2 AR REVR AL 1 780 E AR ek B Yop 55 (107121227281 5
I Lipschitz #8EMKARIT R, Kt A0 B4 A AT IR PRk ik (2.3) kB8R
JAT b Lipschitz #EEE4H. BAR, BFPRMEME X (2.3), BATAHER HPRPERMHES T/RE
| Lipschitz #5:44. 5L E, Cuiet al. 78 [10] HEGBFFTR BN TARK — 850 B AL ) 74,
s R B0 ASS P L S ) PR P A T DA — SR 55 O (R 35% T PRAE ).

TH, TAGH PPA 7R FRAFESAM T W R METL MR S 25 5. %45 - rT LUE A
/& [48, Theorem 2] Fil [39, Theorem 2.1] fHES™. RN, FATEREIAE PPA 17 M BIPRGHAK
RIS (BD 2511 = Pu(29), VE > 0) RIS IR EALE [26] it X445 1 R HAEH
I LAE SCHR [11, Proposition 1] Zb#R4.

W 2. i T-1(0) 3£%5, & {2"} A PPA (2.5) PUTIERMEN (A) LUK (B) Frr=A:m
T35 3. MASFF) {24} WHE] 2 € T-1(0), BRI (2.4) OF—AM#. R, R 71 £
JFUSRTF 2> PRI BN &, ATHE k> 0 HEHTFAERN k> k,

dist (2**1, T71(0)) < pg dist (2%, T771(0)),

S e = [t (et DR/ /R 07 | (=) = e i= 1/ /% 5 0%, (o0 = 01f 000 = +00).

i LSRR, BB R YARE] PPA IMTE R R SIE B, AW T PR
PR BEE AT LARE— S5 O 0 0 T B IE MIPE A P X FAERIIIES r > 0, 774 £ > 0 ff5,

dist(z, T77(0)) < kdist(0, T(z)) Yz € X ¥ dist(z, T71(0)) < r. (2.6)
ICHR (32,65] R8T A (2.6), IFEM T &M (2.6) /T T AR R PRX— 54, FRE
BB TIEN T PPA A¥HEE SN SO E. RelH, [32] BT T —RHALEE PPA i
YEA—A A BRI, PPA AT DURTRSRAEDLAL 1A 84
min g(),

XH g0 X = (—oo, +oo] WAE—HERIEHR MRE. B REYERFETEUER 0 €
9g(x). H1 [47, Corollary 31.5.2], A IRIE YA BT Og ALK BIFET, Kt PPA AT LUK
KX — B AT ARG S MM TIERLL: S ET RS {0} BAIHA 20 € X,
XFAEREK k>0,

2" = (I + 0409) "1 (2¥) = argmin {g(:ﬂ) + ZLH;E - xk||2} = Prox,, 4(z"). (2.7)
rzeX Ok

Hor 55— A4 AR AL ) U e e P A A 15 2, 38 =AU BB E 70 E XRE. B

R, BARAK (2.7) BBEERTRT Bl i 1 F0 2 58] RS, PPA EHTRE HEK N
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F77 ks PPA S BB H bR el SO0 s BB, BTSRRI B M) Lagrangian &
¥ (augmented Lagrangian method). &4 K124 AT LLZ: W, Rockafellar f{42 B 3CHR [48,49].

3. PPA kf#a)&® (1.1)

AT AR L1 PPA RRII (11). fEfiE BASIE2 T, Bt
I8, FATRHBUR B h A T R
fBig 1.
Dby RS B AT on > 0 AR Vh i

IVR(y) = VRl < /an)lly’ =yl Vy'sy € s

2. h BAJRHIIR Y (essentially locally strongly convex) pR% 22, Bi%t TAEE LA EHIE N
£ K e, FFEEHR B > 0 FHBXTTAAEREN X e [0,1],

(1= Nh(y') + Ah(y) > h((1 = Ny + Ay) + %ﬁK)‘(l — My —yl>, Vv, yeK.

HEE BB 1 R E A AR R SCER A LR, 1 an 2 [ 19 5 38 4 [ D A 7Y
MR R B h ARG 2 B B, BRI A B R e M AR, A L, BT E T T T
HIEFFA AR BB 1 S EBEAROLE, 1 A AFEEHE R RS, T DFSEhA
ST RAERED AT A ZAE O BB RE FTPAS L [35,54]. X B, A T ML IHE IR FE AL
MR tE 5 B, AR E 1 TIHAREEM &I AERE 1 KT, BATRIL 2, Bl
B h BSEHERREL, A — SR B B PR B BRI S B R 5 AR T T AR 12 IR B R
PAM [50, Proposition 12.60] Fil [22, Corollary 4.4] £5%I].
W 3. BB 1 KoL, FHIERRL
1. h* JE5RY (strongly convex) PR H ISR ™ R B (modulus) A4 ap;

2. h* JEAFTATII (essentially differentiable 22V | BIFF4E C = int(dom h*) JEZS, h* £F
4 C B AXTF C FlEFEs) {vF), R {vF BE C MR R A v A
limp o0 [ VR* (y%)|| = +o00;

3. Vh* BJ53S Lipschtiz #E4E1K).

FEIXBEHE S TARRFEAS b, TR 1 B4 PR R PPA RERUROR A D8 (1.1). Bk
VA E IETUR RS {0} RAIR A 2° € X, BAIB BRI T Bk PR

2FH = Py (2F) ;= argmin {fk(x) = h(Az) — (¢, x) + p(x) + i||:c — $k||2} , Yk>0.
- o (3.1)
XEBATRA PPA ()— N EZFERZWarE 1 F1 2 Jis, ERBOBREAET, ZEHEAMR
U 1A SR SIS SR W I AR 2 RSO S PE BT. FRAT 1V 2 PPA BT J 7 H R I B S C SleE J aze
HFFHEHATRMEE (1.1) BRATHR— BRI AR R I ARk R 5
D WS TR [47, Section 26] tHFRAAFOEH (essentially smooth).
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BT RS, [N, AERDL PPA BRCR A AT S 47 8 (3.1) HOSREAR Brik
SE. PRI, BT 7 B2 X 2 [ B Rr R A A, BEH R S8 7 ISR ARk T i, A
1 R R — o 2 0o S B ) R S SR RSk A PPA BITB S B 7 L. 591 ), AT A SR e
TR (3.1) BB ) BURARE T 8 (3.1) B & R BURIE DU, ASCREOHEFBAA LT
PIRUEN: (1) ERE BYENLAR- S S22 T WA, BATER A n = dim(X) > m = dim(Y),
BRI K T REACKCR. DI, M8 RS R M 4E R m /N TR R (3.1) A28 4%y
n, AR TREIEBA ST 5 (2) a8 3 i b BOPEBT, BoATTRT DU Hh o (88 1] J e Ol i
SR Pk, B BB e BB SE b, X SEPEYEBUE A R T RATA PPA it 5 it
SLHERHENRATEHEN] (A) 1 (B).

3.1. XMBEE KM (3.1)

A/NFORGE SR L (3.1) BOXHBREREIREY MBI (1.1) R9%55k PPA DU
SEE R BATE B4 7 R (3.1) BB R o T SRS L T AR RS B
2, Gt 8 v i 7 S REAR T (AR B 2 W . X L ATIR A (50, Section 11.H]
IR BRI T HBIPE T (perturbation analysis) FINEARS HixHERGE. ik, BfilE T
e

1
@ um;o) = h(Az +u) = (e, @) +p(a) + llz = nll*, (z,u,m,0) € X x Y x X x R

WEF fRTAR o, u RS MEE (jointly convex). Boh, WS (3.1) BMTF mingex f (2,

0, 2%; o).

MRS XHB (partial dualization) KBCA, BATATLAS HUAIF Lagrangian B2 1
U, & m50) = int {Fle,um0) = (w0, €} = =°(€) +p(a) — (e = A€, 2) + 5o =l

MIA (2,6,1,0) € X x Y x X xR ARPEX — KL FATIAER LUG H T (3.1) W0 F I
X 18 i

iz Wi(€,2"), (3.2)
XH
\I]k:(é-uxk) = - Iigf);l(,f,g,xk;dk) = h*(f) - ;22 {p(!E) + <A*§ —C, ,’E> + T;l_knx - xk||2}

= 1*(©)+ inf {p(s) = (a*, A€+ 5 —0) + T A g +5— e}, vEe.
(3.3)
Soft b B p* 4515 b and p i) Fenchel SEHIRIEL S=AM50h Moreau %38 (22) k.
i, EEAEE 3 b OPERRLA (21) ATAL Wi(6 o) KT € R AR ERARAH
e LA

VU, (& 27) = Vh*(€) — AProx,, ,(xF — op(A*E —¢)), V& € int(domh*). (3.4)

Vs b, T AR » KAETE, ABLE (3.1) R AT L
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FEMAELRT, BATTHT LA T i 550 8 (weak duality) &5 5

inf Wi(¢,2") = inf (-

giey nf l(x,{,xk;ak)) = sup —l(x,{,xk;ak)

i inf
TEX ¥ zex (3.5)
> sup inf —I(xz, &, 2% o) = sup — fr(x).
zeXx EEY zeX

[RI}, B [47, Theorem 37.3] W AIX B infecy il sup,cr AAFIAZHLHN), KL (3.5) AR AT LA
SRR, BRSNS (strong duality) &5 5

. k _
inf i€ 2") = sup —fx(@). (3.6)

BT Uk a®) KT ¢ B MR NA R HOAEL RAVFE RS (3.2) HME—#ian ¢ B
¢+ € int(dom h*). & & = Proxy,, (% — op(A*EF — ¢)), B (3.4) A4,

AiF = Vh*(EM). (3.7)
FA (3.7) il [47, Theorem 23.5], B IHIE
R (€¥) + h(AZ") = (AZ, £F)
BE—, iR ELR (3.6), &

inf Wi(€,a*) = Wy (€, 2) = h7(€F) — p(") — (A°EF —c, 3¥) - riklli‘k - a¥||?

ey
= — h(AZ*) - p(@*) + (c, 2¥) (3.8)
= — fu(@") = sup —fi ().

1 B, AT €F FrRE 2F BB (3.1) KRR, B Pu(2") = 2F = Prox,,,(af —
o (A*EF — ). XRE, WAV DB A (3.1) BORAEEH A XME M (3.3) KRM. 1
B (3.2) HIBAEM ¢ — A BN (closed form solution), PR FA 7 2RI FH &A%
BHEEBE & MR T Xk, X EEIHE KB TR BRI o =
Proxg,p (2% — o) (A*EF — ¢)) ik Po(2®) 19— UE R

T RS R AT S TR E B ORI (1.1) H R PPA HE4R.

g% 1: ETEFER PPA k& (1.1)
HIN 20, 00, {ex}, {0k}, 0co <00, XF k=0,1,..., B
1 LSRR 8 (3.2)

R~ argmin { Wy (¢, %)}
ey

2 HH 2P = Proxg, (2% — o (A*EFT! —¢)).
3: E% Ok+1 T Oco-

AT PRIES: 3.1 LRSI BT, il AR B I —FE, BA IR ERIERAIRE
oot 5 Py(ah) REEEE, MPHELCMEN (A) Fl (B) BOL X BERAETRE U 16
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PR PR R BT B SR B U R AR — AR L T TR BRI LMEN (A) F (B). R
TS| BRR B, XHETFBOASE Po(a®) by A2 i3 22 T ARG SR AR (8 ) R (3.2) AR IR
ZEFEHIE.

518 1. 435E o € R fl oy > 0, FHEIIIA AL

[Proxs,p (2 (€)) = P(a®)” < 200 (P&, ") = inf Wi(€,a")), VE€ D,
XE 7(&) = Proxg,, (2% — o (A€ — ¢)).
IERR. Wy € X (3.3) F (2.1) W LAMERE], 4EA n HIBREL, Vi AIGEAELEEA
V, Uy, 2F) = i(@k(g) —a*), veEe.

Ok

I H, AHERIURE Vi RTF € AMREL KT 0 AMKE. FI, BATTEXMERR w e X
RN T A

U (&, 2") + (w —2F, VU (g, a")) > Wi (6 w) > inf Wi (& w)

= inf (— inf I(z, &, w;01)) = inf sup —I(z, &, w; o)

gey” zex €€y pex
= sup inf I, win) = sup inf {°(6) - (An, €) = plo) + (e, 2) = 5o~ wi}
1
= sup { -h(4) = p(a) + (62} — 50l - wlP}
TEX Ok

> —p(Py(x")) = h(AP,(2")) + (¢, Py(a®)) — ﬁllPk(l‘k) —w|®.

Hr, infeey Ml sup, e x HIATZZHPERT A (47, Theorem 37.3] . [, i (3.8), TAH

inf Wi(€, %) = —p(Pe(a*)) — h(APL(a*) + (e, Pola®)) — —— | Pu(a*) — 2*|2
£ey 20,

KL, AR w € X, Befl 1
Wr(€ah) — inf Wi(€a") = 2%k(HPk(sc’“) =2t |2 = 1Pu(h) = wll? = 20w — 2", oV (€, 21).
RS EEASRAARRT v KRR ERBREAE v = Pu(a*) -0V, W (€ a¥) =
Pi(a) + o = 2(6) SRS, BBREN sl Pee®) — 38 ()17 AEBARUED] T 452
AT 3 o A 3R, Bl ISR I 4
Vi(€a®) = inf Wi (€,a") < (1/20n) [ VO(E ), VEED. (3:9)

BAE, Z4513 15 (3.9), Bi1F
[ = Py (") [1” < (on/an) [V ER(EH, )%,
AR AT S it B R E DE R (A) i (B):
(&) [VULE 2N < Vanforer, er >0, T2 er < oo,
(B") IVOLET, 2¥) | < Van/oknel|Proxg,, (¢F — or (A" — o)) — ¥,
0<m <1, Ypoim<oo.
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AHER HIEHEN] (A7) F1 (B') BOLISERMER] (A) Fil (B) tAERETE . RN, 1 2 X EeE N
HTREE VU (M 2F) MTEEUE BN, BN (3.2) A5 R REH. DRAETRATT AT AL T il
1T 2 5Bk 3.1 MRS 1. A T BRI TISE, TA TR 8 (1.1) H i HAReREod A f, B
f(x) :=h(Az) — (¢, z) + p(z), x € X.

B 1 RIS (11) AR O 4 (oF) 8k 3.1 RN (A) TP Am s
FE. B4 {7} WS ME (1.1) A B o € Q.

WA, EAMEN] (B') thRIE# R H 0f 1 FEFRORT o PRI HEDA k), HATE
Tk >0 FARHER & > k,

dist(z"1, Q) < ppdist(zF, Q),

B = [Wk + (nk+1)ﬂ/\/m}/(1 — 1) = poo = K/\/KZ+ 0% <1 (koo = 0if 0o =
+00).

2. EWBAMR/NETIOHRN, XEXT of ' PRI B R LEEN. SitT
MLES 22 ] AR 2 o) U i X MER 5. 3, 7E Lasso, Fused Lasso DA K Elastic net B
B, BTSN BAREE f ERRES A TR, Brbid Sun g8 B3 (Rl &
J. [50, Proposition 12.30]) 5 Robionson 3T & HifhZ B HHR 2R IZ51E U9, BAEEX
) H BReR AR Of T EBRAESE AR, X T H B AR F &M TR, of T SRR RIS
WAL HE ST K B T7 . Fldn, 16 [36,57] H, VEEBE T4l 41 85X Elastic net 1E U
P[] )5 Y B AR LR O 1 IOSPARR M SOk [66] ETAE A ENIME (bounded regularity)
ZHAHT p ARG T of ' PN, KM Kk [10,11] FEF R K L4
(quadratic growth condition) 45 H T — K RAEREVLAL BT AL Of 1 FARPERI TR 454

ANE BV FEF 410 (semismooth Newton) BysKEEEE 3.1 A7 ) 8
(3.2). A&t ATk 1) R PR SO SO BT A5 A 7 0 S R S8R K i v B T 4R T T Sk
3.1 MR,

B T e X flo> 0, RIEHE (3.2) KIB, FATE XL T HATEE ¢ : Y — (—o0, +00:

VO = — inf (e, .30) = 1(€) + i {p"(s) — (. A€ +5— ) + T Ag+ 3 — ]2}

A/NTIH RN KIPLAL il 7

gg}w(f)- (3.10)

R 1, BAI (2.1) Filfimd 3 HIE © J& YV BB MA AT R . BF5IH o #E int(domh*)
A FIE HA P AL JR R Lipschitz 44219

V(&) = VR*(§) — AProxep(—0 A6 + T+ 0c), V& € int(domh™).
fir 3 BE— BB (3.10) FME—f# & € int(domh™), H. & 2T I i) e e A 7
V(&) =0, £ € int(domh™). (3.11)

Ji APEAL TR R (3.10) 6 SR Al wT DU 6 04 SR A L TG B B A 4 P D . AT TE X3 Proxo, (VAY)
PCA (i) Lipschitz dE&EREL NI VY —BORFHR AT R I ATEER A RS A
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BR TA)ZOMNA, WRAREHE RS — B DR Z B S 5T B R
FERIA, kMR 244040520 e\ A KSR AR 2R AR i R — A AR R A A B, 3
Mk [29,30,32,34,38,43,60, 64, 65] R I H 45 R HRR T A0 A AL M BE R YE. T
T, A4S AT R B s X, X e SO MR [24,40, 44, 52] HRE5T K.

EN 2. 20CX HHHE F:O0OCX — Y NEHUS Lipschitz HELERE, L: O C R =
R SRR E{E (compact valued) |43 %% (upper-semicontinous) FJ4ESME. F & 2z € O
KT ZAEBG K W, R F A8 « &7 A58 (directional differentiable) H X TAER
MV € K(z + Az) 2 Az — 0,

F(x+ Az) — F(z) — VAz = o(||Ax|). (3.12)
2R (3.12) BELAF AR
F(x + Az) — F(z) — VAz = O(]| Az||* ),

XHE >0 RIEHE, A FE o XF K& - Brabeim? . Bsh, B4R F £ O EXF
K HGHER B SR F £ O FERASKRT K AR, B, R O ALk
ZIEKITTE, K A F i) Clarke )7 X Jacobian (Clarke’s generalized Jacobian), A 17 #R A
Tol RS O Fl K, ) F 200 K

F 3. BANERER L H I kB O e b, ™Mk B SR R R, sk
gt %L (continuous piecewise affine functions) Fl— YRIELER] G EL (twice continuously
differentiable functions) R0 REL. FIU0, £1 FEEABIELBLSFT Prox)., ZIRFCH K
B LR TAOGM RECS SRR R B A S WOCHER [17].

T Vh* fil Proxy, #F2&J&#B Lipschitz LK), AR BL2 51 € L EATTH) Clarke J X
Jacobian ¥, 384 9(Vh*) 5§ O(Prox,p). #t—4, AT LLE L HAREEL o B9) X Hessian,
B Vi ) Clarke ]~ Jacobian, id24 0%¢. —fR#E 0% WA WHEN BAREX, itk
A San A

O*P(€) := B(VR*)(€) + 0. ADPTOX sy (—0 A*E + & 4 0¢) A%, VEe€ ). (3.13)
XTAERGER €, H (23, Example 2.5], FA' | AE
O*(€)(d) = 0*Y(€)(d), Vde .

B, 0% BEINAR 0% —DNRFHIERBE. AE € €V, AV = H+ o AUA* Hih
H € 9(Vh*)(€), U € OProxey(—o A*E + i+ oc), M V € 0%y (€). 3 H, BT h* AHMEE &
11 H AMFRIERE (symmetric positive definite) 45, Hk—35H V tARXHRIE £ HFE. Bl
BATE O A SRR R S (3.11) HFEAHEAL

e — B R R R T, ToATAT UE B ELE: 3.2 (4 R AR S B 2 M S HE . ELA 2 3
T.

EIE 2. % Vh* R Prox,, AOEHEH, 4 (&) hE 3.2 AN TS . A,
{67} eS8 (3.10) mymME—fif & H

€T — &)l = O(|& — &™),
DRI, IR v = 1, BATHRZ AR,
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ik 2 ¥RBFHMEERBRE (3.11)
HIN 1€ (0,1/2),7€(0,1), 7€ (0,1],5 € (0,1), £, &, 0. XF 7 =0,1,..., E
1 BEE Hj € O(Vh*)(&9), U; € Proxyy(—a A*¢ + & + oc), & V; = H; + 0 AU, A*, Kk

Vih = =V(&) (3.14)
B LIRS BE S (conjugate gradient) £33 b7 f§i15
[Vih? + Vip(&7)]| < min(77, | V(&) [|17).
20 E oy = 0™, Hi my AR m G
€4+ 6mh € int(domh®), BIR (e +™h) < p(€l) + pd™(TH(E), h).

3 L G = ¢ 4 aj i

Hefre (0,1) A5 3.2 PAENSH

iERR. 7E Vh* J Prox,, B EIBGE T, REBEE Vo 7 X EXT 0%y (XK
(3.13)) REMRAEHH. EEE) V) MEXTFRIEEAENE, EEEEA LUASCHER (29,30, 64] drAf
i B 25 A5 .

i 4. AERE AT, WTEREIK 0(Vh*) 5 0Proxs, WAl GESA A AR B AKIA. X
It B AT AT AR (R 1 L 5 R AR BAAOR G, AR ATAT BAR S O(VR*) 5 OProxs,
KBS T I 2T P 5 U, B2 VI* Hil Proxs, 2251%TF PRI U ZEFGCH .
A, SHERE § €V, BAlEX

VE ={V|V=P4+cAUA*, PeP(&),U cU(—c A+ T+ 0c)}.

AHEED], o KTV ZHEAOCH . X, AR DU 45 Syt SLBLAL % 3.2 FHIE B 4 ) 5 B
2 —RERICSIPELE R 8K b, SCHR (30,34, 65] DR T X BT AR

1. ERBFREEOBLLI

AFEAVE A A BIEE 3.2 RSB . WEIE 3.2 KR T LA £, 313
HREHBR=ATTM: (2) AEHIENEE p FFIEHET Prox, KIIHE: (b) KPERSE (3.14)
VG BRI (o) ZRIERSE (3.14) HIRBORAE. Horb, MR 4 Frihigng, (b) & V; BHER
B h Fp BARKDEXBATIHE. XA T ASCEZE B bR, MEATEAR NN
K (a) Fl (c). XF VA 352 Prox, i) 3L Jacobian i) it5 K HAEARBU ) 5 BRI
e AT LAS% S0k (30,31, 34, 38, 65).

4.1. SBEETF Prox, Wt E

XH, BA1 28 A R _ERAREH IEN K p KIBEHT Prox, K3HE. KT
S SCAER P23 A]_E f9 ARG IE R 2 p BIRBEE T A B R 2%, h TR & e



4 3 WREAR: B A AL PR R p 397

FIRE RS, ASCRAMETHE T, BOGBREI BB W DAS L [12,13]. BATE o4 las 55
7 FF DAL B TE U B B4 H AT X L P QST R ), AT TR — S AL F) TE U R B 4 A
#£1H.

R1IEWEH p S8 (M >0, A2 >0)

p(z) ik

Lasso Az ||x [55]

Fused Lasso Mzl + X2 Do, (@i — @i ] [56]
Clustered Lasso Azl + A2 Zi<j lzi — ] [51]
OSCAR Ml + A2 32, max{ail, =]} [6]
Sparse group Lasso Azl 4+ A2 D07 willza || 62]
Elastic net Atllzr + Az|lz)3 [67]

21 AR IE N R EOY 0 IEMREL M| - [, ERARERE AT BAFE

Proxy, ., (z) = sgn(z) o max{abs(z) — A1,0}, Ve R",

Hr 7sgn” BFFSHEL "abs(x)” FoR » WAHE, T 7 o7 REMBR S EAHT. RN, fjE%
20T LAK IR, Elastic net 15 p& B0 B 1 4B 7 1 T B T LA AL A €0 Y88 4R IEH +
ME. W& 1 P EHEEEE TR ENFEELZHHERE. BANERRE 1 P EEOROEN
PRECEA R AR N 544, BPEAIER AT AR A 4 S 75— MR B AL X FRRe IR ISR
MG EEF R EA R T EXMFEE, b IATR DS 2 40 E B i B AR E
7, (semi-closed-form representation). %59, BT Fussed Lasso IEN|BRE AT LLERA 61 TaEk
5RARZ (total variation) JEEZ Fll, Friedman et al. 7F [18] 5% Fussed Lasso 1FE &%t
MIRBIEREFRI LA 6 AR E 75 AR EHEMBERE FHEAHEE. ME, Yu X
BR [61] A T ERIZ R FEHIN, s HuUR k% p TARTRAWNEE 1 S5 2 Z
Fil, Bl p(z) = pi(x) + p2(x), Vo € R, BEALE—LLRT p,p1,po WIEMPERETHE

Prox,(z) = Prox,, (Prox,,(z)), Vz e R"

SEBMRE, £ 1 AR IE R BB A O sh g IE 4. KT B KR 5, [ Fused
Lasso {&JE—#E, AT LIFEE] Clustered Lasso 34 H1 Sparse group Lasso (691 i ¥t 3 {4 48 i
Hrrk R RIAR. £ 1 P HEERIKRE OSCAR FENEE, TAIRH—MLomARE
PRI . EEE OSCAR IEMsRE AT S5 M A8 e 128):

Mllaly + A2 Y max{|a], o} =Y rilalf, Vae R,
i<j i=1

XHE |zf > |z)y >zl Hor= M+ —d),i=1,-- n XERIERBHEE £ () =
S mlaly B> > e, > 0.k FESCERA SUBERR A HEE AL 6 T H B AT
A LA pool-adjacent-violators £ 45 Bt 8. XRERATHBEZ B E] T OSCAR IE b %
MIRIEE T ET XS, BATEE 1 P IENRERBER T AL E FRS.
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&2 p WBIEET
Proxp(x) SCHR
Lasso Prox, .1, () [55]
Fused Lasso Proxy, .y, (Proxrv ()) [18]
Clustered Lasso Proxy, ., (Proxci(x)) [34]
OSCAR Proxy,.(z) [38]
Sparse group Lasso  Prox, ., .| (Proxx, ., (®1)), 1 € RIG 1=1,2,---,9g [65]
Elastic net Proxy, s(14+2x0)1-1: (2/(1 + 2A2)) [67]

FER 2

1 n
Proxry () := argmin {—||z — x|+ Ao Z |z; — zi_1|},
ZERT 2 i=2

!
Proxe(z) := alz"%r;%lin {§||Z —z|* + A ; |2; — zj|}
3¢ B Proxry (x) WTLAM Condat i EEEHEAE) ) Proxc(x) HHRBSIAT LAZE SCHK [34] H
REN. F5h, Proxy,w, W EAHIIITF A XAGE):

U
— max{||u]| — Aow;, 0}, HIHwu £ 0,
Prosayu, (u) = 4 T Ul = A2 0}
0, M = 0.

4.2. M AL (3.14) HETKRB

THBEATERBEMERS (3.14) 1. 5 EFREL, AT HAMASE, PR (1.1) #9250
X R Y FREEA X =R, Y =R". dbt, BATT SR LVERS A £ R R™ KER
HESL T RRPEROR A € R 4 (§,1) € R™ xR, 0 > 0, A IHBUT L PERE:

(H 4+ cAUAT)d = —Vi(¢), (4.1)

XH H e d(Vh*)(€), U € 0Proxs,(Z — o(ATE — ¢)). BT H RXFRIEEHFE, LIRS (4.1)
AT AAEH B A
(Im + o(L7'AU(LTA)T) (L) = =L~ 'V (&),

Hep LR H /) (i) Cholesky 53ff (Cholesky decomposition) Ffe £l iy Al SR H i 2
H=LL". #MEMAD, H RMHARE F5 0, RS RE b BRI B UK
B, W) H Apxt AR Bl tHEARRE L FIE f 8RR B i I T AR K 2 B DL T R AR 8. I
b, 7R B, BATAR— et B B RS (4.1) M— AL

(I + cAUAT)d = —Vy(€), (4.2)

XA RBURREL b BOY ZIRBUER R BE 0L 4 T SE— P ABLANT 0 AR,
BB REFIR AR IEN R p KSE— B RLRSE (4.2). FEHIH, HEESE M > 0, &
158 O LB IENREEL, B p(-) = Au| - [l 3XAF, (4.2) PeHFR T Lasso 8B R Y
S AR St

1
i —||Az — b||?
mip {5140~ 0l + Al |
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Hr b e v R4y e HimeE. AXTHBET, U e R Xt MAMRE. MR A, X
AR AUAT R4y g Rt d € R iR R AUATd ) TAERS 12 O(m?n)
I O(mn). HRE A B4R E IR, X S BRI B R AR RE AR H B Hk 0 Cholesky 73
J7 1 5 IR B AN A FOR SR R B R A (4.2). RIZH)AE, £ Lasso [, WRHEA]
ATDRRIFFIRRRE U KIFREREH, BATAT R R KX St S tH ST TAE R
TR, BATRFEA PSR BRRAA U MBS, X B U e v R i = 320
M B E S, LG [29] AP BRI M.

W e =7 —0(ATE — ), BATERAE LB A I a0 R 77 U HUERE X A RERE U = Diag(u),
XX AT u B

O, if |5L‘l| < U)\l,
Ui = i:l,...,n.

1, otherwise,

HTF Proxey, ., (z) = sign(z) omax{|z| — oA, 0}, FATIAMEUER U € OProx,z, ., (). &XEK
SIHRBES T = {j ||zl > oM, j=1,....n}, RS T HHITEANEOY v, B r = [T]. F
FA U Re5I0 0-1 Z54, FoAr1aT DURHARRE AUAT BT FEH S

AUAT = (AU)(AU)T = A7 AT, (4.3)

H Ay € R 0 A K7HERE, A PTIAE T AKZTE AR X, i (4.3) AT,
AR AUAT FIRRES [ BRI AUATd ) TAER A FIRAE] O(m?r) fil O(mr). BT
O VEHOEN % p RARA BB ER, EHELT r SN TREHRR n. W
b, EHRRIFFA U BRI IEEH — O E B, R Cholesky 7R & MRS (4.2)
I ) A AT AR R (D e B, SRR AR H O(m? (m + n)) WAE T
O(m*(m +r)). B 1 IBGHER T TAERIRD. Eh @RS THRE A fapt s
HRIMAPIANIERES T HHF). dibk, TATATLUE SRERERR » BHEX (0 n ~ 107),

n
m
U i O(m2n)

r

A AT = ml |= . O(m?r)

B 1 TER B O(m®n) WAE] O(m’r)
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HE m il r KNG (0 10* Z245), A EMERSE (4.2) TR W EAMEA Cholesky 43 77 ¥
BT R

R R AR ARZR m I KT Proxes, |, (2) BIFEFTEDNE r, BI (r < m), ABATA
WA LAk —PARH E LA R, SEBES A m < om QERFEREARE, X BEAT LUEBIT
Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury A3 PY sgssd sk—A4 r x r de/NERERSEEE] m x m 4EK
5P I, + c AU AT 3

(Im + cAUAT) ' = (I, + 0A7AL) =1, — Az (o', + AL A7) TAL.

B2 R T roxr fERERE AT Ay BT TAER. FIRRXMT 8, RBAIEME RS (4.2) ML
TR O(m®(m + 7)) BE—BARWME] O(r*(m + 1)) ATRXHEABT A H AR R 2R
R, DLRRX A5 B 5 Bl 2 PEACECB T RS 79 1) 45 5 7T DU BA TR K R A SR At A4 i e ok
RGEHTAER, I SRAEEIG AL R RIE 3.1 BEATIEE. 448, W SRBLHAs R i F ok
KBRS (4.2), FAI AT DUA R 7 UM Sk AR R IR 5 I, X AR T

m
r
AT Ay = I = W o¢*m)

B 2 AR BARE] O(°m)

XA EL h AN R B — e O, ABAEBIHRTT R, R Proxgy, ., () H3E
T r B WNT Vo), B H € 0(VA*)(§) EMBIRTRE (Rt fARRE), FATLE LT
DALV TAFRSR A EMER S (4.1). XE—AH I HBUR, R Lasso B A s
Yufdh, AEFEREATI B OLHATTIRBBY), RAFHE Proxey, ., (z) FAEFTHNEMRAK, H
5 n AR %S K R E A AR TR B, XM LS AE LB DL BN
W, BOAFESEEL A, Sk B R FT AT B0 80 5, Blan e ook, s X MEl g Bl T,
AL AT B A i) SEPah B A T AR SF A BRAX DM ERPER B8, R OASX A MBS H
o B BN, KRG RS BT, HAREA SR BB, &MREATE
Rtk .

A/NFXIEI R E p() BOA Al (|1 I H R K R e BT T A B HE. X
THEIENRE, FFE U MEMEAR S, RILERIERS (4.2) KRBT R4 1% &
AICH T RS2, X ERA——BUR T, BOGERK)3EE AT LIS IR (30,34, 38,65]. X443
Bk e OB SR R, R DA v B B R B P 1 R BR ST, R S BUE PR
R¥ETTEER, B A BER PR TR &S YiTiT — SRS PSR TR
8, HREED. RIS AR SRR IR ERE W AR, TRA T &1 E
HEEUX — Bk R ) BB N 2 — R T8I 4 & ) ARG PR KR AR R SRR x4
FBERE, ACB B EAN D ZA L BAT TR, MR AE R BRI R BRAT TSR it
KB R A, EATRBA TR B R A B BRI E TR

5.8 &
AT RIGE A AAL B — SRR E BT %, R R T R 2RSS
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RBEE RIS PE B [RII, A SCHER T U 455 0 B 5075 -5 6 A 10U e S8R SR A48
PR T RS, IS SR RE AL A, R T TR R A A S AR AL SR
RSB A U, AR IR E A E R A AR AR R T Ik, IR
GRS 4 i 5155 SR T AP SR SR A B 22 KBS [ AL

B, ASCYEE B PIALEE 4 H R A B BURIR IE, e B i B 57 K 22 MR R
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EFFICIENT PROXIMAL POINT ALGORITHM FOR CONVEX

COMPOSITE OPTIMIZATION

Li Xudong
(School of Data Science, and Shanghai Center for Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University,
Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract

In the Big Data era, with the advent of convenient automated data collection tech-
nologies, large-scale composite convex optimization problems are ubiquitous in many appli-
cations, such as massive data analysis, machine and statistical learning, image and signal
processing. In this paper, we review a class of efficient proximal point algorithms for solv-
ing the large-scale composite convex optimization problems. Under the easy-to-implement
stopping criteria and mild calmness conditions, we show the proximal point algorithm en-
joys global and local asymptotic superlinear convergence. Meanwhile, based on the duality
theory, we propose an efficient semismooth Newton method for handling the subproblems in
the proximal point algorithm. Lastly, to further accelerate the proximal point algorithm, we
fully exploit the nonsmooth second order information induced by the nonsmooth regularizer
in the problem to achieve a dramatic reduction of the computational costs of solving the
involved semismooth Newton linear systems.

Keywords: composite optimization; proximal point algorithm; semismooth Newton

method.
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