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Abstract

This paper proposes an inertial approximate Bregman proximal gradient algorithm for composite
optimization problems where the gradient of the objective function does not satisfy global Lipschitz
continuity. By utilizing relative smoothness to replace the global Lipschitz condition, an inertial ex-
trapolation mechanism is introduced to improve the convergence rate, and combined with a backline
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search, numerical stability in non-convex settings is ensured. Furthermore, we adopt a new metric
for the approximate Bregman distance, which simplifies the solution of the subproblems compared
to existing Bregman-type algorithms. In the convergence proof, under the assumption that the ob-
jective function satisfies the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) property, we prove that the sequence gener-
ated by the algorithm is of finite length and converges globally to a generalized steady point.
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1. 5
A F BT LT AR B A A A
ming(x) = f (x)+g(x), (1.1)

xeclC

il

Hort £ (x):R" = (—o0,+00] & — A EELE PR BL(FTRETE™), g (X):R" — (—o0,+oo] 2 — BRI HL, Hor
cIC H£/RC R IHAE, BI—ANHEEMF N, XK ERGT 2N 5, g, EIRS5E SR,
R MbiE S EE. BE XY, PLEEY oI55 [1]-[11].

RAR MR A AL 0] R e 20 URLVR 2 — 2 3 v FE V25 (Proximal Gradient, PG) A AR 4 [12]-[16]
HHR AL FAE 1970 R4 H Rockafellar Z5#f32[17], 297 & PG HIULSL, Polyak (1964)5] N HE Bk 7572
(Heavy-ball method)fF 15t e AR B F- A [18], Nesterov HE—5H H 9B AR M Ik £ A [19], I
Beck FiI Teboulle 7"/ FISTA $i7:[20], 7550 FSRBLO (VK ) (RN . 4810, T ik PG #
R FISTA B2, HAZ WS CRUE R ™ SRR T — N AR %, DLl T vi 2202 427 Lipschitz i
Biff. EVFZSERRIVIACRI AT b, IO AR LR | YR A T, 453 % R B A
JEE T 22 B A AR B B KB SR I L A TR 5T, X — 4 )R Lipschitz 254 A Az .

Ny R4 R Lipschitz FIEE ISR, Bregman $2Hi[21] Bregman #5%, J& 2 JCF 7 BE & e, 1
i I B B8R R M. Nemirovski A1 Yudin 7E48i45 T FFEEHHET Bregman #525[22], Auslender Fl
Teboulle #—3 ¥ H N H T k. TR, Lu Z5[23]41 Bolte Z5[24]13] NAHXGHEHES . 3T b
Bregman Tk £ 15 (BPG)H 7+ 42 J7) Lipschitz %, H—MPEMIAZ %L ¢ TS S HFS ) Bregman R 255
RALGHIBRIREE RS . BJS, Zhou 55 ATEWAH X4 7 Lipschitz 2544 T, ¥ BPG St/ #ridk AT 1
fijfe[25]. FELFEAL b, % Bregman R B RN EILAWIRIL, Rz BT 2 MR 2R bR
0, BINBENLREE EEUIZR[26]. A SURRE /iR [27]. BRelbr P46 [28]. DC MKI[29] A K2 2 e e i fl
[30155. [AIRF, AT iE— AT HISsE, A A SMERBPENLEY) Bregman HiE k42 Hi[30]-[34].

SR, SR IR FE T Bregman FE B (5020 3G AR F 5 T BUAS 1 2 2 Bt , (B8 S2 B i S A,
BB IEAR T SR AL B RE B Bregman BE 25 1K1 ) 8, o R 2 A% R B, 1% 1 1) R R 2R IR AE
HHE = A, FENEUTERBE S, 707, A SMENLE S 3R R A R I AR AE A
MR ARG 52 TR (HR, FEBHER ARSI AR AR T 2 IR H AR s B B R R, SRR
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ST LN M . 2% TR, WHATEER = 42 )5 Lipschitz 2644, KR AMENLE] 5 Bregman FEE A, JF
PRESEAEAR IR T 1 2 RSk 2 — e

PR, EHn EIREIS S TSR R PR, AR T MR A Bregman Ik 2. H L,
FATE TR SN T Bregman BEES, KR 28 MARLANE T 1) AU A DA TS R A 1 — ORI (QP)
AR TR JLUG R SR AT SRR, BATGIN PSP AT [m] 90215 2R SR, A R S
FEARM AL IR R, FEZEN 2 Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz 214 45 H BVE 42 JRUSCSUE 3 #T

ASCHIHRLEAT, 5 2 WA RIR; 58 3 Say HURDAGHT T SR HE RN 2k %
0 4 B MEENEREEN T 56 ma HAKAEUE SR, AN 6 B4,

2 F&HIR

T, AN B — e AE R SR RS A .

ARSCAE n AESERR IR B R HEAT B . R, MR, 70 BRI R AR T SRR AN IR SRR . JATTEHT () R
ARHHIBRENTL, || R FE SRR, . TSR xeRAREZ >0, MLx AT LRITFERIE N
B(x,6). &SR KINFAHE 2 MC it (S) Mcl(S) . mix BHES S HIBEEE LN
dist(x,S)=1inf ¢ |x—y| - X TH JRELMEHEL f (x): R —>(—00,+00], HA R N
dom f :z{Xe R" | f (x)<+oo} o Aidom f =@ HX A xeR" BH f(x)>—0, MFKf AHERE QIR
TAEEWSAE] x BIF5) {Xk }keN cR" (B X" > x), B f(x)<liminf_ f (xk), MFR £ 1E x b2

FEZL 1) (Lower semicontinuous, 1.s.c.). X T4 EM L ae R, HRELf 1 a- FAKPEILH

lev, f ::{XGR"f (x)s(x} - AN TR aeR, & lev, f #HOZA K, WFRERE T KA.
B 2.1 [35]% f N—ANiE Y BN RIS s
(i) f 7Exedom f AL Fréchet VXA 1 of ()

E (x):{u e R [liminf )= (X =y =x 20}.
Iy ly=x|

2 xedom f Bf, of (x)=92.
(i) f 7E xe R" &b MR FR Koy & SUH

o~

of (x)::{UER” (XK o x, f (xk)—> f(x),uoe f (xk)—>u,k—>oo}.

S5 X x B X o> x B (X) o 1 () 2 5 SRR 2080 dom o = {x e R | (x) # @) -

(i) #0eof (x), WA X2 f B—MRER, | IrREREaILFerit(f).

—RRHEIT, BF () < of (X)MEROL. 24 f (x) A ER A, BRIV Of (x) SEAL I AT o 22
Ty e X TARCERE SR E(1.1), RIEXRBAEN,  H AR o (X) B A6 2 T
ik, Bl og(x)=Vf (x)+og(x) -

T AEEEH breR Eoh E4A R Lipschitz FELERIBERE, WATFIAFETAZ R B AER IR EAHESE . X C 72
R" RSN T4, 5INRAE SGEE B A1 Bregman BEES .

X 22 [21]% C &HEx H N4, @iﬁz¢:R”—>(—oo,+oo] WP AR T CIIRZERBER, ek
$eG(C). F LT %1

(i) ¢2iE21M. FESH M KA, & domgcclC Hdomog=C .

(i) ¢fEintdomgp=C FJ&C .
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SEX 2.3 [21]457E ¢ G(C)» Bregman FEE D, :domgxC — R, & LN

D, (x.Y)=¢(x)-¢(y)-V(y).x-

i p(x =—||x|| , WD, (xy) =1||x—y||20 BEAh, 3T d T IEERHEEM , 4 |X],, = (x Mx) , FFHX
¢ (x)=|x[, » WD, (x,y)=|x—yl, - ¥, W5 M B, B4 D, (x,y) AEILEIF P,

%4k, Bregman EE%D JfFiFszf%%XLE’JEE% A AR FRER = AAER. BT ¢ ™, Xt
TAEE xedomg flyeintdomg , £ D,(x,y)=0. BbAh, 2™ MM, D,(x,y)=04HN Y x=y.

DUAETRAT IR 2 SOGHIE RIPE, AR R 1 [21] -

L 2.4 4B EEEN (f,9), WEPG(R"), H R >REESH FPELRE, A
C=intdom¢ FIELERIf, HAAEREL>0MEMEmEL, - f ML, +f fER" ES52 MR A, U RR R Hot
(f.¢)ER" LWL L-smad.

SIE 2.1 pRES (f,9) 72 L-smad (), ZHHOCEHTAER X, yeC, BOLAINNARE

f(x)<f(y)+VEi(y),x=y+LD,(xy).

FIF M 228 TF, 45 ¢ AHC% Hilh, TR yeC, fiffy+deCHiimd, A

f(y+d)<f(y)+Vf(y),d+LD,(y+d,y).

5B S 2.5 (5 KB 2 a1 AT Ry 1 [0,7] > R FRONE 7 S R B
1y 7E(0.) LRMBEHHES TG 2. » 760 AL H 0(0)=0; 3. W'(x)>0, vxe(0,p), iLE,N
5E XAE[0,n] LMFTA 285 57 86 iﬁzﬁﬂﬁﬁkﬁ’]é%A

SEX 2.6 [36]1 W :iR" - (—o0,+o0) f& — AN T LM H . B0 T M Kedomoy , fA7EH L
ne(0,+0) RF—ABIHU , U\&{%#Uﬁweu”’ A FHIA L W (R) <P (X) <P (R)+7 )
xeU , /PR 2T KL AL, WFR W 7E % AL 2 KL P

y'(W(x)-¥(X))-dist(0,0% (x)) =1,

SR AE AR BRI B 808 dom oW A )4 — s AR AR . KL T, TIFR W 9 —A KL B3

R, HEATREEEUERy (s)=cs"’ (Hdc>0Hoe[01))f, S8 oFrn KL 5%, Bk
JE T FIRTERRAS RO i W SE 2

512 2.2 [B]ff K f:R" — (—o0,+00) 52— NHEH N HELKRE, QR N—PEHE. AR f £Q
EHUEEE, HfAEQ PRE— SH e KL PR, WAAERS >0, n>0 i kkHiy B, , (E450
FALE R e Q DLEAT &2 dist (x,Q) < e H £ (R)< f(x)< f(R)+n M xeR", W1~ —BULAZERL L

y'(f(x)—f(X))dist(0,ef (x)) 21
3. 1B Bregman iLimts EE %
SR I B (L. 1) BA TR SCRR[37]4 e — R Ml Bregman T SiBh R &3, 70K M4 A0 Ak 1]
A, 2 L) Bregman AR BERRETE 55 x e C AEHIE LA

T,(x):=arg min{vf (x),u—x+g(u)+%D¢(u,x)}

ueclC

H 2> 0P BARIZMGT B AR X T HESE 7 A 142" Lipschitz B6 5 PRI, (EXS T — %
g MIENI g , FEFK Bregman B EGET & S MARLIEM R, 15T, (x) WA H
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e TR — R, AT A% s eI, R 280 x BIXT ¢ (u) BEAT —Br e T, 15938
T BE 5 1) — Ui
D, (ux) = (1)~ ()~ (V4(x).u-x)
:¢(x)+<V¢(x),u—x>+%<V2¢(x)(u—x),u—x>—¢(x)—<V¢(x),u—x>
1, <
=E<V ¢(x)(u—x),u—x>:: D, (u,x),

FATFRIXAE G RALI D, (u, X) F( )Lk Bregman SE Y. 2 F RIRITAL, FATA FERARIE o 5 A4
FIARLE LU, T2 JEAE x e C ALTHETIT AL Bregman SFITHREEWU, g Lty

T, (x):=arg min{Vf (x),u—x+g(u)+%[~)¢(u,x)}.

ueclC

EBIERAL g 190 P LA REARAE RS V29 (X) IR IESETE, WS Bt il U A A — Rk Ik
R 30— 2D, LR g IR R B H AR IR (D g =0)if, B AR £y™ i D, w] LA
XU I SRHONE, EEERAS O 1

T, (x)=x-A[ V2$(x)] " Vf (x).

fifi LUK ¢ AN FAZ SRR, BATH RGN —ARUN —IR3E30, W g, = ¢+%||-||2 Gho>0)ERN
AR S A A B AT o R éuz*‘éﬁ&!gﬁ:%ﬂuz (I V2 (x) =1 )RS, AT T, (X) 4540 T2 8L RO L
SELEARIEARAT S, XA B DR MOR T S B RIR R AR, AT R T ] RUR A LA A
A CARER RS A A TR B A5 e s b A e SO R IR S5 4 2 (8 — B A2 R B S AR ¥
i, RIERATTE R RESE P 5] N T Nesterov [IBHEAMENLE] . THE — NS v,

YV =Xk 4 B, (Xk _Xk—l)7

SH B, =% o JEILRE A BTSSR — PSRBT Ui S A &, B TRERS A BRI L EE ) 3
R R A 2 3 R B i DR o 1 2 X3

FERLA T TS B I 2 S5, S0 B v S R e T A BBk . T D, (u, x) UK
iy Bregman BRI R CMEE, W TERSEM U xeR", 2RA%ER D, (u,x)<D,(u,x) =K
D, (U, x) 2 D, (u,X) A LA RAL o X RIRA W RIATH H #3325 U7 s i AB Koy d, H s
PR B T RE R AE AR TR BT o IERFETIX — IR 2 BRSSO B, FATIER SR T B2 R AR
B FHANEEREK G (0,1), MEEIT R T REAREE LUK L

gp(yk +tkdk)£(p(yk)+atk (<Vf (y“),dk>+g(yk +d")—g(yk)). (3.1)

Hier TR AT A AR R AT B ARIE T H AR B0 A 17 d* S 3R 43 5 1L 6L Bregman B
5 E EC R A% T P
+1 at
() <03 )~ 25 (Vp(y)a ).

XA E @ N TR I PR BRI 2, HE AR, AR BIRIMERT, AT
y* G FHIE Ry + d* IR RS AL A MR — PR A X R BITFAE C L. SR T BB
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FeA 142 AR U 0L Bregman s d BE AL, TE WA 1.

S5 1. MU BL Bregman 3 5%

1 fiN: fFEC?HRiHpeG(C), fHf3x)(f,¢)7E C I L-smad .

EHLI A 5 x° eintdom g 0</1<2L—“, ae(01), ne(01), ﬂke[o,/?], t =1,

2. W k=012, il&
yk =xk +ﬂk(xk _kal)

TE y* b, FIFH i ek Bregman P B84 1% 530 — CRIRI 7 i R, SR A S A BE B 5 1) d ¢
d“:= argmin {<Vf (yk),d>+ g(y" +d)+i<vz¢(yk)d,d>}

deR" yK+declC
3. %’((I)(yk +tkdk)>(1)(yk)+atk (<Vf (yk),dk>+ g(yk +dk)—g(yk))ﬁﬂ“,
PAT 1, <t
4, G X =yt de

4. BORRUTSE S
R BT RA DA tH S OSSR, G S R K O R B4R o

BB 41 B C R NIEFFF MM, HH TR > (—oo,+00) fEC LELAH, B feC(C): H¥K

g:R" - (—oo,+o0) NIEHH). FAIELS HiI %, Il 2 domgnC =D .

B8 4.2 BABHL 2 R" —> (oo, +o0) G 10 T HELEBML, L peCP(C), FEAAE SR E

domg¢ < clC, domdg =C.

o, BB EC L o3, Hho>0, HIXER xeC H V(x) =0l -

Bk 4.3 HiztkipfEclC EA N, Mo = Xirglfc(p(x)>—oo, HEVIIE R X e C, HAYIA KP4

Q, Z={X€C|C¢)(X)S(/)(Xo)} N RS,
B 4.4 HFHE—DESEQCCIHEQ, cintQ, HHEXFIAk>1, HWHIMEN Y cQ;
HiT ¢eC?(C), WmB v FERHE Q LS, fAAEHBM, >0 5 V2¢(x)||s M, VxeQ;:
7EEHEE Q Vi /S Lipschitz 42, fAAEHE B L, >0, fiif5
B 45 fAAEHEHL>0, 13 f MIX T grEC & L-HX .

vf (x)-Vf (y)"s L [x-y].vx,yeQ-.

i 4.1 (e 4.2 SR8 4.4 OLRIZME T, X TAERE x,y e Q. H51 Bregman FiE D, (x,y) 5

B Bregman BEE D, (x, y) fEE A Q fAfEc = 0/M,,c, =M, /o i /&

c,D, (% y)<D,(xy)<c,D,(xY).

iE HfRi 42, REpAEES Q LR o-mMEK, UK 44, ¢4 Q EH S ERM, . Kbt

TAEE zeQ, H Hessian %[5 2
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ol < V(2)<M,l. 4.2)
TRAE — il Bregman BEEE X, BT yeQ, R@.2)EARMEMTHEXx-y, AE
~ M
Syl <8, (xy) s -yl (4.3)

WA R KRB RBIT A, D, (x,y)= J' (1—s)<V2¢(y+s(x— y))(x=y), x— y>ds .
HTHEEG QN E, M TEREse[01], Hy+s(x—y)eQ . FEIFERXIE PN Hessian [FFE# L5
MEF(4.2), T

.[01(1— s)o|x—y| ds < D, (xy)< f:(l— S)M,,||x— y[ ds

%"X—y"2 < D¢(X,y)ﬁ7¢||x—y||z- (4.4)
A (4.3)5 A (4.4) ] 15
M M Y
D, (xy) s g2 ko =2 Zlx-yff <2228, (x)
Iaiiy
0, (09)2 G- = Sl 270, (00
o = M¢ -
——D,(xy)<D,(xy)<—=D,(x.y)
4 (o2
W 4.1 W 4.5 OLIZRER, SHERE X,y e Q 0L
LM ,
f(x)sf(y)+<vf(y),x—y>+ ¢||x—y|| . (4.5)

iE HAR@4)FTEID, (x,y < ||x y|| , A N IR AR,
518 4.1 % 4.1~4.5 oL, ¥ A&zae(o,l), 2>0, HBMHESHB >0, HEKHIL

t <min 1,M ,
ALM,

T IABPG H i el I A R 25 AF (3. 1) L AE A IR AP A 21 E HAFEGE— T 5t € (0,1) SR T k» il 2

1-
t, >t :=7min il Sl | S (4.6)
LM,

iE 7ES5k 2, AL Bregman FES D, (x,y )= <v By )(x=v*)x—y"), HBE 42, GETFE
HESEME R g (x), FARBRECT R ROAG, BTLMROLAR X A ELIE—, " =Xy o Ty SR

Ak::<Vf(yk), k>+g(yk+dk) g(yk)o
Md =0, ZMHE1)BARMAL.
2d* 20, FH R — B Rt P DA S A T S ﬁf(ﬂ%ffk”eag( "*l)ﬁﬁ

vf (yk)+§k”+zvz¢(yk)dk =0, 4.7)
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FIF RS g VBB RS g (v +d¥) - g (y*) < (&a¥) . 95 RN &, WU, SR A2
199(y")z ot BURBR@TTE(V (y*),0) + gy +d*)-g (") <= (vig(y*)a*,a") = -
HTHETdY 20, ZHHSEA, RN B 4.1,
F(y +td )< £ (y* )+t<Vf > ||d"||

Hk, g rmE, g(yk+tdk):g((l—t)y"+t(y +d ))s(l—t)g(y )+tg (v +d*) .
Fm A, 193]

oy 1) oy o (98 (). )+ g v +0* )= (")) + s )

sz 22074) Ly el sa-ap(- 2 ). wrastag

¢7(yk +tdk)£¢(yk)+at(<vf (yk),dk>+g(yk+tdk)—g(yk)).

ﬁt%tSmin{L%}ﬂﬂ‘, [l LAY R KA Q)RR RPN L. i T R Rl
¢

t«nt,ne(0,1) BIA/ PR, HILEARIGEUSEANZZEXEN, A5
t, > min{l,n 20-(1—05)}

LM,

F1HE 4.2 i 4.1~45 oL, WAFTEHEC, >C, 20, AN FEREKk>1, W N AR
(k+1 ( )<—C1
o L MB

M, B
Hpc == - , C, = —
A 2 22 2 2 22

ik RAERK 4.4

2 2
xkH Xk" +C, "Xk _ Xk—l" ,

X< - xk"Z. (4.9)

()< 1 () (V1 (30
T UG B BRI T 43, £ = v (yk)—%v%(vk)dk
BT g (x) R g( k+l) (xk)ggk*l,xk”—xko o (ST W AW NS &
g(x)-g(x )S< vE(y* )—%V%(Vk)(xm‘yk)'xk+l‘xk>' (4.10)

$25R(4.9) 5 (4.10) kN Al 45

o) () (71 () -V ()5 )

1/ . KN[ okl k) okel ok Lok o2
_[z<v By ) (Xt -y ) Xt = x >}+7 X —x ||
FR¥E Cauchy-Schwarz N2, L, -Lipschitz 82 LR 52 3,
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<Vf (x)-vf (yk),xk”—xk>sHVf (x)-vf (yk)” xk“—x""
<L, ||Xk _ yk". Xk+1_Xk||
=LA, ||Xk _Xk—1||. Xk+l_Xk||,
FIF Young AV AT X - y* = (X —x) = g (X = X)W
. L,
<Vf (xk)—Vf (yk),xk 1ox >s 5
%<V2¢(yk)(xk+l_yk)’xk+1_xk>
:%<V2¢(yk)(xk+l _Xk)’xk+1_xk>_%<vz¢(yk)(Xk _Xk—l)’xk+1_xk>l
FI B 4.2 FTAZ S @ £ o -3, B VO (y ) =ol . DIk
_%<V2¢(yk)(xk+l_xk)’xk+1_Xk>S_%
H B 4.4V26(y* )< M1, St Cauchy-Schwarz, Young 434 il 7

B (wg(y) (x - x 1) x =X < By - x| [

s e,
A

X

2
2 L 2
o[+ fzﬁk [ =t

(4.12)

2
Xk+1 _ Xk ” .

k1 k
e

Xk _ Xk"

M,Be Xk+1_xk||2+M"Xk _Xk—1||2
T 22 A '
_%<V2¢(yk)(xk+l_yk),xk+1_xk>s_% Xkt _ X" Lk ¢:Bk k+1_xk||2+M2L/lﬁk"Xk_xk—1”2. (4.12)
¥4 (4.11) 5 @.12) M v 15
pl12) -0 )5=[ Sty gl o g e

WS AESS A NC MC,, B <A, C >C,>0, 5IH 42k,
ﬂﬂA3%X?ﬂ%%ﬁ%§&%ﬂr@k%ﬂ E(2)=p(x)+ o —x[ .

() FAEHH 5 >0 5y >0, FEfbFal{e(2")) i i, B
E(Zkﬂ)—é’(zk)ﬁ—y

(i) SHEERAOFA X} {y | A, AR a s TREQ F;
(iii) fim,_.. [x" x| =0+

W ()H51H 4.2 /]
£(2)-2(2) = o) ol ) fo () ot <)
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