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Abstract

This paper investigates large-scale non-convex composite optimization problems, where the objec-
tive function is the sum of a nonconvex smooth function and a convex (possibly nonsmooth) func-
tion, with the nonconvex smooth function having a finite sum form. Given the widespread applica-
tion of large-scale nonconvex composite optimization problems in machine learning and image pro-
cessing, developing concise, efficient, and low-computational-cost optimization algorithms for solv-
ing such problems has become one of the current research hotspots. A classic algorithm for solving
non-convex composite optimization problems is the Douglas-Rachford (DR) splitting algorithm.
However, the classical DR splitting algorithm incurs significant computational costs when dealing
with large-scale practical problems. Accordingly, this paper proposes a variance-reduced stochastic
DR splitting algorithm (SDR), incorporating variance reduction stochastic gradients into the DR
splitting algorithm to reduce computational costs, and analyzes the convergence of the algorithm
based on the Kurdyka-tojasiewicz (KL) framework. Moreover, we use the SDR algorithm to solve
the ¢,4, sparse logistic regression problem and compare its performance with PG and Prox-SA-

RAH to show the efficiency of SDR.
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1. 518

B, BRI MBI, THBLI T KR AR M A AL, 3L R T
51, ERARER, WSS SR I, EEREAHUBER 2 & LA, 2 03 B
USRI SEHAT 5 ORI SRR (8, 5, BRI R R KB 4 5 A
minF (x) = £ () +h(x) = 3f, (x)+ h(x). M)

xeRY

Hep £ R >R (=12, N) NESEAREITHEIEM), h:iR® — (—oo,+oo] Jyili 2 2 IEL N R H (7T fiE
B . ZESMARBAE ZINHTE 5, BARKENLS P 02K 00, — IENAGZ R
A, Ky

min F (x) = %ilog (1+ exp(—biaiTx)) + 24X, +%||x||2 ,

xeRY

Hoa, e RS, b e {11}, i e {12, N} ARERBIHFERABIIIFRES, 4,2, >0 NIENLSE LU
SRARAFRHNE

1.1. #RIR

X E A AL BB R CAIRE , — NGRS O8I L 515 (proximal gradient, PG),
IR i i J 23 SR AL
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[
B
Bl

K+l . k k k 1 k||
X :ari{gm{h(xﬁf(x )+<Vf(x ),x—x >+Z”X_X || }

FZEIERR S AET R R T B bR R BOGH S ARSI B 4514, Beck S AWFAT T 7E M EE MY
T, PG RIRAEIAA SR SO S E2].

NT RV B AR R BRI AN 1, Douglas A1 Rachford #2117 Douglas-Rachford (DR) 7 %455
E[3]e BAREMHITEE T, DR 7R GIRBIC A 7L, (HEEXT AR N ST, HHOCH B
WARMRZ . REwk, DR /HEECEAEE RIS T SRR A G 4]. £ IE N AR i,
2015 4%, Bot 2 N[SPR I T A1) L DR LSS &, SR DR 2» 24500, HARLL T4t DR
L EA R SOERE, SAFrE N, 0] DLBE R R R UM . 2016 4, Li 58 A[6]& 57 1 DR /3%
BOEAEARI TSI R IO R R, 7 9 2 Kurdyka-Eojasiewicz (KL 5 IHIE B T 80325 0 4 /e Sl

BEAE B ORGE R R,  SE PR TR 22 ) RS E AR K, R AR (L) N AR KBS TE o« E R 2 i)
B, VF 2SR AR SR TR ISR 5 2508 R B I B E TS, SETIHE SRR . N
FREAR A I TSR RS, B 6 DAL 108, BEATLAR B T B 535 (SGD) [71A0 /ML &6 2 7R [ 55092 (Miini-batch)
[BI#e R, AR IR0 FH— MREAR IR0 B BN B AR R0 B A ABA A B 2 ) 55 8T, el T 22
PIEIN, BEF RS KSR R AP A W 2] 0 DLORIFH S, X 3807 BEEE M SUEFE
Hbe LR USIGRE, — RAIJT Z 48 ik I BEALEE FE R 32 40 SAG [9]. SVRG [10]. SASG [11].
SCSG [12]. SARAH [13]. SPIDER [14]5. iX— RAIBENIEEE I8 2 RN T2 — sk, A
PASEILAH R ST SR R FRAC . B A SO R IR AR Y S Ak o) R, AR R SR S O — 8,
Wi SGD % (Proximal SGD)55[15] [16]. WhAN, T 2 4 el IR Bl LA 32 45 A AR 48 Y DA QI3 #ofs P8 Bk AH
454y, 40 Prox-SARAH [17]%.

12. AXFEAR KGN

ASOK T ZE Ak RIS FE 5 N B DR 5L, ERRERHE R B & OU A ) R B ML DR 43
R, DIRRRE L DR 73 REVER T B, SEAF () SR KRR AL i) @ . A #E Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz
(KLMEZER, 45 VRIS /i o BRI, FRATESEESL T Lyapunov R E7E T J B AR 1 BEE,
FFEST. DR W H R E AR R 22 SR, SRS R KL PSR B 1 Bk 2 /e sk .

ASCHEZRUTT, 7R84, BAPRA AT REINFT S 8 XA RAEOGH B, 28 =T, 3RA]
Feth 1R AR HBAEN B A AL I R BENL DR 732500, JHE KL HESEZS 1 SR MRS iE . v 1
Ui BT AR AR, FRATZESE VU5 T A OGBS0 . FESE N, AR SO TAEMH S 4h .
2. TEmEIiR
2.1, BEAXES

AATREA BT EIE SN E Tl R AT 5 B R . B e Xt A SO 4554

d
HUE S 1B RO d 4ERRICAEIE,  |[X] = (X, X) ARREEE 2, ||x||1:Z|xi|?~j 1368, XM EETHE
QcRY, x FIHEA Q MR B AT #E L(Q2.1.1)N
dist(x,Q):= E/n£||x— y|. vxeR?, vQeR",
EX 212 (uv) FoREEAR, |/

1 2 2 2
(U,V>=§(||U v = [ulf - 7).
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BN 2.1.3 (L-OBTE[18] [19]) FATFREREL f:R? - R & LG, #
||Vf (x)—Vf(y)"s L|x=y[, vx,yeR".

SE S 2,14 (MEREI AR [19]) B f iR — R U {+oo) A2 I FIEL R EL X xedomf , f £

X AL EIRBRAREAE of (X)), & SCABTA R PRI u e RO M RINES
f(y)=f(x)+{uy-x), vyeR"
#xegdomf , 5EXFEZAIIIAS of (X)=¢ -
X 2.1.5 DRUMEES) 2y >0, & DR M EEKEW T
D, (x,z,y)=f(x)+h(z ——||x z|| y(y X, Z—X). (2)
MR E X 212, 2u=y-x, v=z-x, BHD, (xz,y) TUFENFRNFHEHAR

D, (x.z,y) = f (x)+h(z +—||2>< 2-yf ——Ily d ——IIX i @

#ith  (a-be-d)=Zfa-dff ~LJa—cf +2fp—c - Z|b-df . E¥ D, (x,2,y) TLABEARAUT
3t

D, (x.z,y) = f (x)+h(z +—IIy - IIV—ZIIZ- 4)

2.2. BERLE

FIE 221 (FRETIF[19]) #RHE TR > RESAHMH LOGHE (L>0), WA
fy)<f(x)+(Vf (x),y—x>+5||y—x||2, vx,y e RY.

Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL)ANSE A2 ik B AR & A 04K 1] @SSR ) — AN BB BT, i 2 X — PR

BMEARZ, W, TR, LTRSS, 0 piRY 5> RU{+oo} NIEH [ R ESmE.
—o0 <1y <1y SHo0, EX
[m < p<772]:={Xe]Rd < p(x)<772}.

T, FRAIA H KL AZE R Bk e .

BN 2.2.1[20] #i471En € (0,+0], X edomof SRR U LASELEII MR %L ¢ :[0,7) —» R ¥ 2

(i) ¢(0)=0

(i) @ 7E(0,n7) LARZELER A

(i) XMEEHse(0,7), He >0;

(iii)) XHERM xeU [ p(X)<p<p(X+7)], Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz AN&30lior, B

#'(p(x)=p(X))dist(0,0f (x))>1
BERTERATHR R EL p 72 4 X 4 B Kurdyka-Eojasiewicz(KL)H: 5

3. BUARBIERNSS R

BT Z Y5 I A U B S vk 8] NBIZ M DR 42k, 0 7 —FhBENL DR 424805, %
FEAT DARRR 2 i DR A VA RITH R A, B i R T 6T R R R ™ & AR A I R 1) SR A
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FEAT R, TATE 2 SRR N B S B RIRENL DR SkRIEARKR K, ARG 1E KL HESL

N, SREERNEE D . Bk, BATE SN T Lyapunov R EUERT s AUE RO REVE T, RS
DR HiH B R BRI R ZE S 250, ek T BB RIIOG AR, FATAIT KL PEBTIE R 1 5503k i 4 JRAcsi i

3.1. fEH DR &£

TR HBEAL DR 2025 Bk g 3.

Bk 1 RARIEME AL IR A BEML Douglas-Rachford 4245y
N x°y°eR’, ye(01),

1. For k=0,12,---,K-1 do
2: A n 5IBEHLN 1 BN RHEUE, FBEHUABERE VE (x)(i =12, N) HFEEEn AR IEIFIRES 9,
3: 5 X
+1 H 1 2
Xt = argﬁgm{(gk,x—xk%zy"x— v | } (5)
4; iHH
7' =arg min{h(z) +2i||z — (2% - y")"z}
zeR 1}/ (6)
_ H =l ok 2 _ ki
_argeggln{h(zﬁ 27"2 X +<z X ,gk>},
5. _H_ﬁ yk+1
yk+1 — yk + Zk+1 _ Xk+1, (7)
6: End for
MR SELE T X 2 BEAR T U, FRATT AT LA S N R S A 2%
0=g, +=(x =y"). ®)
Y
FH
0e&h(zk“)+l(zk”—(2xk*1—yk)). 9)
Y
3.2. WSt
R T RE RS, FRATTE Je s th— SRR R A
B 1 (1) f(x):R>R(i=12--,N)s2& Lipschitz LA ¥, Lipschitz % ML >0, Hid
L= max {L}.

ief1,2,...N}
(2) h:iRY - RJEIES T AL M iA, FIEHE SOR EARESE

(3) % G A3,

T 2 (BRI A AE1E p < (0] A 20(i=1,2,3) FIBEHLIA R (o | FE1F DA 28 IO
(1) BEEEMS TR J7 18 25 R TR

By g, - vf (x* )”2 <o +AE, U

WAL _ K ”1 ’ (10)
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B o, - VF (x*)] < &+ AB [ X2 -x ] (11)
S 2 S .
oot -Shaf & -l
@ Fol{of) LM LRSI, Wi
B[ot.]<(1-p)of + AB| et -x [ | (12)

(3) MTAERAF {x ), WAL lim,_,, Bl [x %[ | =0, A F st

gm[ggjm,g]a[gk]m. (13)

He T IR EE T UUB MR B, BRATEATEXTBENL DR BRI HEAT 00 . 5 RE BIFEY iy
T UL 43 BT K3 4 2 - Kurdyka-Eojasiewicz (KL)HEZRZE HE R, A SCHR Y IX —HE4E i A REAT
WeSIE M BARED, WCSREME SN TG ZRE I LR = AR RO, G785 T BRI iR 22 2% A
PREOESNE R . ASCBATE Szt T Lyapunov BEERT G ISP 72 T B#E(S1 2 3.2), JFEOL DR
{8 pR AN 1R 22 5 2 P (51 2 3.3), S JE A SCRIAT KL PR 25 T AR 4 JR e Stk (G #E 3.1).

BED, (X, 2, y*), D, (X, 250, y ) 4 BB D, &5 k RIS K+ LUk, 1 FiksIEd, 3
AITKs 28 Hh 2% R BT SR ISP R AR

SIEE 3L #K L SHB 2 ML, (X2 y")| SR HBIHL DR SR MRIESL. A TRk eN,
BATH

E[Dy(xk+1yzk+1,yk+1) D (Xk 7 yk):|

5(%+4+3}/)[0§ +A1(E[ xk*l—xk" } } (4+37)[6|f_1+A1(E[”xk —Xkl"zD}

F(A02 13— - (2_17_5_2_4@
k

7
:(Dy (Xk+1lzk’yk)_D7 (Xk7zk7 yk )+(Dy(Xk+1,Zk+l, yk)_ Dy(XkJrl,zk, yk ))

+ Dy(xk” Zk+1 yk+l) Dy(XkH,Zk” yk))
AR ()T
Dy(xk 1 5k yk)_Dy(Xk 7* yk)
. 1 . 1 (14)
S 1(er by e - () x|

i f (e {L2,- N}) BB Lipschitz SELLERI5 1 2.2.1 #] %l
+1 +1 L
f(Xk )—f( ) <Vf( ) X xk>+5

25 AR(Q2)~4), (14), (15)T AL R H

XK — xK ||2 . (15)
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Dy(xkﬂyzk,yk) D (Xk z¢, yk)

Sz_];,"yk Xk+1 ”y ERVUSE R 1_Xk||2+<vf (Xk)'xk+1_xk>+% Xk+1_Xk||2
:_%<yk _Xk+1,xk+1_xk>_% Xk+l_xk||2+<vf (Xk)lxk+l_xk>+% Xk+l_xk||2,
St -+ bff =alf +2(ab)-+ |bF @RI, e @) AT A EILL A
Dy( KK 7K yk) (Xk , yk)
. 1 L X (16)
S<Vf(xk)_gkvx l—Xk> [2—7/—Ej Xkl—Xk"Z.
it (a.0) s o Jel + S 1bI° (>0) w7tz
D ( K 7K yk) (Xk , yk)
(17
L g N 2
soolvrie)-af (555 )b T
PR 2 TR R R HARIEAXE) IS
Dy(xk+1,zk+1,yk) D ( xk+ Zk yk)
:h(zk+l)+$ Zk+1_(2Xk 1_y HZ_% Xk+l_zk+1 2
1 . 2 1y
—|:h(Zk)+Z“Zk —(2Xk l_yk) _; X 1—Zk||2:|,
BB EIEAEO)M(7), A T RAL
Dy(xk+1'Zk+l’yk)_Dy(xk+llzk'yk)g_% k+1 —y " + k+1_zk||2. (18)
2 i e
0=g, +1<Xk+l_yk),
4
0= gkl+%(xk —yk’l).
KA
yk _yk—l :Xk+1_xk +}/(gk _gk_l) (19)
JITEA
[y =y
<[t = x|+ 7o ~ il
(20)

= X 7 - (X)VE (X)) VE () 9E () g,
Xt — ||+7Hgk Vf ”4'7”Vf kl) Ok

Hrhigfa —MAZEXMA AKX | x+ y| < x|+ y| F7E X 2.1.3. FHTA#

<

+ ;/L"x —xX l||
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by sl oo i () 7 o U
70 [ 2y (X g, (1))
et 0)
+272<gk—Vf(Xk)'gkfl‘vkafl»
72791 () )
27V ()L )

it RAA% K 2(a,b) < [alf +]p 7178
R R g U]

i (21)
(7/+3}/ ”gkfl—Vf( X 1) (;/L2+3}/ L2 ”X —XH" .
HIA%E A |a+b+ c||2 < 3||a||2 +3||b||2 +3||c||2 CIEG
o = g1l = = VF () 97 () - gy, + 97 () -9 ()
: (22)
<3[g, - Vi ( H +3[VE (x7)-g, 1” +3]t () - vt (¢
40T, (19-~Q1)AE
1y ca XK+ kKo k ok
B B e IR L U
<L x| {y 3 e[+ @, v (o)
+(1+37) |90~ VF (¥7) “ (L2431 x - x [
+;<Xk+1_xk,xk_Xk+1_}/(gk_gk1)>
<dpesxf +(%+3]”xk” (a3 o, - v (<)
+(1+ 3;/)“9,(71 - Vf (xk‘l)“2 +(L2 +3;/L2)||xk - x“"2 —§||xk+1 —x¥ ||2
+2<Xk - Xk+lv O — gk—1>'
L 4 AR R 2(a,b) < Jalf +|bf . A2
%"x"+1 - zk"2 < 4||xk+1 —x" ||2 +(4+3y)“gk —Vf (xk )”2 +(4+37)”9k71 —-Vf (x“)”2
(a2 4317 xs x|
P ZAA A K (18) AT HE
Dy(Xk+llzk+1'yk)_Dy(xkﬂlzk’yk)
< —%"yk” [t X (a3 o vt (x4 (23)

+(4+37)“9H —Vf (x"‘l)“2 +(4|_2 +3},|_2)||Xk _Xk_1||2_
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e A B y fIRT RIS R R . RYE(2) AT

Dy (Xk+1, Zk+1, yk+1) _ Dy (Xk+l7 Zk+l, yk ) _ l<yk+l _ yk , 7kt Xk+1>_
I

P AT BT

2

D, (Xk+1, Zk+l, yk+l)_ D, (Xk+l, Zk+l, yk)=%| yk+1 _ yk " . (24)

FrbAgs 6 x, 2,y BURTRIEAOE KR, BIAR(L7) (23) (24) 7T DMHIE %L D, BRI ISP IR R, J
D}/ (Xk+1’ Zk+1, yk+1)_ D (inzk’ yk)

g($+4+3yJ“Vf( ng (4+37) g, - V1 (x kl)H )

(407 307 _xk1||2_[2_17_§_§_4]|

BN A6 T REALBRE, T LARE T SRont 24 20(25) e A P I SRR, JF R BE 2, AT 1S
E[Dy (Xk+1, Zk+1, yk+1)_ Dy (Xk , Zk’ yk ):|

R L C ety

(26)
+(4+3;/)[0k2_1 + Ai(E["Xk - Xk1"zD}
ap (1 L B +
(A2 432 x| _(5_5_5_4]““ <
k.
N TRBIEER T REYE, ASCE AT Lyapunov BR %L
ThHt Dy(Xk+1,2k+1,yk+1)+8.0'k2+1+b0'k2 +C‘Xk+l_xk”2'
v a,b,c EUE 7> A N
1
b+—+4+3y
A 2P :(4+37)(1+pz)'2’3+p,b:4+37,c=4L2+37L2+4+3)/ A.
P 2pp P P
FI# 32 Ak 1 5/ 2 mor, {(xk,z",yk)}k N%EBISEHL DR SLIEAEMBI TS, Ay W2
\/BZ+24(p2+f+1)A1 i o
P 2 P+ 22 0
yel|0, p ,ﬂ¢B=L+ﬂ+8+( +— +8) S FERKkeN, BATEH
48(p% + p+1) A o B A

E[T*"]<E[T"]-BE|x

2
k1 k
B

2 2
UEWT: HSIEE 3.1 MR H T )€ AT 2| LU AR

H B =i—£—£— 4—ah - [—+4+37JA1 >0,
2y
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|:Tk+1:| =E|:D7(Xk+l,zk+1’ yk+1)]+aof+1+b0'k2 +cE Xk+1_Xk||2
< E[Dy (X2, y* ):|+aUk2 +bo?, +c]E||xk - xk’l”2
(27)
1 L g .
a5 bame{gpraa a ol
=E[T" |-BE[x* - x|
\/82 24(’02+'20+1)A1—B 9 8 1
pE P o2 P+
HT e yel0, 48(p2+p+1)A1 ptl, HfB= L+ﬂ+8+( = JAi Jir LA
B, = 2—17—%—§— —aA - (—+4+3yjA1>0 13

ASCHIET KU BSOS 08, E B0 F I, B PRI AN 52 2 4
318 33 R 1 MR 2 ar, 4 (¥ 25y} R iBEHL DR SLEA I FSl, AT

a)k+1 c oD ( k+l k+1 k+1) ,TE{?
k*l—x"||+[A2 +EJ]E X
e

[2L+ +2A2j
w)l(wl —Vf (Xk+1>_1(yk+l _ Xk+1)

k+1 k+2 k+1
—X

Bl

+2BE +BE, ;.

v
EM: &
v
k+l=1 2 k+1 ko k+l i k+l _ Sk+l
. 7/( X Yy z )+}/(y z )

z

1
a);+1 — _(Zk+l _ Xk+1).
e

)”U?ﬂaﬂ]ﬁw“ ( k+1,a)k+1 k+1)eaD ( k 1 k+1 K+ 1) EE/\ﬁ(lZ)'?%X213—I{?

Z

_ va Xk+1> _l(ykﬂ _ Xk+1)
e

k+1
X

:Hw (X)VE (X )+ 9 (X )=, + g, —2(y - )
v

<L

yk+l _ yk”.

X< xK ||+HVf (Xk)—gk”-l-%

L2 A A (19) Re B T 49

e 3o ()l e
L ST
a)k+1 =£ yk+1_yk||
i/ (29)
< =[x — || l9ea =9l
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EFAE ol A

(30)

k+2 k+1
+2 _ gk

+||gk+1_gk||'
AR A R Q9. HARE?8), (29), (30)A7
| £(L+lj
V4
S[HEJHXM_XKHJ
Ve Ve

G V1 () 51 ()i ()91 () -,

£[2L+lj
Ve

+va (X)= 0y

k+1

o Xk+l _

Xk+2 _ Xk+1

o s B (YR LMY

xk+2 _Xk+1||+“vf (Xk )_ gk“

+

XKt -k ||+ ZHVf (xk )— g, ”
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Figure 1. Comparison of SDR, PG and Prox-SARAH under different data scales
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