arXiv:1711.11241v1 [math.OC] 30 Nov 2017

ASYMPTOTIC FOR A SECOND ORDER EVOLUTION EQUATION WITH VANISHING DAMPING TERM AND TIKHONOV REGULARIZATION

MOUNIR ELLOUMI, RAMZI MAY AND CHOKRI MNASRI

Abstract. Let H be a real Hilbert space. We investigate the long time behavior of the trajectories x(.) of the vanishing damped nonlinear dynamical system with Tikhonov regularizing term (GAVD_γ , ε) x^{′′}(t) + γ(t)x^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)∇U(x(t)) = 0, where Φ, U : H → R are two convex continuously differentiable functions, ε(.) is a decreasing function satisfying lim_{t→+∞} ε(t) = 0, and γ(.) is a nonnegative function which

behaves, for t large enough, like K t^θ where K > 0 and 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1. The main contribution

of this paper is the following control result: If ∫_{+∞} 0 ε(t) γ(t) dt = +∞, U is strongly

convex and its unique minimizer x^∗ is also a minimizer of Φ then every trajectory x(.) of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) converges strongly to x^∗ and the rate of convergence of its energy function

W (t) = 1 2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ(x(t)) − min Φ

is of order to ∘(1/t^{1+θ}). Moreover, we prove a new result concerning the weak convergence of the trajectories of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) to a common minimizer of Φ and U (if one exists) under a simple condition on the speed of decay of the Tikhonov factor ε(t) to 0 with respect to γ(t).

1. Introduction and statement of the main results

Let H be a real Hilbert space endowed with the inner product ⟨., .⟩ and the associated norm ‖.‖ . Let Φ, U : H → R be two convex continuously differentiable functions and γ, ε be two real positive functions defined on a fixed time interval [t_0, +∞) for some t_0 > 0. Motivated by the recent work [4] of Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi on the asymptotic behavior of the trajectories of the asymptotic vanishing damping dynamical system with regularizing Tikhonov term

(AVD_α, ε) x^{′′}(t) + α t x^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)x(t) = 0,

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34E10, 34G05, 35B40, 35L70, 58L25. Key words and phrases. dynamical systems, Tikhonov regularisation, asymptotically small dissipation, asymptotic behavior, energy function, convex function, convex optimization.

This work is supported by the Deanship of Scientific Research at King Faisal University under the Project 170065.

1

we investigate in this paper the long time behavior, as t → +∞, of the trajectories of the following generalized version of the (AVD_{α,ε}) dynamical system

(GAVD_γ , ε) x^{′′}(t) + γ(t)x^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)∇U(x(t)) = 0.

For the importance and the applications of these two dynamical systems and many other related dynamical systems in Mechanics and Optimization, we refer the reader to [2], [5], [6], [15] and references therein.

Throughout this paper, we assume the following general hypothesis:

H_1: The functions Φ, U : H → R are convex, differentiable, and bounded from below. We set Φ^∗ = inf_{x∈H} Φ(x) and U^∗ = inf_{x∈H} U(x).

H_2: The set S_Φ := argminΦ = {z ∈ H : Φ(z) = Φ^∗} is not empty. H_3: The gradient functions ∇Φ and ∇U of Φ and U are Lipschitz on bounded subsets of H .

H_4: The function γ : [t_0, +∞) → (0, +∞) is absolutely continuous and satisfies the following property: there exist t_1 ≥ t_0 and two real constants K_1, K_2 > 0 such that γ(t) ≥ K_1 t and γ^′(t) ≤

K_2 t^2 for almost every t ≥ t_1.

H_5: The function ε : [t_0, +∞) → (0, +∞) is absolutely continuous, nonincreasing function and satisfies lim t→+∞ ε(t) = 0. Proceeding as in the proof of [Theorem 3.1, [6]] and using the classical Cauchy- Lipschitz and the energy function

(1.1) W (t) = 1 2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ(x(t)) − Φ^∗ + ε(t)(U(x(t)) − U^∗),

one can easily prove that for every initial data (x_0, v_0) ∈ H × H , the dynamical system (GAVD_{γ,ε}) has a unique solution x(.) ∈ C^2(t_0, +∞; H ) which satisfies x(t_0) = x_0 and x^′(t_0) = v_0. Therefore, we assume in what follows that x(.) is a classical global solution of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) and we focus our attention on the study of the long time behavior of x(t) as t goes to infinity. Before setting the contributions of this work in this direction, let us first recall some well known results on the asymptotic behavior of solutions of a variant dynamical systems related to (GAVD_{γ,ε}). In the pioneer work [1], Avarez considered the case where γ(.) is constant and ε = 0. He established that the trajectory x(t) converges weakly to some element x̄ of S_Φ. In this case, the rate of convergence of Φ(x(t)) to Φ^∗ is of order ∘(1/t) (see [2]).To overcome the drawback of the weak convergence to a non identified minimizer of Φ, Attouch and Cazerniki [5] proved that, up to adding a

Tikhonov regularizing term ε(t)x(t) with ∫_{+∞} t_0

ε(t)dt = +∞, any trajectory x(t) of the

system

(1.2) x^{′′}(t) + γx^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)x(t) = 0 converges strongly to the element x^∗ of minimum norm of the set S_Φ. Using a different approach, Jendoubi and May [10] proved that this strong convergence result remains true even a perturbation integrable term g(t) is added to the equation (1.2). In other direction, in order to improve the rate of convergence of Φ(x(t)) to Φ^∗, Su, Boyd, and Candes [15] introduced the dynamical system which is the continuous version of the Nestrov’s accelerated minimization method [13]

(1.3) x^{′′}(t) + α t x^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) = 0.

They proved that if α ≥ 3 then Φ(x(t)) − Φ^∗ = O(1/t^2).

This result was later improved in [3] and [12]. In fact it was proved that if α > 3 then x(t) of converges weakly to some element x̄ of S_Φ and that Φ(x(t)) − Φ^∗ = ∘(1/t^2).

Recently, in order to benefit at the same time of the quick minimization property Φ(x(t)) − Φ^∗ = ∘(1/t^2) due to the presence of the vanishing damping term γ(t) = α t in (1.3) and the strong convergence of the trajectories of (1.2) to a particular minimizer of Φ which is a consequence of the regularizing Tikhonov term ε(t)x(t), Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi [4] have considered the dynamical system (AVD_{α,ε}) and they have established some properties of the asymptotic behavior of its trajectories which we can summarize in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Attouch, Chbani and Riahi). Let x ∈ C^2(t_0, +∞; H ) be a solution of (AVD_{α,ε}).

A: If α > 1 and ∫_{+∞} t_0 ε(t) t dt < +∞, then ∫_{+∞} t_0 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 t dt < +∞, lim_{t→+∞} x^′(t) = 0 and lim_{t→+∞} Φ(x(t)) = Φ^∗.

B: If α > 3 and ∫_{+∞} t_0

tε(t)dt < +∞, then x(t) converges weakly to some element of S_Φ.

Furthermore, the associated energy function W (t) = 1 2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ(x(t)) − Φ^∗

satisfies W (t) = ∘(1/t^2) and ∫_{+∞} t_0 tW (t)dt < +∞. C: If the function ε satisfies moreover one of the following hypothesis H_{5a}: lim_{t→+∞} t^2ε(t) = +∞ if α = 3

H_{5b}: t^2ε(t) ≥ c > 4 9 α(α − 3) if α > 3

H_{5c}: ∫_{+∞} t_0 ε(t) t dt = +∞ then lim inf t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x^∗‖ = 0 where x^∗ is the element of minimal norm of the set S_Φ.

In this paper, we improve and extend these results to the general dynamical system (GAVD_{γ,ε}). Moreover, we discover some new asymptotic properties of the trajectories of (GAVD_{γ,ε}).

Our first result is a general minimization property of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) which is a slight improvement of the assertion (A) in the previous theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (A general minimization property of (GAVD_{γ,ε})). Let x(.) be a classi-

cal solution of (GAVD_{γ,ε}). Then ∫_{+∞} t_0

γ(t) ‖x^′(t)‖^2 dt < +∞, and the energy function

W (t), defined by (1.1), converges to 0 as t → +∞. In particular lim_{t→+∞} x^′(t) = 0 and lim t→+∞ Φ(x(t)) = Φ^∗.

Our second main result concerns the weak convergence property of the trajectories of (GAVD_{γ,ε}). The first part of this result is similar to the assertion B in Theorem 1.1. Our proof, which is different from the arguments given by Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi [Theorem 3.1, [4]], provide an other confirmation of the fact, noticed recently in many works as [4], [2], [12] and [15], that the value α = 3 in the the system (1.3) is critical and somehow mysterious. The second part of the theorem is a simple result on the weak convergence to a common minimizer of the two convex functions Φ and U which, at our knowledge, is not known even in the case where the damping term γ is constant. A comparable result was proved by Cabot(see [Proposition 2.5, [7]]) for the first order system x^′(t) + ∇Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)∇U(x(t)) = 0.

Theorem 1.3 (Weak convergence properties of (GAVD_{γ,ε})). Assume that there exist t_1 ≥ t_0, 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, α > 0 with α > 3 if θ = 1 such that

(1.4) γ(t) ≥ α t^θ for every t ≥ t_1 and ∫_{+∞} t_0 [( t^θγ(t) )_′]+ dt < +∞ where [( t^θγ(t) )_′]+ = max{0, ( t^θγ(t) )_′ }. Let x(.) be a classical solution of (GAVD_{γ,ε}).

Then the two following properties hold:

P_1: If ∫_{+∞} t_0

t^θε(t)dt < +∞ then x(t) converges weakly to some element of S_Φ.

P_2: If S_Φ ∩ S_U ≠ ∅ and lim inf_{t→+∞} t^{1+θ}ε(t) > 0 then x(t) converges weakly to some element of S_Φ ∩ S_U .

Moreover, in both case, the energy function W satisfies

(1.5) W (t) = ∘(1/t^{1+θ}) and ∫_{+∞} t_0 t^θW (t)dt < +∞. Our last mean result deals with the strong convergence of the trajectories of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) to a minimizer of the function U on the set of minimizers of Φ.

Theorem 1.4 (Strong convergence properties of (GAVD_{γ,ε})). Assume that U is strongly convex and γ(t) = α t^θ with α > 0 if 0 ≤ θ < 1 and α > 3 if θ = 1. Suppose in addition

that ∫_{+∞} t_0

t^θε(t)dt = +∞. Let x(.) be a classical solution of (GAVD_{γ,ε}). Then the two following assertions hold:

Q_1: If x^′(t) = ∘(1/t^θ) and ∫_{+∞} t_0

t^θ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 dt < +∞ then x(t) converges strongly to the unique minimizer p^∗ of U on S_Φ.

Q_2: If the unique minimizer x^∗ of U on H belongs to S_Φ then x(t) converges strongly to x^∗ and the energy function W satisfies the asymptotic properties (1.5).

Remark 1.5. In the case γ(t) = γ is constant (which correspond the case θ = 0), combining Theorem 1.2 and the assertion (Q_1) of the Theorem 1.4 yields a generalization of the strong convergence result of Attouch and Cazernicki [Theorem 2.3, [5]]. 2. A general minimization property of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2 which is inspired from the arguments of [Theorem 3.1, [9]] and [Theorem 2.1, [11]]. Notice that the assumption (H_2) can be excluded.

Proof. Differentiating the energy function W and using the equation (GAVD_{γ,ε}), we obtain W^′(t) = −γ(t) ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + ε^′(t)(U(x(t)) − U^∗)

(2.1) ≤ −γ(t) ‖x^′(t)‖^2 . Hence W (t) is decreasing and approaching to some nonnegative real number W_∞ as t → +∞. Moreover, we have (2.2) ∫_{+∞} t_0 γ(t) ‖x^′(t)‖^2 dt < ∞. To conclude, we just have to show that W_∞ ≤ 0. Let v be an arbitrarily element of H . Consider the function h_v(t) ≡ 1 2 ‖x(t) − v‖^2 . Using the equation (GAVD_{γ,ε}) and the convexity of Φ and U, one can easily check that h^{′′}_v (t) + γ(t)h^′_v(t) = ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + ⟨∇Φ(x(t)), v − x(t)⟩ + ε(t)⟨∇U(x(t)), v − x(t)⟩ ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ(v) − Φ(x(t)) + ε(t)(U(v) − U(x(t))) = 3 2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 − W (t) + Φ(v) − Φ^∗ + ε(t)(U(v) − U^∗).

(2.3) Recalling that W (t) ≥ W_∞, we get A_∞ ≤ −h^{′′}_v (t) − γ(t)h^′_v (t) + 3 2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + ε(t)(U(v) − U^∗) where A_∞ = W_∞ + Φ^∗ − Φ(v).

Integrating the last inequality over [t_0, t] and using the fact that γh_v ≥ 0 and the assumption γ(t) ≤

K_2 t^2

, we find

(2.4) (t − t_0)A_∞ ≤ h^′_v(t_0) − γ(t_0)h_v(t_0) + h^′_v(t) + 3 2 ∫_t t_0 ‖x^′(s)‖^2 ds + ∫_t t_0 f_v(s)ds, where f_v(s) = ε(s)(U(v) − U^∗) +^{K2}_{s2} h_v(s).

From (2.2), we deduce that ∫_{+∞} t_0 ‖x^′(s)‖^2 s ds < ∞ which implies (see [Lemma 3.2, [9]) that (2.5) ∫_t t_0 ‖x^′(s)‖^2 ds = ∘(t). Using now the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we infer ‖x(t)‖ ≤ ‖x(t_0)‖ + √ t − t_0 (∫_t t_0 ‖x^′(s)‖^2 ds ) 1_2

= ∘(t). (2.6) Therefore lim_{t→+∞} f_v(t) = 0 and as a consequence

(2.7) ∫_t t_0 f_v(s)ds = ∘(t). Recalling now that since W is bounded, x^′ is also bounded. Thus, we get by (2.6) (2.8) h^′_v(t) = 2⟨x^′(t), x(t) − v⟩ = ∘(t). Finally, dividing the inequality (2.4) by t, using the estimates (2.5), (2.7), (2.8) and letting t → +∞, we obtain A_∞ ≤ 0, which implies that W_∞ ≤ Φ(v) − Φ^∗. Since this holds for every v ∈ H , the required result W_∞ ≤ 0 follows. □ Remark 2.1. Let us notice that, if S_Φ is empty, any solution x(.) of the (GAVD_{γ,ε}) system is unbounded. Indeed, if else, there exists a sequence (t_n)_n tending to +∞ so that (x(t_n))_n converges weakly to an element x̄ ∈ H . From the lower semi-continuity property it follows that Φ(x̄) ≤ lim inf n→+∞ Φ(x(t_n)), which means that Φ(x̄) ≤ Φ^∗. This contradicts that S_Φ = ∅.

3. Weak convergence properties of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) In this section, we give a proof of Theorem 1.3 which relies on the classical Opial’s lemma and the following important lemma which will be also useful in the study of the strong convergence properties of the trajectories of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) in the next section.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the function γ(.) satisfies the assumption (1.4) in Theorem 1.3. Let x(.) be a classical solution of (GAVD_{γ,ε}) and let v ∈ S_Φ such that [t^θr_v(t)]^+ belongs to L^1(t_0, +∞; R) where r_v(t) ≡ ε(t)(U(v) − U(x(t)). Then the distance function h_v(t) ≡^1_2 ‖x(t) − v‖^2 converges as t → +∞ and the energy function W satisfies the asymptotic property (1.5).

Proof. First, we notice that up to take t_1 large enough we can assume that γ(t) ≥ K t for every t ≥ t_1

with K > 3 and K = α if θ = 1.

Let λ(t) = t^{1+θ}. Using (2.1) and the above inequality, we find (λW )^′ ≤ λ^′W − λγ ‖x^′‖^2 ≤ λ^′W − K 1 + θ λ^′ ‖x^′‖^2 ≤ λ^′W − K 2 λ^′ ‖x^′‖^2 .

(3.1)

Therefore, 3 2 λ^′ ‖x^′‖^2 ≤ 3 K λ^′W − 3 K (λW )^′. Multiplying (2.3) by λ^′(t) (we recall that, since v ∈ S_Φ, Φ(v) = Φ^∗) and using the above inequality, we obtain

(1 − 3 K )λ^′W + 3 K (λW )^′ ≤ −λ^′h^{′′}_v − λ^′γh^′_v + λ^′[r_v]^+.

Integrating this inequality from t_1 to t we get (3.2)

(1 − 3 K ) ∫_t t_1 λ^′(s)W (s)ds + 3 K λ(t)W (t) ≤ C_0 − λ^′(t)h^′_v (t) + (λ^{′′} − λ^′γ)(t)h_v(t) + ∫_t t_1 g_θ(s)h_v(s)ds, where

C_0 = λ^′(t_1)h^′_v(t_1) − λ^{′′}(t_1)h_v(t_1) + 3 K λ(t_1)W (t_1) + λ^′(t_1)h^′_v(t_1) + ∫_{+∞} t_1

λ^′(s)[r_v(s)]^+ds and (3.3) g_θ(t) = [(λ^′γ)^′]^+(t) − λ^{′′′}(t).

Let A(θ) and μ(θ) > 0 be two positive constants such that A(θ) + μ(θ) < (θ + 1)α if θ < 1 and A(θ) + μ(θ) = 2(α − 1) if θ = 1. Since (λ^{′′} − λ^′γ)(t) ≤ (1 + θ)(θt^{θ−1} − α), we can assume, up to take t_1 large enough in the case θ < 1, that (3.4) (λ^{′′} − λ^′γ)(t) ≤ −A(θ) − μ(θ) ∀t ≥ t_1.

Using now the fact that |h^′_v(t)| ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖ ‖x(t) − v‖ ≤ 2 √ W (t) √ h_v(t), it follows, from the estimate (3.4) and the elementary inequality bx − ax^2 ≤ b^2 4a ∀a > 0, (x, b) ∈ R^2 , that for every t ≥ t_1 −λ^′(t)h^′_v(t) + (λ^{′′} − λ^′γ)(t)h_v(t) ≤ (λ^′(t))^2W (t) A(θ) − μ(θ)h_v(t) = B(θ, t)λ(t)W (t) − μ(θ)h_v(t), (3.5) where B(θ, t) = (θ + 1)^2t^{θ−1} A(θ) . Inserting (3.5) in the inequality (3.2), we obtain (3.6) (1 − 3 K ) ∫_t t_1 λ^′(s)W (s)ds + ( 3 K − B(θ, t))λ(t)W (t) + μ(θ)h_v(t) ≤ C_0 + ∫_t t_1 g_θ(s)h_v(s)ds Let us notice that if 0 ≤ θ < 1 then lim_{t→+∞} B(θ, t) = 0 and in the case where θ = 1, since α > 3, one can choose 0 < μ(1) < 2 3 (α − 3) to get 3 K − B(1, t) = 3 α − 4 A(1) > 0. Hence, up to take t_1 large enough we assume that, for every 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, there exists a constant ν(θ) > 0 such that 3 K − B(θ, t) ≥ ν(θ), for all t ≥ t_1. Recalling that the function g_θ is integrable over [t_1, +∞) and applying the Gronwall lemma to the inequality (3.6), we deduce that the function h_v is bounded and as a consequence we get sup_{t≥t1} λ(t)W (t) < +∞ and ∫_{+∞} t_1 λ^′(s)W (s)ds < +∞. (3.7)

Now, using the fact that the energy function W is decreasing, we deduce from (3.7) that t^{1+θ}W (t) → 0 as t → +∞ in fact for every t ≥ t_1 we have

(1 + θ) ( t 2 )_{1+θ} W (t) ≤ ∫_t t 2 λ^′(s)W (s)ds. To conclude, it remains to prove that lim_{t→+∞} h_v(t) exists. From (2.3), the function h_v satisfies the differential inequality h^{′′}_v (t) + γ(t)h^′_v(t) ≤ ζ(t) where ζ(t) =^3_2 ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + [r_v(t)]^+. The assumption on the function r_v and the estimate (3.7) imply that t^θζ(t) ∈ L^1(a, +∞; R^+ ), then the existence of lim_{t→+∞} h_v(t) follows from the following lemma. □ Lemma 3.2. Let a > 0 and w : [a, +∞) → R^+ be a continuous function satisfying w(t) ≥ α t^θ ∀t ≥ a where α and θ are nonnegative constants with 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 and α > 1 if θ = 1. Let φ ∈ C^2(a, +∞; R^+ ) satisfy the differential inequality (3.8) φ^{′′}(t) + w(t)φ^′(t) ≤ ψ(t) with t^θψ(t) ∈ L^1(a, +∞; R^+ ). Then lim_{t→+∞} φ(t) exists.

Proof. From (3.8), we have for every t ≥ a

(3.9) φ^′(t) ≤ e^{−Γ(t,a)}φ^′(a) + ∫_t a e^{−Γ(t,s)}ψ(s)ds; where Γ(t, s) = ∫_t s w(τ)dτ. Similarly to as in the proof of [Lemma 3.14,[8]], one can easily check that ∫_{+∞} s e^{−Γ(t,s)}dt ≤ M s^θ ∀s ≥ a, where M > 0 is an absolute constant. We deduce from (3.9) and Fubini’s Theorem that the positive part [φ^′]^+ of φ^′ belongs to L^1(a, +∞; R^+ ) which implies that lim_{t→+∞} φ(t) exists. □ Before starting the proof of Theorem 1.3, let us recall the classical Opial’s lemma.

Lemma 3.3 (Opial’s lemma). Let x : [t_0, +∞) → H . Assume that there exists a nonempty subset S of H such that:

i) if t_n → +∞ and x(t_n) ⇀ x weakly in H , then x ∈ S, ii) for every z ∈ S, lim_{t→+∞} ‖x(t) − z‖ exists.

Then there exists z_∞ ∈ S such that x(t) ⇀ z_∞ weakly in H as t → +∞.

For a simple proof of Opial’s lemma, we refer the reader to [14].

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Step 1: Proof of the property (P_1). Since r_v(t) ≤ ε(t)(U(v)−U^∗), then, according to Lemma 3.1, lim_{t→+∞} h_v (t) exists for every v ∈ S_Φ and the energy function W satisfies (1.5). Let t_n → +∞ such that x(t_n) converges weakly in H to some x̄. Since Φ(x(t)) → Φ^∗ as t → +∞, the weak lower semi-continuity of Φ implies that Φ(x̄) ≤ Φ^∗ which means that x̄ ∈ S_Φ. By Opial’s lemma, we deduce that x(t) converges weakly in H as t → +∞ to some element of S_Φ.

Step2: Proof of the property (P_2). Let v ∈ S = S_Φ ∩ S_U . Since r_v is nonpositive, then Lemma 3.1 implies that lim_{t→+∞} h_v(t) exists and W satisfies (1.5). Thus, in view of

the assumption lim inf_{t→+∞} t^{θ+1}ε(t) > 0, we have U(x(t)) → U^∗ as t → +∞. Therefore the lower semi-continuity of Φ and U gives, as in the above step, that every sequential weak cluster point of x(t), as t → +∞, belongs to the subset S. This completes the proof of the property (P_2) due to Opial’s lemma. □

4. Strong convergence properties of (GAVD_{γ,ε})

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.4. Before Proving separably the two properties (Q_1) and (Q_2), let us first recall some general facts about strongly convex functions and the Tikhonov approximation method [16]. The function U is strongly convex then there exists a positive real m such that U(x) −^m_2 ‖x‖^2 is convex (we say that U is m−strongly convex). Moreover, for every nonempty, convex and closed subset C of H , the function U has a unique minimizer x^∗_C on C. Let x^∗ be the minimizer on H and p^∗ its minimizer on S_Φ. For every t ≥ t_0, we consider the function Φ_t defined on H by Φ_t(x) = Φ(x) + ε(t)U(x).

Clearly, Φ_t is ε(t)m-strongly convex. Therefore, Φ_t satisfies the convex inequality

(4.1) Φ_t(z) ≥ Φ_t(y) + ⟨∇Φ_t(y), z − y⟩ + m 2 ε(t) ‖z − y‖^2 , and has a unique global minimizer which we denote by x_{ε(t)}. Adopting the Tikhonov method, we can prove that x_{ε(t)} converges strongly to p^∗ as t → +∞. Indeed, since (4.2) Φ_t(x_{ε(t)}) ≤ Φ_t(p^∗) and Φ(p^∗) ≤ Φ(x_{ε(t)}), then (4.3) U(x_{ε(t)}) ≤ U(p^∗).

Furthermore, seeing that U is coercive, the last inequality implies that (x_{ε(t)})_{t≥t0} is bounded. So, let x̃ ∈ H be a weak limit of a sequence (x_{ε(tn)}) where t_n → +∞. Using the weak lower semi-continuity of the two convex functions Φ and U and letting t = t_n → +∞ in the inequalities (4.2) and (4.3), we deduce that Φ(x̃) ≤ Φ(p^∗) and U(x̃) ≤ U(p^∗) which is, from the definition of p^∗, is equivalent to x̃ = p^∗. Consequently, we infer that x_{ε(t)} converges weakly to p^∗ as t_n → +∞. Now, for the reason that U is m−strongly convex, we have U(x_{ε(t)}) ≥ U(p^∗) + ⟨∇U(p^∗), x_{ε(t)} − p^∗⟩ + m 2 ‖ x_{ε(t)} − p^∗ ‖_2 . Hence, by (4.3), we deduce that lim_{t→+∞} ‖ x_{ε(t)} − p^∗ ‖ = 0 which completes the proof of the claim.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let us first prove the property (Q_1). We consider the function h(t) = h_p∗ (t) =^1_2 ‖x(t) − p^∗‖^2 . Using the equation (GAVDγ, ε) and the convex inequality (4.1) we obtain h^{′′}(t) + γ(t)h^′(t) = ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + ⟨∇Φ_t(x(t)), p^∗ − x(t)⟩ ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ_t(p^∗) − Φ_t(x(t)) − m ε(t)h(t) ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + Φ_t(p^∗) − Φ_t(x_{ε(t)}) − m ε(t)h(t) ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 + ε(t)(U(p^∗) − U(x_{ε(t)})) − m ε(t)h(t). (4.4) In the last inequality we have used the fact that p^∗ is also a minimizer of Φ. Set σ(t) ≡ U(x_{ε(t)}) − U(p^∗) + m h(t). The inequality (4.4) becomes (4.5) h^{′′}(t) + γ(t)h^′(t) + ε(t)σ(t) ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 . Let us prove that lim inf_{t→+∞} h(t) = 0. We argue by contradiction. As consequence of lim t→+∞ U(x_{ε(t)}) − U(p^∗) = 0, there exists t_2 ≥ t_0 large enough and μ > 0 such that σ(t) ≥ μ for every t ≥ t_2. Therefore the differential inequality (4.5) implies that, for every t ≥ t_2, we have h(t)+μ ∫_t t_2 ∫_τ t_2 e^{−Γ(τ,s)}ε(s)dsdτ ≤ h(t_2)+ ∫_t t_2 e^{−Γ(τ,t2)}dτh^′(t_2)+ ∫_t t_2 ∫_τ t_2 e^{−Γ(τ,s)} ‖x^′(s)‖^2 dsdτ, where Γ(t, s) = ∫_t s γ(τ)dτ. Applying Fubini’s theorem, we then infer that (4.6) μ ∫_{+∞} t_2 ε(s) ∫_{+∞} s e^{−Γ(τ,s)}dτds ≤ h(t_2)+|h^′(t_2)| ∫_{+∞} t_2 e^{−Γ(τ,t2)}dτ+ ∫_{+∞} t_2 ‖x^′(s)‖^2 ∫_{+∞} s e^{−Γ(τ,s)}dτds. A simple computation ensures the existence of two real constants B_θ > A_θ > 0 so that A_θ s^θ ≤ ∫_{+∞} s e^{−Γ(τ,s)}dτ ≤ B_θ s^θ.

Hence, combining the inequality (4.6) and the assumption ∫_{+∞} t_0 s^θ ‖x^′(s)‖^2 ds < +∞, we get ∫_{+∞} t_0

s^θε(s)ds < +∞, a contradiction. Consequently

(4.7) lim inf_{t→+∞} h(t) = 0. Now let us suppose that (4.8) lim sup_{t→+∞} h(t) > 0.

The continuity of the function h combined with (4.7) and (4.8) ensure the existence of two real numbers λ < δ and two positive real sequences (s_n)_n and (t_n)_n such that for every n ∈ N we have max{t_∗, n} < s_n < t_n, h(t_n) = δ, h(s_n) = λ, h(s) ∈ [λ, δ] on [s_n, t_n], where t_∗ > t_2 is a fixed positive number such that U(x_{ε(t)}) − U(p^∗) ≥ −mλ for all t ≥ t_∗ (for more details see [Theorem 5.1 [10]]). We deduce from (4.5) that for every n ∈ N and for all t ∈ [s_n, t_n] h^{′′}(t) + α t^θ h^′(t) ≤ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 . Multiplying the last differential inequality by t^θ and integrating over [s_n, t_n], we obtain (4.9) t^θ_nh^′(t_n)−s^θ_nh^′(s_n)+θs^{θ−1}_n λ−θt^{θ−1}_n δ +α(δ −λ)+θ(θ −1) ∫_{tn} s_n t^{θ−2}h(t)dt ≤ ∫_{tn} s_n t^θ ‖x^′(t)‖^2 .

Using now the facts |h^′(t_n)| ≤ ‖x^′(t_n)‖ √ 2h(t_n) = ‖x^′(t_n)‖ √ 2δ, |h^′(s_n)| ≤ ‖x^′(s_n)‖ √ 2λ, ∫_{tn} s_n t^{θ−2}h(t)dt ≤ δ s^{θ−1}_n 1 − θ if 0 ≤ θ < 1,

and letting n goes to +∞ in the the inequality (4.9), we get (α − 1)(δ − λ) ≤ 0 if θ = 1, α(δ − λ) ≤ 0 if 0 ≤ θ < 1. This contradicts the assumption δ > λ. We therefore conclude that lim_{t→+∞} h(t) = 0, which completes the proof of the property (Q_1). □

5. Numerical Experiments

Acknowledgement: The authors are grateful to the Deanship of Scientific Research at King Faisal University for financially and morally supporting this work under Project 170065.

References

[1] F. Alvarez, On the minimizing properties of a second order dissipative system in Hilbert spaces.

SIAM J. Cont. Optim. (38) (2000): 1102-1119.

[2] H. Attouch and A. Cabot, Asymptotic stabilization of inertial gradient dynamics wuth timedependent viscosity [3] Attouch H, Chbani Z, Peypouquet J, Redont P. Fast convergence of inertial dynamics and algorithms with asymptotic vanishing viscosity. Math Program Ser B 2016: 1-53.

[4] H. Attouch, Z. Chbani, H. Riahi, Combining fast inertial dynamics for convex optimization with Tikhonov regularization. J. Math. Anal. Appl. (457), (2018), 1065-1094.

[5] H. Attouch, M.-O. Czarnecki, Asymptotic control and stabilization of nonlinear oscillators with non-isolated equilibria. J. Differential Equations (128) (2) (1996): 519-540.

[6] H. Attouch, X. Goudou, and P. Redont, The heavy ball with friction method, I: The continuous dynamical system: Global exploration of the local minima of a real valued function by asymptotic analysis of a dissipative dynamical system. Commun. Contemp. Math. (02), (2000), 1-34.

[7] A. Cabot, The steepest descent dynamical system with control. Applications to constrained minimization. Control Optimization and Calculus of Variations (10) (2004), 243-258.

[8] A. Cabot, P. Frankel, Asymptotics for some semilinear hyperbolic equations with non-autonomous damping. J Differ Equations 2012; 252: 294-322.

[9] A. Haraux and M.A. Jendoubi, On a second order dissipative ODE in Hilbert space with an integrable source term. Acta Mathematica Scientia (32) (2012), 155-163.

[10] M.A. Jendoubi and R. May, On an asymptotically autonomous system with Tikhonov type regularizing term. Arch. Math. (95) (4) (2010), 389-399.

[11] M.A Jendoubi and R. May, Asymptotics for a second-order differential equation with nonautonomous damping and an integrable source term. Applicable Analysis (94) (2015), 435-443.

[12] R. May, Asymptotic for a second order evolution equation with convex potential and vanishing damping . Turk. J. Math. (41) (2017), 681-685.

[13] Y. Nestrov, A method of solving a convex programming problem with convergence rate O(1/$k^2$).

Sov. Math. Dokl. (27) (1983), 372-376.

[14] Z. Opial, Weak convergence of the sequence of successive approximation for nonexpansive mapping.

Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (73) (1967), 591-597.

[15] W. Su, S. Boyd, E.J. Candes, A differential equation for modeling Nestrov’s accelerated gradient method: Theory and Insights. Neural Information Proceeding Systems (NIPS). 2014.

[16] A.N. Tikhonov and V.Y. Arsenin, Solutions of Ill-Posed Problems. Winston, New York, 1977.

Mathematics Department, College of Science, King Faisal University, P.O. 380, Ahsaa 31982, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

Mathematics Department, College of Science, Sfax University, Sfax 3042, Tunisia E-mail address: melloumi@kfu.edu.sa

Mathematics Department, College of Science, King Faisal University, P.O. 380, Ahsaa 31982, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

Mathematics Department, College of Science of Bizerte, Carthage University, Bizerte, Tunisia

E-mail address: rmay@kfu.edu.sa

Mathematics Department, College of Science, King Faisal University, P.O. 380, Ahsaa 31982, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia E-mail address: cmnasri@kfu.edu.sa