arXiv:2307.03612v2 [math.OC] 21 Apr 2024

Tikhonov regularized second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical systems with asymptotically vanishing damping for linear equality constrained convex optimization problems

Ting-Ting Zhu^a, Rong Hu^b and Ya-Ping Fang^a

a Department of Mathematics, Sichuan University, Chengdu, Sichuan, P.R. China; bDepartment of Applied Mathematics, Chengdu University of Information Technology, Chengdu, Sichuan, P.R. China

ARTICLE HISTORY Compiled June 2, 2024

ABSTRACT In this paper, in the setting of Hilbert spaces, we consider a Tikhonov regularized second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system with asymptotically vanishing damping for a linear equality constrained convex optimization problem. It is shown that convergence properties of the proposed dynamical system depend upon the choice of the Tikhonov regularization parameter. When the Tikhonov regularization parameter decays rapidly to zero, we derive the fast convergence rates of the primal-dual gap, the objective residual, the feasibility violation and the gradient norm of the objective function along the generated trajectory. When the Tikhonov regularization parameter decreases slowly to zero, we prove the strong convergence of the primal trajectory of the Tikhonov regularized dynamical system to the minimal norm solution of the linear equality constrained convex optimization problem. Numerical experiments are performed to illustrate the efficiency of our approach.

KEYWORDS Linear equality constrained convex optimization problem; second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system; asymptotically vanishing damping; Tikhonov regularization; convergence rate; strong convergence

AMS CLASSIFICATION 34D05; 37N40; 46N10; 90C25.

1. Introduction

Let X and Y be two real Hilbert spaces which are endowed with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ and the associated norm ‖ · ‖. In this paper, we are concerned with the linear equality constrained convex optimization problem

min_{x∈X} f(x), s.t. Ax = b, (1)

where A : X → Y is a continuous linear operator, b ∈ Y, and f : X → R is a continuously differentiable convex function such that the gradient operator ∇f of f

CONTACT Rong Hu. Email: ronghumath@aliyun.com CONTACT Ya-Ping Fang. Email: ypfang@scu.edu.cn

is Lipschitz continuous over X . The problem (1) is a basic model for many important applications arising in various areas, such as machine learning [1], image recovery [2], the energy dispatch of power grids [3] and network optimization [4]. When A = 0 and b = 0, the problem (1) collapses to the unconstrained convex optimization problem

min_{x∈X} f(x). (2)

In the literature there has been a flurry of research on second-order dynamical systems for the unconstrained optimization problem (2). A seminal work is due to Polyak [5] who proposed the heavy ball with friction system

(HBF) ẍ(t) + γẋ(t) + ∇f(x(t)) = 0,

where the damping coefficient γ > 0 is a constant. Another seminal work is due to Su, Boyd, and Candès [6] who proposed an inertial dynamical system with the asymptotically vanishing damping

(AVD)_α ẍ(t) + α t ẋ(t) + ∇f(x(t)) = 0, where α > 0. It has been shown by Su, Boyd, and Candès [6] that (AVD)_α with α = 3 is the continuous time limit of Nesterov’s accelerated gradient algorithm [7,8]. In the case α ≥ 3, they proved that the objective residual along the trajectory generated by (AVD)_α enjoys the O(^1_{t2} ) convergence rate. (AVD)_α provides an important model for designing fast methods for the problem (2) since the damping coefficient^α_t vanishes in a controlled manner, neither too fast nor too slowly. For more results on (AVD)_α and other second-order dynamical systems with time-dependent damping we refer to [9–11].

The Tikhonov regularization techniques have played an important role in dynamical system methods, which may assure the strong convergence of the generated trajectory to the minimal norm solution of the problem under consideration. For results on the Tikhonov regularized first-order dynamical systems we refer to [12–14]. Recently, Tikhonov regularizations of second-order dynamical systems for unconstrained optimization problems have attached much attention of researchers. Attouch and Czarnecki [15] considered a Tikhonov regularization of Polyak’s heavy ball with friction system (HBF) by proposing the following dynamical system

(HBF)_ϵ ẍ(t) + γẋ(t) + ∇f(x(t)) + ϵ(t)x(t) = 0,

where ϵ : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is the Tikhonov regularization parameter. Under the condition ∫_{+∞} 0 ϵ(t)dt = +∞, Attouch and Czarnecki [15] showed that the trajectory generated by (HBF)_ϵ converges strongly to the minimal norm solution of the problem (2). See also [16–18]. Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi [19] further considered a Tikhonov regularization of (AVD)_α by proposing the dynamical system

(AVD)_{α,ϵ} ẍ(t) + α t ẋ(t) + ∇f(x(t)) + ϵ(t)x(t) = 0. Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi [19] showed that the convergence properties of (AVD)_{α,ϵ} depend upon the speed of convergence of the parameter ϵ(t) to zero: (i) When ϵ(t) decays rapidly to zero, (AVD)_{α,ϵ} owns the fast convergence properties analogous to (AVD)_α. (ii) When ϵ(t) decreases slowly to zero, the trajectory of (AVD)_{α,ϵ} converges strongly to the minimal norm solution of the problem (2). In the case ϵ(t) =^1_{tr} with r > 0, it has been shown that r = 2 is a critical value which separates two above cases. For more results on the Tikhonov regularized second-order dynamical systems for unconstrained optimization problems, we refer the reader to [19–22].

Very recently, some researchers were devoted to the study of second-order primaldual dynamical system for the linear equality constrained convex optimization problem (1). Zeng, Lei, and Chen [4] proposed and studied the following second-order primaldual dynamical system

(Z-AVD)_{α,θ} { ẍ(t) +^α_t ẋ(t) = −∇f(x(t)) − A^T (λ(t) + θtλ̇(t)) − A^T (Ax(t) − b), λ̈(t) +^α_t λ̇(t) = A(x(t) + θtẋ(t)) − b, where t ≥ t_0 > 0, α > 0 and θ > 0. Zeng, Lei, and Chen [4] extended the work of Su, Boyd, and Candès [6] from the unconstrained optimization problem (2) to the linear equality constrained optimization problem (1). He, Hu, and Fang [23] and Attouch et al. [24] further proposed and studied second-order primal-dual dynamical systems with time-dependent damping coefficients for a linear equality constrained convex optimization problem with a separable structure. Fast convergences of primal-dual gap and feasibility violation along the trajectories were derived in [4,23,24], and fast convergence of the objective residual along the trajectory was established in [24]. Besides the fast convergence properties of the primal-dual gap, the objective residual, and the feasibility violation along the trajectories, Bot and Nguyen [25] further proved that the primal-dual trajectory of a second-order primal-dual dynamical system converges weakly to a primal-dual optimal solution of the linear equality constrained convex optimization problem (1). It is worth mentioning that the second-order dynamical systems considered in [4,23–25] involve second-order terms for both the primal variable and the dual variable. Different from [4,23–25], He, Hu, and Fang [26] considered a secondorder plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system with a fixed damping coefficient and a time-dependent scaling coefficient for the problem (1), where the second-order term appears only in the primal variable. Recently, He, Hu, and Fang [27] further proposed the following second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system

(He-AVD)_α { ẍ(t) +^α_t ẋ(t) = −β(t)(∇f(x(t)) + A^T λ(t)) + ε(t), λ̇(t) = tβ(t)(A(x(t) +^t_{α−1}ẋ(t)) − b), where t ≥ t_0 > 0, α > 1, β : [t_0, +∞) → (0, +∞) is a scaling coefficient, and ε : [t_0, +∞) → R^n can be viewed as a perturbation term. He, Hu, and Fang [27] proved that all of the primal-dual gap, the objective function value and the feasibility violation along the trajectories generated by (He-AVD)_α own the fast convergence properties, which are analogous to the convergence results of second-order plus secondorder dynamical systems considered in [4,23–25].

In this paper, we consider the following Tikhonov regularized second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system with asymptotically vanishing damping ẍ(t) +^α_t ẋ(t) = −∇f(x(t)) − A^T λ(t) − ρA^T (Ax(t) − b) − ϵ(t)x(t), λ̇(t) = t(A(x(t) + t α − 1 ẋ(t)) − b), (3) where t ≥ t_0 > 0, α > 1, ρ ≥ 0 is the penalty parameter of the augmented Lagrangian function L_ρ(x, λ), and ϵ : [t_0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is the Tikhonov regularization parameter which is a C^1 nonincreasing function satisfying lim_{t→+∞} ϵ(t) = 0. When ϵ(t) = 0 and ρ = 0, the primal-dual dynamical system (3) becomes a particular case of (He-AVD)_α considered in [27]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time in the literature to consider Tikhonov regularized inertial primal-dual systems.

Following the approaches developed in [19,27], we shall analyze the convergence properties of the trajectories generated by the dynamical system (3) with α ≥ 3. Our main contributions are summarized as follows: For α ≥ 3,

(a) when ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞ which reflects a fast vanishing ϵ(t), all of the primal-

dual gap, the objective residual and the feasibility violation along the trajectories of (3) own the O(^1_{t2} ) convergence rate.

(b) under the condition ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞, we derive a general minimization property of the trajectories generated by (3). Further, when ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with 0 < r ≤ 2 and c > 0, the convergence rate depends upon r.

(c) when lim_{t→+∞} t^2ϵ(t) = +∞ which reflects a slowly vanishing ϵ(t), and under the condition ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞, the primal trajectory x(t) of (3) converges strongly to the minimal norm solution of the problem (1).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we give some preliminary results. In section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of a strong global solution of the proposed dynamical system (3), and we also analyze the minimization properties of the trajectories generated by (3). In section 4, we prove the strong convergence of the primal trajectory x(t) generated by (3) to the minimal norm solution of the problem (1) when ϵ(t) decays slowly to zero. In section 5, we perform some numerical experiments to illustrate the efficiency of our approach and make some comparisons with the existing primal-dual dynamical approaches.

2. Preliminary results

The Lagrangian function L : X × Y → R associated with the problem (1) is defined by L(x, λ) = f(x) + ⟨λ, Ax − b⟩ and the augmented Lagrangian function L_ρ : X × Y → R is defined by L_ρ(x, λ) = L(x, λ) + ρ 2 ‖Ax − b‖^2 = f(x) + ⟨λ, Ax − b⟩ + ρ 2 ‖Ax − b‖^2, where ρ ≥ 0 is the penalty parameter. The associated dual problems for the problem (1) are

max_{λ∈Y} d(λ) (4) and max_{λ∈Y} d_ρ(λ), (5) where d(λ) = min_{x∈X} L(x, λ) and d_ρ(λ) = min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ). If x^∗ ∈ X is a solution of the problem (1) and λ^∗ ∈ Y is a solution of the problem (4), then (x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ X × Y is called a primal-dual optimal solution. In what follows, we always suppose that the primal-dual optimal solution set Ω associated with the problem (1) is nonempty. As a consequence, the solution set S of the problem (1) is always nonempty. It is well-known that

(x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ Ω ⇔ { ∇f(x^∗) + A^T λ^∗ = 0 Ax^∗ − b = 0 ⇔ { ∇f(x^∗) + A^T λ^∗ + ρA^T (Ax^∗ − b) = 0 Ax^∗ − b = 0 ⇔ { ∇_xL_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = 0 ∇_λL_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = 0 (6) and L(x, λ) and L_ρ(x, λ) have the same saddle point set Ω.

Given λ ∈ Y, define

D(λ) = arg min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ).

Then, when ρ > 0, d_ρ(λ) is differentiable (see [28, Chapter III: Remark 2.5]) and ∇d_ρ(λ) = Ax(λ) − b, where x(λ) is any element of D(λ). If λ^∗ ∈ Y is a solution of the augmented Lagrangian dual problem (5), then A(x(λ^∗)) = b for any x(λ^∗) ∈ D(λ^∗). This together with (6) implies

D(λ^∗) = arg min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ^∗) ⊆ S, (7)

where ρ > 0. The above results in the finite dimensional framework can be found in ([1, Lemma 3.4], [29, Lemma 2.1], [30]).

Next, we will list some lemmas which will be used in the convergence analysis.

Lemma 2.1. [22] Let z ∈ X and let x : [t_0, +∞) → X be a C^1 function. If there exists a constant ~C > 0 such that 1 2 ‖ ‖ ‖x(t) − z + t α − 1 ẋ(t) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ ~C, ∀t ≥ t_0, then (x(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded.

Lemma 2.2. [27, Lemma 6] Suppose that g : [t_0, +∞) → R^n is a continuous function and a : [t_0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is a continuous function, where t_0 > 0. If there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that ‖ ‖ ‖g(t) + ∫_t t_0 a(s)g(s)ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ C, ∀t ≥ t_0,

then sup_{t≥t0} ‖g(t)‖ < +∞. Lemma 2.3. [19, Lemma A.3] Suppose that δ > 0, ϕ ∈ L^1([δ, +∞)) is a nonnegative and continuous function, and ψ : [δ, +∞) → (0, +∞) is a nondecreasing function such that lim_{t→+∞} ψ(t) = +∞. Then, lim t→+∞ 1 ψ(t) ∫_t δ ψ(s)ϕ(s)ds = 0.

3. Convergence properties of the solution trajectories

For the beginning we will prove existence and uniqueness of a strong global solution of the dynamical system (3).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that ∇f is L-Lipschitz continuous over X with L > 0 and ϵ(t) ∈ L^1_{loc}([t_0, +∞)), where L^1_{loc}([t_0, +∞)) denotes the family of local integrable functions on [t_0, +∞). Then, for any given initial condition (x(t_0), λ(t_0), ẋ(t_0)) = (x_0, λ_0, u_0) ∈ X × Y × X , the dynamical system (3) has a unique strong global solution.

Proof. Taking u(t) = ẋ(t) and Z(t) = (x(t), λ(t), u(t)), we can rewrite (3) as { Ż(t) + G(t, Z(t)) = 0, Z(t_0) = (x_0, λ_0, u_0), (8)

where

G(t, Z(t)) = − u − t(A(x + t α − 1 u) − b) α t u + ∇f(x) + A^T λ + ρA^T (Ax − b) + ϵ(t)x . (9)

Since ∇f is L-Lipschitz continuous, it follows from (9) that for any Z, Z̄ ∈ X × Y × X , ‖G(t, Z) − G(t, Z̄)‖ ≤ (1 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖)‖u − ū‖ + ‖A^T ‖‖λ − λ̄‖ +t‖A‖‖x − x̄‖ + ‖∇f(x) − ∇f(x̄)‖ +ρ‖A^T A‖‖x − x̄‖ + ϵ(t)‖x − x̄‖ ≤ (C_1 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖ + t‖A‖ + ϵ(t))‖Z − Z̄‖,

where C_1 = max{1, ‖A^T ‖, L + ρ‖A^T A‖}. Taking K(t) = C_1 +^α_t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖ + t‖A‖ + ϵ(t), we have ‖G(t, Z) − G(t, Z̄)‖ ≤ K(t)‖Z − Z̄‖, ∀Z, Z̄ ∈ X × Y × X , where K(t) ∈ L^1_{loc}([t_0, +∞)). Because ∇f is L-Lipschitz continuous, we have ‖∇f(x) − ∇f(0)‖ ≤ L‖x‖ ≤ L‖Z‖, which together with (9) implies ‖G(t, Z)‖ ≤ (1 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖)‖Z‖ + ‖A^T ‖‖Z‖ + (t‖A‖ + ρ‖A^T A‖ + ϵ(t))‖Z‖ +t‖b‖ + L‖Z‖ + ‖∇f(0)‖ + ρ‖A^T b‖ ≤ (1 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖)(1 + ‖Z‖) + ‖A^T ‖(1 + ‖Z‖) +(t‖A‖ + ρ‖A^T A‖ + ϵ(t))(1 + ‖Z‖) +C_2(1 + ‖Z‖) + t‖b‖(1 + ‖Z‖) ≤ (C_3 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖ + t‖b‖)(1 + ‖Z‖) +(C_3 + t‖A‖ + ϵ(t))(1 + ‖Z‖) + 2C_3(1 + ‖Z‖),

where C_2 = max{L, ‖∇f(0)‖ + ρ‖A^T b‖} and C_3 = max{1, ρ‖A^T A‖, C_2, ‖A^T ‖}. Take

S(t) = 4C_3 + α t + t^2 α − 1 ‖A‖ + t‖b‖ + t‖A‖ + ϵ(t). Then, we have ‖G(t, Z)‖ ≤ S(t)(1 + ‖Z‖), ∀Z ∈ X × Y × X , where S(t) ∈ L^1_{loc}([t_0, +∞)). By [31, Proposition 6.2.1] and [24, Theorem 5], the dynamical system (8) has a unique global solution Z(·) ∈ W^{1,1}_{loc} ([t_0, +∞); X × Y × X ) satisfying the initial condition Z(t_0) = (x_0, λ_0, u_0), which together with [32, Corollary A.2] implies Z(·) is a strong global solution to (8). Thus, the dynamical system (3) has a unique strong global solution (x(·), λ(·)).

3.1. Minimization properties of the trajectories In this subsection, depending on the speed of convergence of ϵ(t) to zero, we analyze the convergence properties of the trajectories generated by the dynamical system (3). The analysis is based on the approaches developed in [19,27].

Theorem 3.2. Let ϵ : [t_0, +∞) → [0, +∞) be a C^1 nonincreasing function satisfying ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞ and let (x, λ) : [t0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3). For any

(x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ Ω, the following conclusions hold:

(i) If α ≥ 3, then the trajectory (x(t), λ(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded and it holds

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( 1 t^2 ) , |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = O ( 1 t^2 ) ,

‖Ax(t) − b‖ = O ( 1 t^2 ) , ‖ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t ) , ‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖ = O ( 1 t ) ,

ρ ∫_{+∞} t_0 t‖Ax(t) − b‖^2dt < +∞, ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)‖x(t)‖^2dt < +∞. (ii) If α > 3, it also holds ∫_{+∞} t_0 t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗))dt < +∞,

∫_{+∞} t_0 t‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖^2dt < +∞. Proof. Define E : [t_0, +∞) → [0, +∞) by

E(t) = t^2(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2) + 1 2 ‖(α − 1)(x(t) − x^∗) + tẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 2 ‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. (10)

It follows that Ė(t) = 2t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + t^2⟨∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗), ẋ(t)⟩ + t^2ϵ(t)⟨x(t), ẋ(t)⟩ +(tϵ(t) + t^2 2 ϵ̇(t))‖x(t)‖^2 + ⟨(α − 1)(x(t) − x^∗) + tẋ(t), αẋ(t) + tẍ(t)⟩ +(α − 1)⟨λ(t) − λ^∗, λ̇(t)⟩.

By using (3), we have ⟨(α − 1)(x(t) − x^∗) + tẋ(t), αẋ(t) + tẍ(t)⟩ = ⟨(α − 1)(x(t) − x^∗) + tẋ(t), −t∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ(t)) − tϵ(t)x(t)⟩ = −(α − 1)t⟨x(t) − x^∗, ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ − t^2⟨ẋ(t), ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ −t⟨(α − 1)(x(t) − x^∗) + tẋ(t), A^T (λ(t) − λ^∗)⟩ −(α − 1)tϵ(t)⟨x(t) − x^∗, x(t)⟩ − t^2ϵ(t)⟨x(t), ẋ(t)⟩ and ⟨λ(t) − λ^∗, λ̇(t)⟩ = t⟨A^T (λ(t) − λ^∗), x(t) − x^∗ + t α − 1 ẋ(t)⟩. Then, we obtain

Ė(t) = 2t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + (tϵ(t) + t^2 2 ϵ̇(t))‖x(t)‖^2 (11) −(α − 1)t⟨x(t) − x^∗, ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ − (α − 1)tϵ(t)⟨x(t) − x^∗, x(t)⟩. Since f(x) +^{ϵ(t)}_2 ‖x‖^2 is a ϵ(t)-strongly convex function, we have

f(x^∗) + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x^∗‖^2 − f(x(t)) − ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2 ≥ ⟨∇f(x(t)) + ϵ(t)x(t), x^∗ − x(t)⟩ + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2. This implies ⟨∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗), x^∗ − x(t)⟩ = ⟨∇f(x(t)) + A^T λ^∗ + ρA^T (Ax(t) − b), x^∗ − x(t)⟩ = ⟨∇f(x(t)), x^∗ − x(t)⟩ − ⟨λ^∗, Ax(t) − b⟩ − ρ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2 ≤ L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) − L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) + ϵ(t)⟨x(t), x(t) − x^∗⟩ + ϵ(t) 2 (‖x^∗‖^2 − ‖x(t)‖^2 − ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2) − ρ 2 ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2, (12) which together with (11) implies

Ė(t) ≤ (3 − α)t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + [ (1 − α − 1 2 )tϵ(t) + t^2 2 ϵ̇(t) ] ‖x(t)‖^2 + (α − 1)tϵ(t) 2 (‖x^∗‖^2 − ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2) − ρ(α − 1)t 2 ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2. Since α ≥ 3 and ϵ(t) is nonnegative and nonincreasing, we have Ė(t) − (3 − α)t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + (α − 1)tϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 + ρ(α − 1)t 2 ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2 ≤ (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 tϵ(t).

(i) Integrating the last inequality over [t_0, t], we have

E(t) + (α − 3) ∫_t t_0 s(L_ρ(x(s), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗))ds + (α − 1) 2 ∫_t t_0 sϵ(s)‖x(s) − x^∗‖^2ds + ρ(α − 1) 2 ∫_t t_0 s‖Ax(s) − b‖^2ds ≤ E(t_0) + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 ∫_t t_0 sϵ(s)ds. (13)

Since ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞, E(t) ≥ 0 and Lρ(x(t), λ ∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) ≥ 0, it follows from (13) that (E(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded, ρ ∫_{+∞} t_0 t‖Ax(t) − b‖^2dt < +∞ and ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2dt < +∞.

Since ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞ and tϵ(t)‖x(t)‖^2 ≤ 2tϵ(t)‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 + 2tϵ(t)‖x^∗‖^2, we obtain ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)‖x(t)‖^2dt < +∞. Further, by using (10) and the boundedness of (E(t))_{t≥t0} , we have

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( 1 t^2 ) , (14)

the trajectory (λ(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded, and { 1 2 ‖x(t) − x^∗ + t α − 1 ẋ(t)‖^2 } t≥t_0 is bounded. By using Lemma 2.1, we can obtain that (x(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded. As a consequence, ‖ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t ) . Since f is convex and ∇f is L-Lipschitz continuous, we have f(x(t)) − f(x^∗) − ⟨∇f(x^∗), x(t) − x^∗⟩ ≥ 1 2L ‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖^2, which together with (6) implies L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) ≥ f(x(t)) − f(x^∗) + ⟨λ^∗, Ax(t) − b⟩ ≥ ⟨∇f(x^∗), x(t) − x^∗⟩ + ⟨A^T λ^∗, x(t) − x^∗⟩ + 1 2L ‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖^2 = 1 2L ‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖^2. (15) This together with (14) yields ‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖ = O ( 1 t ) . By using (3), we have

λ(t) − λ(t_0) = ∫_t t_0 λ̇(s)ds = ∫_t t_0 s [ A ( x(s) + s α − 1 ẋ(s) ) − b ] ds = ∫_t t_0 s(Ax(s) − b)ds + ∫_t t_0

s^2 α − 1 d(Ax(s) − b) = t^2(Ax(t) − b) α − 1 − t^2_0(Ax(t_0) − b) α − 1 + ∫_t t_0

(α − 3) α − 1 s(Ax(s) − b)ds, which together with the boundedness of (λ(t))_{t≥t0} implies ‖ ‖ ‖t^2(Ax(t) − b) α − 1 + ∫_t t_0

(α − 3) s s^2 α − 1 (Ax(s) − b)ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ C_4, ∀t ≥ t_0,

where C_4 is a nonnegative constant. Applying Lemma 2.2 with g(t) =^{t2 (Ax(t)−b)}_{α−1} and a(t) =^{(α−3)}_t to the last inequality, we obtain sup_{t≥t0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ t^2(Ax(t) − b) α − 1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ < +∞, which yields ‖Ax(t) − b‖ = O ( 1 t^2 ) . (16)

Since L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = f(x(t)) − f(x^∗) + ⟨λ^∗, Ax(t) − b⟩ + ρ 2 ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2, it follows from (14) and (16) that |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = O ( 1 t^2 ) . (ii) If α > 3, by using (13), we have ∫_{+∞} t_0 t(L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗))dt < +∞. This together with (15) implies ∫_{+∞} t_0 t‖∇f(x(t)) − ∇f(x^∗)‖^2dt < +∞.

Remark 1. Under the condition ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞, Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi

proved in [19, Theorem 3.1] that (AVD)_{α,ϵ} enjoys the fast convergence rates: (i) For α ≥ 3, |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = O(^1_{t2} ). (ii) For α > 3, |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = o(^1_{t2} ) and the trajectory x(t) converges weakly to a solution of the problem (2). As a comparison, in Theorem 3.2 we can only obtain |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = O(^1_{t2} ) for α ≥ 3. For α > 3, we cannot prove |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = o(^1_{t2} ) and the weak convergence of x(t) by using the approach developed in [19, Theorem 3.1], since the second-order term appears only in the primal variable of our dynamical system (3). When α > 3, some natural problems arise: 1) Is it true that the primal-dual gap, the objective function value and the feasibility measure along the trajectories of second-order plus first-order primaldual dynamical systems own the o(^1_{t2} ) convergence rate? 2) Whether the primal-dual trajectory of the second-order plus first-order primal-dual dynamical system converges weakly to a primal-dual optimal solution of the problem (1). The latter has been shown to be true for second-order plus second-order primal-dual dynamical system. See Bot and Nguyen [25].

Remark 2. Under the condition ∫_{+∞} t_0 t‖ε(t)‖dt < +∞, it was shown in [27, Theorem

2] that (He-AVD)_α enjoys the fast convergence rates: |f(x(t)) − f(x^∗)| = O(^1_{t2} ) and ‖Ax(t) − b‖ = O(^1_{t2} ) which are the same as the ones of Theorem 3.2. However, the convergence result of Theorem 3.2 is not a consequence of [27, Theorem 2] since we don’t know a priori if the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded.

Remark 3. By taking ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with r > 2 and c > 0, we have ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t) < +∞. Thus, we can obtain all conclusions of Theorem 3.2.

In Theorem 3.2, we establish the fast convergence properties of (3) when ∫_{+∞} t_0 tϵ(t)dt < +∞ which reflects the case that the Tikhonov regularization parameter

ϵ(t) decreases rapidly to zero. Next, we analyze the minimization properties of (3) under the condition ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞. Lemma 3.3. Let (x, λ) : [t_0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3) and (x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ Ω.

Denote

~E(t) = (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2 + 1 2 ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 2t^2

‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. (17)

For every t ≥ t_0, it holds 2 t ~E(t) + ˙~E(t) ≤ (3 − α) t (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + 1 2t [(3 − α)ϵ(t) + tϵ̇(t)] ‖x(t)‖^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 ϵ(t) t − (α − 1)ϵ(t) 2t ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 − ρ(α − 1) 2t ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2, ∀t ≥ t_0. Proof. By the definitions of u(t) and ~E(t), we have ˙~E(t) = ⟨∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ_∗), ẋ(t)⟩ + ϵ(t)⟨x(t), ẋ(t)⟩ + ϵ̇(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2 +⟨ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t), − (α − 1) t^2

(x(t) − x^∗) + α − 1 t ẋ(t) + ẍ(t)⟩ + α − 1 t^2 ⟨λ(t) − λ^∗, λ̇(t)⟩ − (α − 1)

t^3 ‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. By using (3), we have ⟨ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t), − (α − 1)

t^2

(x(t) − x^∗) + α − 1 t ẋ(t) + ẍ(t)⟩ = ⟨ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t), − (α − 1) t^2 (x(t) − x^∗) − 1 t ẋ(t) − ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ(t))⟩ −⟨ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t), ϵ(t)x(t)⟩ = − (α − 1)^2

t^3 ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 − 2(α − 1) t^2 ⟨x(t) − x^∗, ẋ(t)⟩ − 1 t ‖ẋ(t)‖^2 − (α − 1) t ⟨x − x^∗, ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ − ⟨ẋ(t), ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ −⟨ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t), A^T (λ(t) − λ^∗)⟩ − (α − 1)ϵ(t) t ⟨x(t) − x^∗, x(t)⟩ − ϵ(t)⟨x(t), ẋ(t)⟩ and ⟨λ(t) − λ^∗, λ̇(t)⟩ = t⟨A^T (λ(t) − λ^∗), x(t) − x^∗ + t α − 1 ẋ(t)⟩.

Thus, we have ˙~E(t) = ϵ̇(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2 − (α − 1)^2

t^3 ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 − 2(α − 1)

t^2 ⟨x(t) − x^∗, ẋ(t)⟩ − 1 t ‖ẋ(t)‖^2 − (α − 1) t ⟨x − x^∗, ∇_xL_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)⟩ − (α − 1)ϵ(t) t ⟨x(t) − x^∗, x(t)⟩ − (α − 1)

t^3 ‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2, which together with (12) implies ˙~E(t) ≤ ( ϵ̇(t) 2 − (α − 1)ϵ(t) 2t ) ‖x(t)‖^2 − (α − 1) 2t^3

(2(α − 1) + t^2ϵ(t))‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 + (α − 1)ϵ(t) 2t ‖x^∗‖^2 − 1 t ‖ẋ(t)‖^2 − (α − 1) t (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) − 2(α − 1)

t^2 ⟨x(t) − x^∗, ẋ(t)⟩ − (α − 1) t^3 ‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2 − ρ(α − 1) 2t ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2. According to (17), we obtain

~E(t) = (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t)‖^2 +

(α − 1)^2

2t^2 ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 + 1 2 ‖ẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 t ⟨x(t) − x^∗, ẋ(t)⟩ + α − 1 2t^2 ‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. Thus, we have 2 t ~E(t) + ˙~E(t) ≤ (3 − α) t (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + 1 2t [(3 − α)ϵ(t) + tϵ̇(t)] ‖x(t)‖^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 ϵ(t) t − (α − 1)ϵ(t) 2t ‖x(t) − x^∗‖^2 − ρ(α − 1) 2t ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2, ∀t ≥ t_0.

Based on Lemma 3.3, we discuss the minimization properties of (3).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that α ≥ 3 and ϵ : [t_0, +∞) → R^+ is a C^1 nonincreasing function satisfying ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞. Let (x, λ) : [t_0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3). For any (x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ Ω, the following conclusions hold: lim t→+∞ L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = 0,

lim t→+∞ ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = 0.

Proof. Since α ≥ 3, ϵ̇(t) ≤ 0 and L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗)−L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) ≥ 0, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that 2 t ~E(t) + ˙~E(t) ≤ (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 ϵ(t) t , ∀t ≥ t_0. Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by t^2, we have d dt ( t^2 ~E(t) ) ≤ (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 tϵ(t), ∀t ≥ t_0. Integrating it from t_0 to t, we obtain

t^2 ~E(t) ≤ t^2_0 ~E(t_0) + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2 ∫_t t_0 sϵ(s)ds. Dividing both sides of the last inequality by t^2, we have ~E(t) ≤ t^{20} ~E(t_0) t^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2t^2 ∫_t t_0

s^2 ϵ(s) s ds. (18)

Because of ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞, applying Lemma 2.3 with ψ(t) = t^2 and ϕ(t) =^{ϵ(t)}_t to (18), we have lim t→+∞ 1 t^2 ∫_t t_0

s^2 ϵ(s) s ds = 0,

which together with ~E(t) ≥ 0 implies lim t→+∞ ~E(t) = 0. This together with (17) implies lim t→+∞ L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = 0,

lim t→+∞ ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = 0.

The proof is complete.

Further, when ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with 0 < r ≤ 2 and c > 0, we will show that the convergence rates of the trajectories of (3) depend upon r.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that α ≥ 3 and ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with 0 < r ≤ 2 and c > 0. Let (x, λ) : [t_0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3). For any (x^∗, λ^∗) ∈ Ω, the following conclusions hold:

(i) If 0 < r < 2, then the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded, and it holds

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( 1 t^r ) ,

‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t^r2 ) , ‖ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t^r2 ) . (ii) If r = 2, it holds

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( ln t t^2 ) ,

‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = O (√ ln t t ) .

Proof. (i) By using (17) and ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with 0 < r < 2, we have

~E(t) = (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + c 2t^r ‖x(t)‖^2 + 1 2 ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 2t^2

‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. (19)

Because of 0 < r < 2 and α ≥ 3, it is easy to verify that all conditions of Theorem 3.4 are satisfied. Using the method similar to proving (18), we can obtain ~E(t) ≤ t^{20} ~E(t_0) t^2 + c(α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2t^2 ∫_t t_0 s^{1−r}ds ≤ t^2_0 ~E(t_0) t^2 + c(α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2(2 − r)t^r . Multiplying both sides of the last inequality by t^r, we have t^r ~E(t) ≤ t^2_0 ~E(t_0) t^{2−r} + c(α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2(2 − r) , ∀t ≥ t_0. This together with (19) implies that the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} is bounded,

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( 1 t^r ) ,

‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t^r2 ) and ‖ẋ(t)‖ = O ( 1 t^r2 ) . (ii) By using (17) and ϵ(t) =^c_{t2} , we can obtain

~E(t) = (L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗)) + c 2t^2 ‖x(t)‖^2 + 1 2 ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 2t^2

‖λ(t) − λ^∗‖^2. (20)

Since r = 2 and α ≥ 3, all conditions of Theorem 3.4 are satisfied. Using again the method similar to proving (18), we have ~E(t) ≤ t^{20} ~E(t_0) t^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 2t^2 ∫_t t_0 1 s ds ≤ t^2_0 ~E(t_0)

t^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 ln t

2t^2 − (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 ln t_0 2t^2 ≤ C_4 2t^2 + (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 ln t

2t^2 , where C_4 ≥ 2t^2_0 ~E(t_0) − (α − 1)‖x^∗‖^2 ln t_0 is a nonnegative constant. This together with (20) implies

L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) = O ( ln t t^2 )

and ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x^∗) + ẋ(t)‖ = O ( √ ln t t ) .

4. Strong convergence of the trajectory to the minimal norm solution

In this section, we will investigate the strong convergence of the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by (3) to the minimal norm solution of (1) when the Tikhonov regularization parameter ϵ(t) decreases slowly to zero. Throughout this section, we assume ρ > 0.

Let x̄^∗ ∈ X be the minimal norm solution of the problem (1), that is x̄^∗ = P roj_S 0, where S is the solution set of the problem (1) and P roj means the projection operator. Then, there exists an optimal solution λ̄^∗ ∈ Y of the Lagrange dual problem (4) such that (x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ∈ Ω. For any ϵ > 0, define L_ϵ : X → R by

L_ϵ(x) := L_ρ(x, λ̄^∗) + ϵ 2 ‖x‖^2, ∀x ∈ X . (21)

Clearly, L_ϵ is strongly convex and has a unique minimizer. Set x_ϵ := arg min_{x∈X} L_ϵ(x).

By using the first-order optimality condition, we obtain ∇L_ϵ(x_ϵ) = ∇_xL_ρ(x_ϵ, λ̄^∗) + ϵx_ϵ = 0. (22) It follows from (x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ∈ Ω and (6) that x̄^∗ ∈ D(λ̄^∗). Since x̄^∗ = P roj_S 0, from (7) we have x̄^∗ = P roj_{D(}¯_λ∗_)0.

The classical properties of Tikhonov regularization give ‖x_ϵ‖ ≤ ‖x̄^∗‖, ∀ϵ > 0 and lim_{ϵ→0} ‖x_ϵ − x̄^∗‖ = 0. (23) For details of the results of Tikhonov regularization we refer to ([13],[33]). Lemma 4.1. Let x̄^∗ = P roj_S 0 and let ϵ : [t_0, +∞) → [0, +∞) be a C^1 nonincreasing function satisfying lim_{t→+∞} ϵ(t) = 0. Let (x, λ) : [t_0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3). Then, ϵ(t) 2 (‖x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 + ‖x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 − ‖x̄^∗‖^2) ≤ L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x̄^∗).

Proof. By using definition, we can obtain that L_{ϵ(t)} is ϵ(t)-strongly convex. Thus, we have L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x_{ϵ(t)}) ≥ ⟨∇L_{ϵ(t)}(x_{ϵ(t)}), x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}⟩ + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2, which together with (22) implies L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x_{ϵ(t)}) ≥ ϵ(t) 2 ‖x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2. By using (21), we have

L_{ϵ(t)}(x̄^∗) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x_{ϵ(t)}) = L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) − L_ρ(x_{ϵ(t)}, λ̄^∗) + ϵ(t) 2 ‖x̄^∗‖^2 − ϵ(t) 2 ‖x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 ≤ ϵ(t) 2 ‖x̄^∗‖^2 − ϵ(t) 2 ‖x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2, where the last inequality uses the fact that L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) − L_ρ(x_ϵ, λ̄^∗) ≤ 0. As a consequence, ϵ(t) 2 (‖x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 + ‖x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 − ‖x̄^∗‖^2) ≤ L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x̄^∗).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that α ≥ 3 and ϵ : [t_0, +∞) → R^+ is a C^1 nonincreasing function such that

(i) lim_{t→+∞} t^2ϵ(t) = +∞; (ii) ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t dt < +∞. Let (x, λ) : [t_0, +∞) → X × Y be a solution of (3). Then,

lim inf t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ = 0, where x̄^∗ = proj_S 0. Further, if there exists a constant T > 0 such that the trajectory {x(t) : t ≥ T } stays in either the open ball B(0, ‖x̄^∗‖) or its complement, then lim t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ = 0. Proof. Depending upon the sign of the term ‖x̄^∗‖ − ‖x(t)‖, we analyze separately the following three situations.

Case I: There exists a large enough T such that {x(t) : t ≥ T } stays in the complement of B(0, ‖x̄^∗‖). In this case, ‖x(t)‖ ≥ ‖x̄^∗‖, ∀t ≥ T. (24) Since x̄^∗ ∈ X is the minimal norm solution of the problem (1), there exists an optimal solution λ̄^∗ ∈ Y of the Lagrange dual problem (4) such that (x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ∈ X × Y is a primal-dual optimal solution, i.e., (x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ∈ Ω.

Denote

^E(t) = L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x̄^∗) + 1 2 ‖ α − 1 t (x(t) − x̄^∗) + ẋ(t)‖^2 + α − 1 2t^2

‖λ(t) − λ̄^∗‖^2. (25)

Using the method similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we obtain 2 t ^E(t) + ˙^E(t) ≤ (3 − α) t (L_ρ(x(t), λ̄^∗) − L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗)) + 1 2t [tϵ̇(t) + (3 − α)ϵ(t)] (‖x(t)‖^2 − ‖x̄^∗‖^2) − (α − 1)ϵ(t) 2t ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖^2 − ρ(α − 1) 2t ‖Ax(t) − b‖^2, ∀t ≥ t_0. Since α ≥ 3 and L_ρ(x(t), λ̄^∗) − L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ≥ 0, we have 2 t ^E(t) + ˙^E(t) ≤ 1 2t [tϵ̇(t) + (3 − α)ϵ(t)] (‖x(t)‖^2 − ‖x̄^∗‖^2), ∀t ≥ t_0, which together with ϵ̇(t) ≤ 0 and (24) implies 2 t ^E(t) + ˙^E(t) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ T. Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by t^2, we have d dt ( t^2 ^E(t) ) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ T. Integrating it from T to t, we have t^2 ^E(t) ≤ T^2 ^E(T ), ∀t ≥ T. As a consequence, ^E(t) ≤ T^2 ^E(T ) t^2 , ∀t ≥ T. By using (25), we can obtain L_{ϵ(t)}(x(t)) − L_{ϵ(t)}(x̄^∗) ≤ ^E(t) ≤ T^2 ^E(T ) t^2 , ∀t ≥ T. By using Lemma 4.1, we have ‖x(t) − x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 + ‖x_{ϵ(t)}‖^2 − ‖x̄^∗‖^2 ≤

2T^2 ^E(T ) t^2ϵ(t) , ∀t ≥ T. It follows from (23) and lim_{t→+∞} t^2ϵ(t) = +∞ that lim t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ = 0. Case II: There exists a large enough T such that {x(t) : t ≥ T } stays in B(0, ‖x̄^∗‖).

In this case, ‖x(t)‖ < ‖x̄^∗‖, ∀t ≥ T. (26) Let x̄ ∈ X be a weak sequential cluster point of (x(t))_{t≥t0} and let {t_n}_{n∈N} ⊆ [T, +∞) satisfy t_n → +∞ and x(t_n) ⇀ x̄ as n → +∞. (27) It follows that L_ρ(x̄, λ̄^∗) ≤ lim inf_{n→+∞} L_ρ(x(t_n), λ̄^∗).

By using Theorem 3.4, we have lim n→+∞ L_ρ(x(t_n), λ̄^∗) − L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) = 0.

Thus, we can obtain L_ρ(x̄, λ̄^∗) ≤ L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗). Because of (x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) ∈ Ω, we have L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) = min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ̄^∗) ≤ L_ρ(x̄, λ̄^∗)) ≤ L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗).

As a consequence, L_ρ(x̄, λ̄^∗) = L_ρ(x̄^∗, λ̄^∗) = min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ̄^∗), which implies x̄ ∈ arg min_{x∈X} L_ρ(x, λ̄^∗).

It follows from (7) that x̄ ∈ S. By using (26), we have lim sup n→+∞ ‖x(t_n)‖ ≤ ‖x̄^∗‖. On the other hand, since ‖ · ‖ is weakly lower semicontinuous, it follows from (27) that ‖x̄‖ ≤ lim inf t_n→+∞ ‖x(t_n)‖ ≤ lim sup n→+∞ ‖x(t_n)‖ ≤ ‖x̄^∗‖, which together with x̄ ∈ S and x̄^∗ = P roj_S 0 yields x̄ = x̄^∗. Thus, the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} has a unique weak sequential cluster point x̄^∗, which implies x(t) ⇀ x̄^∗ as t → +∞. Using again (26), we obtain lim sup t→+∞ ‖x(t)‖ ≤ ‖x̄^∗‖. Since x(t) ⇀ x̄^∗, we have ‖x̄^∗‖ ≤ lim inf t→+∞ ‖x(t)‖. Combing the last two inequalities, we can obtain lim t→+∞ ‖x(t)‖ = ‖x̄^∗‖. Hence, lim t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ = 0.

Case III: For any T ≥ t_0, the trajectory {x(t) : t ≥ T } does not remain in the ball B(0, ‖x̄^∗‖), and does not remain in the complement of the ball B(0, ‖x̄^∗‖), too. In this case, there exists a sequence (t_n)_{n∈N} ⊆ [t_0, +∞) such that t_n → +∞ as n → +∞, and ‖x(t_n)‖ = ‖x̄^∗‖, ∀n ∈ N. (28) Let x̂ be a weak sequential cluster point of (x(t_n))_{n∈N}. By using arguments similar to Case II, we can obtain x(t_n) ⇀ x̄^∗, as n → +∞. This together with (28) implies lim n→+∞ ‖x(t_n) − x̄^∗‖ = 0. As a consequence,

lim inf t→+∞ ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ = 0. The proof is complete.

Remark 4. Attouch, Chbani, and Riahi proved in [19, Theorem 4.1] that the trajectory x(t) of (AVD)_{α,ϵ} converges strongly to the minimal norm solution of the unconstrained optimization problem (2) when the Tikhonov regularization parameter decreases slowly to zero. Following the approach developed in [19, Theorem 4.1], we prove in Theorem 4.2 that the primal trajectory x(t) of the primal-dual dynamical system (3) enjoys the same convergence property. So, Theorem 4.2 can be regarded as an extension of [19, Theorem 4.1] from the unconstrained case to the optimization problem (1).

Remark 5. When ϵ(t) =^c_{tr} with 0 < r < 2 and c > 0, we have lim_{t→+∞} t^2ϵ(t) = +∞ and ∫_{+∞} t_0 ϵ(t) t < +∞. Thus, we can obtain all conclusions of Theorem 4.2.

5. Numerical experiments

In this section, we perform some numerical experiments to illustrate our approach associated with the dynamical system (3) for solving the linear equality constrained optimization problem (1). Here, we consider two examples: The first is a linear equality constrained optimization problem with the convex but not strongly convex objective function. The second is the quadratic programming problem with a linear equality constraint. All codes are run on a PC (with 2.70GHz Dual-Core Intel Core i5 and 4GB memory) under MATLAB Version R2017b.

5.1. The linear equality constrained optimization problem with the convex but not strongly convex objective function

Consider the linear equality constrained convex optimization problem

min_{x∈R3} f(x) = (mx_1 + nx_2 + ex_3)^2, s.t. Ax = b, (29)

where f : R^3 → R, A = (m, −n, e)^T with m, n, e ∈ R\{0}, and b = 0. This example is motivated by the example considered in [21, Section 4] for the unconstrained optimization problem. It is easily verified that the solution set is {(x_1, 0, −^m_e x_1) : x_1 ∈ R} and the optimal objective function value is 0. Obviously, the minimal norm solution of this convex optimization problem is x̄^∗ = (0, 0, 0). In our numerical experiments, we take the starting points x(1) = (1, 1, 1), λ(1) = 1, ẋ(1) = (1, 1, 1) and solve the dynamical system (3) numerically with the ode23 in MATLAB.

In the first experiment, we take m = 5, n = 1, e = 1, α = 13, ϵ(t) =^3_{tr} and ρ = 1. Figure 1 shows the behaviors of ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ and L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) along the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by our dynamical system (3) under the different choices of r with 0 < r < 2.

Figure 1. Error analysis of dynamical system (3) with different Tikhonov regularization parameters for problem (29)

As shown in Figure 1, the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by (3) converges to the minimizer of minimal norm. Further, we can also observe that our dynamical system (3) performs better in error ‖x(t) − x̄^∗‖ when the parameter r is small, and that the error L_ρ(x(t), λ^∗) − L_ρ(x^∗, λ^∗) is not very sensitive to the Tikhonov regularization parameter.

In the second experiment, fix α = 13, ρ = 1 and ϵ(t) =^3_{tr} with r = 0.5 in our proposed dynamical system (3), and fix α = 13, β(t) = 1 and ε(t) = 0 in (He-AVD)_α. Then, under different choices of m, n and e, we illustrate the behaviors of the trajectories (x(t))_{t≥t0} of Tikhonov regularized dynamical system (3) and (He-AVD)_α, where our proposed dynamical system (3) is a Tikhonov regularized version of (He-AVD)_α with β(t) = 1 and ε(t) = 0.

As shown in Figure 2, the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by Tikhonov regularized dynamical system (3) converges to the minimal norm solution x̄^∗ = (0, 0, 0) under different choices of m, n and e. However, Figure 3 shows that the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by (He-AVD)_α cannot converge to the minimal norm solution x̄^∗ = (0, 0, 0). Thus, for the problem (29), the numerical results of the second experiment show that Tikhonov regularization term can guarantee that the generated trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0}

(a) m=5, n=1, e=1. (b) m=50, n=10, e=15. (c) m=200, n=30, e=50.

Figure 2. The behavior of the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by dynamical system (3) for problem (29)

(a) m=5, n=1, e=1. (b) m=50, n=10, e=15. (c) m=200, n=30, e=50.

Figure 3. The behavior of the trajectory (x(t))_{t≥t0} generated by (He-AVD)_α for problem (29)

converges to the minimal norm solution.

5.2. The quadratic programming problem

In this subsection, we consider the linear equality constrained quadratic programming problem min_{x∈Rn} f(x) = 1 2 x^T Mx + q^T x, s.t. Ax = b, (30)

where A ∈ R^{m×n} , b ∈ R^m , q ∈ R^n , and M ∈ R^{n×n} is a symmetric and positive semidefinite matrix.

We test the proposed dynamical method (3) and make comparisons with (Z-AVD)_{α,θ} in [4] and the primal-dual dynamical system with vanishing damping (PD-AVD) in [25]. We use the ode23 in MATLAB to solve the dynamical systems numerically on the interval [1, 100].

Here, take the starting point (x(1), λ(1), ẋ(1)) = 1^{(2n+m)×1}, ϵ(t) =^1_{tr} with r > 2, α = 15 and ρ = 1 in our dynamical system, take the starting point (x(1), λ(1), ẋ(1), λ̇(1)) = 1^{2(n+m)×1}, θ =^1_{α−1} , α = 15 and β = 1 in (PD-AVD) and take the starting point (x(1), λ(1), ẋ(1), λ̇(1)) = 1^{2(n+m)×1}, θ =^1_2 and α = 15 in (Z-AVD)_{α,θ}. Set m = 20 and n = 40. Let b be generated by the uniform distribution. Let q, A, and M = H^T H with H ∈ R^{n×n} be generated by the standard Gaussian distribution. We get the optimal value f(x^∗) by using the Matlab function quadprog with tolerance 10^{−15}. The results are depicted in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Comparisons of dynamical system (3), (PD-AVD) and (Z − AV D)_{α,θ} for problem (30)

As shown in Figure 4, our dynamical system (3) with a fast vanishing Tikhonov regularization parameter performs better than (PD-AVD) and (Z-AVD)_{α,θ} on the quadratic programming problem (30). We also observe in Figure 4 that the errors of the objective function and the feasibility violation along the trajectory generated by our dynamical system are not very sensitive to the fast vanishing Tikhonov regularization parameter.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

References

[1] Lin ZC, Li H, Fang C, Accelerated optimization for machine learning. Nature Singapore:

Springer; 2020.

[2] Goldstein T, O’Donoghue B, Setzer S, et al. Fast alternating direction optimization methods. SIAM Journal on Imaging Sciences. 2014;7(3):1588-1623.

[3] Yi P, Hong YG, Liu F. Distributed gradient algorithm for constrained optimization with application to load sharing in power systems. Syst Control Lett. 2015;83:45-52.

[4] Zeng XL, Lei J, Chen J. Dynamical Primal-Dual Nesterov Accelerated Method and Its Application to Network Optimization. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control. 2023;68(3):1760-1767.

[5] Polyak BT. Some methods of speeding up the convergence of iteration methods. USSR Computational Mathematics and Mathematical Physics. 1964;4(5):1-17.

[6] Su WJ, Boyd S, Candès E. A differential equation for modeling Nesterov’s accelerated gradient method: theory and insights. The Journal of Machine Learning Research. 2016;17:5312-5354.

[7] Nesterov Y. A method of solving a convex programming problem with convergence rate O(^1_{k2} ). Dokl Akad Nauk SSSR. 1983;269(3):543-547.

[8] Nesterov Y. Gradient methods for minimizing composite functions. Mathematical Programming. 2013;140(1):125-161.

[9] Attouch H, Chbani Z, Peypouquet J, et al. Fast convergence of inertial dynamics and algorithms with asymptotic vanishing viscosity. Mathematical Programming. 2018;168(1- 2):123-175.

[10] Wilson AC, Recht B, Jordan MI. A Lyapunov analysis of accelerated methods in optimization. The Journal of Machine Learning Research. 2021;22(1):5040-5073.

[11] Shi B, Du SS, Jordan MI, et al. Understanding the acceleration phenomenon via highresolution differential equations. Mathematical Programming. 2022;195:79-148.

[12] Alvarez F, Cabot A. Asymptotic selection of viscosity equilibria of semilinear evolution equations by the introduction of a slowly vanishing term. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems. 2006;15(3):921-938.

[13] Attouch H. Viscosity solutions of minimization problems. SIAM Journal on Optimization.

1996;6(3):769-806.

[14] Cominetti R, Peypouquet J, Sorin S. Strong asymptotic convergence of evolution equations governed by maximal monotone operators with Tikhonov regularization. Journal of Differential Equations. 2008;245(12):3753-3763.

[15] Attouch H, Czarnecki MO. Asymptotic control and stabilization of nonlinear oscillators with non-isolated equilibria. Journal of Differential Equations. 2002;179(1):278-310.

[16] Attouch H, Czarnecki MO. Asymptotic behavior of gradient-like dynamical systems involving inertia and multiscale aspects. Journal of Differential Equations. 2017;262(3):2745- 2770.

[17] Cabot A. Inertial gradient-like dynamical system controlled by a stabilizing term. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications. 2004;120(2):275-303.

[18] Jendoubi MA, May R. On an asymptotically autonomous system with Tikhonov type regularizing term. Archiv der Mathematik. 2010;95(4):389-399.

[19] Attouch H, Chbani Z, Riahi H. Combining fast inertial dynamics for convex optimization with Tikhonov regularization. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications. 2018;457(2):1065-1094.

[20] Attouch H, László SC. Convex optimization via inertial algorithms with vanishing Tikhonov regularization: Fast convergence to the minimum norm solution. 2021. arXiv:2104.11987.

[21] László SC. On the strong convergence of the trajectories of a Tikhonov regularized second order dynamical system with asymptotically vanishing damping. Journal of Differential Equations. 2023;362:355-381.

[22] Xu B, Wen B. On the convergence of a class of inertial dynamical systems with Tikhonov regularization. Optimization Letters. 2021;15:2025-2052.

[23] He X, Hu R, Fang YP. Convergence rates of inertial primal-dual dynamical methods for separable convex optimization problems. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization. 2021;59(5):3278-3301.

[24] Attouch H, Chbani Z, Fadili J, et al. Fast convergence of dynamical ADMM via time scaling of damped inertial dynamics. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications. 2022;193:704-736.

[25] Boţ RI, Nguyen DK. Improved convergence rates and trajectory convergence for primaldual dynamical systems with vanishing damping. Journal of Differential Equations. 2021;303:369-406.

[26] He X, Hu R, Fang YP. Second-Order Primal”+“First-Order Dual” Dynamical Systems With Time Scaling for Linear Equality Constrained Convex Optimization Problems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control. 2022;67(8):4377-4383.

[27] He X, Hu R, Fang YP. Fast primal–dual algorithm via dynamical system for a linearly constrained convex optimization problem. Automatica. 2022;146.

[28] Fortin M, et al. Augmented Lagrangian Methods: Applications to the Numerical Solution of Boundary-Value Problems. Elsevier; 1983.

[29] Hong MY, Luo ZQ. On the linear convergence of the alternating direction method of multipliers. Mathematical Programming. 2017;162(1-2):165-199.

[30] Han DR. A survey on some recent developments of alternating direction method of multipliers. Journal of the Operations Research Society of China. 2022;10(1):1-52.

[31] Haraux A. Systèmes dynamiques dissipatifs et applications. Paris: Masson; 1991. [32] Brézis H. Opérateurs maximaux monotones et semi-groupes de contractions dans les espaces de Hilbert. Elsevier; 1973.

[33] Attouch H, Cominetti R. A dynamical approach to convex minimization coupling approximation with the steepest descent method. Journal of Differential Equations. 1996;128(2):519-540.