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Abstract The accelerated composite optimization method FISTA (Beck, Teboulle 2009) is suboptimal
by a constant factor, and we present a new method OptISTA that improves FISTA by a constant
factor of 2. The performance estimation problem (PEP) has recently been introduced as a new
computer-assisted paradigm for designing optimal first-order methods. In this work, we present a
double-function stepsize-optimization PEP methodology that poses the optimization over fixed-step
first-order methods for composite optimization as a finite-dimensional nonconvex QCQP, which can be
practically solved through spatial branch-and-bound algorithms, and use it to design the exact optimal
method OptISTA for the composite optimization setup. We then establish the exact optimality of
OptISTA under the large-scale assumption with a lower-bound construction that extends the semi-
interpolated zero-chain construction (Drori, Taylor 2022) to the double-function setup of composite
optimization. By establishing exact optimality, our work concludes the search for the fastest first-order
methods, with respect to the performance measure of worst-case function value suboptimality, for the
proximal, projected-gradient, and proximal-gradient setups involving a smooth convex function and a
closed proper convex function. (After the publication of this work, we identified an error in the proof
of Theorem 3 and several other miscellaneous typos. Although none of these affect the final results, we
have corrected them and highlighted the changes in red.)

1 Introduction

Since the seminal work by Nesterov on accelerated gradient methods [59] and by Nemirovski on
matching complexity lower bounds [58,57,55], accelerated first-order methods have been central to
the theory and practice of large-scale convex optimization. Recently, the performance estimation
problem (PEP) [27,71] has been introduced as a new computer-assisted paradigm for designing optimal
first-order methods and was used to discover OGM, which surprisingly achieves a factor-2 speedup over
Nesterov’s method [27,41], and several other new accelerated methods such as OGM-G [44], APPM
[40], and EAG [75].
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However, the PEP methodology of searching over first-order methods to find globally optimal ones
has so far been limited to the unconstrained optimization setup with a single function or monotone
operator; it has not been extended to the composite optimization setup, where the objective is a
sum of two functions, or in the constrained optimization setup, where methods use projections onto
the constraint. In particular, whether it is possible to improve FISTA [6] or projected-gradient-type
methods and achieve a speedup similar to OGM was an open problem.

In this work, we present a PEP methodology that poses the optimization over fixed-step first-order
methods for composite optimization as a finite-dimensional nonconvex QCQP, which can be practically
solved through spatial branch-and-bound algorithms [1,49,39,16]. Using this methodology, we obtain
OptISTA, a new composite optimization method that improves the prior state-of-the-art rates by a
constant factor, including that of FISTA [6].

At the same time, improving the prior lower bound constructions of Nesterov and Nemirovski [60,
57,56] has been an active area of research that parallels the PEP line of work. New lower bounds have
certified the exact optimality of methods such as a variant of Kelley’s cutting plane method [28], OGM
[27,41], and ITEM [69]. However, these prior lower bounds do not exactly match the upper bound of
OptISTA. In this work, we provide a lower-bound construction that establishes the exact optimality
of OptISTA for both the proximal-gradient and projected-gradient setups. By exact optimality, we
mean the upper and lower bounds are exactly equal (rather than matching only up to a constant).
The key insight is to extend the semi-interpolated zero-chain construction to the double-function setup
of composite optimization.

Preliminaries and notation. Write R? for the underlying Euclidean space. Write (-, -) and || - || to
denote the standard inner product and norm on R?. For a,b € Z, denote

[a:b]={a,a+1,a+2,...,b—1,b} CZ.
We follow standard convex-analytical definitions [8,60]. A set S C R? is convex if
Oz + (1 —0)y € Sfor anyz,y € Sandf € [0,1].
A function f: R? — R U {oo} is convex if
f 0z + (1—0)y) <Of(x)+ (1 —0)f(y)for allz,y € R?and d € (0, 1).
The subdifferential of f: RY — R at x, denoted by df(x), is
0f(x) ={g €R!| f(y) > f(2) + {9,y — 2), Yy € R}.

An optimization method is usually designed for a specific class of functions. The class of L-smooth
convex functions is denoted by Fo 1, and any function f in this class is defined by

fy) = f(z) +(Vf(2), y —2) + (1/2L)|Vf(2) = Vi(»)|?

for all z,y € RY [60, Theorem 2.1.5, (2.1.10)]. The class of closed, convex, and proper functions that
are potentially nonsmooth is denoted by Fy ~, and any function h : R? — R U {oc} in this class is
defined by

h(y) > h(z) + (u, y — )

for all z,y € R? and for all u € Oh(z) [71, Definition 3.1]. For a closed, convex, and proper function A
and v > 0, we define the proximal operator prox,,: R? — R? as

. 1
prox,,(z) = argmin {h(z) + 2—||z - x||2}
z€R4 Y



OptISTA 3

1.1 Prior work

FISTA and its variants. To solve composite convex optimization problems, one of the first methods
is the proximal gradient method that can be traced back to the works by [11,64,48] and has a
convergence rate of O(1/N) in function value suboptimality. When the nonsmooth function in the
composite setup is the £'-norm, the proximal gradient method is called iterative shrinkage thresholding
algorithm (ISTA) [18,37,74,29]. The celebrated FISTA method due to Beck and Teboulle [6] accelerates
the convergence rate to O(1/N?) in function values. MFISTA is a variant of FISTA that maintains
a monotonically nonincreasing sequence of function values and preserves the same convergence rate
of FISTA [5]. A comprehensive review of FISTA and FISTA-based methods can be found in the
monograph [4, Chapter 10]. In [43], Kim and Fessler propose two FISTA-variants called GFPGM and
FPGM-OCG, both having the same convergence rate O(1/N?) but a worse constant compared to
FISTA.

Finally, in [70, Section 4.2], a new method called FPGM2 is proposed, which has a worse convergence
rate than OptISTA approximately by a factor of 2.

Proximal point method and its variants. The proximal point method, which traces its origins
back to the 1970s, has been the subject of extensive research in the field of optimization [52,53,65,
10]. Giiler’s 1991 work [35] studies the convergence rate for the proximal point method in terms of
reducing the function values of convex functions. An accelerated proximal point method for maximally
monotone operators through the lens of monotone operator theory was proposed independently in [47,
40].

In Section 4.4, we describe a proximal method OPPA, parameterized by ~o,71,...,7v—1 and
establish its exact optimality by providing an exact matching lower bound under the large-scale
assumption. In [36], Giiler proposed the so-called Giiler’s second method and provided a bound
that improves upon Giiler’s prior work [35]. Giiler’s second method turns out to be an instance of
OPPA with 79 = 71 = --- = yv_1. Monteiro and Svaiter proposed Accelerated Hybrid Proximal
Extragradient (A-HPE) [54] as an inexact accelerated proximal method that generalizes Giiler’s second
method. A-HPE with its parameter o = 0 turns out to include OPPA when the proximal operators are
evaluated exactly. Barré, Taylor, and Bach [2] proposed Optimized Relatively Inexact Proximal Point
Algorithm (ORI-PPA) also as an inexact accelerated proximal method generalizing Giiler’s second
method. ORI-PPA with its parameter ¢ = 0 also turns out to be equivalent to OPPA when proximal
operators are evaluated exactly. Although A-HPE and ORI-PPA reduce to the same method OPPA
under the aforementioned conditions, their analyses are slightly different. In Section 4.4, we reference
the analysis of [2] as it is tighter than the analysis of [54] by a factor of 2 in the case of exact proximal
evaluations.

Lower bounds. Leveraging the information-based complexity framework [58,57], iteration complexity
lower bounds have been thoroughly explored for single-function first-order convex optimization methods
[60,57,24,12,25,13,23,26]. In this study, we extend the semi-interpolated zero-chain construction
introduced by [26] to the double-function scenario of composite optimization.

Performance estimation problem: A foundation for optimal methods. Our primary method-
ology for constructing optimal methods in this paper is rooted in the well-established performance
estimation problem (PEP) framework, a computer-assisted approach for analyzing and designing
optimization methods, with a particular focus on first-order methods. Since the pioneering work of [27],
PEP has been extensively employed to discover and analyze numerous first-order and operator splitting
methods [71,70,68,2,3,19,20,23,66,41,42,43,40,44,16,15]. The majority of these works employ the
SDP-based methodology introduced by [27,71,70], demonstrating that computing the worst-case
performance measure for a known fixed-step first-order method is equivalent to solving a convex SDP.
The work [16] developed a nonconvex QCQP framework to determine optimal fixed-step first-order
methods for a single-function setup.
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1.2 Contributions

This paper presents two major contributions: one concrete and one conceptual. The first contribution is
the exact optimal accelerated composite optimization method OptISTA, the combination of the upper
and lower bound results. The second major contribution is the methodologies: the double-function
stepsize-optimization PEP, used to discover OptISTA, and the double-function semi-interpolated
zero-chain construction, used to establish the exact matching lower bound. In a sense, the upper and
lower bounds of OptISTA are merely one application demonstrating the strength of the presented
methodology.

Finally, as an auxiliary contribution, we consider the proximal minimization setup, where the
proximal oracle but not the gradient oracle is used. We show that the prior method OPPA [54,2], which
we review in Section 4.4, is exactly optimal by adapting the semi-interpolated zero-chain construction
to proximal setup and providing an exact matching lower bound.

2 New exact optimal method

We now present the main result: OptISTA. In this section, we first state the method and describe its
convergence result. Later in Section 3, we will present the methodology used to discover the method.
Later in Section 4, we will provide complexity lower bounds establishing exact optimality of OptISTA
and OPPA.

2.1 OptISTA: Exact optimal composite optimization method
Consider the composite minimization problem

minimize f(x) + h(x), (P)
where f: R? — R is L-smooth convex and h: R? — R U {oo} is closed, convex, and proper (possibly
nonsmooth). Assume (P) has a minimizer z, (not necessarily unique).

Let N > 0 be the total iteration count and L > 0. We propose Optimal Iterative Shrinkage
Thresholding Algorithm

vi
Yi+1 = prox%h(yi - szf(xz))

1
Zit1 = Z; + o (Yit1 — vi) (OptISTA)
0;, — 1 0;
Tit1 = Zi41 + ;7 (Zigy1 — 2i) + 071 (ziv1 — i)
i+1 i+1
for i =0,...,N — 1, where zg = yo = x¢ € R is a starting point and
1 ifi =0,
29,‘ X 2
vi= g (O =267 +0) fori=0,.. N-1, 6=V if1<i<N-1,
N

1 1+86% o
% ifi = N.

Since the vy-coefficients, the proximal stepsizes, depend on 0, the total iteration count N must be
chosen prior to the start of the method. To practically implement OptISTA, one should pre-compute
On in one for-loop and then perform the main iteration in a second for-loop. (The for-loops are not
nested.)
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Theorem 1 Let f: R? = R be L-smooth convex and h: R* — R U {oc} be closed, convex, and proper.
Assume x, € argmin(f + h) exists. Let N > 0. Then, OptISTA ezxhibits the rate

Llzo — a|* _ Llzo — 2|

flyn) + h(yn) — f(ze) — h(zy) < 2002, —1) — (N+1)2

where Oy is as defined for OptISTA.

A noteworthy prior work that we compare Theorem 1 to is OGM [27,41], which achieves a factor-2
speedup over the classical Nesterov’s accelerated gradient method. Let N > 0 be the total iteration
count and L > 0. OGM is given by

1
Yiy1 = Ti — va(xz‘)
0, —1
041

with starting point xg = yg, f is L-smooth and convex, and with the sequence 6; satisfying

) (OGM)
Tit1 = Yi+1 + (Yir1 — vi) + 77— Wir1 — i)

041

1 ifi =0,
1+/1+462 . .

91': fq_l lflg’LSN_].,
1+,/1+86% P
% ifi=N.

Its convergence rate is
Lllzo — a.|” _ Lllzo — =]
_ <

The 6-coefficients of OptISTA are identical to the f-coefficients of OGM [27,41], which are in turn equal
to the standard 6-coefficients of Nesterov’s FGM [59] for i = 0,1,..., N — 1, but the last coefficient 05
differs. (Roughly, 6; ~i/2 for i < N and 6y ~ N/+/2 [61, Theorem 7].)

Interestingly, OptISTA reduces to OGM when h = 0. To see this, note that prox,,—q(-) is an
identity operator for any scalar « > 0. Hence, the iterates of OptISTA reduces to

Yit1 = Yi — %Vf(%)

1 1
Zit1 = X + % (Yit1 — Yi) = T3 — zvf(xi)

0; —1
Tit1 = Zi+1 + )

(zit1 — zi) + (zit1 — x3),

i+1 Oit1
where z-iterates are now identical to the y-iterates of OGM.

The new rate of Theorem 1 improves the prior rates of FISTA L|zg — z.||?/(203_,) ~ 2L||zo —
2,]|?/N? [6] and FPGM2 2L||xg — x.||?/(N? + 7N) [68] by a factor of 2 in the leading O(1/N?)-term.
We note that a similar factor-two improvement appears in OGM as well. However, even for the authors,
it is difficult to pinpoint why this improvement specifically amounts to a factor of two.

Furthermore, the rate of Theorem 1 under the large-scale assumption exactly matches the lower
bound we later present in Theorem 2 of Section 4 and, therefore, provably cannot be improved without
further assumptions. We say OptISTA is exactly optimal in this sense.

The rate of Nesterov’s FGM [59] is identical to that of FISTA. This rate was improved by a factor
of 2 with OGM, which has the rate L|jzg — z,|?/(20% ) ~ L|lzo — x4 ||*/N? [27,41]. The rate of OGM is
slightly better than that of OptISTA by a factor of 6% /(6% — 1), but this difference does not manifest
in the leading O(1/N?)-term.

Also, it is worth noting that there is a difference of 2 in the denominators of the worst-case rate
of OGM (26%) and OptISTA (203 — 2) is reminiscent of some previous results. In prior work, the
denominators of the convergence rates of gradient descent on a single function (4N + 2) [27] and that
of projected/proximal gradient on composite function (4N) [73] also had a difference of 2.
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2.2 OptISTA proof outline

The proof of Theorem 1 utilizes the Lyapunov analysis, which is commonly used in analyzing the
convergence of first-order methods [72,61,46,45]. The main structure of the proof is usually twofold.
First, define an equivalent form of the given method. Usually, this equivalent form introduces an
“auxiliary sequence” that may not be present in the original form. Then, by constructing a nonincreasing
Lyapunov sequence using the auxiliary sequence, we conclude the convergence result. For example, the
O(1/N?) rate of Nesterov’s method [59] can be proved by defining

U = 2k2(f(.%‘—k~;1) - f*) + LHZk - x*HQ

where 1’;:—1 = xk_lf%Vf(xk_l) with zg = xg and 241 = zkf%Vf(xk), and showing U, < --- < Uy.

However, the most challenging part of this style of proof is identifying the auxiliary sequence and
the nonincreasing Lyapunov sequence. This process is far from straightforward, and in the case of
composite functions, as in our paper, it is inevitably more complex and lengthy than for single function
setups. In this section, we will introduce only the key ideas, leaving the detailed calculations to the
appendix.

Define the following sequences, which will be soon shown as an alternative representation of
(OptISTA) in Lemma 1:

Vi
Yir1 = Prox%h(yi - fvf(%:))

1
Zit1 = X + 7 (Yir1 — ¥i)
va(xi) - Th (Yit1)
R U
Tit1 = 9¢+1 Zi4+1 9i+1 Wi4-1

Wit1 = Wi —

fori =0,...,N — 1, where wyg = xg and h'(yi+1) = % (yi — ¥V f(x;) — yiy1) € Oh(yi1). Notably,
OptISTA-A has the auxiliary sequence {w;};co.n] that was not explicitly present in OptISTA. Also

we define the sequence {52}1:0 N_1, Which is similar to #—sequence with slight modification at the
last step, defined as

G _ 1o if i€ 0:N 2],
B e S S N

Then we have the following two lemmas.

Lemma 1 Denote x and y sequences generated by (OptISTA) and (OptISTA-A) by {xk, yr}h_o and
{&k, Gk Hh_y, respectively, then

Tk =Tk, Yr = Yk

for every k =0,...,N. Hence, (OptISTA-A) is indeed equivalent to (OptISTA).
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Proof Note that yo = 29 = o = 2o by definition. Assume x; = &; and y; = §; for ¢ € [0 : k]. Then,
Uk+1 = Yk+1 is immediate. To prove Zyy1 = xk41, observe that

* 1 1 0 20
(:) (1 — > Zk+1 + 9 <9k$k — (O = 1)zg — va(xk) - Lkh/(ykﬂ))

1 0, —1 0 2 2
= (1 — 5 ) Zk+1 — sz + —k <Ik - va(fl?k) - Lh/(yk+1)>
k+

L

Il
7 N
o[>
Eal
+ ||

—
~_

—

0 0 2 2
2kl — 2k) + Zhy1 — Wizkﬂ + ﬁ (9% — =V [f(zg) — Lh/(ykﬂ))

2 2
) (Zrt1 — 21) + Ot (wk = Zg41 — va(mk) - th(ykJrl))

o 0, —1 0
© Zk+1 + ( k > (zh41 — 2x) + 9 b
k41

2
T — Zer1 + — (Yrt1 — Yr)
Tk

O
+ -
Or+1

(Zkt+1 — 2k) (xr — 2k+1 + 2 (241 — 21))

O — 1 0
= Zg41 + ( k ) (2k+1 — 2x) + gik (Zk+1 — Tk) = Tpp1-
k1

For (x), we used the fact that

20 20
Why1 = Wy — T’“Vf(xk) - Tkh/(ykJrl)

and

1 1
zr=(1—— |2+ —wp < wk:9kxk—(0k—1)zk.
Ok Ok

For (o), we used that
Tk Vi
Y1 — Y = —fo(xk) - fh/(yk-i-l)

by the definition of A'(yx+1) and that

1 1 1
Zk+1 — Tk = %(ykJrl - yk) = —va(fﬂk) - Zh/(yk+1)-

Therefore,

2
Tk — Zkp1 — va(wk) - Zh’(ka) =Tk — 241 + 2(2k41 — Th) = 22h41 — T — Zk41-

Lemma 2 In (OptISTA), we have xn = yn.
Proof The proof is quite technical, and therefore, we defer its proof to Appendix B. a

Now we define the Lyapunov sequence Uy, indexed by k € [—1 : N]. The explicit form of the sequence
is quite cumbersome, so we defer the full details to Appendix C. For illustration, we present only the
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cases k = N and k = —1 as follows:
Uy = flzn) = flox) + h(yn) — h(zy)
_ 2
L 1 Wn_1 ., On W1,
—_ —x, + — . h - = - h
+ g [~ V) W ) = TV — S )
_ 2
L 02 —1 = 20;
+ 3 ||%0 — Tw — Vi) = ) = h(yiy1)
260%,(6%, — 1) L ;O L

0;-10; 1
+ § 3 237 ||hl(yi) yj H + E 3 Hh/ yz h/(yi+1)||2
i TelLN] Loz, (05 — 1) L9
177,00 :

and

Then, we show Uy <Un_1 < -+ < Uy <Uy <U_; to get

— 2
N

Finally, we use the fact xy = yy by Lemma 2 to conclude that
L|zo — @.||?
2(0% — 1)
The main challenge here is to show the nonincreasing property of Uy, and the rigorous proof is provided
in Appendix C.

fyn) + hyn) — f(2e) = h(zy) <

3 Computer-assisted algorithmic design via PEP

In this section, we present the double-function stepsize-optimization PEP methodology that we used
to design OptISTA.

3.1 Double-function fixed-step first-order methods

First, we concretely specify and parameterize the class of first-order methods for solving (P): we
consider N-step double-function fized-step first-order methods (N-DF-FSFOM) defined as

Yir1 = To — Z ¢Z+1,j Vf Z ¢Z+1,j h/(y]+1)

Jetos Il 5 (N-DF-FSFOM)
(6%
Tipl = Tg — E HEJ Vf(x E z+17] P (yj41)
J€[0:4] j€[0:7]

for i € [0: N — 1], where h'(y;4+1) € Oh(y;+1) is a subgradient h at y;4+1 defined by

i Vi1,
TETT Di-= 710 B DL P
J€[0:4] j€[0:i—1]
Yitl = PrOXy, 41, h(@iﬂ)
L
L
W (yiz1) = (Tit1 — Yit1)

wt-‘rl 7
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for ¢ € [0 : N — 1]. The values of the stepsizes {¢; ;}, {¢:;}, {e ;}, and {5, ;}, where 7, j have the
range 1 <4 < N and 0 < j < 4, determine the specific instance of (N-DF-FSFOM). We consider zy
to be the output of (N-DF-FSFOM).

The class of (N-DF-FSFOM) includes the proximal point method [52,65], accelerated proximal
point method [36], Nesterov’s FGM [59], OGM [27,41], ISTA [18,37,74,29], FISTA [6], and other
variants for the composite setup [68,70,43]. The class essentially includes all conceivable first-order
methods that (i) use N evaluations of Vf, (ii) N evaluations of prox,, (with the value of v > 0
chosen freely every use), (iii) interleave the evaluations of Vf and prox,, in any arbitrary order, and
(iv) do not utilize function values or linesearches.

Discussion on stepsize dependence. For problem (P), let L be the smoothness coefficient of f
and R > ||zg — x,|| be an upper bound on the distance to solution. Let N be the total iteration count
of the (N-DF-FSFOM). The stepsizes {¢; ;}, {¢i ;}, {® ;}, and {8; ;} may depend on L, R, and N
but are otherwise predetermined.

Methods like gradient descent, Nesterov FGM, and FISTA utilize L in their stepsizes. In fact,
most smooth minimization methods without linesearch do so (with the notable recent exception of
[51]). Subgradient methods often utilize R in their stepsizes [60, Section 3.2.3]. Stochastic first-order
methods often utilize N in their stepsizes [33, Corollary 5.6] and recent methods such as OGM-G [44]
and FISTA-G [46] also do so. Our exact optimal method OptISTA uses N and L, but not R in its
stepsizes.

3.2 Double-function stepsize-optimization PEP (DF-SO-PEP)

Next, we introduce the double-function stepsize-optimization performance estimation problem (DF-
SO-PEP), a computer-assisted methodology for finding the optimal (N-DF-FSFOM).

For the sake of convenience, assume L = 1 to eliminate the dependence on L. Note that we can
easily extend to an arbitrary smoothness parameter L > 0 by mere scaling. Write M to denote the
set of all (N-DF-FSFOM). Define the worst-case performance (risk) of M € My as

maximize f(zn)+ h(zn) — f(zs) — h(zy)

subject to f is L-smooth convex, h is closed convex proper
there is an z, minimizing f + h such that ||zg — 2 || < R
{(zi,yi) }iep:n) generated by M with initial point 2o = yo

R (M) — , (Oinner)

where zg, f, and h are the decision variables of the maximization problem. (f and h are infinite-
dimensional variables.) The optimal method M} € My is a solution to the following minimax
optimization problem

R* (MN) = IHJ\]}lEl}\I/lll]?e R(M) (Oouter)

Later in this section, we demonstrate that (O°"**") can be expressed as a finite-dimensional,
nonconvex yet practically solvable quadratically constrained quadratic program (QCQP), which can be
globally optimized using spatial branch-and-bound optimization solvers [1]. In essence, the conversion
to QCQP consists of two primary steps: (1) formulating the inner maximization problem in (O™#¢) as
a convex semidefinite programming minimization problem (SDP), and (2) transforming (O°"*") into a
QCQP using the minimization SDP from the first step.

The dual variables of the aforementioned minimization SDP are referred to as the inner-dual
variables. In the resulting QCQP form of (O°U"*T) the decision variables consist of the stepsizes from
(N-DF-FSFOM) and the inner-dual variables.
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Comparison with prior approaches. Our work is the first instance of a stepsize-optimization
performance estimation problem (SO-PEP) framework optimizing over methods in a double-function
setup. However, there have been prior work [70,66] using the PEP to evaluate the performance of a
given fixed method with two or more functions. The stepsize-optimization introduces nonconvexity and
makes the resulting finite-dimensional optimization problem a nonconvex QCQP rather than a convex
SDP as in prior SO-PEP work [27,41]. We overcome such nonconvexity using spatial branch-and-bound
algorithms [1,49,39,16].

3.3 Nonconvex QCQP formulation for (Q°uter)

As mentioned in the previous section, we transform (Q°U¢r) into a (nonconvex) QCQP through two
distinct steps. First, we reformulate the inner problem (O™""¢") as a convex SDP. This initial step
adopts a similar approach as described in [70]. Second, we express the outer problem (O°U'r) as
a QCQP. This second step is conceptually aligned with the method presented in [16], which was
developed to design optimal first-order methods for minimizing a single function.

We use the following notations. Write e; € R¢ for the standard i-th unit vector for i € [0 : d — 1].
Write R™*"™ for the set of m x n matrices, S™ for the set of n x n symmetric matrices, and S? for the
set of n x n positive-semidefinite matrices. Write (- ® -) : R x R — R¥*9 to denote the symmetric
outer product, that is, for any z,y € R%: z © y = (zy"+yzT)/o,

3.8.1 Formulating the inner problem as a convexr SDP

Let d > 0, L > 0, and R > 0. Let Fp , denote the set of L-smooth convex functions on R and Fo0,00
the set of closed convex proper functions on R?.

Infinite-dimensional inner optimization problem. Write (O™1) as
maximize f(zy)+ h(zy) — f(x,) — h(xy)

subject to
feFor, h€Fooo, > function class

Vi1 =0 — Y ‘bizl’jw(xj)— > %h/@jﬂ), i€f0:N—1],

R(M) = J€[0.1] N Jel0.] 5 > method M
i+1,5 i+1,5 )
s =g0— Y —EVfe) = Y SN (i), i€[0:N -1,
J€[0,i] J€[0,1]

Vf(xe) +h (zx) =0, 2, =0, > optimal solution

lzo — 24|/ < R%, > initial condition

where f, h, xg,...,zN, and y1,...,ynN are the decision variables. Furthermore, we set x, = 0 without
loss of generality.
As is, both f and h are infinite-dimensional decision variables.

Interpolation argument. We now convert the infinite-dimensional optimization problem into a
finite-dimensional one with the following interpolation result.

Lemma 3 (Fy - and Fy «-interpolation [71, Theorem 4]) Let I be an indez set, and let {(x;, gi, fi) bier C
R x R x R. Let 0 < L < oo. There exists f € Fo 1, satisfying f(x;) = f; and g; € Of (x;) for alli € I
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if and only if '
1 .
fiij+<gj7xi_$j>+ﬁ”gi_ng27 Vi,jel.

When L = oo, we mean 57 |lg; — g;/|* = 0.
For notation convenience, define

Wy =x =0, w; =x; for i € [0: N|, wyy; =y; for i € [1: NJ,
Iy =[0: NJU{+},
I, =[N : 2N U {x},
fw;) = fi, Vf(w;) = f] for i € Iy,
h(w;) = hyy W (w;) = h,, for i € I,.

Finite-dimensional maximization problem. Using Lemma 3 and the new notation above,

reformulate (O™7°) as

maximize fn + hy — fo — hs

subject to

fi > £+ (ff, wi —wy) + 5p I ff = Fi17 45 € Ip, i # 4,

hlzh]+<h;7wl_w]>7 iajelh;?#jv

R(M) = | wnyit1 =wo— D4 d)izl'k I —_Z;CEO wi’f”“ Pyiper, 1€[0:N—1],
K3 [ 77 1 i .

Wig1 =wWo = Do — Sk — 2k=0 1 Pkt (€[00 N —1],

fe+h, =0,

w, =0,

lwo — w||* < B2,

where the decision variables are {w;, f, fi}ier, C R? x RY x R and {w;, h., hi}ier, € RE x RY x R.
The optimization problem is now finite-dimensional, although nonconvex.

Grammian formulation. Next, we formulate (O™1¢") into a (finite-dimensional convex) SDP. Let

=L | fo S 1| Sy | Ry | Bgy o] By ] € RN,
G=HTH e SN,
F=[filfol--1fn|he|bn|hngr| | hon ] € RIXCN+D,

Note that rank G < d. Define the following notation for selecting columns and elements of H and F’:
w, = 0c R2N+4, W =eg € R2N+4,
f.=e eR¥N ™ f =¢; 10 e R2N ™ foric[0: N,

h), = —¢; e RN hi,, =enpizz e RPV T forie [0: N,

7 k 7 k .
WN+it1 = Wo — Z(b%fk - Z id 21 Nikt1 € R*N* for i e [0: N — 1],
k=0 k=0

i i
Qit1.k Bit1,k 2N+4 ;
w¢+1=Wo—Z lL flk—z lL Nikt1 ER the forie0: N—1],
k=0 k=0
fo=eg eR¥NT™ £ =¢; 11 e R*N M fori e [0: N,

h, =eny2 € RV hy i =eniinz € RV fori € [0: N).

1 This can be viewed as a discretization of the following condition [60, Theorem 2.1.5, Equation (2.1.10)]: f € Fo,r if
and only if

Jw) 2 J@+HVI @)y —2) + V0@ — VIR, Vay € RY



12 U. Jang, S. Das Gupta, E. K. Ryu

Note that w; depends linearly on {¢; ;}, {¢i;}, {ci ;}, and {B; ;}. This notation is defined so that for
all i € [0: 2N] U {*} we have

w; = Hw;,

fz/ = Hfi’ h; = Hh;,

f; = Ff;, h; = Fh,.
Also, our choice ensures that f| + h} = H (f, + h]) = H (e; — e1) = 0. Furthermore, for 4, j that
belong to either Iy or Iy, define:

A{j(ﬁﬁﬂ/’» B) =10 (w; —w;),
AL (90,0, 8) = h © (Wi —w;),

B (¢, wva B) = (wi —w;) © (w; —w;),
Cly =& ) o -1),

al j=1f;—f;, a'; =h; —h;.
Note that Af (@9, a, B) and Ah (9,9, a, B) are affine and B; j(¢, v, «, B) is quadratic in the entries
of {¢; ;}, {1/)1 ]} {a; ;}, and {5, J} This notation is defined so that

<f]/7 Wi — w]> = trGA£j<¢7w7aaﬁ)a <h;a Wi — wj> = tI'GA?)j<¢,w,Oé,ﬂ),
||w’i - w]||2 = trGBij((b,?//,a,B),
| £ = 1117 = tr GC,

9,57

h
fi—fi=F ”,hj—hi:Fai’j.
for all 4, j that belong to either I; or I. Using this notation, formulate (O™1r) as

maximize Fany + Fa';N

subject to

Fal; +tr Al (¢,9,0,8)G + 55 tr CL .G <0, i,j € Iy,i# j,
Fal'; +tr Al (¢,9,0, )G <0, 0,7 € In,i # j,

G ~ 0, rank(G) < d,

tr BQ,*G S Rz,

where G € RCN+HXCN+4) and F € R1¥CN+4) are the decision variables. The equivalence relies on
the fact that given a G € SV satisfying rank(G) < d, there exists a H € R™*2N+4) guch that
G = HTH. The argument is further detailed in [71, §3.2]. This formulation is not yet a convex SDP
due to the rank constraint rank(G) < d.

SDP representation. Next, we make the following large-scale assumption.
Assumption 1 We have d > 2N + 4.

Under this assumption, the constraint rank G < d becomes vacuous, since G € Sﬁ_N 4 We drop
the rank constraint and formulate (O™"°") as a convex SDP

maximize Faf’N + Fafj’N
subject to
R(M) = Fa;fij +tr Al (6,9,0,8)G + 5 tr C.G <0, i,j€lpi#j > dualvar \i; >0
Faj; + trAﬁj(gb,i/),a,ﬂ)G <0, i,j c Ih,z #j, >dualvar. 7 ; >0
-G =0, rdualvar. Z =0
tr By .G — R?2<0, pdualvar.v>0
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where F € RGN+ and G € REN+HOXEN+) are the decision variables. We represent the dual
variables corresponding to the right-hand side constraints using the notation > dual var., which will be
employed in later sections. It is important to note that omitting the rank constraint does not constitute
a relaxation; the optimization problem (1) and its solution remain independent of dimension d, as long
as the large-scale assumption d > 2N + 4 is satisfied. Further discussion on this topic can be found in

71, §3.3).

Dualization. We now utilize convex duality to recast (O™¢), initially a maximization problem, as
a minimization problem. Taking the dual of (1) yields

minimize vR2
subject to

f h ol Toal =
—ay N T Oy N+Z,j€If z;r&])\vj 2]+Zi361h i#j T4, Qi j =0,

— VBO*+21]EIf17é] 1]( 1](¢ 77[1, aﬂ)+2LCf)

R(M) - +Zz JEIL iF] TZJ ((ZS 1/)704 ﬂ) (2)

Z = 0,

v >0,

Xi; >0, ijelfi+j,
g 20, i€ it

where v € R, A= {/\i,j}i,jelf:i;éja T :iTi,j}i,jEI;“i#j with /\iyj € R, Tij € R, and Z € SiN+4 are
the decision variables. (Note, we write R rather than R here.) We call v, A, 7 and Z the inner-dual
variables. By weak duality of convex SDPs, we have

R(M) < R(M).

In convex SDPs, strong duality often holds but not always. For the sake of simplicity, we assume strong
duality holds. Note that because we establish a matching lower bound, we know, after the fact, that
strong duality holds.

Assumption 2 Strong duality holds between (1) and (2), i.e.,

Again, we do not need this assumption in our specific setup as we establish a matching lower bound.
However, in a generic variant of our setup, Assumption 2 can be eliminated by employing the reasoning
outlined in [62, Claim 4]; however, the approach is somewhat complicated.

At this juncture, our formulation diverges from the previous steps of [70].

3.8.2 Formulating the outer problem (O°%¢*) as a QCQP

With the inner problem (O™"¢") formulated as a minimization problem, the outer optimization problem
(O°uer) now involves joint minimization over both the inner dual variables and the stepsizes. Although
the inner problem is convex, the outer minimization problem is not convex in all variables. The
nonconvex outer optimization problem requires minimizing over the stepsizes ¢, v, a, and g and
the inner dual variables of (2). We directly address this nonconvexity by formulating (O°U*) as a
(nonconvex) QCQP and solving it exactly using spatial branch-and-bound algorithms. To achieve this,
we substitute the semidefinite constraint with a quadratic constraint using the Cholesky factorization.

Lemma 4 ([38, Corollary 7.2.9]) A matriz Z € S" is positive semidefinite if and only if it has a
Cholesky factorization PPT = Z, where P € R™"*™ is lower triangular with nonnegative diagonals.
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Using Lemma 4, we have

P is lower triangular with nonnegative diagonals,
(220) = (PPT _Z
Pj; 20, je[l:2N +4],
s [Py;=0 1<i<j<2N+4,
Sa i PiwPik =25, 1<j<i<2N+4.

We now formulate (O°"*"), the problem to find an optimal (N-DF-FSFOM), as the following
(nonconvex) QCQP:

minimize vR2
subject to

f h o f ah
—G, N~ Oy N T Zi,jeIf,i;éj Aij@; ; + Zi,je]h,i;éj Tija;,; =0,

VBO,* + Zi,jelf,i;ﬁj >\i,j (A{,]((ba 'l/)a Q, ﬁ) + icl{])

R*(MN) = +Zi7jejh)i75j Ti,jA?,j(vawv@vB) = Z,
P is lower triangular with nonnegative diagonals,
PPT = Z,
v >0,

)\i,jZO; 27]€Ifa7’7é]ﬂ
Ti,j207 i)jelhai#j?
where the inner dual variables v, A\, 7, Z, and the stepsizes ¢, 1, a, 5 are the decision variables. We
now have a nonconvex QCQP that can be solved to global optimality using spatial branch-and-bound

algorithms [1,49,39,16]. The optimal stepsizes found will correspond to OptISTA.

3.4 Finding the analytical solution of the QCQP

We use a spatial branch-and-bound algorithm to find global solutions to the nonconvex QCQP equivalent
to (O°Ur) for N = 1,...5. The numerical solutions allow us to guess the analytical forms of the
optimal stepsizes and inner-dual variables as a function of N. Surprisingly, if we additionally assume
a =B and ¢ =1 in (O°"*T), many of the values were similar to the stepsize of OGM without hurting
the optimal performance. This observation, along with some trial-and-error, enables to recover the
analytical form. We then solve the nonconvex QCQP for larger values of N (e.g., N = 6,...,25)
and confirm that the numerical values of optimal stepsizes and inner-dual variables agree with our
conjectured guess. This gives us confidence that our guess correctly represents the optimal stepsizes
and inner-dual variables, although this is not yet a formal proof. The formal proof of Theorem 1 is
obtained by identifying the inner-dual variables of (O°uter).
We list optimal stepsizes ¢, 1, «, f and dual variables v, A\, 7, Z as follows. For primal variables,

% 20; 1 - s
Qg1+ Zk:j+1 (79“]1 - 70“10"%1) ifjel0:i—1]
20,—1 :p ;-
1 + W lf] =1

Qit1,5 =

and [ =a.

$iv1j=an; for 0<i< N -1,0<j<i and v =¢.

For inner-dual variables, v = =——— and
; 2002, 1)
) . 20, _ .
A*’izz—g’forze[O:N—l] TeN+i = gz—y for i € [1: N|
N N ~ ~
_ 1 ‘ 26,0, 20, 4 ..
5= AN = g _ JTNYiNG = m e o o for1<i<j<N

207 .
L. —_ 7 . — 91'71 ; .
/\z,z—i-l - 912\, for i € [0 : N 1] TN+i+1,N+i = 7912\7—29$+‘9i for i € [1 N — ].]

)‘i,j =0 otherwise, Tij = 0 otherwise,
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and

1
Z = VBO,* + Z )‘i,j (A{](QW «, B) + 2LC$J) + Z Ti,jA?,j((??wv aaﬁ)'

©,J€lpiF#] 6,JE€Ip 17

Potential non-uniqueness of the optimal method. In solving (O°"*") numerically, we addition-
ally assumed a = 8 and ¢ = v since we observed that adding those constraints did not worsen the
worst-case performance. Under this additional assumption, our numerics lead us to believe that the
following values are unique:

20, )
T*,N+i:0]2\/7_11 for i € [1: NJ,
2 _
¢i,0:2(0N721) fori € [1: N,
0N
PN, = QN forie[0: N —1].

However, the remaining values of ¢, 1 and 7 seem not to be unique, even with the additional constraints
a = 3 and ¢ = 1. The presented stepsizes and dual variables of OptISTA were chosen as they were the
most analytically tractable that the authors could find. It may be that OptISTA is the only analytically
tractable choice, or it may be that there is a simpler exact optimal algorithm. Further exploring the
set of exact optimal algorithms beyond OptISTA is an interesting direction of future work.

Global optimality through lower bound. The resulting proof of Theorem 1 is likely globally
optimal over methods of the form (N-DF-FSFOM) as it agrees with the global numerical solutions of
the spatial branch-and-bound solvers, but Theorem 1, by itself, does not guarantee global optimality.
In other words, the proof of Theorem 1, by itself, shows a valid upper bound on the last-iterate
function value suboptimality, but it does not show whether or not the proof can be improved. Rather,
global optimality is established through the matching lower bound of Section 4. In Section 4, we
prove that all deterministic first-order methods (precisely defined later) respect a lower bound that
exactly matches the upper bound of Theorem 1. Since (N-DF-FSFOM) are instances of deterministic
first-order methods, global optimality is proved.

4 Exact matching lower bounds

In this section, we present complexity lower bounds that establish exact optimality of OptISTA and
OPPA. The explicit construction uses double-function semi-interpolated zero-chain construction, which
extends the prior construction of [26] to the double-function setup.

4.1 Composite optimization lower bound

Let N > 0 be the total iteration count and zg = 2o € R? be a starting point. We say a method satisfies
the double-function span condition if it produces an output x satisfying:

9; €{0,1} fori=0,...,2N —1,
2N—1 2N—1
Z 0; = Z (1-94;)=N, > exactly IV evaluations of V f and prox. ; in any order
=0 =0
g, = V=) if 6 =0, . for i =0,...,2N — 1,
2; — prox. ,(z;) for some v; > 0, if §; = 1,

z; € xo + span{do,...,d;i—1} fori=1,...,2N —1,

TN € xo +spanf{do,...,dany—1}. > call output of method xy for consistency with Section 3
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To clarify, we make no assumptions about the order in which the gradient and proximal oracles are
used. We only assume that the gradient and proximal oracles are each called exactly N times.

Theorem 2 Let L >0, R>0, N >0, andd > N + 1. Let zq € R? be any starting point and xx be
generated by a method satisfying the double-function span condition. Then, there is an f: R4 — R that
is L-smooth and conver and an h: R? — R U {oo} that is an indicator function of a nonempty closed

convex set such that there is an x, € argmin(f + h) satisfying ||zo — z«|| = R and
L||zo — @
h - *) h * Ef )

where Oy is as defined for OptISTA.

Prior lower bounds for the single-function setup of minimizing an L-smooth convex function f
(without h) are applicable to OptISTA. Such bounds include the classical 3L||zg — z,||*/(32(N + 1)?)
bound by [60, Theorem 2.1.7] and the more modern L|jz¢ — z||?/(26% ) bound by [24]. However, the
composite optimization setup is a harder problem setup, and our lower bound, based on a double-
function construction, establishes a stronger (larger) lower bound and exactly matches the rate of
OptISTA.

The fact that our construction uses an h that is an indicator function (so that prox. , is a
projection onto a convex set) implies that OptISTA is also an optimal projected-gradient type method.
Loosely speaking, if we write PC to denote the problem complexity, then

”pc(minimmize f(a:)) < pc(mir;ienclize f(a:)) - pc(minixmize fz) + h(x))

where C' denotes nonempty closed convex sets, if the methods utilize V f, Il¢, and prox.,; as oracles,
where 1o denotes the projection onto C.

4.2 Double-function semi-interpolated zero-chain construction

Next, we describe the double-function semi-interpolated zero-chain construction used to establish
the lower bound of Theorem 2. Let I = [0 : N] U {x}, let z;,g; € R¥*L f; € R for i € I, and let
A ={a e RV Sier@i =1, a; >0 for i € I'}T. We define f: RNt — R as

f(z) = max Slal® = Sllz = £ - aigill® + D ai (fi + glloi — Lail)* = §llaal®)

acA
iel iel

and h: RNt — R U {00} as h(z) = 6c(z), where d¢ is the indicator function of the convex set
C =z, +cone{go, g1, ...,gn} (here cone denotes the set of conic combinations), satisfying d¢(x) = 0 if
x € C and d¢(z) = oo if & ¢ C. The construction of f is the semi-interpolated zero-chain construction
and it is L-smooth and convex [26, Theorem 1].

In the single-function semi-interpolated zero-chain construction of [26], the authors carefully choose
x;,g; and f; so that the corresponding parameterized function f satisfies so-called first-order zero-chain
property:

z € spanfeq, ..., e;—1} = [Vf(z) € span{eq, ..., €} |

for all ¢ € [0 : N] and v > 0 (we use the convention span{} = {0}) and standard unit vectors
€o, . ..,en € RV This property makes each iteration of a first-order method contained in a subspace
spanned by unit vectors. However, similar properties have not been known for the proximal operator
of a possibly nonsmooth CCP function. Our contribution extends the single-function semi-interpolated
zero-chain construction of [26] to identify conditions under which the proximal operators also exhibit
zero-chain-like properties on d¢, and the following lemma demonstrates this.
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Lemma 5 Let ey, ...,en € RNT! be the standard unit vectors. If

gi = La;e;, a; >0, foriel0:N],

xg =0, x; € —cone{eg,...,e;_1} fori€[l: NJ, x, € —cone{eg,e1,...,en},

fi— H9i95) + 3295 — Lasll? = Sllasl? > fro — £(9i:98) + o llgk — Lak|® — £k

for i€[0:N], je[0:N—1], ke[j+1:N],

N N
0;20,icl0:N, Y o=l g=Y og
i=0 =0
N
Zoi (fi + 55 llgi — La;||” — %H%W) = fo+ 5pllge — La,||* - %IIMH%
i=0

then, for alli € [0: N] and v > 0 (we use the convention span{} = {0}),
z € spanfe, ..., e;_1} = [Vf(z) € span{eq, ..., €} |

z € span{eq,...,e;_1} = [Prox,(z) = prox,(z) € span{eo, ..., e;_1}|
and

f(x) > fn.

z€span{eg,...,en—_1}
To clarify, the xg,...,xy in Lemma 5 is unrelated to the z-, y-, and z-iterates in OptISTA. We devote
the next section to the proof.

4.3 Proof of Lemma 5 and Theorem 2

Let I =[0: NJU{x}, and let z;,g9; € R¥*! and f; € R for i € I. As in the previous section, define the
L-smooth convex function f: RV*t! - R as

v(w,a) =Sz - Slo— 1> aigill® + > i (fi + 5z llos — Lail)* — Sail|?)
el el

f(@) = max o(w, @) = max glle|® - fllo - 3 aigil®+ > _ai (fi + grllg — Laal” = §llil?)
i€l iel

and h: R¥*! - RU{co} as h(z) = §c(z), where C = x, + cone{go, g1, - - -, gn}. We start with some
preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 6 Let Ap (. = {(q0,...,an)| Zi]\;O &; =1, &; >0 forie[0: N]}. Suppose,

i ) L ) ~
fla)= max w(@,@)= max §lal’~Fllz—1 Y @wl’+ D @i (fi + sl — Laill® = Fllzill®) -
OLGAI\{*} OLEAI\{*} 2 . .
i€\ {*} i€}
and
o = 07

<giagj> = <gzagk> f0r0§z<j §N71, kGKjv

1 1 L 1 1 L
fi— Z(givgj> + EH!JJ' - L%‘”z - 5”%‘”2 > fru— Z<9u9k> + ﬁllgk — Lay|* - §||=T/k||2
foriel, jel0:N—-1], ke Kj,
and g; is linearly separable from {gy }rer;, where
K; ={k eI\ {x}: gk is linearly independent of{go,...,g;}}.

Then if x € span{go, ..., gi—1}, then Vf(z) € span{go,...,g:} fori € [0: N —1].
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Proof This is an instance of [26, Theorem 3]. |
Lemma 7 The following inequality holds for any x € RY.

f(@) > fi+ {9z —xi), foriel
Proof We refer the reader to [26, Theorem 1]. O

Lemma 8 Let Ap (i = {(a,...,an)| Ef\;o a;=1a; >0 forie[0: N]} and let

- L - .
fl) = mmax o(e,d) = max FlelP-la=f 3o gl 30 @ (fi+ drllg - Lail® = Sl )

dGAI\{*} &GAI\{* iel\{*} iEI\{*}
If
N N
gx = Zaigi for some o; > 0, Zoi =1,
i=0 i=0
N
1 L 1 L
il it 57 llgi — Lal)? = Sllaill® ) = fo + 5= llge — La | — S @?
>0 (41 gl = L = ghedl®) = £+ gpllon — TP = Gl
Then f = f
Proof Tt is clear that f < f pointwise. Now fix 2 and let o* = (af,...,a,ak) € A be optimal for x

in f. Then define

& = (af + 000}, ..., aN +ona]) € Ap (.

Under the assumptions of the lemma,

v(z,a) < f(z) < f(z) =v(z,a*) = v(z,&*) Vae AR {4}
Therefore &* is optimal for z in f and f(x) = f(z). O
Lemma 9 Suppose {g;}icjo:n] are orthogonal and

N

Ty = — g s;g; for some s; > 0.
i=0

Then, for any v >0 and J C [0: N|, if x € span{g; }ics, then prox,,(z) € span{g; }ic;.

Proof Let hi(x) = 6¢3|2>—s,3(x) for i € [0: N]. If we represent z and z, into coordinates with respect
to orthogonal basis {g; }ic[o:n7, i-€.,

xr = (to,tl, . ,tN) Ty = (—50, —S1y--,y —SN>.
Then z € C if and only if t; > —s; for i € [0 : N]. Also, It is well known that

prox.,(z) = Ic(x) = argmin jy — x|
yeC

and prox. () splits coordinate-wise:
prox.;,(r) = (prox., (to), .- ., prox,, . (tn)),

prox, . (t;) = argmin [[y; — ).
Yi>—5Si
Then if ¢ ¢ J,
prox.; (t;) = prox,,, (0) = 0.
Therefore prox,,,(z) € {gi}ic.- |
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Now we can prove Lemma 5.
Proof of Lemma 5. Recall the conditions of Lemma 5:

gi = Lase;, a; >0, forie[0:N], (3)
x9 =0, x; € —conefeq,...,e;—1} forie[l: N], x. € —cone{eg,€1,...,en}, (4)

fi— %<9i,gj> + 57 llg; — Laj||* — %H%‘HQ > fru — (9 9k) + ﬁ”gk — Lay||* - %H%HQ
for ic[0:N],j€[0:N—1], ke[j+1:N], (5)

N N
0; >0, i€[0:N], ZUi:L g*:ZUigia (6)
=0 =0
N
> oi (fit+ apllgs — Laill® = §llail®) = fu+ apllge — Laul? = 5z (7)
=0

Under the orthogonality assumption (3),

K; ={k e I\ {x}: gy is linearly independent of{go,...,g;}} =[j+1:N],

<gl7g]> = <gl7gkl> :OfOI'OSZ<jSN—1, keKJ)

and g; is linearly separable from {gx }rex,. Together with (5), we can apply Lemma 6. Therefore, we
get:

x € spanfeq,...,e;_1} = Vf(zx) € span{eq, ... e;} fori e [0: N —1].
Additionally, we also have (6) and (7), so can apply Lemma 8 to conclude that
x € span{ep, ..., ei 1} = Vf(z) = Vf(z) € span{eq,...,e;} fori e [0: N —1].

For i = N, it is immediate from the fact that V f(z) = >, ; o g; where o* is optimal for 2. Now
using the orthogonality condition (3) and condition on z, of (4), we can apply Lemma 9 to get

x € span{eg, ..., e€;} = prox.,(r) = prox,(z) € span{eg,...,e;} fori € [0: N],
for any v > 0. Now we are left to show

inf f(@) = fn.

z€span{eo,...,en—1}

By Lemma 7, we have
f(@) 2 fnv + (gn, @ — an).

We take inf,cqpanfeo,...,en_,} O1 both sides to conclude

,,,,,

inf f(z) > fn+ inf (gn,2) — {gn,2Nn) = fv — (9N, 2N) = fN-

z€span{eg,...,eN—1} zEspan{eg,....,en—1}

where the first equality is from orthogonality of (3) and the second equality is from condition on z in
(4). O

It remains to find a choice of og,...,0N, Gg,---,aN, Tg,---, TN, Tx, Gx, fo,---, N, and f, while
satisfying the constraints of Lemma 5. Since the value of fy serves as a lower bound for OptISTA, we
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find the choice that maximizes fy. In Appendix D, we show that the choice below leads to the lower
bound of Theorem 2:

201 - . _ 1
Ji:O%V’ZG[O.N_]-L O-N_E’

On—1)R? ; .
(N1 = %7 (N = %CNJrlv Gi= 5225 Giy1 i €0 N — 1],

i

i—1
i = 912\,1—1 ' J.\/Cc.i_c_ ,i€0:N],  mi=—(0% — 1)) onarer,
K2 i i+1 o
2 i 2
fi=Fai(40; 1) — gEp i€ 0: N~ 1), fx = 5y,

N
2 L
T =—(0y — 1) E OkAkCk, 9 =~z 1% J+=0.
k=0

4.4 Proximal minimization lower bound

Consider the problem
minimize h(x),
z€R4

where h: R? — R U {co} is closed, convex, and proper (possibly nonsmooth). Assume a minimizer z,
exists (not necessarily unique).

Let N > 0 be the total iteration count. Let the proximal stepsizes g, 71, ..., Yn—1 be pre-specified
positive numbers. The Optimized Proximal Point Algorithm (OPPA), presented by Monteiro-Svaiter
[54] and Barré-Taylor-Bach [2], has the form

Yi+1 = Prox, (xl)

. . s (OPPA)
Tit1 = Yit1 + Pix1 (1 — pi) (Yivr — yi) + Piilh (Yit1 — @)
PiTli+1 PiMi+1
for i =0,...,N — 1, where 2o = 39 € R? is a starting point and
i 1 ifi =0,
1 .
p=didri=0 NS = e ®)
— T if1<i<N-1

To clarify, this version of OPPA is equivalent to A-HPE of [54] and ORI-PPA [2] in the specific cases
detailed in Section 1.1, but is expressed slightly differently. The prior results [2, Theorem 1] establishes
the rate:

v-1llzo — i)?

hyN —hQL’* S
) = h(@) < g —

We note that (OptISTA) does not reduce to (OPPA) when f = 0. More precisely, given f = 0,
N > 2, and any L > 0, there is no choice of 7o, ...,yv—1 for (OPPA) that makes (OPPA) equivalent
to (OptISTA) with the 7o,...,yn_1 as specified by the definition of (OptISTA). (Recall, (OPPA)
allows the user to choose 7y, ...,yn-1 while (OptISTA) specifies the values for vo,...,yn—1.) This
contrasts with how (OptISTA) reduces to OGM when g = 0.

We say a method satisfies the prozimal span condition if it produces an output zy satisfying:

x; € xo + span{xg — prox. , (o), ..., Ti—1 — prox,, ,(zri-1)} fori=1,...,N.
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Theorem 3 Let R >0, N >0, andd > N +1. Let xy € R? be any starting point and xx be generated
by an algorithm satisfying the prozimal span condition. Then, for any € > 0, there is a closed conver
proper function h: RY — RU {oo} such that there is an , € argminh satisfying ||zo — .|| = R and

2
—_1{|Tog — T
v-1fzo — 2l

h —h >
(rN) () 47877]2\771

where ny—_1 is as defined in (8).

We devote the next section to the proof. As a short remark, 7 is a function of “ratio of 7;”, so its
direct dependence on +; is somewhat complicated. However, if ,’:—(’) ~ 1 for all 4, then ny = % and thus

we have O(1/N?) lower bound on the proximal setup. This concludes that O(1/N?) upper bound of
Giiler’s second method [36] with uniform proximal stepsize is indeed optimal.

To the best of our knowledge, there are no prior lower bounds for the proximal minimization setup.
There are lower bounds for the proximal point method applied to the more general monotone inclusion
problems [21,63], but these results lower bound the rate of convergence of fixed-point residuals rather
than function values.

4.5 Proof of Theorem 3

In this section, let 7 =1[0: NJU {x}, h; € R for i € I, and a; € R for ¢ € [0 : N]. Denote e, ..., en for
standard unit vectors in RV, We assume proximal stepsizes {"i}iefo:n—1] are given and fixed. We
define the following notations for closed, convex, and proper functions on RN*! which are parametrized
by ({hi}ier, {aiticjo:n-1)):
Hi(x) £ h; + (a;e;,z) for i € [0: N,
Hjp.;)(z) £ max {h; + (aje;,z)} = max H;(x) for i € [0: N],
j€[0:4] j€[0:4]

H,(x) & h,, H(z)= I?éllel(T)

We start the proof with preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 10 Suppose x and i € [0: N — 1] are fized. If

Hi(prOX’YzﬂH[o;i] (z)) = H; (pI‘OX%H[D:i] (7)),
foralli < j < N,j=x, then
prOXinH[O:i] (m) = prOX'YiH] (x) .

Proof For notational convenience, let z = prox. ;. (x). Under the given condition H;(z) > H;(z)
for all i < j < N, j = %, the following holds for every z:

|2 — z|? |2 — z|? |2 — =|?
H —_— = H —_— = H —_—
1(2) + o = max He(z) + o = e Hel(e) +
o IE =)
< max Hy(Z) + —————
 £€]0:4] Z( ) 2")/1
< max Hy(Z) + M
T el 2v;

I — =

= H;(z
1)+ 2;

The first inequality is from the definition of z. The second inequality follows from [0 : {] C T =

O

{0,1,...,N,*}. So z minimizes Hy(-) + % and therefore z = prox 5 (z) = prox., g, (7).
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The following lemma is a well-known fact of pointwise maximum function.

Lemma 11 The following holds fori € [0: N —1]:

% %
OH.q)(x) © {Zwae@z | oe>0, > o0 = 1}~
=0 =0

Proof We refer the readers to [14, Proposition 2.3.12].

Now we have the following lemma, which is analogous to Lemma 5.

Lemma 12 If

hi —~yia? > hj fori € [0: N—1], je{i+1,...,N,*},

then the following holds for i € [0 : N — 1]. We use the convention span{} = {0}.

x € span{eo, ..., ei—1} = Prox,, g, (r) € spanfeo, ..., e;}.

Proof Fix i € [0: N — 1] and assume x € span{eo, ..., e;—1} and consider z = prox,, (). Then,

1
0 € 0Hjo.q(2) + ,T(z — )

2

and hence
z € x —7;0H[p.4(2).

Therefore by Lemma 11,

i
z = Pprox, g, . (x) =2z — g oragey,
=0

where oy, > 0 and Zj’:o o¢ = 1. Now we show that z satisfies the condition of Lemma 10:

H;(prox,,
)= =0

i
= h; + (aiei, x) — i <az€z > Uzaé€z>
=0
=h; — ’yio,;a? > {e;,x) =0
> hi —va3.

Forje{i+1,...,N},

Hj(prox,wH[O:i] (x)) = H; <L — Y Z O'((Lg@/{)
/=0

i
=hj + <ajej, T — Y Zogweg>
=0
i
= h,j + (ajej, L> — i { aj;e;, ZO’[@(&%
=0

= h;. > (ej,x) =0

For j = %,
H,(prox,, Hiou () = hy

i i
i H{o:4] (r)) = H; (T — %Y Zwam) =h; + <a1‘€i7 T — " Zwam
£=0
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is by definition. Therefore by (9),
Hi(prox, s, , () = Hy(prox, ;. . (¢)

forall j € {i +1,...,N,x}. Then by Lemma 10,

prox, () =prox, ;, () € spanfeo, ..., e;}.
O
We now introduce the sufficient conditions for Lemma 12.
Lemma 13 Let a;,b; >0 fori e [0: N] . If
a;b; — ai+1bi+1 — ’yzaf >0, 1€ [O N — 1} (10)
then the following choice of {h;}icr:
hi:aibi,ie [ON], h*ZO (11)
satisfies (9), which is the condition of Lemma 12.
Proof Fix i € [0: N — 1] and assume j € {i +1,..., N}. Then,
hi = aibi
and
hj +7yia? = a;bj + yia3.
Therefore
h,‘ — ’yia? — hj = Clibi — ’yiaf — ajbj
2 it1biy1 — a;b;
> Qiy1bip1 — ajb; — ’Yi+1azz+1
> Giy2biyo — a;b;
>+ > ajo1bj1 — a;b; = yj-105 4 2 0.
If j = *, then
hi = hy = Y30} = aibi — 710 > aip1bigr > 0.
So, we have (9) for j € {i +1,..., N, x}. O
Now we present our choice of ag,...,an, bg,...,bn for Lemma 13 for given R > 0, N > 0, and
€ > 0. First, define the followings:
21i
(v =B, G= G i€ 0:N -1
A %_1 i+l ' ’
. o Gn N o A v (12)
(4 = Y= ,1€[0:N—1], blfm,ze[O.N 1],
~ . R2
€ =min{3, &, R},

where {p;}icjo:n—1) and {n;}icjo.n—1 are as defined in (8). Note that {(;} is strictly decreasing by

definition and thus @; and b; are well-defined. Then, define ao, . .., an, bo, ..., by as:
a; = R;_gzai,iE[OiNfl], CLN:%'M

o (13)

by = Y=, ie[0: N 1], by = é.
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Lemma 14 The following holds for a; and b; in (13).

U. Jang, S. Das Gupta, E. K. Ryu

a;b; — ai+1bi+1 — 'yiaf >0, 1€ [0 N — 1],

N
> b =R

1=0

Proof By the definition, for i € [0: N — 2],

R%Z ¢ ~ R% ¢
Qit1bit1 = Tdi+1bi+1 = TRz iDL
and
R% &2 R2—22( -G R? —¢2
2 o 7 i+1 )
a;b; — Yil; = R2 Cz Vi R2 P = R2 <z+1~
SO, aibi — ai+1bi+1 — ’yiaf =0.Fori=N — 1,
R? - &2 -
anby = T(CN — ),
and
R% —¢2 R?2—e?(n_1 — R? —¢?
an-1bN 1 —IN-16x 1 = —57—C(N-1 — IN-1—3 S 5—CN-
R R YN-1 R
So, ay_1by_1 —anbny — ’YN—la?v_1 = %5 > 0. Now we prove the second equation. Suppose,
N-1

Then,

D= e = > W+ =R
i=0 i=0 i=0
So, we prove (14) instead:
N-1 N-1 N—-1
. 2 ¢
D I e
R
s
e P 1 N-1
=3 == 2mG— =7 Y 20iGi.
i=0 2:} i=0 Pi i=0

(14)
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The term Z 2771@ can be rearranged as:
N-1 — 2n;
P
> 206 = §j2ch H mo S
i=0 -
277N 1 N-2 200 N-1 2n;
_ PN -1 9 Pi H Pj
QCNT/N 1217 71+ CNE 2771._1 2n;
PN-1 =0 p; j=i+1 p;
2
20N 1 N-2 201 _ 9 N-1 21 2 o
— 2Mi+1 s 21 2n;
_ PN—1 ) Pitr T H Pj using —% — i+1 — o
= 2NN gy + (N E 2,,1 1 | > using o pay i
PN-1 j=i+l p;
2nN-—1 N—2 2m+1 _9 2n;
PN—-1 _Pit1 P
= 20N1N- 127171 + 20N T2y q 77”‘1 H 20 _q
PN—1 1=0 Pi j=i+1 p;
2NN -1 N—-2 2141 27,4 N-1 2n;
_ PN Pit1 Pit1 H Pi
_QCNT}N 127’7N171+2<.N 2m 277@+171 2&_1
PN -1 =0 Pi Pit1 Jj=i+2 pj;
20N 1 N—2N-2 2nj+1 _ 2N -1
_ PN—1 Pji+1 PN -1
= 20NN -1 gy _1+2CNE 2, Nl
PN -1 =0 j=i p; PN-1
20N -1 2nN-1  N-2N-2 2Mj+1 _
PN—1 PN—1 Pj+1
= 2NNV ! T 2NN g, ! E T (15)
PN-1 PN—-1 i=0 j=i p;
Meanwhile,
N-2N-2 20it1 9  20n-1 9 2uN—2 o 22 _ 9 2m _ 9
Pj+1 PN-1 PN—2 P2 P1 ce
ZH 20, _ 1 Ziv—z 4 2mv73_1( (%_1(@_1+1>+1) )+1)'
=0 j=i p; PN -2 PN-3 p1 PO
Since % — 1 =1, by the telescopic product, it reduces to
N—2N-2 2nj+1 _
Z Pi+1 _ N1 9
2 _ ’
=0 j=i p; 1 PN-1
Then (15) reduces to
N-1 2nNn—1 29N—1  N-2N-2 2741 _
PN-—1 PN-—1 Pit1
E 2miGi = 2NN -1 g . T 2NN I E P
1=0 pPN-1 pN—1 =0 j=i p;
2771\7 1 2N -1 2
PN—1 PN—1 TIN—1
= 2(NTN-1 Tt +2¢nnN -1 Tt ( - 2)
-1 L — 1\ pN—1
PN—-1 PN—1
2nN—1 9
PN-—1 TIN—-1
= 2(NNN-1 Tivt 1+ —— -2
PN-1
PN-—1
2
2NN -1 NN_1
=2(NIN-1—— =4y —.
PN—-1 PN-1
Hence,
N—-1 7]2
YN -1 2 NIN—-1 2
§ b =7 E 27/1{174’70(]\' =470y R . =R O
’7()7]1\ PN—-1

i=1
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The following lemma is a restriction of Theorem 3 in the sense that it has a fixed starting point
2o = 0 and a fixed dimension d = N + 1.

Lemma 15 Let R >0, N >0, ¢ > 0 and let zo = 0 € RN*L, Consider a closed, convex, and proper
function Hr: RN+ — R U {oo} defined as
H;(x) & h; + (a;e;, =) for i € [0: N,
Hjp.;)(z) £ max {h; + (aje;, )} = max H;(x) for i€ [0: NJ,
j€[0:4] j€[0:4]
H(x) = e, Hi(x) = max Hy(x).
J

with the choice of (11) with (13). Take z, = — Zi\;o bie;. Then x, € argmin Hy and satisfies ||xg —
z.|| = R and
v-1llzo — z? o

AvgnR 1

for any {x;}icio.n) satisfying the following proximal span condition:

H](IN) — H[(I*) >

r; € xo + span{xg — prox. ,, (o), ..., zi—1 —prox,, ,(zi-1)} fori=1,...,N. (16)

Proof Note that for i € [0: NJ,

N
Hl(i*) = hi -+ <aiei,x*> = aibi + <aiei, — Zbk€k> = albz - (lez = 07
k=0
so Hy(xzy) = 0. Also note that Hy(x) > H,(x) = hy. Thus z, € argminh and ||xg — x.|| = R by
Lemma 14. By Lemma 14 and 13, we have the result of Lemma 12. So, each proximal evaluation will
give at most one new next coordinate. Then after N proximal evaluations, the output zx will be in
the span of {eg,...,ex_1} under the condition (16) of the lemma. Hence,
H](J}N)—H[(JE*) Z inf H](QZ‘)—O

xespan{eg,....,en—1}

> inf Hy (l‘)

zEspan{eg,....,en—1}

> hy + (anen,x)

R2 o 52 ~

= T(CN —é)
=2 2 _ 22
5 R?—é° _

= CN - ﬁCN - TE
- - 7N—1||J7O_QU*H2

SN —E—E>2 ——F 55— —&,

4’787712\/—1
where the first inequality is from the definition of H;. O

Then we expand the condition of Lemma 15 to arrive at Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3 Assume d > N + 1. Take H; € Fy o be function defined in Lemma 15, which is
embedded in R?. Call #, to be the element of argmin,cpa H; in Lemma 15. Now for arbitrary zo, let
h: R? — R be translation of H; by x¢:

h(z) = Hy(x — xo).

Then h is closed, convex, and proper, and =, £ &, + x¢ € argmin,cga h. Now assume {x;};c[o.n7 is
produced from a method that satisfies the proximal span condition. That is,

x; € xo + span{xg — prox. , (o), ..., Ti—1 — prox,, ,(zri-1)} fori=1,...,N.
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Then for &; £ x; — x , {Zi}icjo: ) satisfies:

T € To + span {550 — Prox. (Zo)y .oy Tjm1 — Prox,, .y, (gﬁi,l)} )
This is because o = 0 and

prox, (i) — ¥o = prox., g, (r; — 29) = prox., g, (¥;).
So,
T; — ProX., p, (Z;) =x; — g — proxwh(xi) + 0 = x; — prox., j,(z;).

Hence, we can apply Lemma 15 on {Z;};c[o:n] to get

Yn-1]10 — j*HQ—g vl —a? v R

H](.’)Z‘N)—HI(,%)> = —
) Agnk_, AZng_, AZnk_,

)

Then we finally get

h(LL'N) — h(i‘* + .%‘0) = H](fN) - H[(i'*)
T
< 'yN_l\Q\OQ Tl

45NN 1

_ ’YN—1R2 -
4787712\171

v—1llwo — i
Avgnii_y

— =
£

)

and h is are our desired function. O

4.6 Generalization to deterministic first-order methods via resisting oracle technique

Using Nemirovski’s resisting oracle technique [56,12], we can extend the lower bound of Theorems 2
and 3 to a broader class of deterministic methods that do not necessarily satisfy the span condition.
The methods we consider are deterministic methods whose behavior only depends on the output
of the oracle evaluations. In Appendix E, we precisely define the classes as “N-step deterministic
double-oracle method” and “N-step deterministic proximal-oracle method” in Appendix F . For the
composite minimization setup, we make no assumptions about the order in which the gradient and
proximal oracles are used. For these classes of deterministic methods, we retain the same lower bound.

Theorem 4 Let L >0, R>0, N >0, and d > 3N + 1. Then for any starting point xo and N -step
deterministic double-oracle method, whose output we call xy, there is an f: R® — R that is L-smooth
and convez and an h: R? — R U {oo} that is an indicator function of nonempty closed convex set such
that there is an z, € argmin(f + h) satisfying ||zo — .|| = R and

L||zo — a.||?

Flon) + hlew) = f(2) = he) 2 50,

where O is as defined for OptISTA.

Theorem 5 Let R > 0, N >0, >0 andd > 2N + 1. Let v,71,---,YN—1 be positive numbers.
Then, for any starting point xo, N-step deterministic proximal-oracle method, whose output we call zp,
there is an h: RY — RU {oo} that is closed convex proper function such that there is an x, € argmin h
satisfying ||xo — .|| = R and

Yn-1]lzo — 4|
hxn) — h(zy) > ——F55——¢
4’787712\7—1

)

where ny—_1 is as defined in (8).
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5 Conclusion

In this work, we present two methodologies, the double-function PEP and the double-function semi-
interpolated zero-chain construction, and use them to find the exact optimal accelerated composite
optimization method OptISTA and establish an exact matching lower bound. We also follow an
analogous approach to establish a lower bound in the proximal setup that matches the prior upper
bound of OPPA. By establishing exact optimality, this work concludes the search for the fastest methods,
with respect to the performance measure of worst-case function value suboptimality, for the proximal,
projected-gradient, and proximal-gradient setups in composite minimization problem involving a high-
dimensional smooth convex function and a closed proper convex function. The presented methodology
has broad potential applications beyond the setups considered in this paper. The analysis and design
of optimization methods with the splitting-method-structure of Douglas—Rachford [22,48,67], ADMM
[34,32,30,7], and Frank—Wolfe [31,9] are interesting directions of future work.

A Method reference

We quickly list relevant first-order methods and their convergence rates.

Nesterov’s FGM [59]:

1
Yitl = Tj — va(xi)
0, —1
0it1

Tit1 = Yit1 + (Yir1 — ys)

with starting point xg = yo, with f € Fo 1, and with the sequence 0; satisfying g = 1 and §; = (1+\/1+497?_1)/2 for
i € [1: N —1]. Its convergence rate is

Llzo —@u|® _ 2L|wo — 24|

flyn) — (@) <

202, (N +1)2
OGM [41]:
1
Yitl = Tj — va(wi)
0, —1 0;
Tig1 = Yit1 + —— Wit1 — %) + —— Wit1 — 23)
01 0it1

with starting point xg = yo, with f € Fp 1, and with the sequence 6; satisfying 6p = 1, 0; = (1+\/1+49?,1)/2 for
1€[1:N—1],and Oy = (1+\/1+8912V,1)/2. Its convergence rate is

Lljzo — 24 |* _ Lllzo — @x?
26%, - (N+1)2

flen) — f(zs) <
FISTA [6]:
1
Yi+1 = Proxi, (l“z — va(xi))

; —

0i11

1
Tit1 = Yir1 + (Yit1 — ¥i)

with starting point o = yo, with f € Fo 1 and h € Fo,00 , and with the sequence 0; satisfying 6y = 1, 6; =
(1+1/1+40i2,1)/2 for i € [1 : N — 1]. Its convergence rate is

Lljzo — a«|* _ 2L[jzo — 2|
20%_, T (N+1)?

fyn) +h(yn) — f(@x) — h(zs) <
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Giiler’s second method [36]:

Yit1 = Prox.,,(z;)

0;, —1 0;
Tit1 = Yip1 + ——— (Vi1 —Yi) + ——
Oit1

L — s
0is1 (Yit1 i)

with starting point g = yo, with h € F0,00, With ;41 > ; > 0 for ¢ € [0: N — 1] , and with the sequence 6; satisfying
0o =1 and 0; = (1+\/1+49?,1)/2 for i € [1 : N — 1]. Its convergence rate is

o — z|?

h(yn) — h(zy) < ————

(u) = hla) < T
OPPA[54,2]:

Yi+1 = Prox.,p (z;)

(i — pi oy
Tit1 = Yit1 + pit1 (7 — pi) (Wir1 — i) + 2 (o —ay)
PiTi+1 PiTi+1

with starting point zo = yo, with h € Fp,00, with the sequence p; satisfying vi/~o for ¢ € [0 : N — 1] and 7; satisfying
no=1and n; = (pi+y/ﬂf+4pm§,1/0571)/2 for i € [1: N —1]. Its convergence rate is

h(yn) — h(z+) <

< IN-1 ||2x02— 2 '
45NN 1
OptISTA:

Yit1 = Proxy, (yz‘ - %Vf(xi))

1
Ziy1 =T + po” (yi+1 — ¥i)

7

0;, —1 0;
Tit1 = Zigl + — (zit1 — 2i) + —— (2it1 — 4)
01 0it1

with starting point zo = yo = 20, with f € Fo 1 and h € Fo,0, with the sequence 60; satisfying 6p = 1, 0; =
(1+,/1+40§,1)/2 forie[1: N —1],and Oy = (1+1/1+80?\771)/2, and with v;
Its convergence rate is

20; (6% —20740:)/0%, > 0 for i € [0: N — 1].

20 — T4||?
Flun) + hlyn) — flas) — h(zs) < Lllzo I

< Ll|lzo — I*”Q
2(6% — 1)

= T2

B Omitted proof of Lemma 2
We begin the section by introducing some lemmas.

Lemma 16 Let {a; j}ici1:n],jefo:N—1] and {hij}ic1:N],jefo:N—1] be

i 20, 1

Qi1+ D> 1 —
J+1.7 Zk, +1 (9 7]

Qitl,5 = ! ket el

akvj) ifjef0:i—1],
20;=1 .0 . _ .
1+mlfj—l,

oo = Jaitlg —aigifje(0:d—1],
F T g i G =

Then,

i+1

Qit1,5 = Z hk,j for j € [0 : l] and hi+17j =
k=j+1
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Proof Note that
. {a¢7j+h¢+1’j, JE [O:ifl],
Qit1,j = S
hit1,5, J=+1.
So, for j € [0: i — 1], we get the following equation:

it+1
@ity = @i hit1y = Qo1 Fhigthipng == agyng Foothipng = hipng o Fhigig = ) bk
k=j+1
Since Q41,5 = hi+1,j7 we have
i+1
Qit1,5 = Z hk,j for j € [0:d].
k=j+1
For the second equality, we refer the reader to [41, Proposition 3]. O
Now we convert = and y-iterates of OptISTA into (N-DF-FSFOM) form.
Lemma 17 Let 00
- 912; (0% — 267 +6;) forie [0: N —1],
i 26 ; 1 e . .
Qjt1,5 F D hmjt1 <m - mak,j) ifjef0:i—1],
Qit1,5 = 20,-1 oo *
14+ B ti=t
Then, {z1,...,zn} and {y1,...,yn} of the following (N-DF-FSFOM) form:
Vi Vi .
Yig1=T0— fjw(xj) - > ffh'(yjﬂ) fori € [0: N —1]
j€[0:4] jelo:]
Q41,5 Q41,55 . (17)
Tip1 = T — Z T’Vf(xj) - Z T’h (yj41) forie[0: N —1]
J€[0:4] J€[0:4]
is equal to x-iterates and y-iterates generated by OptISTA respectively.
Proof Denote {Z1,...,2x} and {§1,...,9n} to be sequence generated by OptISTA. We use mathematical induction.
Since we have the same starting point o = yo, 1 = y1 is immediate from the uniqueness of proximal operator, and
. Y0 > Y0 RIS
= - — =0 — — — —h .
91 prox%oh(yo I Vf(zo)) =0 i V f(zo) i (91)

For z-iterate, we have,

0o — 1 0 1 1 1
By =2 + 2 (Z1720)+f0(21fmo)=mo+*(l?1*yo)+*(930+*(ﬁ1*210)*x0)
1 01 Y0 01 Yo
1 v s 1 1 7 1/~
—zo— — (v h B h
w0~ L( f(xo) + 1/ (1)) 0 L( f(@o) + R (91))

SP (1 + %) Vi) -+ (1 + %) W (i)

aio QLo ;.
— oz — MOy _ 250y =z.
o — — f(zo) 7 (91) = =1

Now suppose z, = &, and yi, = g for 1 <k <iand 1 <7< N — 1. Then, we get §;4+1 = y;+1 from the uniqueness of
the proximal operator, and

a1 = proxas, (9 — 9 @) = v — 9 ) — Yo
g1 = proxs, (3 = TVH(@) = yi = V(@) = 0 (Gi1)

=mo— > FV@) - >0 P ) - V@) = TR i)

j€[0:i—1] j€[0:i—1]
Vi Vi
=xz0— Y fJVf(zj)f > fjh/(yj+1)~
j€[0:4] j€[0:4]

For z-iterate, we have,

Qa; Qi j 1 i i
zZigr=z0— », —Vf(x) - > —Lh(y4) - b (%Vf(xi) + %h/(yi-‘rl))

je[0:i—1] L j€0:i—1] L
Qa; Qi j 1 1
=20 — Z T]Vf(:c]) — Z Tjh/(yj+1) — ZVf(a:Z) — Zh/(yﬁ_l).

jel0:i—1] je0:i—1]
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Therefore,
. 0; —1 0; .
Tig1 = zig1 + > (zix1 — 2zi) + r(ziJrl — )
i+1 i+1
Qi j Qi j 1 1
=zo— >, —HVf()— Y, —H(yip1) - =VI@i) — =k (yit1)
) - L ) - L L L
j€[0:i—1] j€[0:1—1]
— G;Z;ll ( Z th Vf(zj)+ ' Z hzj h/(yj+1)) > definition of h;_;
j€[0:9—2] JE[0:i—2]
0; —1 (aji—1—1 aii—1—1,
_ ) V . ) h N
L (22 o) + 2 )
0;—1 (1 1, 0; (1 1,
- —Vf(zi)+ —h'(yi - —Vf(zi) + —h'(y;i . 18
(VS0 + ) ) = o (L900 + LW ) 19)

By the second equation of Lemma 16, We have

0, —1
d hi,j:hi+1,j for j € [0:1'—2},
0it1
0, —1
! (i1 — 1) = hjt1,i—1-
0i11

So (18) reduces to

. Qi j Qi j 1 1
Fip1=z0— ) Vi) - > TN i) = T VF (i) = TH (yisa)

je[0:i—1] jE[0:i—1]
hit1, hit1, hit1,i-1 hit1,i-1
_ Z ﬁVf(:ch)— Z ﬁh’(yjﬂ)— Hilvf(xi_ﬂ—ﬂrizh/(yi)
= L = L L L
j€[0:2—2] j€[0:9—2]
0;—1 /1 1 0; ( 1 1 )
- —Vf(z:)+ =k (y; - —Vf(z:) + —h (y;
(VA0 + ) ) = o (L9060 + LW )
a; i o i 1 20, — 1 1 20, — 1
=x0 — Z LI’JV]"(.Z]) — Z Ll’]h/(ijLl) - = (1 + = ) Vf(z:)— — (1 + = ) h,(yiJrl)
= L = L L 01 L 0it1
j€[0:i—1] j€[0:i—1]
Q1,5 Q1,5
=z0— ) %Vf(mj) - > %h'(yﬂl) = Tit1.
J€[0:4] J€[0:4]
O
We show 2y = yn by using the following lemma.
Lemma 18 ay ; is completely characterized by the following recurrent relationship:
0j+1 Oj41—1
OLNV'—l —1l= = QN 4 1—1 .
20; — 1 ( J ) 20,11 —1 ( Jj+ )
Proof By Lemma 16, we have the following for j € [0: N — 1]:
N 9'+1—1 9'+2—19'+1—1
ang = Y hkg=hiss+ 7]9_ (hj+1,5 =1+ 4]9_ ]97_ (hjt+1,5 — D+
k=j+1 Jj+2 Jj+3 Jjt+2
N—-1 N-1 k
0p— 1 0, —1
o+ ] 5 (hjrrig—D=hjr;+ >, ][I 0 (hjt1,;—1).
t=j+1 CHF1 k=j+1e=j+1 ~¢F1

So we have

-1 Fogg—1) 20 1

N-1 N—-1
an;—1=[14+ > ) (hjp1, - D=1+ > 0 o
k=j+1e=j+1 "~ k=j+1e=j+1 ~ ¢+l g+t
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Multiply both sides by ;gtll and subtract 1 to get
J
N-1 &k
0i+1 0 —1
o (an,;—1)—1= > : (19)
20; -1 KSt1esih en
Similarly for j + 1, we have the following:
N-1 k
0iv1—1 0y —1 20,41 —1 041 —1
L(@N,jﬂ—l) =1+ H [ 44t Y9+
29]'+1 -1 k=j12 f=j+2 9[4,1 9]'+2 29j+1 -1
N-1 &k N-1 &k
0 —1\ 6411 0, —1
=1+ Z H 0 ‘7J9. = H 7 . (20)
k=j+2e=j+2 ~ft1 itz k=j+1e=j+1 ~Ct1
Combining (19) and (20), we get the desired result. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 2.

Proof of Lemma 2. By Lemma 17, it suffices to show the following holds for j € [0: N — 1].

20,
’Yj = 072] (912\] — 2032 =+ 03) = aN,j~
N
First we show that yv_1 = an n_1:
20N _ 20N _ 20nON—1 + 263,
IN-1= 1\; ! (9?\7 —20% +0n-1) = ]\; ! On+60Nn_1) = f]\rl
29N9N—1+9]2\]_9N 201+ 0N — 1 201 — 1
— 3 = =1+—=an,N-1-
0N On N

Now we complete the proof by showing that v; satisfies the same defining recurrent relationship satisfied by ay ; in
Lemma 18. For j € [0: N — 2],

9, 0, 20,
Iy —1)—1= 2L .<J(912V—29§+9j)—1>—1

20; — 1 20, —1 \ 6%
20541 _ 05 2 2 0j+1
= : 0%, — 262 +6;) — -1
62, 29]»71(N 5 +05) 20; — 1
_20500% 0 W8 6
6%, 20; — 1 0%, 20; — 1
_ 205410, 50107 6
20; — 1 0%, 20; — 1
01 (20— 1) 20,1107
20; — 1 0%,
P 2041031 — 0541) L—p 207,041 = 1) )
=VUj+1 02 =Ui+1 02
N N

and

041 —1 001 —1 (20541
(1 — 1) = : (;2 (6% — 2631 +6;41) — 1
N

20,41 — 1 20,41 — 1
_ Oy —1 20,41 —1— 207, (20541 — 1)
2041 — 1 ’ 0%

207, (0541 — 1)

:j+1_1_ 2
0N
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C Omitted proof of Theorem 1

First, we prove preliminary lemmas that will be used in the main proof.

Lemma 19 Let {6;}i—o,...,n defined as

1, ifi=0

14,/1+462
;=4 —¥Y "1 if1<i<N-—1,

2 )

1+4,/14860%, fim N

2 )
Then {0;}i=o,..., N satisfies
0«;2+1—9i+1—91~2:0f01rz'€[O:N—2]7 (21)
03 — O —20%_, =0, (22)
i
S0, =07foric[0: N —1]. (23)

=0

Proof Since 6,41 is a root of 22 —x —0? =0fori € [0: N—2], we have (21). Similarly, 6 is a root of z2 —x —20?\,71 =0,
we have (22). For (23),

i i
S0, =00+> (07 —07_,) =00+067 — 03 =067,
Jj=0 J=1
where ¢ € [0 : N — 1] and the second equality is from the telescopic sum. O

Lemma 20 Let {éi}izow,’N,l defined as

5 _ 1o ific0:N—2,
B [0 S el LT
Then,
N-1
< 0% -1
> 6= —. (24)
=0 2
Proof
= T2 20y 40y —1 203 ,+20y 14608 —1 203, +0y—1 62 1
IR - - Bt
‘ £ 2 2 2 2
=0 i=0
where the second equality uses (23), the third uses (21), and the fourth uses (22) of Lemma 19. |

Now, we are ready to start the main proof. We provide the explicit form of the Lyapunov sequence Uy, for k € [-1: N].
We first define {7; ;} where i,5 € [0: N] U {x} as

Tei= 9izl ifj € [1: N]

’ 0% —1
20,4 20, 4 . . .
— J J
Ti i = ifl1<i<j<N
7= "W T 63,-202+0; 0%, —207_,+0; 1 = J=4

Oi—1 o
1= il e[l N -1
Tit1li = 52 a621g, 7 [ B

7i,; = 0 otherwise.

Let 0_1 = 0 and define {F }rc—1:n] to be:
e k=N

P = 1n) = )+ g [w =+ VS + N ) = V) — P )

)

e ke[-1:N—1]

1 260
Wgt1 — Tx + EVf(ﬂc*) + Tkh/(yk—O—l)

262 L
T = 0725 (f(zr) = f(@x)) + 263,

Y (RS S YRR ST
oL L%, FON T g WY R
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and {Hy}re[—1:n) to be

e k=N
Hn = h(yn) — h(zx)
N L afv*lvf( ) Z2eh,( )2
s ||T0 — Tx — Ty) — —h (yit1
20%, (63 — 1) L =~
éi—léj—l ’ 2 / ’ 2
+ W”h (ys) — B (y)lI* + Z Leg LR (yi) — B (yir )12,
i#4,i,j€[1:N] NN~
e ke[l:N—1]
M= > 7 (hly) —h(y)
i,5€{x,1,....k}
2
L 0%, —1 = 2;
4+ ||lzg — s — Vf(zx) "(yi+1)
262,62, — 1) - - ; L
01051 / 2 ’ 2
+ Z W”h (i) — B (yi)lI° + Z Leg B (yi) — b (yig) |
iziigernw LONON —1)
207,_ EAS 200651 i1
+ LV (), B () + — W (W) I” + =5 10 ()12,
L3, ; — Lo3(0% - 1) ’ L63,
e k=0,—1
2
L 62, —1
Ho=H-1= 52— ||o — s — D—Vf(zs)| ,
0 YTz ez —y || fo
Then we let
U = Fr + Hi ke[—l:N].

In order to show that {Ug}e[—1:nv] is nonincreasing, we start with calculating F, — Fgy1 for k € [-1: N — 1]. We

define 6_1 = 0.

Lemma 21 The following holds.

20N _
FN-1—FN 2> ]\2]

%

20
F—Fpg1 > 0—’“

1

1 2
3 <wk+1 — Ty + va($*)7h'(yk+1)> o2 IR (s DI+ 5
~

On—1(40n 1

Z 20N 1) )|

<wN — oz, + %Vf(ac*)yh/(yfv)> +

2

207
L6,

o2,

5 (1 (Yrt1), V. (@hp1))-

kel[-1:N-2].
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Proof We expand the squares of Fn_1 and Fn to get:

202, 1 02,
Py = Fy = =t (low-2) = f@) = (lon) = 1) = gV H @I = IV an )P
1 20N _ 2 L 1 205 _ 2
+% ”LUN-l'*-‘erf(%*)“r%h/(yN) _ﬂ wN—:E*+ZVf(z*)+ JZ 1h/(yN)
~ ~ 2

L /on 2Wn_1 ., 1 60n_1 ., L oy 260n_1
+9?V<va(xN)+ T W) won — e+ 2V @) + = h(yN)>—w]2V < VHen) + = (yn)
= 2Nt (o) = Fo) = IV an0I2) = (Flon) — fan) — —— [V @)l
= 0?\] (f en_1) — f(T« Y fleny_1 )— flen) — f(zs _2L9N f(xs

L /6 20N _ 1 20N _
TR <£va($N) + N () wn — e+ L V() + I}ilh’(yN)>

— LV )I|2725N7_1<Vf(w ), b ( )>*2§12V’1Hh’( )12
oL N Lon N), (YN LGIQV YN

203
= S (e = ) = L IVI e DI = Glen) = S00) - g 9P
+ g (= LS, ) )+ ZRE (s = L9 W ))
20— , 405 _10n_1 ., 1 20— , 20%_, .,
t Ty (V@) W )+ =g S W )l = 57 IV @I = S (V F ), b ) = g IH )
=Rt (faw ) S~ 190G 1)~ B (e — o)+ 19 s@IR)
= 912\] N-1 * 27 N—-1 912\, N * Y3 N
~ sz + g (o = o+ £90), Tan) ) + 2L (o =+ 95, W) )
On — 40N 10N _1 — 202,
= B (T o) W ) + N P
02 — 9 62 § .
= B (o) = o) = oIV eI ) = G (son) = o)+ GEIVF@RIP) 20k = 0% -0
I 4 g (i — 0, V) 4 o (V@ T + 28 (4 LS W )
2L9N Tx eN WN Tx, TN L0N Tx ), TN 9?\7 wWN Tx L Tx ), YN
On — On_1(40n_1 — 20N
= B (T o). ) + L ) 2
02, -9
= B (Hanon) = 1) = LIV eI = fan) + 1) = LIV
0 1 1
s (Fe = ) = LIV - L Ivsl)

ix
+ g o =, V@) + G o = VF)) + o (VH ), V) + 25 (o ek LS W )

= L (9 ) () + PN Z I )
N
W (1an ) = g VS IR = San) = g 19T

0 1 1 1
+ G (50 = o) = LIV = G IVH@IE + L (9500, VFn)) + (o = 22, T1an))

Gnr_
+ i (w — ox, Vfan)) + 2 Ee <wN - %Vf(w*),h’(yw)>

_On -1 On_1(40N_1 —20N_1)
LN L6%,

I’ ()11

(Vi@n), W (yn)) +
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02, — 0
> % (f(CCN_l) — iHVf(xN_l)HQ — flan) — i||Vf(xN)||2) + % (wy —zN,Vf(zn)) > cocoercivity of f

20N _1
0%

<wN —zy + %Vf(x*L h’(yN)>

On — 1 , On_1(40N_1 —20N_1), , 5
" Lon (Vf(zn), b (yn)) + L%, 1R (yn) I
02 — 0N 1 1
= B (Hanon) = g IV an-DIE = flow) = VS @rP)
On —1 1 1, 1., 1,
<xN —zN-1+ =Vf(zn_1)+ =h (yN),Vf(xN)> >wy =0nzn — (O — D)zn, 2y =2n-1 — =V f(zn_1) — =h'(yn)
On L L L L
20N _ 1 Oy —1 On_1(40N_1 — 20N _
St (o =+ LY@ ) ) = B (9 ) ) + LI I ) 2
62, L L6,
02 — 0N 1 1
= W (o) = faw) - IV SN DI = IV SEIE)
On — 1 1
]\é <93N —zy_1+ va(zN—l):vf(zN)>
N
20N _ 1 On_1(40N_1 — 20 _
G L O e i
62, L L6,

2
= W (o) = GEIVSn DI = ) = LIV + (o = anon, V) + 1 (VS an-0), VTen)

On_1(40n_1 — 20N _1)

26.~N71 1 ’ ’ 2
+ 2 (n = LI W ) ) + T I )l
20— 1 On_1(40n_1 — 20N
> 1\2] ! <wN—z*+*Vf(:E*),h/(yN)>+ N-1 (46N 12 N 1)||h/(y]\r)||2 > cocoercivity of f.
0% L Loz,

For k€ [-1: N —2],

207 L 20, 2 1 0? 0?
Fo = Frt1 = T%: (f(zk) — flz4)) + 202, ‘wk+1 — T+ Vf( «) + Tkh (Yr+1)|| — <2L - W) IV F(@a)ll* — Leg [V £ ()2
203 1 20541, 2 1 07 o7
— g () — @) - \wm — et V@) + = )|+ (QL 7oL ) IVF@OI + Zg IV @)l
207 207 4 L 2
= 55 ) = $0) = T (o) = £ + g s = o+ L9+ 2R )
N
0F — 0341 5 . L 1 2041 2 2
+ <L912v 1V f(z)]? — ng IIVf( W — 302, ‘UJIH—l — e+ V(@) = == Vme)|| + 16, IV £ (zrs)ll
202 202 1
= 25 () = ) = I H0IR) = S () = 1) = 719 S IP)
L 1 26 26 207
+ @ <wk+1 — @+ L VI (), T’“h/(ykﬂ) + —;“ Vf(xk+1)> - L‘;%l IV £ (zrg1)]|2
+ g I ) I” “H\W( 2
202 —20 1 1 20
= —H (1) - fnn) = GEIVI@OIE = LIV enl?) + 2 (1) - S = 19 )
N
20541 20k 1 20 ’
+ ) (Wet1 — 2, Vf(@p41)) + Lé?, (Vf(2:), VI (@h41)) + 5~  Whtt =25 + va(x*)vh (Yr+1)
N
202 .,
b W )l = L@ 0 = 0 0

L6%, L6%,
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29,§+1 — 20511 (
0%

@) = o) = LIV I@IIP = LIV @)

+ B (@) = Flonn) = S IV S @) = SHIVI@I + (V5@ V@) + (o =20, T nin)))

20 20}, 29

+ ;;1 (W1 — Trt1, VII(@rt1)) + 7 <’wk+1 -z + Vf(x*) 4 (yk+1)> + o, E R (o)
N

202 20k+1 1 20

> Dhan - i) (f(m ~ ) = G IO = 7 IVl ) + 25 (s = o, T ers)
N N

20 20

+ 02k <wk+1 — T4 + Vf(x*) h,(yk+1)> L92 4 (yk+1)|| > cocoercivity of f

29k+1 — 20141 1 9 1 2
= S () = o) = g IS @I = LIV S )P
26 0 -1
4 Pkt k41 )
0
N

20 1 2
+ ng <wk+1 — i+ ZVf(x*),h’(yk+1)> + (e I?
N

Leg [|n’
29§+1 — 20511 (
0%

20, 1 202 202
# 2 (e =+ LOT@, W) ) + g I )P 4 g ), S )

20, 1 207 2, 207
> 2 (i = et VP, W) )+ g I )P 4 g (), VS )

Now we begin calculating Hy — Hy41 for k € [-1: N — 1]. We first prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 22 The following equality holds.

Z Ti,g (h(yj Z Tx,i yz - h(z*))+ Z Ti,j (h(y] yz + Z Ti4+1,i yz

i,5€{*,1,....N} i<j€E[1:N]

Proof We prove the lemma by showing (25), (26), and (27).

N
E Tx,i = 1,
=1

F@) = F@nen) = 5 IVF@OIP = S IV Frs ) + (i o, Vi (ri0)) +

1 1
<$k+1 —xp + va(wk) + *h/(yk+1),vf(zk+1)> > Wiyt = Opp1Th41 — (Opp1 — 1) 241

V@),V @)

> cocoercivity of f

[m}

— h(yi+1)) = h(yn)

(25)

(26)

(27)

On_1—1

N-1 N
Tx,N + Z Ti,N = TN,N-1 =1, Te1+721— ZTM =0,
i=1 =2
i—1 N
T*,i+ZTj,i+Ti+l,i_ Z Tij — Tii—1 :OforiE[Q:N—l}.
=1 j=i+1
For (25),
N N 2
2 ~ 2 oy —1 . . . .
ZT*,Z' = Z@i_l = . =1. > using (24) of Lemma 20
= GN_lizl 09N—1 2
For (26),
N-1 ~
20N -1 1
Ts,N + Ti,N —TN,N—1 = +20N_1 -
* Zl ‘ 0%, — 1 Z 292+9 62, —202 | 40, 02, — 202
20 1 1 On_1—1
= 2N L +29N 1 < 5 5 - = ) - = N2 L > telescoping sum
0% 0%, —205,_;+0nv_1 05 —1 0% —205_1 +0Nn_1
251\],1—91\/,1—{-1 20N _1+60n —1—0n_1+1 ~ 72(‘)\',]%»9\'71

=— ) = =1, > substituting Oy _1 = -
GN_20N71+0N*1 On +0N_1 2

N_q1tON—1

—h(z

*)
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and

N 2 01 —1 2 2 N
Tw,1 +T2,1 — ZTl,i = + 5 — < 5 5 - = > Zei—l
s 0% — 1 6% —202+61 \0% 207161 6% 1)

2 61 2 2 I B> using (24) of L 20
= — — - > using 4) O emma
02, —1 0% —207+6, 02, —203 +61 03 —1 2 °

1
= (2+4+(0% -1)—-2

1
(0, —1—(0% —1)+2
1

=1+ W (—012\, + 61 + 2) =0. > using (21) of Lemma 19

Lastly, for (27) when ¢ € [2: N — 1],

i—1 N
Txyi T E Tji T Titl,i — E Tij = Tiyi—1
j=1 j=it+1

5 -1
20;_1 S 1 1 6; — 1
= +20;_1 Z — +
012V -1 = 912V — 29]2 + 0]' QJZV — 29]271 + 9]',1 ‘912\7 — 20? +0;

< 2 2 > i P ;1 —1
_ _ R S
0% =207 +0; 0% =207 +0i1) S 02, — 202 | +0;_1

20,4 Y 1 1 L 01 - ,
= P — — > telescoping sum
02, —1 M\ 0% —202 0,4 0% —1) " 02, —20%+0; !

2 2 0% -1 . : , : ,
— 5 > - = 5 -0 4 > using (23) of Lemma 19, (24) of Lemma 20
0N729i +0; 0N729i71+0i*1 2

61 —1
912\, — 29?_1 +0;_1
1 p 1 ~ ~
= (0, —1— (6% — 1)+ 202 (20, 0% —1) =262 ; —0; 1 +1
9%—293-‘,—91(7’ (N )Jr 1_1)+9?\7_29752—1+97;71( Zl4»(N ) i—1 11+>
1 . ~
= m (—912\, +6; + 201'2 — 291’) > using (21) of Lemma 19 and 0;_1 = 0,
N Y i
1 o
+ m (012\, — 201-271 + 6’7;,1) >using 0; 1 = 0;_1
N i—1 G
—1+1=0.

Lemma 23 The following holds.

N-—-1

HN_1—HN = Z 7i,N (W(yi) — h(yn)) + 7o, N (M(z%) — h(yn)) + 78, n-1 (h(yn) — R(yn—-1))
i=1

20N 1 0% — 1 / On-1+60% s, 2 2% o, ,
S5~ — Ty — v N - ||~ ——(h —1),h v —1))-
+ 52,02 — 1) <m0 © 7 f(@x), W' (yn) L%, A" ()1 + 6%, (' (yn—1), W' (yn) + Vf(@N-1))

Forkel[0: N —2],
k

Hi — Hit1 = ZTi,IH—l (h(yi) — h(Yr+1)) + T k1 (R(2+) — R(yr+1)) + Tot 1,k (B(Yrt1) — h(Y))

i=1

e R G ) W ) ) = 22 (s DI+ 2 R ) B i) + V(1)
012\7(0?\7_1) TO — Tx 7 Tx ), Yk+1 LGJQV Yk+1 L@?\] Yk ), Yk+1 T
202

- Lf,]zc (W (yr41), VF(xry1))-

N
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Proof For k=N — 1,

HN-1—HN = > 75,5 (W(y;) — k(i) — h(yn) + h(z«)
ije{x1,..,N—1}

2
2 1 N—-2 29-;
\COEDY 7 W (wis1)
1=0

+

To — Ty —

o — Ty —

L
20,03, ~ 1)

N—-2 2
0;—10;_1
+ Z m“h/(yl) hl(y] H2+ Z 92 || h/(y¢+1)|2
i#5,4,j€[1:N—1] N
A A N—-1 p2
0i—10;-1 07
- Ym0 T W) - )
i#34,4,j€[1:N] N i=1 N

2 N-1

20N _10; 0%
2(Vf(@n-1),h (yv-1)) + Z Aba

h/7,2
T, Wl +

= > 75,5 (R(y5) — h(yi)) — Z 7i,5 (h(y;) — h(y:))

,5€{*,1,..., N-1} i,5€{*,1,..., N}

20%
+

L92 A (yw—1)II?

L 62, —1 N=2 99, 20n_1 202,
oz, — v _ K h/ i , h/ _ hl 2
ARG <m° ; L VI = 2 T ), = ) 2 o2 — " el
1

=0
N 1 q 02
20N 101 / / 2 HN ’ 2
- — || —h'(y; h _
3= g o) R @OIP = R I ) ~ )

2 N-1

202,
+ LZQQ<Vf(IN71) (yn-1) +Z
N

N—
Z N (h(ys) = h(yn)) + 7§ (M(@+) — h(yn)) + 7, v -1 (A(yn) — h(yn-1))

20N 102 1 s 24 0% _
h
763, (62, — )|| (W)= + Lo92

2|10 (yn—1)II?

= 46,108 Zé?\/

2 _
7(92[/_1) <96096* GNL 1Vf(ﬂﬂ*) 72912 Lh'(y N)> Z L0202, — 1) )< "(yi), b (yn)) — m”h wn)II?
N
1

62
N—

20N _10;-1 10N 208 10i 4
1Y4 / 2 1 / / 1Y4 2
7||h (yn)II* + 7% (yi), W (yn)) — 7\% (ol
2 TR0 — 1) Z L%, 0% — 1) 2 L3, - 1

2 2 N-1

’ 2 20N _10;—1 0% _
L02 2| (yn) — B (yn—1)I1* + 2(Vf(an_1),h )+ Z

h 2
T Il +

L92 2|0 (yn—1)I?

N-—-1

= > 7in (A(yi) — h(yn)) + Tev (A(z4) — R(yn)) + 7,8 -1 (R(yN) — R(yn—1))
i=1

L 0% —1 20N 1 203, 2
W<w0x* 7 VS, ——h (N)> W\\h(yw)\\

=t 03 203 _ 0%
Z L29N 19:-1 1A (ya)II? = 211 (yn) = B (ynv—1)|1* + 2(Vf(en-1),h (yn—1)) + 21|11 (yn—1)II?

- L92 L92 L62
i=1
N-1
7i,N (W(yi) — h(yn)) + 7o, N (M(z%) — h(yn)) + 78, n—1 (h(yn) — R(yn—-1))
i=1
291\7—1 GJQV -1 ’ 29?\7 2
—_— — Ty — v N - _||n’
dn_s 2, 2 2
— L (6% —1—-20N_1) M 2 n' 2 h' n' R’
LO%, (6%, — 1) ( N N 1) IR (yn)II* — L6’2 2|10 (yn) 12 + L6'2 2(h (yn), B (yn—1)) — L02 2110 (yn—1)I?
292 02 , )2, 1 _
+ Leg 2(Vf(@n-1),l (yv-1)) + LGQ 2|17 (g —1)|1? Z 0i1 = z 0; —On_1 = —On—1

1=0
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N-1
= > 7N (Myi) = h(yn)) + 7§ (B(z4) — h(yn)) + 78,8 -1 (B(yn) — h(yn—1))
i=1

T S xo—x*—ezN”Vf(x*) ) v ] = é 2|1 (y) 12
03, (6%, — 1) L ’ - Le?, L92

202, 202,
+ 2N (yn) B (yn—1)) + g (VY (@n—1), B (yn—1))

L6%; L6%

N-1
D min (i) — h(yn)) + 7o,n (h(@4) = h(yn)) + 7,8 -1 ((yn) — B(yn 1))
=1

20N 1 02, —1 , On_1+0%_, 2 202, ,
0N e — V(@) h NI T N2 B h V(N
+ 262 —1) <$0 Ty 7 fl@e), W (yn) 6%, IR (yn)I1= + L02 2 (yn—1), b (yn) + Vf(zn—1))

For k€ [-1: N —2],

Hi — Hi1 = > 7i,5 (h(y;) — h(yi)) — > 7i,j (h(y;) — h(¥i))
i5e{xL,...,k} ije{x1,.. k+1}
2 2
L 6% —1 =20 2 -1 20, ,
* 502 202 —1) |: To — @y = = Vf(m*)—; T (ig1)|| —||zo —zx — Vf(m*)—; T (Yis1)
0;i—10; 1 / 2 ’ 2
+ Z m\\h (i) = W (w)ll* + Z L92 LR (yi) — B (yig) |
i#jige(l:k] NN
262 k N= 2029 1 07_
+ gg (VI ) + 3 Z @l + T I wol?
i=1 L=k
kg2
0; 1051 0;
- Z sz_l)nhl(yi) - h'(yj)||2 - Z Leg ”h/(yz) - h/(yz-ﬂ)H
i#5,1,5€[1:k+1] N i=1
292 k+1 N-—-1 2920 | 02
E(VI(@he1), D (Ukt1)) Z Z - IR (wi)ll? — =2 1IR (it 11
2 T2 (92 _ 1) 2
L6} =1 e L0 1) Loy
= Z’Fz k1 ( = h(yk+1)) + T kt1 (h(@x) — A(Yk4+1)) + T, (R(Yk41) — h(Yk))
2 2
L 0% —1 k20, 02, — k—1 262
— Ty — \V4 %) — i — Ty — V * 7
+29]2V(0]2V_1)[x0 x 7 V() ;L (Yit1) To— f(xs) ; I "(Yiy1)
k 2
205,0;—1 , , o a1y, / 2
=D e IIW (Yet1) =R (wi)ll° — IR (yx) — A/ (yr41)ll
; L6%, (63 — 1) L63

2981 ) B () — 225 (e (), V£ )>+iN_IM”h 2 - ’il NZI 2000y e
L2, ER) AR gz VY WL TRt T Lo, (0% — I @) = L LR (0% - 1) v

+

2
Log S| (wi)1? — L;?v I8 (yr+1)1I7
= Zﬂ k1 ( = h(Yr+1)) + Tkt (M(@x) = R(Yk41)) + Trt 1,k (R(Ye+1) — R(Yx))

26, 02, -1 o, , 262 . )
=k (o — s — Vi@ = > TR (yiga), h T
+ 2@ —1) <:c0 T 7 V@) 2L (Yit1), W' (Yk+1) 6%, (03, = 1)H W+l
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k20,0, 2
=3 R (1) — B )P = IR () — B ()11

; LO%,(62, — 1) L92

26’2 2 k N-—1 25 0, L k+1 N-—1 25 0, L
+ 22V (), B (k) — e (B (1), V F (@r11)) + 5z 1M @l ~ W )|

L6%, L62 ; = LOX (0% — 1) ;[Xk;l L6% (63, — 1)

2 2

(w)ll? — L0k2 IR (i)
N

= Zﬂ k1 ( = h(yk+1)) + T kt1 (h(@) — A(Yk41)) + T,k (R(Yk41) — h(Yr))
+ 2 O =L o) W () ) = 3 (0 ) W () s SRR

S 5 1\ LO — Tx — Tx )y Yk+1 - 5 a0 N Yit+1), Yk+1 — T 5 a9 av Yk+1

62, (63, — 1) L = L3 (0% — 1) L6%,(63, — 1)

kL 20,0,1 k20,0, 4 k40,01 2
_ 1= h 2 _ 1= i 2 ? 1% i ,h/ _ k=1 I —_ K 2

; L6202, — 1) 1A (yre+1)1l ; L2, (6%, — ) "yl +Z 62, ( _1)( (¥i)s P (Y1) 163, 1R (yr) e+l

203 _ 202 P 20,60, = 29e91
+ LV (@) B () — o (B (1), Vi (@) + D — W w)I* - Z S IV w)l?

L62, 162, L3 (03 - 1) S A LO%(0% - 1)

N-—1 ~ 2

20,01 i 2 ek—l ’ 2 0 ’
— s W (Y1) |I” + 1A (yr)II” — IR (i1

g@; L LO% (6%, — 1) Lo% L92

= Zn k1 ( = h(yk+1)) + 7o 1 (h(@e) — h(Ye41)) + Tot1,6 (R(Yk+1) — h(yx))
20, 0% —1 , 207 , 9

Tk - v Jh S — ] ¥
+ 202 —1) <960 T 7 VI, W (yk+1) L6%, (2, — 1) 17" (yse1)1]

k—1 2

~ k
201,0; , 5 2010, —1 / 2 ’ 2
N~ 200y S SOV 2 - —h

E:o L%, (6% — oy 17 )l 2: L0362, — o I wall (ye) = B (g1

4 22 ), W ) — 2 W ), V) +i c /SR < SR/ ST
T T — D|l° — —
L92 k Yk Li92 Yk+1 k+1 LOJQV(OJQV — 1) Y o LHIQV(HIQV — 1) Yk+1
i 2 b3 2
— Tk
(@l LGIQVH (Yr+1)ll
= Zﬁ k1 ( = h(yk+1)) + T k1 (R(@x) = R(yr41)) + Tot1,6 (R(Yr+1) — h(yx))
20}, 0% — 1 , 262 , 5
O e — Vf(z0), b Tk
+ Z @2 1) <x0 x 7 f(za), K (Yr+1) A )|| (ye+1) |l
29k92 02
_ n 2 _ k=1 1% K 2
L6202, — )|| Y+l L%, 1P (y) (Yre+2)l
207 202 (62 — 1 —262)6; =y =l ko g2
\v4 X \v4 — N - TRITE g 2 > 0y = 0y — 0y = N
+ L912V< F@e), b () — L€2< (Yr+1), VI (@rt1)) L92( ) I (i)l b (;l ¢ ZU ¢ /ZU ‘ .
2
k—1 ’ 2 k / 2
h — h
L6%, 1R (el Lef\,H (Y1)l
= Zn k1 ( = h(Yr+1)) + T k1 (A(xe) = R(Yk41)) + Tor 1,k (R(Yr+1) — R(Yk))
20, 6% — 1 , 207 , 5
Ok ey — - Vf(ze), h S S [
+ 202 —1) <960 T 7 VI, W (yk+1) L6%, (2, — 1) 17" (yse1)1]
20,02, 2 2 2
_ — n 2 h 2 n 2 h h
7119%\[(0?\[_1)” (ye+1)* = L02 LA (i) 17 — Leg LR (i) 12+ L02 L0 (ye), b (yi41))
205 v 20¢ ' v LY 73 Y
+ 162, LV f (), 1 () — L62, k(0 (1), VF(@rg1)) — LG?\,H (k- D)II? + 162, (02, — )|| (kg1 II?
0y
+ =W () II” — IR (i)

k
L6% L6%
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= Zﬁ‘,kﬂ (h(yi) = h(yr+1)) + T er1 (R(2x) = R(Yyg41)) + Trt 1,k (R(Yt1) — h(yr))

20, 6% —1 , 207 , 5
Sl B e — v h S id ] X
+ 62,02 — 1) <m0 T T F(zs), M (yrg1) Le?\[(e?\/ — 1)|| (1)l
20, (67 — 02_) 02 10+ 02
Wz_;\\h’(ykﬂ)lﬁ - ETW(‘”’““W Lez L (R (k) B (yk11))
202, , 202,
+ (Vf(zr), b (yr)) — (W (Y1), Vf(@rt1))

L63, L63,

= ZTi,k+l (h(yi) = h(yr+1)) + T k1 (R(2x) = (yg+1)) + Trt 1,k (Y1) — h(yr))

29k 6]2V -1 / 29% / 2 291%—1 / /
+ 55— (%o —Tx — V(@e), M (Yry1) ) — 1A (yre+ )" + (W' (yx)s B (Yret1))
02,02, — 1) < L L%, L2,
207 _ 202
+ L6, LV (), b () — Leg (W (yry1), VI (€ry1))
O
Now we build our last part of the proof.
Lemma 24 The following holds. _ ~ ~
ON_1(40n—1 —20N_1) =On_1 + 0% _,
Proof
ON—1(40N_1 —20Nn_1) —On—1 — 0% _o = 40N_10N_1 — 203 _1 —On_1 — 0% _,
1
=3 (seN VOn_1 — 402 — 20Nn_1 — 20%_ 2)
1 -
-3 (49N 120N _1 +0n — 1) — (20n_1 +0n — 1)2 — 2051 — 2912\,_2)
1
:5(4 2 420N — 0% —1—20N_1 — 20%_ 2)
1 1 -
=3 (29N L+ 20N 1+ 20N — 0% —1— 20 1) =3 (29N,1+9N—1—29N,1) —0.
O

Lemma 25 The following holds for fized j € [1: N].

j—1 j—1
40, 0
T g (W (g)we — y) + > 75 (B (), vi — y5) = <h’(yj) , Taj(Tx — o) + Z 707, L(Vf(z) + h'(yi+1))>
i=1
Proof Using Lemma 17, we have:
e, (h' (y; +ZTZJ (), % —yj5) = 7w, <h(y] _I0+Z% (i) +h'( y1+1)>+27—lj

) — i1
= Tx,j <h ( , T — Zo + Z Vf (x:) +h' (Yit1) )> + ZT'LJ <h (yj ) ’yfk Vf(zg)+h (yk+1))>

i=1 k=1

. i1
= (W(y5), 7,5 (@e —x0)) + < yJ)ZT*J Vfl‘z)+h(yz+1))> <h(yg ZTZJZk(Vf(xk)+hl(yk+l))>

= (W(y5) 7,5 (@e —x0)) + { B (1), Z <T*J + ZTkJ) (Vi) + b (yz+1))>

202 +6; L

— (W (), Ty e — 00} + (B w)ZMLZ;l(w xz>+h<yz+1>>>

—1
20
= (W (y;), Tx,j (@x — x0)) + <h' (y5), Z 92 it (Vf(:cz) +n (yl+1))> B> telescopic sum of 7; ;

—v5)
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Proof of Theorem 1 For k=N — 1,

Uv—1 —UN =FN-1—FN+HN-1 —HN
20N _ 1 On—1(40n—1 — 20N 1) o
> 2=l <wN — Tx + ZVf(ar*), h/(yN)> + X 1401 = T2’ (yn) |12 > using Lemma 24
2 P

N

92

N-1
+ Z 7i,N (M(yi) — h(yn)) + 7o, N (M(z%) — h(yn)) + 78, n-1 (h(yn) — R(yNn—-1))

im1

On— 03 — On—1+ 6% 20%,
ey <x0—1’*— Vf<x*>h<yN)> T T )P + i (1), (o) + Y f(en—)
vy —1) N Lo%;

= P <xow*+ivf(90*) Z 2 R DN (yN>> > Wi = w5~ V() — O (yi)
N i=0 =0
N-1
+ 3 7N (h(wi) = h(yn)) + 7w (h(2s) = h(yn)) + 7, 8v—1 (h(yn) — h(yn—1))
i=1

] 62, — 202
+ o <a?o —z, — & 1Vf($*)7h'(yN)> + N2 W (yn—1), B (yn) + Vi (@n—1))

62,(6% — 1) L L6,
N—1
=" 7w (h(yi) = h(yn)) + 7ev (A(as) = h(yn)) + 7. 5v—1 (R(yn) — h(yn—1))
i=1
+ 2291\1—11 (w0 — zx, ' (yn)) — Z 49279 10 (Vf(@:) + b (yir1), b (yn))
N i=0 N
2012\772 /
+ 102 (W (yn—1),h'(yn) + V(zn_1))
N
iy Nt 4y 10
= > 7N (Myi) — h(yn)) + 7N (A(z2) — R(yn)) + 7,8 {(T0 — T, h (yn)) = > % (V (i) + b (yix1), b (yn))
i=1 i=0 N
203, ,
t 7@ (W (yn—1), W' (yn) + Vf(@n-1)) + v v -1 (h(yn) — h(yn—1))
N
N—1 N-1
= Z 7i,N (h(yi) — h(yn)) + 7o, N (R(z%) — h(yN)) — T*,N<h,(yN),w* —YN) — Z Tin(h/(yN),yi —yn) D using Lemma 25
i=1 i=1
+ TN, N-1 (<h/(y1v—1), IN-1 (yn) + —— 7N LV f(en—_1 > + h(yn) — (yN—1)>

= Z 75,8 (h(ys) — h(yn) — (W (yn), ¥ — yn)) + 7N (A(z<) — h(yw) — (B (yn), 2+ — yn))

+ TN, N-1 (<h (Yyn-1),yn—1 — yN> + h(yn) — h(yN_l)) >0 > convexity of h and by Lemma 17

For ke [0: N —2],

Uy —Up1 = Fr — Frp1 + Hig — Higa

> % <wk+1 b TV 1) )+ g BT + gk VT o)
+ Zﬂ k1 ( = h(Yr+1)) + Tkt (M(@e) — B(Yk41)) + Tt 1,6 (R(Yrt1) — R(Yx))
20 02, — 1 , 202,
+ Wk—l) <xo — Ty — NL Vf(xs), b (yk+1)> - ; F)lI” + L02 LW (ye), b (yis1) + VF(2r))
202
- (n TV f(@R41))
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k

gl 1 20; 20; , 20, _ 20,
=% <930 — Tx + va(x*) - Z Z R (yit1), n (yk+1)> > Wiyl = Wi — TV,/(JH) - T/I/(,<h+1)

2
91\7 1=0 =0 L

+ Zﬁ‘,kﬂ (h(yi) = h(yr+1)) + T k1 (R(2x) = R(Yyg41)) + Trt 1,k (Y1) — h(yr))

2

0%, —1 26
U - <$0 g - Vf<x*),h'<yk+1>> + L (0 ), W (1) + V()

02.(6% — 1) L%,
= Zﬂ k41 ( = h(Yk+1)) + T k1 (R(@2) = R(Yr41)) + Tot1,6 (R(Yr+1) — h(yx))
606, Rt
<$0 — @, B (Yrg1)) — Z <Vf ;) + B (Yit1), M (Y1 >+ L02 LW (), B (yrs1) + VI (2g)
40k0 ! /
Zﬂ ket ( — h(Uk41)) + T k1 (M(@e) = h(yr41)) + 7o kg1 (To — T2, B (Y1) — Z 702 (Vf(z:i) + 1 (yix1), M (Yr11))
N
291% 1 /
L2, (W (yr)s b (1) + VI (@r)) + Thr1,k (B(yrt1) — b(yr))
= Zn k1 ( = h(Yr+1)) + Tu k1 (B(@e) = h(yr1)) — T b1 (B (Yr1)s T — Yr1) Zn k1 (R Ykt 1), Yi — Yht1)
+ Thi1,k <<h'(yk), fkh/(ykJrl) + lLka(%k)> + h(ypt1) — h(?!k)) ©> using Lemma 25
k
= Zﬂ',k-ﬂ (h(ys) — h(yr+1) — (B (Yrt1), ¥i — Ykt1)) + Tokot1 (R(@x) — R(yks1) — (B (Yk41), T — Yot1))
i=1
+ Tht1,k (<h/(yk),yk — yk+1> — h(yk+1) + h(yk)) >0 > convexity of h and by Lemma 17
For k = —1, recall that 6_; =0,
201 1 ’ 29271 ’ 2 2 2 ’
Uy —Ug=F_1—Fo+Ho1—Ho> ot (wo—au + = VI (), h ¥0) ) + —5 IIh W )II? + —5- (R (%0), V£ (z0)) = 0.
02, L L%, L%,
Finally, we have
U1 =F 1+H
2
L 1 2 1 L 02 —1
= Nzo—ze + = VF(@)|| — =VF@? + =g [lz0 — 20 - =V
202, To —Tx+ f(@x) 2L” fl@)ll” + 207,02, 1) O — Tx f(=x)
Lo — ) + o — @l + 5 ¢ V@) - o Vi)
= ——|lzg — = — ||z — — (zo — T, Ty)) — = {(T0 — T, Ty
202, "0 29%(92 - 62, " 62, "
— — ||V f(zs 2 v 2 \Y% * 2
H flol” - 2L02 H FEIll” + 2L02 IV f ()l
L 2
= m”aﬁo —z)%.
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D Omitted proof of Theorem 2

Now we show that the following choice of og,...,0n, a0,---,aN, T0,---, TN, Tx, 9«, f0,---, N, and f. satisfies the

conditions of Lemma 5.

20; .
O'i=912\:,1€[0:N71], UN:%,
0N —1)R> 0 26; .
(N1 = %7 (N = W&Cthl, G = ﬁ(zﬁﬂ ,i€[0: N—1],
i—1
- _ 1 Gi ; . o _(p2 _
a; = s Sy ol i€ [0: NJ, z, = —(0y 1)kz_%akakek, (28)
_ L 2049 _1)_ __LR? ; N _ _LR?
fi= 2 4 (461 1) 2(9}2\,_1)2 NAS [O N 1}7 n= 2(9?\1_1)7
N
x*:7(0?\,71)20kakek, g*:7WL;1x*’ f*:(),
k=0

At this point, we already have (3), and (4). The remaining conditions are:

1 1 s L, 1 1 s L,
$i = 79 g3) + 5= ll9g = Las P = Sllesl® 2 fie = £ (g1 9) + 5ok — Lawll® = 5l

L
for t€[0:N], j€[0:N—1], k€ [j+1:N], (5)
N
0i>0, Y oi=1, (6)
=0
N
oi (fi+ 2 llgi = Laol® = Sllaal?) = fu + e llge — Laall? = Lllaa . (M
=0

We provide the proofs of equations (5), (6), and (7) in separate lemmas. The following two lemmas state the sufficient
conditions to ensure (5).
Lemma 26 Choice of fn in (28) can be rearranged as

LR? L LR?

_ — 2,2 _ -
v = 2005, — 1) 5 v(@0N = 1) 2(0% — 1)2

Proof The right hand side can be expanded as

L, LR? L 1 % LR2
—an(20y — 1) — == (205 —1) = ————
2 N 2002, —1)2 2 (6% —1)2 0%(Cv — (Nr1) 2(62, — 1)2
_ L _ % R oy 1) L
T2 03 -1y —Cner o Y 2002, —1)2°
2
Furthermore, ——2&—— can be further simplified as
CN—CN+1
& & onc 0% ¢ 0%, Oy =1 o R?
= =0UNCN = N+1 = = :
(v —CN+1 (1_ 915;1)41\, oy —1°NF On —16% (20N — 1) 20y — 1
Hence,
L 62 2 LR2 I 62 2 LR2
- N CN (20N _ 1) _ R _ . N (20N _ 1) R _ R
2 (0% —1)2¢N —CNi1 2002, —1)2 2 (% —1)2 20 — 1 2(6% —1)2
N + N N N
_LR? 0%  LR?
T2 (0%, -1 2(03% —1)2
(6%, — 1)LR? LR?

2002, —1)2 2063 —1)
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Lemma 27 If
203, 10541 — 24360 +a3 <0 ,j€[0: N —2],
a2 0N —2a3 _0n_1 +d%_, <0
for (28), then (5) holds.

Proof It is enough to prove (5) for ¢ € [0: N|, j € [0: N — 1], and k = j + 1. Also note that (g;,z;) =0 for s € [0 : N].
We first plug in (28) to (5). Then,

1 1 L 1
fi= 790950 + 57 llgi = Laj || - 5”%’\\2 2 fi+1—

1 2 L 2
- 7 9i> gj+1) + E”gﬁ—l — Lxjp|l” - 5||Zj+1||

reduces to

1 1 1 1
fi— Z(gzngﬁ + ﬁngll2 2> fiy1 — Z<gi,9j+1> + ﬁllgﬁl\\2 (29)

Now divide the problem into smaller cases:
e Casel-1: j€[0: N—2], i<jori>j+1
Then (29) is equivalent to

LR? L L LR?

L 2 2 2 2
Eaj(40j -1 + —aj > Eaj+1(49j+1 —1)—2(912V7_1)2+5aj+1.

2002, -1)2 2
It reduces to
2 2
2aj9j 2 2aj+19j+1,
which is true since 2a?9j — 2a?+10j+1 > a? > 0.
e Casel-2: j€[0: N—-2], i=3j

Then (29) is equivalent to

L, LR? s L 5L, LR? 5
—a5(40; — 1) — —5——— — La5 + —a5 > —a5,,(4041 — 1) — —5—— + —aj
2 g( J ) 2(9?\7 — 1)2 J 271 = 9o ]+1( j+1 ) 2(9]2\] — 1)2 2 7+1
It reduces to
2a?9j — a? > 2a§+19j+1,
which is true by the assumption of the lemma.
o Casel-8:5€[0: N—-2], i=j+1
Then (29) is equivalent to
L, LR? L ,_ L, 9 LR? 9
Ea]-(élé?j — 1) — 2(0]2\] — 1)2 + Eaj Z Eaj+1(49]‘+1 — 1) — LCL]-+1 — 2(0?\[7_1)2 + Eaj+1.

It reduces to
2 2 2
2aj6]- Z 2aj+1€]-+1 — aj+1,
which is true by the assumption of the lemma.
o Case2-1: j=N—-1, i<j

Using Lemma 26, (29) is equivalent to

L, LR? L, L, LR? 5
= 401 —1)— —5 s+ = > 2% (208 — 1) — —5—— + —a%.
5 av-1(40n-1—1) 2(6%, — 1) +t5on-1 2 5an(20y —1) 2@, 12 +5ak
It reduces to

2a%_10n_1 > a%0n,

which is true since 2a%719N_1 - a?VGN > a?\]71 > 0.
e Case2-2: j=N—-1, i=N-1

Using Lemma 26, (29) is equivalent to

L, LR? L

5“N—1(49N—1 —1) = Lay_; — 3

—— + —a >£a2(29 71)7L7R2+£a2
2(02, —1)2 | 2 N-1 = UNEN 2002, —1)2 " 2N
It reduces to

203 _10n_1 —a%_1 > a% 0N,
which is true by the assumption of the lemma.
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o Case2-3: j=N-—-1, i=N
Using Lemma 26, (29) is equivalent to
L, LR? L, L, LR? 5 L,
—ajy_1(40n_1 —1) — ———= + —ay_; > —any(20n — 1) = ——— — Lay, + —ay-.
2 N1 2002, —1)2 " 2 2 2(02, — 1)2 2
It reduces to
203, _0n_1 > a3 0N — d¥;,
which is true by the assumption of the lemma. [}
The following lemma proves (5).
Lemma 28 Choice of a; in (28) satisfies
2a3 1041 —2a30; + a3 <0 ,j€[0: N —2],
a} Oy — 203 _,0n_1+a3_; <0.
Proof Recall that
1 Gi )
a; = . for i € [0: N].
' 0% —1 7i\/Ci — Cit1
Then for j € [0: N — 2],
2 2 2
20,41 i1 20; G 1 5
242 9'+172a2-9'+a2‘: J . J — - . .
A PO 0% 12 02 (G — Gire) (03— 12 026G —Gyr) (0% — 1?2 03¢ — Gr1)
For convenience, drop the constant term ﬁ > 0 to get:
N
205416511 20563 G (30)
o3 (G = Gr2) 036G = Gv1) 03 (GG = Gig)
Note that )
20, 5
G (29j11> G1  402Cin
. - 20, - 1
¢ — G+t (29jil _ 1) Cit1 205 — 1
2+1 2+1
13 1J—C' N = 29]i171 =20;+1C+1-
J+ Jj+ (1 - W) Cit1
Plugging into (30) gives:
20,1, 20,¢ 5 A3 Gh 803G 40%¢j41
031 (Gt = Gi2) 036G = Gwr) 07 (G = Gign) 0% 05(20; —1)  03(20; — 1)
20;Cj41 Ci+1
:94 X _94 . 757 94 . J
NGt T ON g Ty TN e
20, — 1
=05nCit1 (11— =2 =
NG+ ( 20, — 1)
For j =N —1,
N % 20N 1 G 1 s

2 2 2
anOn—2ay_10N_1tay_1 = . _ .
N Nt N7 (02, —1)2 02,(Cy —Cvi1) (0% —1)2 02 (Cv—1 —Cn)

Similarly, drop the constant term to get:

2
CNfl

o2 (Cno1— ()’

20N _1C%_4

a 0% (Cn-1—¢w)

ONCE

0%, (N — ¢nt1)

Note that )
20N —1 2
3, (29,\,,171) N _ 463, _CN
_1—Cn (20N T 20N -1
(N-1—CN (m - 1) (N N-1

(02 —1)? 0% (Cn—1—CN)

(31)
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2 2

~ = 5 ]\11 = 0NN
¢N —CN+1 (17 %) N
Plugging into (31) gives:
OnNCR _ 20N-1C% 4 Gra _ 62, Cn B 80% _ (N 46% _1¢N
o2 (Cn —Cnt+1) 0% (Cn—1—C¢N) 0% (Cv—1—(w) o2 0% (260n_1—1) 0% ,(20n_1—1)
20N _1(N (N
=0%Cn — 0% - 0% -
NN =N T TN gy T

20N_1 — 1

4 N_1
1—-—— ) =0.
NCN( 291\7—1—1)

[m]
The next lemma proves (6) directly.
Lemma 29 The following holds for (28).
N
Y oi=1,0,>0,ic[0:N].
i=0
Proof
N N-1 N-1
20; 1
YD SR S
i=0 i=0 o N N
Loog2  + 1 Lousing (23) of I 19
= > using « (0] .emma 1.
92 N—-1 9N 2
20%_, +0
= ONL TN > using (22) of Lemma 19
92
N
Also, positivity of o; for i € [0 : N] is clear from the definition of {6};¢c(0:n]- m]
The following two lemmas prove (7).
Lemma 30 The following holds for (28).
zo — x4 || = ||z4]|% = —i = R2
| ) + ; Gi — Git1
Proof We refer the reader to [24, Lemma 3]. O
Lemma 31 The following holds for (28).
N
>0 (fi+ llgs — Laal® = Sllwal®) = Fo + 5 llge — Laul® = o
i=0

Proof Recall (z;,g;) =0 for ¢ € [0: N|. Then,

N 1 L N 1 :
> i (fi+ gl = Lol - Sheil?) = > o (74 5p1007) o oxpanding g — Loy

=0
N—-1

- e 2 ! 2
= 3 o (5 + gglail®) o (s + plonl?)

N-1
LR? L,
2220'1 <a 49 71) WJFQCLZ)

L LR? L
+on <2a?\,(201\] —-1) - + a%) > using Lemma 26

2(0%, —1)2 2

2

_ 5 2 LR2
= . 2Lo;a30; — Z 012(02 “1ye +L0NaN9N 2(0?\77_1)2

k3

Il
=}

LR?
2003, — 1)2°

> using Lemma 29

= LH% Z 02a? 4+ Lona%,0n —
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N-1
Here, E o2a? is reduced to

i=0

N-1 N N 2 2
1 IS R ‘
2 2 _ 2 2 2 2 _ 2 i 2 2 _ 2 2

E oia; = E oja; —oyay = W E o; ﬁ —oyay = W — oNa%,
i= i=0 N~ = i (G — G 2 -

where the last equality is from Lemma 30. So,

N—1 , i 2
Lo% Z_% o7ai + Loyai Oy — 2(9?3 0z = o - (e?v“j” i L6% 0202 + LoyalOn — 2(9%5%1)2
? 2
- (9?5%1)2 7L912V%“%1 +L$a?v01v - 2(9]%%1)2
L Tty
- 2(9?\, —1)2
Meanwhile,
! L 1 1 I 2 I
Fet E”g* — La.|? - EHIB*HQ = ﬁ“g*llz = {gm 2u) = 2L _912\; 7% ~ <_912V1w*,2*>

LR? LR? 20% —1 5

T2, 12 % 1 26 —1)?

O

Therefore, by the aforementioned lemmas, we are able to apply Lemma 5 to (28). We now show semi-interpolating
conditions to establish the lower bound of Theorem 2.

Lemma 32 Let

f(@) = max v(z,a) = max Flell® = §lle = £ 3 eiaill® + 3 e (i + 5o = Ll = Fllaal?)
i€l el

and for some i € I, suppose
1 ) )
fiij+<gj7$z’—Ij)+ﬁ||gi—gj|| for allj e 1.

Then f(z;) = fi and Vf(z;) = g
Proof We refer the reader to [26, Theorem 1]. m]
Lemma 33 If {gi}ic(o.n] are orthogonal and

N

gx = Zaigi for some o; > 0,

i=0

then, —gx € Oh(zy).

Proof Since z, € C,
Oh(zs) ={y|(y,c—z«) <0 VceC}.

Let Z = x4 + Ziv:o c;g; for ¢; > 0. Then,

N N N N
(cgnioz) = <—g*,m* £ e - > - <—zaigi , zcigi> S elal? <0
1=0 1=0 =0

=0

Lemma 34 The choice of (28) satisfies the following:

1 .
Je 2 fi +{gi, s — i) + ﬁl\g* —gill* fori €1,

and therefore f(xx) = fx and V f(z«) = g« by Lemma 32.
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Proof In fact, we will show that:
1 0.
fi=fu = {gis@x —x5) — —lg» — gil|” fori € I.
2L
For i € [0: NJ,
S )= = llgw — gill?
g e — ) — — — o
* 9i, Tx i 2L g% — Gi
N 2
L Z opaper — Laje;
k=0

N i—1

1

=0- <Laie¢, 7(912\, — 1) Z orarer + (GJQV — 1) Z Ukak€k> — E
k=0

k=0
ol 1 N P N 1
= <Laiei, (9?\, — I)Zakakek> — i LZ OkAaLEL + Z <LZ Ukakek,Laiei> — iHLaieiHQ
k=i k=0 k=0
2
1 L L
:L(vafl)aiaffﬁ 9?\,711* +Loia?75a?
2 -
L, 5 LR? L L?R?
= —a? (20; (6% —1)+20; — 1) — —5——. > || = zi|| =
2@ (20 O 1) 20— 1) 263, — 1)2 02, —1" (63 — 1)
Ifie0: N—1],
L, 9 LR? L, (46, , o 46; LR?
Za? (20, (03 —1) +20; — 1) — —5——— = —a; 03 — 1) + -1
2 i (203 ( ) i—1) 2003, —1)2  2° ef\,( ) 0%, 2(03, — 1)2
L, LR?
= —a? (40, — 1) — = fi.
5% (@0 =1) 2003, — 1)2 fi
Ifi = N,
L, 5 LR? L, (2 9 2 ) LR?
— 2 03 —1) +20n —1) = —5 s = — =0 1)+ = =1 - =
ZCLN(UN(N )+ IN ) 2(9]2\]71)2 2“N 9N(N )JFGN 2(9?\]71)2
L LR?
zaaif (29]\;71)72(012\]771)2:]"]\]. > using Lemma 26

[m}

The following lemma is a restriction of Theorem 2 in the sense that it has a fixed starting point zg = zp = 0 and
fixed dimension d = N + 1.

Lemma 35 Let L >0, R>0, N >0, and let zg = z9 = 0 € RNt1. Let L-smooth and convex function f: RNT1 5 R
as
F(@) = max Ellel® = §llo - £ 3 cugil® + 2o (fi+ gllgs — Laall® = Fllill?)
assr iel iel
and closed, convex, and proper function h: RNtL 5 RU {co} as h(z) = §c(x), where d¢ is the indicator function of
the convex set C' = x4 + cone{go, g1,...,gn}, with the choice of (28).
Then x, € argmin(f + h) and satisfies ||xo — z«|| = R and
Lljzo — z|?

Fax) + hlaw) = Jle) = ha) > S

for any sequence {{(2i,9:,7:) }ic[o:2anN—1], TN} satisfying the following double-function span condition:

d; € {0,1}, fori=0,...,2N —1,
2N -1 2N—1
> si= Y (1-68)=N,
=0 1=0
, if 5, = (32)
d4; = { V&) H0i=0,  grizo0,... 2N-1,
zi — prox%h(zi) if §; =1,

z; € zo + span{do,...,di—1}, fore=1,...,2N — 1,

TN € xo + span{do,...,dan_1}.

To clarify, xn in (32) is unrelated to x in (28).
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Proof By Lemma 29 and Lemma 33, we have —g, € Oh(zx). By Lemma 34, we have g. = Vf(z«). Therefore,
x4 € argmin(f + h) with f(z«) + h(z+) = fx + 0 = 0, and ||zg — z«|| = R by Lemma 30. Now by Lemma 5, when
the starting point is xg = z9 = 0, each gradient evaluation will give at most one new next coordinate, and proximal
evaluations do not introduce any new coordinate. So, after N gradient and N proximal evaluations respectively (order
does not matter), the output =z will be in the span of {eq,...,en—_1} under the condition (32) of the lemma. Now we
apply the second result of Lemma 5 to conclude that

Fn) + hlan) — f@e) — has) > inf (f(&) + h(z)) - 0
z€span{eq,...,en_1}
_ Lllzo —z.?

> inf f(@) > fn =

zEspan{eq,...,en_1} 2(0?\7 — 1)

Then we expand the condition of Lemma 35 to arrive at Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2 Assume d > N + 1. Take fo € Fo,1, and hg € Fo,c0 be functions defined in Lemma 35, which
are embedded in R%. Call #, to be the element of argmin, cga (fo + ho) in Lemma 35. Now for arbitrary zo = 2o, let
f: R4 -5 R and h: R? — R be translation of fo and hg by zo:

f(x) = fo(x —x0), h(z) = ho(z — o).

Then f is L-smooth and convex, h is an indicator function of nonempty closed convex set, and z, £ &, + zg9 €
argming cga(f + h). Now assume the sequence {{(2i,9;,7:)}ic[0:2n—1],*N} is produced from a method that satisfies
the double-function span condition. That is,

z; € zo +span{do,...,d;_1},

zN € 20 +span{do,...,dan_1},

where
dl_{Vf(zi) i85, =0,

Zi — prOX,Yih(Zi) if 51‘ =1.

Then for 2; £ z; —x0 = 2; — 20 and Iy = o§ — o = TN — 20, {{(fi,52‘7’72‘)}¢e[0;21\1_1]7ffN} satisfies:
Zi € Zo +Span{d~0,...,di_1},

TN € 2o +Span{d~o,. .. ,d~2N71,}

where

~ Vfo(z) ifé; =0,
di =9 . I
Zi — ProX.,p, (2:) if 6; = 1.
This is because Zp = 0 and
Vf(zi) = VI(Z + z0) = Vfo(Zi + zo — z0) = Vfo(Z:),
prox., ,(z;) — xo = prox., , (2i — To) = Prox.,, (%)
So,
Zi — Prox,, . (%;) = z; — w0 — prox., (i) + ¥o = z; — prox., ().

Hence, we can apply Lemma 35 on {{(Zi,d:,7:)}ic[o:2n—1], TN} to get

L0 —#,||? L|lwo—z«]|>  LR?
2003 —1) 2003 —1) 2003 -1)

Jo(Zn) + ho(ZN) — fo(Z«) — ho(x) 2

Then we finally get

f@n) +h(zn) = f(@x + 20) — M(Zx + 20) = fo(@N) + ho(EN) — fo(Zx) — ho(Zx)
L)j0 - 2.|* _ Lllzo — z.|? LR?
> = =
= o2(6% —1) 2(60% — 1) 2003 — 1)’

and f and h are our desired functions. O



52 U. Jang, S. Das Gupta, E. K. Ryu

E Omitted proof of Theorem 4

We now make a formal definition of the deterministic N-step double-oracle method.

A deterministic N-step double-oracle method A is a mapping from initial point z¢p and a tuple of function (f,h)
to A(zo, (f,h)) = {{(2:,0i,7i) }iejo:an—1] *n }- Here, we use z for consistency with Section 3, and we call zy the
approzimate solution, or simply the output. The sequence A(zo, (f,h)) = {{(2:,0i,7)}ic[o:2n—-1],*N} depends on
(f,h) only through N queries to gradient oracle Of(z;) = (Vf(2i), f(2i)) and N to proximal oracle Op(z;,v;) =
(prox., ;(z:), h(2i)). Here, z; denotes the next (gradient or proximal) query point to an oracle, J; € {0,1} is the indicator
that tells a method to which oracle to query next. Specifically, if §; = 0, z; is fed into Oy (-) , otherwise z; is fed into
On(+,7i), where and 7; > 0 is i-th proximal stepsize. For further precision, we define

(50770) = AO(ZO)7
(2i,05,7i) = Ay ({(Zj,éj,w)};;é, {1- 5j)0f(zj)75j0h(Zj77j)}§;é> fori e [1:2N —1],
an = Aan ({(23:65,9) 125 (L= 605 (2),8;0n (25,7122 1)+

where we use, for notational shorthand,
e 0-Of =0 (Oy is not evaluated)
e 0-0Op =0 (O is not evaluated)
e 1-0Op =0y (Oy is evaluated)
e 1-0Op =0y (O is evaluated).
Additionally, the number of queries to Oy and O} must each be exactly N. i.e.,

2N—-1 2N—-1
dg= > (1-5)=N.
j=0 j=0

Theorem 4 expands the result of Theorem 2 to any deterministic N-step double-oracle methods using resisting oracle
technique [56,12,63]. To get the desired result, we use double-function zero-respecting condition, which is similar but
slightly more general than the double-function span condition. The sequence {{(z:, di, Vi) }icjo:2n—1], TN} is said to be
double-function zero-respecting with respect to (f, h) if

0; € {0,1}, fori=0,...,2N —1,
2N—1 2N—1
dosi= > (1-8&)=N,
=0 1=0
a4 = { V1) 0 =0, fri=o0,... 2N -1,
zi — prox, p(z;) if 6; =1,

supp{z; } C supp{do,...,di—1}, fort=0,...,2N — 1,
supp{zn} C supp{do,...,dan—-1},

where supp{z;} £ {j € [0:d — 1]| (ej, z;) # 0} and supp{do,...,d;} = U;:O supp{d;}. Note that by definition, zg = 0
for any double-function zero-respecting sequences.

We say a matrix U € R™*™ is orthogonal if columns {u;};icjo:n—1] € R™ of U are mutually orthonormal, or
equivalently, UTU = I,,.

The following lemmas are building blocks for resisting oracle technique.

Lemma 36 For any orthogonal matriz U € R Xd with d’ > d and any vector xg € ]Rd/, if f: R4 = R is L-smooth
and convezx, then fy: RY - R defined by
fo(z) £ f(UT(z - 20))

is L-smooth and convez.
Proof Note that Vfy(z) = UV f(UT(x — x0)). For any z,y € R,

IV fu(z) = VoWl = UVFUT(z = 20)) = UV f(UT(y — o))l
=||Vf(U (x —x0)) — VU (y — z0))|| > U is orthogonal

Therefore,
fu ) = fu @) = (Vful@)y =) — 519 ful@) = Vi@ = [T~ 20) = FU (@~ 20))
— UV (@ —w0))y — 1) — 5[ VIUT (@~ w0)) = VU~ 20)P
= FUT(y — 20)) = fUT (@ = 20)) — (VI (U (@ = 20)), Uy — o)
— S IVIUT (@ — 20)) — VAT — wo)) | 2 0,

where the last inequality is from L-smoothness and convexity of f. O
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Lemma 37 For any orthogonal matriz U € RY' %4 it 4 > d and any vector xg, if h: R* = R is an indicator function
of nonempty closed convex set, then hy : RY R defined by

hy(x) 2 h(UT(z — x0))
is an indicator function of nonempty closed convex set.

Proof Assume h = §¢ for nonempty closed convex set C C R? and let
C 2 {z|UT(z—z0) € C} CRY.

Then, hy = 6. Now we claim that Cis nonempty, closed, and convex. Take ¢ € C. Then since Uc + x¢ € C’, C #+ 0.

C is closed since it is preimage of C under continuous transformation UT(- — xg). For convexity, suppose z,y € C and
t € [0,1]. Then,

UT (1= ) + ty —20) = UT (1 — )( — 20) + H(y — x0))
=1 —tUT(z —20) + tUT(y — z0) € C

where the last inclusion is from the convexity of C. Therefore we conclude (1 — t)z + ty € C. O

From now, U € R %4 ig orthogonal, and fiy and hy are as defined in Lemma 36 and 37 respectively.

Lemma 38 Suppose f: R® — R is L-smooth convex and h: R* — R is indicator function of nonempty closed convex
set. If . € argmin, cpa(f + h) exists, then x* L U% 4 a0 € argmin g/ (fu + ho)-

Proof Note that UTU = 1. For any « € Rd/,

fu(xy) + hy(zy) = fF(UT(UZy + 0 — x0)) + R(UT(UZ4 + 20 — 70))
= f(&+) + h(Zx)
< f(U(x —z0)) + h(UT(z — z0)) > &, € argmin(f + h)

z€R

= fu(z) + hu(z).
o

Lemma 39 Take f: R — R and h: R — R to be the functions that are defined in Theorem 2. If {{(z;, 6, Yi)Yie[o:2N—1]> TN }
is double-function zero-respecting with respect to (f,h), then it satisfies the double-function span condition (32).

Proof Assume {{(2i,di,7i)}ic[o:2an—1], N} is double-function zero-respecting with respect to (f,h). Then, we have
zo = 0 by the double-function zero-respecting assumption. From this, we have do € span{eg} by the property of (f,h)
in Theorem 2 when zp = 0. Now suppose d; € span{eg,...,e;} for all 0 < ¢ < k where 0 < k < 2N — 1. Then,
supp{zr} C supp{do,...,dr—1} C {0,...,k — 1} by the double-function zero-respecting assumption. By the property of
(f,h), we then have dj € {eo,...,ex}. Therefore, d; € span{eg,...,e;} holds for all ¢ € [0 : 2N — 1]. This proves the
equivalence of double-function span condition and double-function zero-respecting sequence, under the choice of (f, h)
from Theorem 2. O

Lemma 40 Assume L > 0, N > 0, and d’ > d + 2N. Let A be any deterministic N-step double-oracle method,
Ty = 20 € R be any vector, f: R* — R is L-smooth and convex, h: R* — R is an indicator function of nonempty
closed convex set. Then there exists an orthogonal matriz U € RY X4 gnd A(z0, (fu, hv)) = {{(2is9:,7:) Yicjoan—1], TN }
such that if Z; 2 UT(z; — 20) € RVT then {{(%;, iy i) Yiejo:aN—1] ZN} is double-function zero-respecting with respect

to (f,h).
Proof Recall the support condition of double-function zero-respecting sequences.
i—1
supp{z:} C | J supp {Vf(zj) or zj — proxwh(zj')} = supp {do, ..., di—1},
§=0
supp{zn} = supp{do,...,doan—-1},
where
d = Vf(z) if §; =0,
E P prox,h_h(zi) if §; = 1.
Forie [0:2N],let I; C[0:d—1] be
I; = supp {Jo, e a&i—l} ,
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where
J— Vf(z) if 6 =0,
N - prox,h_h(éi) if §; = 1.
Then {{(2i,d:,7i) }icjo:an—1]» ZN } being double-function zero-respecting with respect to (f,h) is equivalent to

supp{2;} C I;, i € [0: 2N — 1] and supp{Zn} C I2N.

Also note that
0=I0ChH C---Cloy_1 CIyC[0:d—1].

Now we construct the matrix U = [ug | - -+ |ug—1] by choosing appropriate u; € R’ inductively. For i = 0, Zp = 0 is
clear from the definition. Since Z; = UT(z; — 20), supp{Z;} C I, is again equivalent to

(uj,zi —z0) =0 Vj¢lI;, i€[0:2N —1] and (uj,xzn —20) =0, Vj ¢ Ian.

Now for i € [1: 2N], choose {u;};er,\1,_, from the orthogonal complement of

Si—1 £ span {{Zl — 20, " ,%i—1 — 20} U {uj}jezi,l}
and let them be mutually orthonormal. At the last step, choose {u;} je0:d—1]\Ion from the orthogonal complement of

San £ span {{z1 — 20, ,2an—1 — 20, 2N — 20} U{u;j}ier,pn } -

Here, we need to verify that the dimension is large enough to choose such orthonormal set of vectors. More precisely, we
have to check

dimS;t | > |I; \ Ii_1] for i € [1: 2N] and dimS55 > d — |Ian],

which is true from our assumption d’ > d 4+ 2N. To be more precise,

dimS;-, =d —(i—1) = |I;_1| >d —2N — |[I;_1| >d— |I;_1| > |I; \ Ii_1]

and

dimSyy = d' — 2N — |Ion| > d — |Ian |-
Then {ui}fz_ol are orthonormal and (uj,z; — zg) = 0 for j ¢ I;. Therefore U = [ug | --- |uq—1] satisfies the statement of
the lemma. O

Now we prove Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4 Take (f,h) to be tuple of L-smooth convex function on RN*1 and an indicator function of nonempty
closed convex set on RN+ which is defined in Theorem 2. Let &, € argming cpn+1(f + h). By Lemma 40, there exists
an orthogonal matrix U € REX(N+D) with d > 2N + N+1 = 3N 41 and A (2o, (fu, hv)) = {{(z:, 8, vi)Yicjo:iaN—1]s TN}
such that if Z; £ UT(z; — 20) € RV, then {{(, iy i) Yie[o:2N—1] TN } is double-function zero-respecting with respect
to (f, h). Then by Lemma 39, {{(z;, 51‘7%‘)}1‘6[0;2N71],50N} satisfies the double-function span condition. Therefore, by
Theorem 2,

L||0 — &2

F@N) + hEw) = £(@) = @) 2 e

Note that z, 2 UZ, + z0 € argming pa(fu + hy) by Lemma 38. Then we finally have

fu(ezn) +hu(en) — fule«) —hu(zx) = fu(en) + hu(en) — fu(UZ« + x0) — hy (UZ« + 0)
= f@N) +h(EN) — f(Z+) — h(Z4)
< LIo — E4|? _ LIU&E|* _ Lllzo — x|

= o200% -1 2003 -1 20%-1)

Therefore, fiy and hy are our desired functions. [}
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F Omitted proof of Theorem 5

We now make a formal definition of the deterministic N-step proximal method.

We assume proximal stepsizes {'Yi}ie[o:N—l] are given and fixed. A deterministic N-step proximal method A is a
mapping from initial point zg and a function h to A(zo,h) = {xi}iE[O:N]v and we call z the approzximate solution,
or simply the output. The sequence A(zo,h) = {xi}iE[O:N] depends on h only through N queries to proximal oracle
On(zi,7:) = (prox., (), h(x;)). Here, x; denotes the next query point to an oracle. More precisely, for i € [1: N,

z;i = Aqi(zo,h) = A({z;}5=0, On(20,70)s -+ On(@i1,7i-1))-

Similar to the previous section, we expand the result of Theorem 3 to any deterministic N-step proximal methods by
using the resisting oracle technique [56,12].

We use proximal zero-respecting condition, which is similar but slightly more general than the proximal span
condition. The sequence {mi}ie[O:N] is said to be proxzimal zero-respecting with respect to h if

supp{z;} C supp{zo — prox, (o), ...,%i—1 — Prox,,  p(zi—1)} fori=0,...,N.

where supp{z} £ {i € [0: d — 1]]| (e;, z) # 0}. Note that by definition, zop = 0 for any proximal zero-respecting sequences.
The following lemmas are building blocks for the proximal version of the resisting oracle technique.

Lemma 41 For any orthogonal matriz U € R %d with d' > d and any vector xg € Rd/, if h: RY — R is convex, then
hy: RY = R defined by
hy(z) = h(UT (z — x0))

18 convez.
Proof Suppose x,y € R . Then for t € [0,1],

hy (1 —=t)z+ty) =h(UT((1 —t)z+ty — x0))
=h((1—-t)UT (x —x0) +tUT (y — z0))
< (1= Hh(UT (@ —0)) +th (UT (y — 20))
=1 —thy(z) +thu(y).
where the inequality is from convexity of h. Therefore, hyy is convex. O

Lemma 42 Suppose h: R* — R is convex. Let hy be as defined in Lemma 41. If &, € argming  ga h exists, then
z* 2 Uz, + a0 € argmin_ _pqs hy.

Proof For any x € ]Rd/,
hy (z+) = h(UT(UZx + 2o — 20)) = h(Z+) < h(UT(z = x0)) = hy (),
where the inequality is from Z. € argminga h. [}

Lemma 43 Take h: R? — R to be the function defined in Theorem 3. If {xi}ie[O:N] is proximal zero-respecting with
respect to h, then it satisfies the prozimal span condition (16).

Proof Assume {mi}ie[O:N] is proximal zero-respecting with respect to h. Then, we have zg = 0 by the double-function
zero-respecting assumption. From this, we have do € span{eg} by the property of h in Theorem 3 when zg = 0.
Now suppose x; — prox,“h(zi) € span{eg,...,e;} for all 0 < ¢ < k where 0 < k < N — 1. Then, supp{zx} C
supp{zo — Prox, (o), .- -, Tk—1 —ProxX,, ,,(zr-1)} C{0,...,k—1} by the proximal zero-respecting assumption. By
the property of h, we then have ), — prox., ,(zx) € {eo; ..., ex}. Therefore, z; — prox., ,(z;) € span{eo, ...,e;} holds
for all ¢ € [0 : N — 1]. This proves the equivalence of proximal span condition and proximal zero-respecting sequence,
under the choice of A from Theorem 3. O

Lemma 44 Assume N >0, and d’ > d+ N. Let A be any deterministic N-step prorimal method, xo € RY be any
vector, h: R? — R is convex. Then there exists an orthogonal matriz U € RY %9 and A(wo, hy) = {zi}ic[0:n] such that
if # 2 UT(x; — x0) € RNTL then {Zi}ie[o:N] s prozimal zero-respecting with respect to h.

Proof Recall the support condition of proximal zero-respecting sequences.
supp{z;} C supp {:co — Prox, (o), .., Ti—1 — prox%_lh(mi_l)} .
Fori€[0: N],let I; C[0:d—1] be

I; = supp {jo - prox,mh(ito), R I prox,yl,ilh(.%i_l)} .
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Then {fi}ie[O:N] being proximal zero-respecting with respect to h is equivalent to
supp{z;} C I;, i € [0: N].

Also note that
0=IpCIL C---CIn_1 CINC[0:d—1].

Now we construct the matrix U = [ug | - -+ |ug—1] by choosing appropriate u; € R’ inductively. For i = 0, g = 0 is
clear from the definition. Since &; = UT(z; — x0), supp{Z;} C I; is again equivalent to

<uj,xi—1’0>:0 Vjﬁé[i, i€ [OZN].

Now for i € [1: NJ, choose {u;};cr,\1,_, from the orthogonal complement of

S;—1 £ span {{11 —x0, -+ ,2i—1 —zoy U{uj}er,_, } ,
so that they are mutually orthonormal. At the last step, choose {u; }je[O:d—l]\IN from the orthogonal complement of

Sy 2 span{{zl —xzo, -, N —xo} U {Uj}jEIN}.

Here, we need to verify that the dimension is large enough to choose such orthonormal set of vectors. More precisely, we
have to check
dimS;- > |I; \ I;_1]| for i € [1 : N,

which is true from our assumption d’ > d + N. To be more precise,
dimSi | =d' — (i —1) = |Li—1| >d — N — |Li—1| > d—|Li—1| > |I; \ Li—1],

dimS% =d' — N —|In| > d — |In|.
Then {ul}f;ol are orthonormal and (uj,x; — xo) = 0 for j ¢ I;. Therefore U = [ug | - - - | uq—1] satisfies the statement of
the lemma. O

Now we prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. Take h be closed, convex, and proper function on RN*! defined in Theorem 3. Let &, €
argmin, cpn+1 h. By Lemma 44, there exists an orthogonal matrix U € RAX(N+1) withd > N+ N +1=2N +1 and

A(zo, hy) = {=i}ig[o.n] such that if Z; 2 UT(z; —x0) € RVTL, then {Zi}ie[0:n] is proximal zero-respecting with respect
to h. Then by Lemma 43, {fi}ie[O:N] satisfies the proximal span condition. Therefore by Theorem 3,

Yn—1]]0 — &2
_—mmm-ma - — e

h(Zn) — h(Zy) > €.
(@) —hia) > B

Note that zx 2 UZ, + o € argmin, cpa hy by Lemma 42. Then we finally have

hy(zn) — hy(z+) = hu(zn) — hy(Ux + z0)
— h(@n) — h(Fs)

YN 1|0 — &2
IN=1ll0 = Zl”

A3
wn—1lUZ1?
T T 422 -
V0N -1
_n—1llmo — @ ||? A
= ¢
45NN 1
Therefore, hy; is our desired function. [}

G Alternate proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we give another proof of Theorem 1.
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G.1 Proof outline

Assume z, = y, = 0 without the loss of generality. For convenience, define the notation
fi=f(z;) fori e [0: N], fx = f(x«), fi =Vf(z;) forie[0: N], f. =V (xs),

hi = h(y;) for i € [L: N], ha = h(yx), hi = h/(y;) for i € [1 : NI, b, = h'(y«).

Since Lemma 2 establishes that zy =y, there is no need to separately define h/(zx) = by and h/(yn) = hi 5, as was
done in the formulation of optimization problem in Section 3. Therefore, we use the index range [1 : N] for the function
h, rather than [N : 2N], in order to keep the presentation simple. Now consider the following positive-semidefinite matrix

[ llzoll? - (wo, f1) (w0, fg) -+ (zo, fn) (w0, hy) -+ (w0, hiy)]
(fromo) L2 (fr g Lo dh) (foha) e (F Ry
(formo) (S, f2) AP -+ {fo, F) (fo b4 -+ (f6, hin)

_ : : : : : - : IN43
G = hmo) (Flon £1) (P F) oo IIENIZ (Fan b o (Fabi) | S5 (33)
(o) (B 71 (R, 5 oo (RIOFAY IRANE oo (i, i)
(Bl o) (s £1) (Bl £3) -+ (g, £ie) (R ) =+ IR II2 ]

Then, G is a symmetric outer product and is, therefore, positive semidefinite.
Suppose we have shown the existence of A; ; > 0, 7; ; > 0, and positive semidefinite matrix Z € SiN+3 such that

Lllzo — 2|

2@, — 1) "IN AN femha kD0 Mg (s~ fik e ) 4 ap I - 1)

,5€{*,0,....N}

<0 (L-smoothness and convexity of f) (34)
+ S m (b= kit Wy — ) Cer(ze) >0,

ije{x1,...,N}

<0 (convexity of h)

where we have used the fact that trace of the product of two positive-semidefinite matrices is nonnegative [50, Proposition
6.2.3]. Previously, we showed that zn = yn. Therefore, we conclude

Llzo —x|® _ Lllzo —

Fluw) + hun) = Sow) + hluw) = f by = fu = ha £ 500 < S0

) (35)

where the last inequality of (35) is from [17, Equation (4.11)].

In the following subsections, we show the proof of equality () of equation (34) and establish positive semidefiniteness
of Z in detail. Also, to make independent verification possible, we make our PEP code publicly available at the following
GitHub link:

https://github.com/UijeongJang/0OptISTA-Verification

For the rest of the proof, we discuss step by step how to arrive at () of equation (34).

Choice of )\; ; and 7; ;. First, we define the sequence {éi}izow,’N,l for further use.

G — 0;, ifie[0: N —2],
P BN = N1

Now we discuss our choice of {(Xi,j)}i jefx,0,1,....8} and {(74,5)}i je{x,1,...,n} as follows:

g 20, 1 ...
M= ifie0: N—1], Tei = 75—+ if i € [1: N]
’ 0% ’ On—1 _
A — 1 o 2601 _ 2051 . . .
N = ¥, N oN’ - Ti,j = 912\,7291‘24»‘% 9?\]*29?,14’97’,—1 1f1§l<]§N, (36)

202 .. .
Ai,i+1=ﬁ1fz€[0:N—1L ifie[l: N—1],

T - 0;—1
) 1,8 = 52 Top2 1g,
Ai,j = 0 otherwise, 7;,j = 0 otherwise.

Simple but tedious algebraic manipulation shows that A; ; > 0for,j € {%,0,1,..., N} and 7; ; > 0fori,j € {x,1,...,N}.
We show this manipulation in Section G.2 .
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Choice of Z. The matrix Z in (34) is defined as follows:

A B C
BT D E
CT ETF

Z=(Zi;) =

€ §2N+3 (37)

where A € §2, B e R2X(N+1) ¢ e R2XN D e SN+ e RVH+DXN and F € SN, The submatrices A,B, C, D, E,

and F' are defined as:

Bii=——3+ifie€[l:N],
AL = gy :
A N _ ) BiN+1 = 5y
= A12=421=0, B= 01 } )
. Bos=-Yi5lifie[1:N],
A — 1 ’ Lo
2,2 = 31, Ny
BaN+1 =~ 5555
Di,j:%igllfzgeu NI,
c-Ci=- 92— ifeeft: N, D=<p D fie(l:N],
= = ;= —;1 i€ ’
Ce; =0 1fl€[1:N}, N 1N1+1 On
Dny1,N+1 =315
o Fy= 20220201 55 € 12 N,
By ;=211 ifg,5€[1: N, 0;_10;
E={" Lo% F= Fi,i+1:Fi+1,i:211721f16[1 N —1],
Eniri=2=Litic[l: N] LN
s . 9 . .
LN Fi,j:Fj,i:Ei,j:%ifz'eu:N—m,u—ﬂzz.

(38)

We can show that Z is positive-semidefinite through algebraic manipulations, we show this calculation in Section G.3.

Characterization of LHS of (34).

Note that , the left hand side of (34) can be expanded as follows:

L 1
ml\xo—z*ll2+ Z Ad,j (fj—fi+<fjl~,27i—$j>+ﬁ||f¢/—fg/'||2)
N i,j€{*,0,...,N}
+ > 7ig (R = hi + (R, yi —y5)) — (FN + hy — fx — ha)
i,j€{*,1,...,N}
= > Aig (f5 = fi) + > 7i,j (hj — hi)
1,j€{*,0,...,N} i,j€{*x,1,...,N}
term_1 term_2
1
S DR (<f;~,zi — @)+ 57 I - f;-||2) D Tk —w)
,5€{*,0,...,N} i,j€{*1,...,N}
term_3 term. 4
(fn +hy = fu = ) + =—EJlao — o |? (39)
- — fx — hx ———|lzo — x«||"-
N N — fx 2002 1) 0

Next, through simple but tedious algebra, we simplify term_i for i = 1,...

be simplified as follows for our selection of A; ; and 7; ;:

,4. We can show that term_1 and term_2 can

term 1 = > i (f5 = fi) = N — fu, (40)
i,j€{%,0,...,N}
term 2 = > 7i.j (hj —hi) = hy — hu, (41)
i,je{*,1,...,N}
which we show in Section G.4 . Then, we can show that for our selection of A; ;, term_3 can be expanded as:
1 al 1 A
Yo g (wi—a) oI = ) = = D0 Aealfzo) + =117 - Z SR
. 2L ‘ 2L 4
i,j€{*,0,...,N} =0 i=0
N-—-1 2 N-—-1
40,0, 20
+ Z AP+ AR+ > S LI+ D0 TN 1)
LO% 2L 0<j<i—1<N-—1 Loy =0 Loy
N
46,0, 20— Nie1,i0 i— A i Qi i
Y VL) + Z AR+ Z( e = ) (FLED, 2)
1<j<i<N N i=1
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and for our selection of 7; j, term 4 can be expanded as:

= N-1
40._19. T,+1,.py.
D D L R VIR CIUNAES SRRt
i,5€{*1,....,N} 0<j<i<N N i=1
= N-1
40; 1051 ,., ., 40;-10;—1 |, o 46;-16; — 207 -
+ > Wh (RS +Z 02, (1Al +ZW% L) (43)

1<j<i—1<N-1

Both (42) and (43) can be deduced through elementary but tedious symbolic calculation. We show this in Section G.5.

Proving (%) of equality (34). Now putting the values obtained from (40), (41), (42), and (43) in (39), we can show
that the LHS of (34) would be equal to tr GZ where G and Z are defined in (33) and (37) (calculation shown in
Section G.6). This proves (34) thus giving us the desired rate.

G.2 Nonnegativity of A; ; and 7; ;

The following lemma proves the nonnegativity of A; ; and 7; ;.

Lemma 45 Recall {(Xi,j)}i je(x,0,1,...8} and {(Tij)}ijex,1,...,N} defined as in (36). Then X;; > 0 for i,j €
{x0,1,...,N} and 73, > 0 fori,j € {x,1,...,N}.

Proof 1t is easy to check that
1=0p <6 < <0y_1and 20%_, < 6%.

Then X;; > 0 for ¢,5 € {%,0,1,..., N} is straightforward from the definition. It is also immediate to check that

20;_1 .
T*,i=9?v7120 i€ [1:N],
0, —1
Tit1i= 5——a—— >0 i€[1:N—1].

2 2
0% — 207 +0;
For 73 ; when 1 <i < j <N,

(0% — 202 +0;) — (0% —202_1 +0;-1) =207 — 207 —0;_1 +0; = (0;—1 — 0;)(20;—1 +20; — 1) <0,

so {(63 —26% + 0i)}ic[o:n—1] is strictly decreasing and positive. Therefore,

" 1 1
=20, - > 0.
T =S <9]2V —202 40, 02, —20%, +9i_1> =

G.3 Positive semidefiniteness of Z

The following two lemmas prove the positive semidefiniteness of Z.

Lemma 46 (Cauchy’s interlacing theorem) Let A € S™ be a symmetric matriz and v € R™ be a nonzero vector. Let
wi(+) denote the i-th largest eigenvalue of a matriz. Then,

pn(A) < pn(A+0vT) < pn—1(A) < pn—1(A+voT) <o < pn(A) < pa(A+voT).
Proof We refer the readers to [38, Corollary 4.3.9].

Lemma 47 Recall the definition of Z in (37) where the submatrices are defined as in (38). Then Z is positive
semidefinite, i.e.,.Z € SiN'H’.

Proof 1t is clear from the definition that A is positive definite and

2
A1 W 0
0 2L

So we equivalently prove the positive semidefiniteness of the Schur complement:

D E| [BT] ,-
[ET F] - {CT} ATl [B C] e s?NHL
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Let o
BTl ., D E
2w [29)
where D € SN*1, B e RIWHDXN "and F € SN, Then,

_ 2003 - 1)

D; ;= T B1,iB1,; +2LB2 ;B> j,

- 2(0% — 1
Eij= 20n —1) )Bl,icl,j +2LB3,;Cs j,

=T
_ 2002, — 1
Fij= %Cl,icu +2LC2,;C2 5.

For i,5 € [1: NJ,

2(603 — 1)

5 2(0% — 1) 0;—16;_1 +2L91’719j71 C20%0; 10, 1 20;_10;_1 - D

= = i
L 0% L26% Lo, L62,

B1,iB1,j +2LB2 ;B> j = (44)

Fori=N+1andje€[l:N],

200% — 1) 2(0% —1) 61 0j-1 _ 00,1 _ 0;1
—= "B Bi1;+2LB By i = ———~ 2L = = =D . 45
T 1,N+1B1,; + 2,N+1B2,; I 267, + 21207, o3, Lon N+1,j (45)
Fori=j53=N+1,
2003 — 1) 2(0%,—-1) 1 1 6%, 1
—= B B 2LB B: = —"— 42 = =—=D . 46
7 1,N+1B1,n+1 + o, N+1B2, N41 i 102, + 10263, 2065 2L N+1,N+1-  (46)

So we have D = D by (44), (45), and (46). For 4,5 € [1 : N],

2003 - 1) 2(0% — 1) 2003 —1) 616, 20;_10;_1
B1,;C1,j +2LBs ;05 j = By,;C,; = 2 = 1= =F;;.  (47)
L T eI T L 60%(63 —1) L3, “J
Fori=N+1,j€[1:N],
208 =V p Cij +2LB c G T c 2 - 6 —éj_l—E .. (48)
L 1I,N+1V1,5 2,N+1V2,5 = L 1,N4+1V1,57 = I 291\7(9?\7*1) = LQN = LEN+1,5-
So we have E = E by (47) and (48). Hence,
DE| [DE_Jo o0
ETF ETF| |OF-F|"
and the problem reduces to proving the positive semidefiniteness of $ 2 F — F € SV. For i,j € [1:N],
_ 2(0%, — 1) 2(0%, — 1) 2002 —1) 0;_10,_1  20;_10,_,
Fij="N 201 ,C1;+2LC,;Coj = N 20y ;0 = X e . hy 49
i,7 I 1,7 1,]+ 2,125 1,:“1,5 L (912\771)2 L(912V*1) ( )
Recall that ~
46;-10,;_
Fis= % ifie[l:N],
N
20;10; — 02, 6;—1(20; — ;1)
Fi,i+1 = Fi+1,i = L = le c [1 N N el 1], (50)
L6%, L6%,
291'_153'_1 2§i—1éj—1 I - :
F;=Fj; = 767, = L2, ifie[l:N—-2], j>i+2.

Then from (49) and (50), we get
S=V-W
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> using (21) of Lemma 19

. Then for any nonzero

_20n_1+ 60N —1

where
M 262 02
Lo3, ~ Lo%
é§ 267 02
T Lo, Le? L92
R B A
V= Lo, L3, L6%,
79?\173 2035 79%72
L63,  L63% L6%,
02 20N_1(20n_1—0Nn_1)
L L6%, L6%,
and
2 2 ~ ~ 2 ~ ~
Wii= ——— —— 10,10, {1 = ——— 0, _160._1.
K (L(92 —1)  Le? > T 63, — ez, !
For notational simplicity, let @; £ LGQ >0foric[0: N —2]and py_1 = 20N_1(26L]\;%17€N_1)
€= (o, én—1)T €RY,
N— N-2
§TVE= Z 2067 —2 > pibibiy1 +oN 1881
i=0 i=0
N-2 N-2
= @i(Ciy1 — &)+ 0ol + D (pi —pim1)& + (on-1 — on—2)Ex_1-
=0 i=1
We now show that ¢; are strictly increasing and positive, which implies {TVE > 0 and thus V is positive definite. For
i€[l: N -2,
02 — 092 0. 0.
i i—1 K i
Pi = Pi-1l = 55— = = > 0.
L2, L0% Lo
Fori=N—1,
20N _1(20n—1 —On_1) %o 1
PN-1—PN—2 = L%, L%, L92 (491\7 10n_1— 203, 9?\/—2)
1 ( ] ;2 2
= 80n_10n_1 —40% 729N,2)
2L0%,
1 -
=—— (40n_1(20N_1 + 0N — 1) — (20n_1 + On — 1)> — 203, _,) > substituting Oy _1
2L6%;
1
= 310% (40%_1 + 20N — 0% — 1 —20%_,)
1 2 2 s (91) of 10
=5 (291\,_1 +20n_1+20Nn — 0% — 1) > using (21) of Lemma 19
2L6%;
On— ,
2L02 (20n—1 +0n — 1) = L021 > 0. > using (22) of Lemma 19

Note that W is positive semidefinite rank 1 matrix,

W = wwT where w =

so we apply Lemma 46 with S and V = S + W. Then,

pn(S) < pn(V) < pnv-1(S) S pnv-1(V) <

From positive definiteness of V, we have puy (V) > 0. For 1 = (1,...

®o 9:0
®1 — %o 1 01
V1= , -
: LO%
PN—-1 — PN-2 é[\],l

where we used ;0 71 0; =

w1l=

L(0%, — 1)0%,

2

L(6% — 1)62

(6o, ...,0n-1)T,

< pa(S) < pa (V).

,1)T € RY | note that

fo

N-1 01
()"
N i=0 . :

ON_1

property (51), we must have ,u,N(S) = 0 and this proves the positive semidefiniteness of S.

(51)

(24) of Lemma 19. Therefore S1 = 0, so 0 is an eigenvalue of S. By our interlacing
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G.4 Proof of (40) and (41)

The next lemma proves (40).

Lemma 48 The following equality holds.

N N-1
> Xig (F5 = F) =D Ai(fi = f)+ D Miigr (fixr = fi)) = fn — fx
i,j€{%,0,...,N} i=0 i=0
Proof It is equivalent to show (52) and (53):
D=1, Mo0—Ao1 =0, An +Av_1n =1, (52)
=0
)\*,i + )\1‘7171' — )\i,i+1 =0fori e [1 N — 1]. (53)
For (52),
Aiyi = 26 20 v _y ing (22) and (23) of Lemma 19
Z x,i = 02 Z k + N_1 Tt 92 =1, > using (22) and (23) of Lemma 1¢
N k=0
200 203
A*,o—)\o,lieTo—TQOZ(L
1 263 On + 203
AN+ AN N=—+ ]\;71 - 5 N-1 g, > using (22) of Lemma 19
On 0% 0%
For (53) when i € [1: N — 1],
20, 202, 202 2 ) 5 A \
Aeyi FAic1,i — Aiji41 = —5 + - =t = — (—6’- +60; + 0~71) =0. > using (21) of Lemma 19
2 e e T :

Recall that {7; j}; je{s1,..,N} is exactly the same as the one defined in Section C. Thus, Lemma 22 proves (41).

G.5 Proof of (42) and (43)

The next lemma proves (42).

Lemma 49 The following equality (42) holds.

1 X 1 Ausi
> A (<f;7a:i —25) + 5 - f;||2) = =2 Milfiwo) + oI - Z (FL £
=0

i,j€{x,0,...,N} i=0
N-1 N-1
40,0; 20;
+ Z 2 ||f ”2 HfN||2 Z 2 fzvf + Z J fN7 >
Loy 2L 0<j<i—1<N—1 Loy =0 LOn

N
)+ Z Aic1,iQ—1 + AeiQ i1

499,1
+ Z T Le2. ” J + L

1<j<i<N N i=1

(Fi ha)- (42)

Proof Left-hand side equals

N

1 1
> e (e + 3 1= Fi12) 3 A ((flarems = i) + 511 = FialP).
i=0 =0

term.a term_b
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term_a can be rearranged as

N

1 e

term.a = Z)‘*,i < i %0+ Z g f + Z Ly h3+1> + ini —f1? > substituting (17)
i=0

N N

= Z Ae,i(f], xo) +Z)\*’l<f“2 ’]f +Za1,3h]+l>

1

. 1 ) o
e (- e S H2> > expanding 1.~ /11
=0 -

N N N i—1
@ ;
— D) + 3 I R g 3 R+ 3o (55 l”fﬂrz )
i=0 =0 i=0 7=0
N 1 N N
= —Z)\*,i<fi/,$0> + ﬁHfi”Q —Z *Z(f*7fz) +Z *ZHf II? > using Z’\*" =1
i=0 i=0 i=0
Ak i AxiQij—1
A NIV S RS (50
0<j<i<N 1<j<i<N

Similarly for term_b, we have

N-1 i
A=t +1’ 1 . . -
term.b = ; Aiyit1 <f{+1,j20 i Jf +Z hig1j h]+1> 2LHfi/ _ fi’+1\|2 - substituting (17)
N-1 i )
+1, )
Z “+1<”‘1’Z i Jf+Z hit th+1>
=0 j=0
N—1 1 . . |
bV — N2 = = 1 et 2 - expanding v 2
+ 2 4,41 (QLHfZ” L<f7, fz+1> + QLHfH'lH expandin 2[,”'/‘ il
N-1 Xijit1 N-1 Nivig1 N71>\'_+1
— 150 /12 1,0 7 el ii , 9
=2 oA = X SR UL ) + 20 S il
=0 i=0 izo
Xi—1,ihi N
D DI R S A )
0Sj<isN 1<5<i<N

Adding (54) and (55) gives

term_a + term_b
N

N
:*ZA*,xf;,oniuf:n? Z LY +Z ”Hf||2 Z ““nf 112 + Z “+1||fz+1||2
1=0

term_c
A i Ai—1,ih = it
} . ’. ,’. .14+
oy gy Sy S
0<j<i<N 0si<i=N =
term.d
AsyiQi -1 Ai1,iftij o1
. %m, Ry+ > %(f{,h}%
1<j<I<N 1<j<i<N

term-e

Now we simplify and expand term_c, term_d, and term_e. For term_c,

A0+ A Asi + A + A A +AN-—
term,c:MHf H2+ Z *,1 i,i+1 i— 11||f_/H2+ * N N LNHf]/\]”2'

K3
= 2L 2L
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We can simplify the coefficients as

2 2 4 462
Ao F X0, = o+ oo = o = 5
o  On N On
20, 202 202 402 46? ) i
My F Aijir1 + Xim1,i = 921 021 912 L= 07’ = 0T17 > using (21) of Lemma 19
N N N N N
1 202, On + 202, _
A, N FANCILN = — ]\; 1 _ N 5 N-L_ g > using (22) of Lemma 19
On 0% 0%
for ¢ € [1: N — 1]. Therefore,
N-1
207 02 12
vermc = 30 2 IfIP + 5ok (56)
i=0 N
For term_d,
N-1
Aviti Xio1,ihi Aii1
T - TN P SR S LRI TP
0<j<i<N 0<j<i<N =0

>

Ay N=la 1041

;1 X, g ,i+1Xi+1,4

%(f{vf”*‘ Z ¥<ﬂ,f{+1>
i=0

I separating (f7, fi, ;) term

0<j<i—1<N L
N—-1 N-1
Ai—1,ihi, Adyit1hitt,i At i+1 . g
+ SR D0 T i) = 20 T fin) e separating (/] L) term
0<j<i—1<N i=0 i=0

_ Ax,i@i + Ai—1,5hiyj

N-1
Asyit1Qi41,i + Nijip1hig1,s —
7R SR CCEEEE U

0<j<i—1<N L i=0 L

We now simplify the coefficients. When ¢ € [0: N — 2],

20; — 1)
0it1

Axyit10it1,s + Air1hir1s — Aijir1 = (1 + 2

N
. 29@'2+1 Big1+20; — 1
=0

bir Ok

29i+1 =+ 2922 B 2922
0%

29? _ 207;2_'_1 +49i+10i - 29i+1 -~ 2912 _ 4‘9i0i+1

/\ii ! gl
L fl)- (57)

> using Lemma 16

> using (21) of Lemma 19

% R %
and when i = N — 1,
Wn-1 — 1Y) On +203_, 203
M, NAN,N—1 +AN_1,NAN N-1 = AN_1,N = (1 + N@ ! ) 2 N1 01\27 ! > using Lemma 16
N N N
0%, On+20n_1—1 205, 0% +20n 10N —ON—20% | 20N 10 ,
= TN N+ 20N-1 — 1\27 ! N Nt N2 N Nl N21 N > using (22) of Lemma 19
0% On 0% oy 0%

Wheni€[0: N—1]and j€[0:¢—2],

Awyi@i + Ni—1,ihig = A + (i — i—1,5) i1,

20, 207
:(e%v* 7 )"

. .02 2 . .02
200107 1 204,07 206-1,507 4

> definition of h; ;

> using (21) of Lemma 19

0% 0% 0%
1 40;  2a4-1,5 20 1
= g ((2042‘71,]' + 9; — 7192 ]) 9i2 — 2ai*1,j0i271) >aj =015+ 91/ — (72”171"7
2 2 40,0 . ) i
= 2 (2ai,1’j (91- —0; — 9i—1) + 49i9j) = 02 > using (21) of Lemma 19 (58)
N N

Similarly for i = N and j € [0: N — 2],

Ao Nan; FAN—1,NhN; = A van + (anj — an—1,)AN—1,N

> definition of Ay ;

0 202, 2an_102 92 2apn_1 02,
— (X INZL ) oy — N-LJIN-1 _ ONGON | ZENZ LN > using (22) of Lemma 19
02 02 »J 02 02 02
N N N N N
1 20 ON_—1.5 2 2 20; 1
=—((an_1;+ L — ——2 0% —2an_10%_ Danj=anN_1j+ — — —an_1,j
&, (( N-1,j On O ) N N-1,jN-1 AN, j = AN-1,5 O eA\V”\ L,j
20N 6;
(an—1; (0% — O — 203 ;) +20n0;) = o

G R

> using (22) of Lemma 19
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Therefore, (57) can be arranged as

N—1
termd — AxiQij + Nim1,ihig UL+ 3 Awyiig1,i + Aijir1hivas — Aiiga s fhn)
= irJj irJe
0<j<i—1<N L i=0 L
46,6, 2 265 2 46,0 20N 10
[ J 1+1 / N—-1YN , ¢/ /
= > LI+ D (fn. £ Z (Fl fl) + ———(fN_1, &)
2 K2 2 10 Ji+1 2 N—-1»JN
oejeiTon_y L0 2 Loy L6, L6,
N—1
40;0; 20
= 2 gt X U f) (59)
0<j<i—1<N-1 j=0 VN
Similarly, term_e can be simplified as,
>\ ’.a.’ i1 + >\'—1,'h", i1
term_e = Z nitd LI 2 d <f1/$h;>
1<G<i<N
N
_ Z AxiQi 51 +L>\i—1,7,h g1 (LR + Z AxyiQiq—1 +L>\i—1,ihi,i—1 (FL )
1<j<i<N i=1
N
Axi®i -1+ Xic1,ih ,]—1 29 —1 , AeyiQii—1 + XNi—1,ihiic1 ., o,
1<j<i<N i=1
N
40,0, 20 A i QUi i— Ni—1.ihii—
_ Z LBJQ 1< 27 J + Z J 1 f]\]7 > Z *,3 X5 —1 +L i—1,11,7 1<f1/7h;> > using (58) (60)
1< <i<N i=1
Thus we have the desired result by combining (56), (59), and (60).
The following lemma proves (43).
Lemma 50 The following equality (43) holds.
40i18; ) o — Tit1,iYi gy,
> b ui—y; Zm R DD s G R Dl e U
i,j€{x,1,....,N} 0<j<i<N N i=1

0 N x5 N—-1
460;,_10;_1 40;_10;_1 40;_10; — 202
S W)+ 3D IR + 2:7@' ). (43)
1<j<i—1<N-1 N i=1 N N

Proof Left-hand side equals

N-1
ZT*Z v+ D> TRy =y 4 Y mirni(hl vit — i)
=1

1<i<j<N

The first term can be rearranged as
N N v 5
ZT*,i<h;7—yi> :ZT*,.L< xo-i-z ]f +Z Jh]+1> > substituting (17)
i=1 =1

Tx,i7Vj Tx,iVj—1
- _ZTH hi, o)+ Y 7 T AEDY T]<h;,h;> (61)
0<j<i<N 1<j<i<N

For the second term,

k k . . -
Z Ti’j<h;,yi —yj) = Z Tij < Z ’Y—fk Z il k+1> > substituting (17)

1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N

Ti,j Yk Ti,j Yk—1
= > TR+ > e
1<i<k<j<N 1<i<k<j<N

Tk ’Yk 1
= > Zm > Zm B, hiy)
1§k<j§N i=1 1<k§j§N

j—1

= Z iE] Z Th,i f Y+ Z L; Z (R, h;) > renaming the indices (62)

1§j<z’§N 1<j<i<N k=1
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For the last term,

N-1 N-1
Z Ti+1’i<h;,yi+1 —yi) = Z Tit+1,i <h _7f - — 7«+1> > substituting (17)
i=1 =1
N—-1 N-1
_ Ti+1,i7i ! gl Ti+1,iYi ;51 17
= LD — (ki hi) (63)
£ L ‘ L
=1 i=1
Adding (61), (62), and (63) gives
T 'Y ’Y
> 7i,g (R Y — v5) = ZT*l<hz7m0>+ > 22l 4 ZT]C’L (hiy £7)
i,5€{*,1,...,N} 0<j<i<N
N-1 j -
Ti+1,5Yi ;31 41 Tr,iVj—1 'ijl -y Tit1,3%% 00 41
- Z TU%-:JZ-) Z L Z‘Fk i (h’ivhj> - Z TUL i+1>' (64)
i=1 1<j<i<N i=1
term_f
For term_f,
term f = Z ALEM s 7]71 ZTkz h'7h9>
1<j<i<N L
N —
+Z (T*’Zzl % E ZTk Z) |R5)12 = Z %(hf ) i separating ||h]|? term
i=1 =1

Tx,i%j—1
L

7]1

>

1<j<i—1<N-1

Yi—1

N 1—1
Ta,iYi—1
zmlnwwz<g;+ ZWJWW
=1 k=1

N-1 i—1 —
+ Z <T*’Z+II/%1 + %T_l Z Tk,i+1> (hi i) — Z TZJrzl% (hi hiyq) > separating (h;,hj, ) term
=0 k=1 =1
Twi=1 | Vi1 [ Tivic L -«
i—1
D S L S LS ol (e o [0
1<j<i—1<N-1 =1 k=1
i—1
. . T s
+ Z ( w,i4+17Yi—1 + Yi—1 ZTk,i-H _ H—z,z%,) <h;, 2+1>_ (65)
Now we simplify the coefficients:
J 5 J
292',1’}/]' ~ 1 1
Tx,i%j + V5 Z Tk = 53— +20i-17; Z 5 5 -3 3
k=1 o —1 o \In =205+ 0, 0% — 20y + 0k
2v,0; 1 1 27,0, 40;_10;
= 777 + 27]02_ — = V371 = i1l > telescopic sum  (66)
02, — 0% —207+0; 03 —203+60) 0% 20216, 6%
and
i1
Ta,i+1Vi—1 + Vi—1 Z Tk,i+1 — Tit+1,i%i
k=1
-1
2%,19 4 1 1 vi(0; — 1)
= + 2v;_10; - -
02 —1 Z 02, — 202+ 0, 0% —202_ +0, 1) 0% —202+0;
2~;_10; ~ 1 1 i(6; — 1
= % + 2v,_10; ) 3 - = 3 — 2%( : ) ) > telescopic sum
0% —1 0% —207 [ +0;_1 05 —205+ 6o 0% — 207 +0;
= 2%7101 — 7i(0: — 1) = 491‘71@1’ — 20:(0; — 1) > definition of ~ and ~
T 0%, —202 6,1 0% —202+0, 63 02, S e
40;_10; — 267
= s izl > using (21) of Lemma 19 (67)

0%
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By plugging (66) and (67) into (64) and (65), we get

Z 7o (W, v —

i,j€{*,1,...,N}

N-1
Ti+1,iVi ;31 g1
_ E S 2R S E

1<j<i—1<N-1

G.6 Proof of (x) of equation (34)

460;_10,_1 40;_10;_1
———L—(nj, h}) + Z ﬁllhill2 + Z
i=1

40;_10

Zﬂzhmﬂﬁo>+ > Wj%&f]{)
N

0<j<i<N
N=lyg,_ 19
Loz,

We combine Lemma 48, 22, 49, and 50 to get the following lemma.

Lemma 51 Take G € SiNJrS as in (33) and Z € SiNJrg as in (38). Then the equality of (34) holds.

Proof By Lemma 48, 22, 49, and 50, left-most side of (34) equals

L 2 1 112
2z ol + 5 I

N-1

3 Z I

N-1 N
16,0, 20, N1+ Aesaiio1
+ Z (fi, R j +Z LJ@N (f],\,,h;H-Z i—1,i%%,i *A®i=l g1 pry
=

L 2
1<j<i<N 9

N
= Ailfl o) —
=0
ALY w; )+ Z

N

N
fz ZT*,z h
=1

—1

0<j<i—1<N-—1 j:O

i=1 L

46,10, Tit1,iVi
S e L Z S )

0<j<i<N

i=1 L

4 Z 40~i—19j—1<

2
1<j<i—1<N-1 LQN

R}, h%)

N ~ N—-1
49',19‘,1 491 10 9 i—1
R+ D Ihi? + Z ——
=1 LON

We collect underlined terms that has (f/, h}):

N
Z Aic1,i0i—1 + A i -1 (FL R — Z Tit1,i%i (kL 1)
im1

L

i=1 L

L

N-1
_ Z Aim1,i05—1 + Ae i i—
i=1

L

Then we simplify the coefficients, for ¢ € [1: N — 1],

Aic1,i0G,—1 F A i Qi im1 — Tig1,i% = Qii—1 (Awyi + XNim1,8) — Tigk1,6%

207 0,420, —1

20; 207, ) (
+ 1+
(9% 0%

20,(0; — 1)

20,1 —1 7 6; —1)
0; ‘912\7 — 20? +6;

> using (21) of Lemma 19, definition of ;

02, 0;

2
9N

20;(0; +20; 1 —1—0;+1) 40; 10;

0%

and for ¢ = N,

2 )
01\7

1 26% 20N_1 —1
AN—1,NaON,N—1 + A, NoON N1 = | — + ]\2] ! 1+ 2L
on 6 On

N

On +20% | On +20N_1 —1

0%
ON +20ny-1—1

On

20N _
N1 > using (22) of Lemma 19, definition of 65 _1

On

On

(h;’ ;Jrl .

1= Tit1,i% PR + AN—1,NON,N—1 + A NON,N—1 Flos i)

).

(68)

(69)

(70)
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68

Substituting (70) and (71) in (69) gives

N A 1,4 1+ Ay X 1 Nl Ti+1,i7
i—1,i00,i— %, O i— i+1,iYi

> (Flhey = D =i, )

i=1 L i=1 L

N—1 ,,
=3 Wb gy 29NN1< fA).

2
= Lox

Therefore, (68) reduces to

L 1 N A N
2 112 / *,1
m”%” +EHf*” —Z/\*,i(fm%) Z (fo £ ZT*,z R, o)
=0 1=0 =1
N-1
202 1 40,0, 20
3 AP AP S L) +2 (g )
iz L% 2L 0<j<i—1<N—1 Loy =0 Lon
40,0; 4 29 i1 491 10;
I VRS SE IR S
1<j<i<N N
46~i—10j Iy 2ON—I ’ ’
+ Z ——5—(hs, fj) + (hns )
0<j<i<N LeN L
N-1
40;_16; 202
71@27 i1)-

. N -
40; _10;_1 40,101
+ Z ———57—(hi, hf) +ZWH}L;H2 Z
i=1

2
1<j<i—1<N-1 LeN

Again, merge underlined terms to get:

L 2 12
— — > A
2@, 1yl + 5 I
N Ny
— Z)\*,z‘<fv.{vx0 ; Z’z L £y ZT* ) > B and C
+Z O e A S B
57 2 \irJj I -
Lo 2L 0<j<i—1<N—1 LO% =0 Lon
40,0, 4001 20, 21, !4, 9 40;_16;
1<j<i<N 0<j<i<N N
~ N-1
491‘,19',1 49 101 491 19 9
> ‘ﬁﬁLi%+lezMW+Z———iﬁhwﬁ o F
N

1<j<i—1<N-1
Meanwhile, tr(ZG) can be expanded as:
2aN-3
tr(Z2G) = > Zi;Gij= Y ZiiGii+ > 22,Gi 5
i,7E€[1:2N —3] i=1 1<j<i<2N -3
= A1 1||zo|® + As, 2||fiH2+2A1 2(zo, f1) > A

N
—+ 2231 i1 .Zo,fZ —+ ZQBQ i+1 f*:fz + 2201 i(To, ;> +22027i<f1,h2> > B and C

1=0 1=1
N—-1
+ z:DiJrl,iJrlllﬂll2 + > 2Di1 541 (L )+ D 2DNg g NG ) =D
=0 0<j<i—1<N-1 j=0
+ > 2B (flh] +Z2EN+L] faohg) + Z 2Bip1i(f b))+ Y 2B, f))
1<j<i<N j=1 0<j<i<N
+ > i (hi b +ZFH|Ih’Il2+ Z 2F i1 (hi higy). = F

1<j<i—1<N-1

\V,

(72)

E

(73)

(74)
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so we can solve for Z; ; by making term by term comparison with (73) and (74). The correspondence is marked with >
on each line of (73) and (74). Then, we can recover Z:

Bii=-Yztifie[1: N,
N

Al,l = ﬁ: 1
A= N B Bi N1 = =555
TYAr2=A21=0, » B=9. el oo
1 2,i = ~ g2 ifie[l:N],
A272 = 2L N 1
Ba N+1 = —55550
20;_10;_1 ... .
Gi 1 .o i,]:$1f1]6[1‘1\7]
Cri=—gr—7 ifi€[l:N],
C= N , D= DN+17.—D1N+1— 11f”L€[1 N] )
Coy =0 ifie[l:N], Y,
DynyiNy1 = i;
~ F“-:Mifie[l.]\f]
20,101 ... . ) , 6%,
Ei’j_T lfl,jE[I.N], 20, _16;—
E= éfl o v F=QFiit1=Fa= T ifie[l: N—1],
Enyi1i= Lo ifi€[1:N], 261-,1(%-,1

ifie[l:N—2),i—j>2
(38)

Fij=Fji=FEi; = Lo,

G.7 Relation between two proofs of Theorem 1

The dual variables A, 7, v and Z are related to the {Fj}rc(—1:n] {Hk }re[—1:n] sequence in Section C in such a way that
the sequence is a linear combination of interpolation inequalities weighted by a dual variable. The Lyapunov sequence
Uy, can be equivalently defined as

Uy =vllmo —l®+ D Xy (f5 = fot (Fprwi —25) + 5 16 = F{17)

i,7€{*,0,....k}

<0 (L-smoothness and convexity of f)

+ Z Tiyj (g — hi + (R, yi — ;) -
i,je{*,1,....,k}

<0 (convexity of h)

If one starts the analysis from here, then the dissipative property of Uy is straightforward from the smoothness and
convex inequality of f and g. However, the main source of difficulty is moved to showing that

Un = (f(zn) + h(zn) — f(zs) — h(24)) = tr(ZG) 2 0,
which heavily relies on positive semidefiniteness of the dual matrix variable Z.
The two proofs in Appendix C and Appendix G differ in that each defines the setting to make either the dissipative

property or the positiveness relatively straightforward. In the proof presented in Appendix C, where positiveness is
straightforward, the expression

Un — (f(zn) = f(zs) + h(yn) — h(z))

_ 2
L 1 Wn_1 ., On 2Wn_1,
=~ oy —ze+ =V IN-Lpryn) — Ny _ ANy,
262, WN — Tx + 7 flxx) + 7 (y~) T f(znN) 7 (yn)
I LT ZQGM |
5 5 % ||[TO — Tx — Tx) — - Yi+1
20% (0% — 1) L ~ L
éi—léj—l ’ 2 ’ 2
+ > W\\h (yi) = 1 (yj)II* + Z LQQ SR (yi) — B (yirn) 112,
itgigenn) PN —1)

is readily made by the authors ourselves using the positive semidefiniteness of Z. In contrast, the proof in this section,
where the dissipative property is made straightforward, explicitly demonstrates the positive semidefiniteness of Z to the
readers, relying on Cauchy’s interlacing theorem.
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