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TS AR Z g B R, R AN R RS R B £ R —>R=(—co, o0, Fenchel L4054 £
R””REXj‘:lf (y) =sup{{y,x)—f(x)}, XFTFT—NHEHK f:R”»R,TAdeom f Ab B Fréchet {j\ﬁﬁ(ﬁj\

+ER"

CULFR A TE U B 73 E LA
If(x) == {vER":lim inf f) =)=, x7x)

— =0
T AT lx—x]|

0y Lo R yx B G £, TIEEAR U B4 Cl R 8 B R U B4 7 U

If(x) ={vEeR":3(x,,v,)s. t. x, %f‘ﬂ?,v, Eéf(x,),vl%v}, (2)
Hrpi—>+coH t €N\{0}, ik SCH S I T Feoe M
{(vER":Jx, L*x,v,—w,v,Ef?f(x,)}gr?f(x), (3

A 05 dom df =={x€ER":If (x)# D}, # [ HELEAHL KSR OB R F BV, SH—F
L& AR =X (2) 3B A6 Sk ™ 4 B A 9 28 L YR B 4 (9 n SRk [ 14 1P R A Al 8. 12) L B .
If(xX)={vER" :(v,y—x)<f(y)—f(x),VYyER"},

ST EEZHZERRE .0, (V. )N FXTAE x RS (350 . Elm inf f(x)=co L TUVFR bR B

SRR . R S e | R R BB SRR B 00 R R

XFFHEE SCR, ERIFERBREE X 0 (x) =0 x€ES)F 85 (x)=co(FHMD , 1AM, S fEx €S 4y (K
FEOMEHER N (x) =00, () %, F4E SSR" IR KA
dist ( « ,S):R"—>R,x — dist (x,S)=inf{|x—y|:yES},
HEA S EAMNMEL N Ps(x)FRR x B S MEGE.
BN CERBOD HHREAREZAZHK g, 0h:R>REM[ S=U7 N {(xER g, (x)=
0 & hy; (x)<<0} ,MFREA SSR" KL MRBE2) HREER eph f={(x, ) ER" . f(x)=y) &P ELE,
TR B £ R —R K2R BR %L
E X 2 (Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) PE i 5 KL M ED &G x 09405 U.p€ (0, o0 ] F 3% & 1 25 %X
@:[0.—>R. =[0,+co) {fif§
D ¢(0)=0 H ¢ 7EC0,p) LH#ZA ¢ >0;
2) MAHBE fCO<fO<fO+yMx€U. A ¢ (f(x)—fx)dist (0,df(x))=1;
WIFREPREL f FEx € dom df Ab LA KL ., #5 E I REL £ 76 dom df Y AT 2350 2 KL 5, AR % ki
o KL Rk,
EAY B R R NI TSR, A x € dom f . #F £ R FAKER B B E x A HA M KL
B H o()=¢«¢" " HH.£6>0.0€(0.1),
AT PR A 2 :R"—>R % S Bregman i E L H .
D, :R"XR"=>R:(x,y)— h(x)—h(y)—(Vh(y),x —y),
11" % Kot HEA Lipschitz BBEEESEE CHEEN Ly . MY x,y ER" L

Ly,
Slx—yP<D <" x—y]". <

2 PBDR &£ 5Ua0E 54

A SCFFA PR T LUN ik 47
fBi&1 1) f:R">R=(—c0, OO]%JE ¥, BB Lipschitz %488 BF , Lipschitz %% Ly, .g :R" >R}

B FPESRE. 2) f(x)+?HxH2 MG H €[ — Ly, to0), 3) f 5 g B2AF 14 sl R, HAB
THR,
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AT B PBDR B,
ik 1 PBDR &,
LB ARG S x, SERKRSE
. 1 ,
Jy,ﬂ € arg min{f (») + 5o |y —x, |

z :5,% 27 . 1 1 5
AR 2z, €arg m1n{g(z)+7Dh(z ,y,+1)+7<x,*y,+1 ,Z)

X =x,TQ&,.—y,)

HUR 3, AR B AT IR BN SR, IR ER 1,

TR 2 1 SRR B S B U S T T A AR R Bl B
2 X TREERA LT R A R

0:Vf(y,+1)Jr%(yﬁl—x,),0€3g(z,+1)Jr%(Vh(z,,l)—Vh(y,ﬂ))Jr%(x,—y,H)o (5)
HIVY:i=1.%.

06Vf(y,)+9g(z,)Jr%(Vh(z,)*Vh(y,))o (6)

?%,%}i}g lx, o1 —x,| = lim lz, =y =0, RO Ry, vz s x DV EHEED 1T ARE vz, x) LIS 51

lim(y, »z, »x, )= (320 limg (z, ) =g &) MTETFIAER (6) h BRI R (3), R MR 1 (5.2

J

HHDO—MRES AR y=2z H0eVf(z)+dgz),
2.1 PBDREEMERHMESHRIE

54 1 PBDR B3k i 00 {8 oA B0 30, B ok R T SCmk 16 ], 5 SCHRL16 1AH L . 4% 3C Pz e 50 55 % 04
ZNEP

EN3 # ry>0, PBDR &L HREUE X N -

1
Dy(y,z,x)=f'(y)+g(z)+5(Hy*xHZ*Hz*xHZ)o D

T 45 A RO JLASSE T S X E TR B AN (B R BT Bt R A AR K AL
F3 D, TEMEN.

1 )
Dy(y,z,x):f(y)Jrg(z)Jrﬁ(Hy—zH“+2<z—x,y—z>):

1 1 1 1
f(y)+g(z)+7D,z(z,y)+7<y—x,y—z>—7Hz—yH‘—;Dh (z4y) (8)
Hop w1 AS%RXm R |y —x|"=ly—z|"+z—x|"+2z—x,y —2)E 2,5 2 A& R058 i 1L (7) h g

1 1
ﬂﬂlﬁ7D,,(z,y)+7<y—x,y—z>1%ﬂ,ﬂﬂ:
X 1 , ) 1 1
Dy(y,z,x):f(yH—g(zH—ﬁ(Hy*xH“*Hz*xH“H—?Dh(z,y)+7<y*x,y*z>*

iD,,(z,y)—ﬁ—l<y*x,Z*y>:f(y)—0—g(z)—|—i( y—x|*—|z—x|H+
Y V4 2y

lD (z,y)+l<y*x,y*z>*lD (z,y)—i—L(HZ*xHZ*Hz*yHZ*HJ’*tz):

,y h ,y y h 2y

1 1 1 1 )
f(y)+g(z)+7D,, (z,y)+7<y*x,y*z>*7(D,, (z,y)Jr?Hz*yH‘)o

TR 4 0 IR MBI 20 A 4 T B M8 5 o gl s W B R A A R A0
(1+Ly) 4Lyl

BRi&2 1) o,=1,v>0;2) & M,= 5 :

]% 1 Fiﬁ"]?ﬁ”(}’, 2z, 9x,)ﬁ§?‘o

(71,V/—0—1)2—0—<LV,,+%>71 H M,<0;3) B
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2.2 PBDR EiEpU gt
BUAEME 25 55 1 USSR 25 38, JLrP L8 1 A0 (8 pR B0 T IR D BT A i i S
TR 1 (ERTFFiset) &8k 1.2 oL I841(D, (y, sz, »x,) )~ JEAEERY, BA
lim |, —x, | =lim |z, — v, | =0 )
WSr . M AEER A (y.z.x0) 2=y UK 0EVS()+Ig ) HT.
ER EE. RO L AXRERR.

1
DV(y1\17z1-1’xz\l)iDy(yz\l?zz}l’x1>:7(<z1-17x1\l’yz\lizz}l>7<zz\lix17y1\lizz}l>):

1

1
7<xt_xl+l s Yt _Zf+1>:7sz+1 X, ‘

kG 1 O IR A SO RIS 2 AN SC &R T LR .

. (10)

1
D,y i1s2,005x) =D, (y,0102,.x,)=g(z,, )+7D/, (Zo sy )T
1 , 1
7<y1+17x1 ’yr+17z1+1> (Dh(zr l’yr l)+ “zl+l z+lH_)ig(zr)77Dh(zr7yt+1)7

1 ‘ 1
7<y1\17x1 ’yz\lizt>+7(Dh(z1Vy/+1)+EHz17y1+l HZ>:g(zt1l)+7Dh(Zr<l’yz<l)+

1 1 1 ) 1
7<x1*y1 F19%, -1>77<Dh (z,14 9)’z+1)+?Hz/+1*)’/+1 Hz)ig(zz)*7Dh (Z,sy,01)—

1 1
7<xz7y1<1’z/>+ (Dh(zr’yr ])+ Hzt )’rf]HZ)<

1 1 B P
7|:Dh(zr’)’z+l)+?Hzr_Yz+lHh (DMZm’ymH' sz 17 Y H_)Jg

1 /1+Ly, , 1+, )
7( 2 2, 7Y H - 26 X, 417 X, Hu>° (11)
BT 2t (5) P8 1 A 2 5 51
. 1
V<f+% Z)(J’zﬂ):?(x[_J’1+1)+ZJ’,+1»
R 180 20 U -+ B B R BB B B, LAY (1A

1 1
<7(x, =y, 0Ty *7<xﬂ =y ) LIy, sy, Y, > =0=>

<x1*x171*(yu1*)’z)vy1-1*y2>>*71 Hyz}liyz HZi}

<x[*x171 7y/+17y1>><y1+17y1 ’yzv17y1>7’yl Hy1-17yz “22(1771) HyHrli t
Rt gt — 2015 2
HyHrlizz HZZ Hy/717y1+y1721 HZZHy/ﬂ*y/*(x/*x/ﬂ)Hz: HyHrliy/ H2+th7x171 Hzi

2<x/7x1 19Yi+ 17y[><Hy1+17_)71 H2+Hxlix171“272(1771>Hy1+17 ! 12
BRADODRARAQD B2  =>1 1,
D,(y,152,51sx,)—D,(y,11:2,,x, )<<
1+Ly, 1+a‘ )
TW[(*lJrZ)’Z)Hy,H*y, 1P+ x,—x, " ]— : x,oo—x, |7, (13)
e (D133
DY(yHrl7Z15x1)7Dy(yz’zzixz) f(yt+l)+ Hyt 1 er27
1 5 1/1 ”
f(yr) EH.V: X, H < ?(771)“yr+1 ' (1D
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A0 ADFADMIMFLEE =1 H— LB Y =16

, 1o, )
Dy(yl\l?zz}l’xz\l) D,(y, .z, .x, )< szu X, H_* ZVIfou*xz +
1+L , 1/1 ,
gy L1 2D Ly =y, I L —x D=5 (=) Iy =y <
1 (1+Ly,) )
—[<1+Lw)(—1+271>—<1—y1)]uy, =y +7yv’\\x,—x,ﬂH-,
GE %IJ f ﬁLlpSChltZ fﬂ‘]%ﬁsﬁ%ﬁﬂ? LVfaE_EEit(S)qu@%l/P?é?\aﬁ
1 X .
7Hx/7y1+17(xz717y1)H:va(yﬂrl)ivf(yz)H<LV/ Hyﬂrliy/H?

ALt ] DL A5 3]

[x—x  [<OLy,+ Dy =yl (15)
LY =1,6.

D,(y,i1:2,01%01)—D,(y,,2,,x, )<

1 ‘ , 1
ﬁ[(1+l,v,, Y(—1427D) —1+7+A+Ly) Ly, D 1y, 0 —y, \\-:71\/5 ly o=y, % (16)

MR 2 Hiy 2 AT M, <<0, HAT LB EID, (y, sz, x,) b= B0, BHXAOMN =1 8] t=N—1=>1 #47
SR T L7 5
N—1
Dy(yN'9Z;\vvx;\v)*Dy(ylvzlaxl)<%M;,2Hy/+1*y[”20 (17)
t=1

B 2 00 30T ALy, oz, o )V AETE 1AM (20 LA T Al lim (y, oz, ox, )= (322000 0
FUR D, 19 Ff S AE R (LD I N =1, H A j oo OB A7

- 1 )
*OO<Dy(y,z,x)*Dy(yl,zl,xl)<*MyZHy,_lfy, “o
=1

sz A th 4538 clim [y, 0~y [ =00 KZERSRAD S Alim |x, —x, [ =0, FRRO ML, MO,
M 1 LR 2 A 3 A RAR A
[z =z =G —x 4y —Go—x o tyo [<2lx—x [+ lyo =yl
B e e BB R FT ARG £ lim [z, —2, [ =0, HILA
lim(y, »z, »x, )=lim(y, 1.z, 1.x, ) =(y.2.0). (18)
iz, 4’E%7$&/J\4hrﬁﬁ@fﬁ%%: ]

1 1 _ 1 - 1 _
g(z,)+7D,, (z, ,y,)+7<x,,1 —y,.z, ><g(z)+7Dh (z,y, )+7<x,,1 —¥,.2),

HPSCSHCT SR BROF LTS (18> - b B lim sup g (2, D <<g ()0 75— i AR ¢ 0T 2 B 7T AR 21
lim inf g (z, ) =g )0 WLATim g (=, ) =g ) BUEMHCECT S Cy, oz, )RR CE) TR, IR RIS
(3) (YA TT LT B 1 (95516 L. i b

P T AR B RREL [ g A 398 AR eR K AT TIE ) 40 SR 2 R B A PP A 1 A R IR 4 SR b A
EEIPEYI G (iR

BE 2 CBRATIIN SRt 5 B 1.2 Wor IR fog Ak il FACEOR B I8 2 8 A TP (s
z05x,) R

R HIE D, Gy sz DREIRBOY . B EEE Y =0 MA O M 1T AR x . [
E LA

v.D (yl.l,zml,xl.l)— ! (z,1— y”l)Z%(xIH*xf)o

SR AR G R 1A RRRMA (D A
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. 1 1
VyDy<y1+l 9% 41 ’xHrl):Vf (y/+1)+7(y1+17x1+1>:7<x17x1+1)o
WA X T T 2 BRI (DA

1 1
9.D,(y, 102,44 ’x1+1):(’)g(zr71)77(z1+1 7xr+1):ag(zl+l)+7(Vh(zt+l)7

1 1 1
Vh(y, >>+7<x, —y,ﬂ)—7(wl(z,+1 )—Vh(y, ))—7(x, — Y —

%(z,ﬂfx,ﬂ)9*%(Vh(z,ﬂ)*Vh(y,ﬂ))*%(x,*y,ﬂ)*%(z,ﬂfx,ﬂ),
Ha & RRZT R GIIE 2 MR EE, ®E=(VA(z, o) —Vhi(y, )+ (x,—y, )+ (z,0y—x,0),
M2A -
IS l<IVhG)—=VRGy )|+ ]z, =y [+ ]x, —x, |<
Loz, =y | +lz. =y I+ ]x,—x D=L+ |x,—x,  [<Loy +2DOLy+Dly i —y. |
Heoiwi 1 MR hmX0553, ERABEKRE
dist(0,9D, (y, ,z,,x,)) =
inf{ | (v O :(u.v.O)EV,D,(y,.z,.x,),V,D,(y,z,.x,):d.D,(y, .z, ,x,))}<

1 , 7
A Tl R E T Ee [T R

1
.y(xl_xll X, T X, ’_Z;O)

MA/H—(LW—O—Z)Z [yooi—y. 1
BIEAE >0 i3 ¢ =1 B 4 .
dist(0,9D, (y, .z, »x, D<t|y, .=y, |-
Jer 20T R FHSCHR 16 ] a2 B 2 A9 UE W 7 32 o BIAT A5 s AR 0. 45 2 TE 5
4 AR ER 2 53CHR016 e B 2 19 X BIE TR E s D, RGBS 9 A0 B Ay A G 2
W8, H AT BRI R S AATES L « (R SCHRC16 7 21 2 th =0 (28) B liar) o Ja Sk W i AR B AT 9 1
2.3 PBDR EZEmSKMN
TS AR R DA o oA v R B B AR 2 EOR . EMLZ RN RS L

(1+Ly,)LE 3 1
a= Y (U Lo Ly, + (Lo, +3)z,czf?
e . . —b+b* —4dac )
HBE1 CEERMMD HBE LRy, e, =1,% 7 :——77—ﬂuMy>wJ1w<y<

Ly | i R 2.

Ly,

R T AR « >0, It —dac >0 W UL/b6" —dac > [b |, BT v =0, A .

D o5y SO, RS RIS 2 b1 i

2) M, TTUES R ay’ +by +c. BHBRXE—DKT v IF I _E A 0 oR 50, T LU 20 5] 5% A =
b’ —dac>0, LAY y=00 M,=c<<0, HILXF 0o<<y<<y ., f5 M,<<0, Bl 2Bk 2 Tl 2);

! PLR AR 1 H 30, ARl A SCHRC16 Jrb e B 4 TR 5 =X, RIAT i 2 MR 2 i 3D,

Ly,
Li bR 2 A T
SES AR 1 P B S B R 0 LR U S B ELAT BB Lipschitz BUBRIY b L o =1 BT, Lod

Eiﬁﬁﬂ*%ﬂ%éh@thfﬂ?W+gWﬂﬂ%ﬁE%%B>lWﬁo

min{

3 B 0<r<

3 FHRERAREHELRE
R SCF IR 5 52 S L A o A 4 6
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1 )
min —dist" (x,C),
x€D 2

" N
Xﬂ‘@ﬂ:iﬁ(l)ﬁdﬂ%/&\ f:?dlstz( ® ,C),gZSD,,ﬁ\:EF';CZ{xER”;Ax=d},D={x€R”;HxH0<r, HngR}’

AER"",dER" ,rEN{0},R>0,%F (xERD x|, =D, |sgnx )|, Hrh |sgn(0) | =0, %M |sgn( » )| =1,
i=1

RBR LR C 2B BES. £8 D iTLRRN:
D={x€R": x|, <r}N{xER":|x|*<R*},
OB RBEA AL HE s 18 1M AKX [27(D ] 3 D R —A R REES. WL £ 5 g #B 2L REH
B AR R KL M, P 7E PBDR & B HE 28 T e Sk 7l LAAS BRI,
S K LIS 7E MATLAB R2022a 1 SE3 $0(H 240 32 17 M 8% 0 64 i Windows R 48 . 715 HLAE 4 il &
4 Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-8300H 2. 30 GHz &b FH 8% & 16 GB NFE.
3.1 F@Eigit

. , 1 . y
XFTf Ay B SCERL16 R4S :7(x,+7P(~(x,)),,H\EP Pe WX FHEEC HWEREHET., MT g #50.
H}(h(x):a«/l—ﬁ—HxHZ+§\\tzo HHM u.vER EXL pusv)=v—u—Vh) LI RE XHETH:

1 1
T,(u,v)=arg min g(z)+7D,l (z,u)+7<V*u,z> =arg min{yg z) +<v—u,z)+D,(z,u)}=

z€R" LER"

arg min{yg (z)+<{v—u,z)+h(z)—<(Vh(u),z)})=arg min{yg (z)+<{(pu,v),z2>+h(z)}, (19

zER" zER"
BAR . g #Y Bregman I 3§~ [0 0 B T 2019 b u=y,  wv=x, . WY SCIRCIS PR Ar i 6. 2, g 1Y 5 [R) R A
I ERE R LUT 51 AR5,
Bl 2 W g=6,,. Hh D={(xER":|x|,<r.|x|<R}.r<n HEH,R>0 N5, &X
0, % pCu,v)=0;
—s|H,(pCu.v) | "H, (pu,v)), #F pu,v)#0,
Hrp i H, (x) N x €ER" (18 5] (hard-threshold) 8 T (Z5h ») & XN »

(@Y oo
b

x=

HHERT L5

x“)a%‘x(”‘ﬁ‘x "x(u)

(ViE{la‘”,n})Hii)(x):
0, 0,

?ﬂ?(){pi(/rlk o(s)=a+/1+5" +§s2— |H, (pu.v))| s} e —f#, & |H, (p(usv)) | =a(1+R*) *R-+BR .M

S=R;B\EM € WORYHa(1+s") “s+Bs—|H, (pusv))| =0 M —f#, BATTLIEE xET, (u,v),
3.2 HEXRK
A S0 % PBDR %3 BiFRB(Bregman inertial forward-reflected-backward) %71 #1 DR & M 3E 47 3

HEN, Hp R BUE M 1 000 A1 10°, H r= [ﬂ . PBDR F7E M1 DR 53543 R Ham 8t 1 FnSCk[16 158 5 45+

O L T bl e T8 K F 7 ot K LT 7] LTSN g
max{1,[x, . [.]y. |- ]z [}
I4h , PBDR %9 5 BiFRB 8 &80 A R h (x)=0.1 « /14| x|* +2.51 » @ BiFRB &3 ) 4 K
LR 5 R SCHRCL5 ] s 7 il 4. 2 ik s . X THPESEGCBIFRB B v=0.9, &5 . &/MHAE
87 WL S R AE L I8 I SCER 16T 4 Sk A5 K ke R

Bl 1R AR R EUE B B SR B ARG, R 1 BERAR S T EEBITRTESE R, LKA NS
BB BEALAE AR A C R AR, o B e R IR AR UE Gauss 4345 o X F RSB R Gn,n) B ) 8T, 1
REALAE B 50 A2 B Je PR A5 S 2 36 AR R B B /N b R A2 0k st 8 B /s B AR



B OB, &, —#¥ 4o LT Bregman ¥ B 8 Douglas-Rachford 4% 4 %

37

0.10 p,
! PBDRE 4
i ————— BiFRBE&. 1
i |I DRﬁ?f
= 0.05 |1
5
0 500 1000 1500 2 000

PR

(i

BESAR/C:1

a EEEEBBER(m=100,n=4 000)

PBDR¥ 3
—emrem BiFRBH7L
DRE-%

LAY 61

¢ EXWLEER(m=100,n=6 000)

05+
04 L PBDRE1:
- \ e BiFRBE.i%:
03t A DREL:
‘ \
02 & M
0.1 L _____ .
T -
0 500 1000 1500 2000
AU
e EELLBER(m=200,n=5 000)
1.0 \
PBDRST 1
. e BiFRBH#7%
DRELI
0.5 | e
0 500 1000 1500 2000
BARUEL

g EEBRBR(m=300,n=4 000)

1000 1500 2 000

0.10

=
& 0.05
=

18

PR

PRI

0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

1.0

0.5

[ PBDRE %
‘ e BiFRBRA
j DR
L
500 1 000 1500 2000

BESARYC:

b ERIEBER (m=100,n=5 000)

| PBDRHE 1
\ FR—— BiFRBH1%
{ e, DR

RIET - .
500 1000 1500 2000
AN/ 5

d BEELEER(m=200,n=4 000)

1
i PBDRH7E
\ - BiFRBH %
\ DRI
\
\~
“ e
500 1 000 1500 2000

LA/ € 8

f BERLBBER(m=200,n=6 000)

\ PBDR#.:
N — BiFRBH%
\\ DRE
500 1000 1500 2000
EAREL

h  EELEBER (m=300,n=5 000)

PBDR#.#:
—————— BiFRB.
DRE 1L

1500 2 000

i BELBER (m=300,n=6 000)
Bl SBEEETSOREERFTERTE(R=10°)FHFEHEL

Fig. 1 Average change of function values over itertion (R=10°) after 50 repetition



38 FRIFHAFFRCEARR ¥ https://cqnuj. cqnu. edu. cn 43 %

R1 AXPIFHEEHILE

Tab.1 Comparison of 3 algorithms in the article

ML PBDR #3k BiFRB % % DR 3%
R m n iter fval ... iter fval ... iter fval ...

100 4 000 824 6.46E—24 757 2. 44E—23 2 415 3.21E—25
100 5 000 855 1. 11E—23 529 2.99E—04 2 802 2.56E—24
100 6 000 872 1. 68E—03 637 2.33E—03 2 436 2. 19E—24
200 4 000 750 3. 15E—24 2761 2.13E—03 1211 4. 4TE—26

1 000 200 5 000 773 3.02E—24 2741 8. 73E—03 1470 2. 11E—24
200 6 000 810 3.52E—24 2 557 9. 04E—06 1760 7.16E—25
300 4 000 679 1. 13E—23 3 415 4. 00E—21 927 5.75E—25
300 5 000 727 9.12E—24 4 063 3.01E—03 1052 4. 56E—24
300 6 000 760 5.58E—24 2 884 5. 63E—02 1 200 9. 16E—25
100 4 000 830 8. 13E—25 854 1.02E—23 2522 2.57TE—26
100 5 000 847 2.72E—03 550 2.21E—23 2 986 7.86E—25
100 6 000 857 5.19E—03 619 1. 37E—05 2 318 1. 65E—24
200 4 000 744 1. 23E—23 2 699 2. 66E—02 1237 2. 18E—25

10° 200 5 000 786 4. 94E—24 2 663 1. 70E—07 1514 1. 11E—24
200 6 000 810 8.62E—24 2 482 1. 85E—02 1610 1. 09E—25
300 4 000 685 9.52E—24 3 325 6. 09E—02 930 4. 68E—25
300 5 000 731 1. 21E—23 3 897 4.22E—05 1 056 1. 67E—24
300 6 000 771 1. 25E—23 2 944 5. 06E—02 1203 1. 10E—24
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A Douglas-Rachford Splitting Algorithm Partially Based on Bregman Distance

GAO Si, LUO Honglin
(School of Mathematical Sciences, Chongqing Normal University, Chongqging 401331, China)

Abstract: This paper proposes a Douglas-Rachford splitting algorithm partially based on Bregman distance (referred to as PBDR
algorithm hereinafter) for the minimization problem of the sum of non-convex functions. By introducing the Bregman distance
function, this algorithm non-Euclidean generalizes some subproblems in the classical Douglas-Rachford splitting framework, thereby
extending the application of this type of algorithm in non-Euclidean geometric structures. In terms of theoretical analysis, this paper
constructs a value function and combines the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz property to prove the global convergence of the algorithm’s
iterative sequence. In numerical experiments, this paper takes non-convex feasibility problems as the test benchmark and designs
special numerical calculations for subproblems involving Bregman distance. The research results show that the PBDR algorithm is
significantly superior to traditional algorithms in terms of convergence speed, computational accuracy, and numerical stability.

Keywords: non-convex optimization; Douglas-Rachford splitting algorithm; Bregman proximity mapping; Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz

property
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