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BRI B oosR/)y 2 ERTEISN T 2 W BB RN & riesr B

HHAFRK RHF T

AFRCTIIENERE FIc BT 3 £ BEABKE EALEOMOR/MUMELE X 3. ZoORBECH3E
BEEELT, X {AVOND 4 FEAHL® 2 2ZAVEZLIRIHZBERTAERTH 5780, KR/I TN
BIEAHLE V2 2 L 2 RET 5. NBEHI{L% ML 7-FI%E13 Dirichlet 2% 2 ¥ L T 2 BAEHRE
EHEFE L L THRRT X 33D, Kullback-Leibler $REEEE 2 H AL L 2MEL L THBRTES. 25
ICARX TR Z OMER ML 200 3 DO ME (EEEaiis, XE AR, BAKESR
FE) 2REL, 2hTho7 VTV ALOTFHBEEIEL SRS LB TEZ L ZRT.

1 BRUSHIC

EXRE EcBT 3R/ 2 REERE OCAIH» S BN IMETH 2. BABT 2 &5 i, HERE
2B ZRAHDOHE (Tanaka et al., 2017) A 28— X R 7 FLVER OB (Heinz and Chang, 2001;
Bioucas-Dias and Figueiredo, 2010; Heylen et al., 2011, 2013; Chouzenoux et al., 2014; Condat, 2017) 7
EHIRAGIL LTEFoNnD.

B/ 2 ®RE min(1/2)| Az — b||3 R LIETLESEXBHEORERL D, T2bL, FHETS A BEBERHE
THH0, Bl (ATA)TATD BREEICEB L) I LREKT 3. JOMERBERE EICBY 3R
A2 BREECHERICHET 2. ZORER CHOICERHLSEbN S . AR T, BEREET L BER
BE% L ERLEOM 2 BMELT 2 R0 & ) 2EZE X 5:

1
minimize || Az — b||2 +r(z) B
subject to 1@ =1,z >0,

IZT,AeR™™ L beR™ BER ¢ ¢ R* BREERK, 1 cR® BIRTOERI 1 OR7 by,
r:R* 5 RU{+o0} BERHLATH . FIE (1) Kk BERMLE r L LThIEAVE»REZB I LIk
ERXDEBBHD 1 2TH 3.

Lasso (Tibshirani, 1994) 2 EICBWTRA N —A%R2/ 2 LHIC LAV SN B ERMLIC ¢ ER
t. r(x) = v||z|[; 3B 3. Lo LAD6, £ ERMKIZRIRE (1) o L CEkEBRS 2. 23U, o SREHE
EDORTHBLEZRHEIZ r(x) =7 &%), EREZRLTVRICTERVHTH 3.

Vy PEBRECBVTIBEGLMELZREHSEBICT 320 XAV S 2 IEAMLIC &, ER
1t r(x) = (v/2)|z|3 35 3. £, ERMLZHES Z &ick b, I8 (1) OHWBROFHBIREI NS 1D,
BEMLBEENT 2 2 L2, p, FAML2MEL ZMERAREN L 1 RoBHHKZ Lo 2 XK
WLRIEE % DT, Dai and Fletcher (2006); Han et al. (2013) R L = AEEICE IS 7 VTV XL 2

* MERTECERTARRT B0R - HERPTRR
P SEEHEOBRIART BOE - HARTTAR, BLEHAN EFagfapies s —



WTRL ZEBTES. N A=A FLEROBITOXARTIE, W 22 DOHARICEWT 4 EHHLYSE
AZNT\> 35 (Settle and Drake, 1993; Li and Du, 2015). L2 L &di5, fINFRHFO—BEd§T%
FHELTEEZMRRELTEDY, 20HKVETITHB LIV AR, ZOEHD 1 2@, BEMLTLVTY
RLDVEETZH00, CHAZHEOMAEEN T CIKFAZLILY 7 b2 7HFEELEVEDLD Ltk
\>, Chouzenoux et al. (2014) ZIEANtZHES 2\ WERERE E o/ 2 FRIEICN T 2RAEZRREL T
Vw3, HoREILOEEELIEREL TE Y, Ho OFEMSEAMLN ZOMBICHERTE 2 LTV 3.
Lo Ladss, BEAEERMER 7L T Y XA IonTRBRSNTES T, FHEBEROBRELFEL 2.
Tanaka et al. (2017) i £, IEBNLA ZORIRELZBAY 7 b7 2 72O TRLTW 3.

£ FFAHL L £, FRAMLIRFNO R VRN 2 REGET L b 2 ERMLIAI S, 8B § 2 X I I Bayes 9
RFICE SO TERTS LHE (1) KNLTRFERTHZ LR 5. BENICE, 6 H5\id 4, EEAILZ
MEL 7-RE2 RAHBRRECIIE L A% L L &0, BT 2 EMDMOESET I MHER L EAH TR,

AR T}, M (1) OffRG L BN A EILEZRRT 5. BET SIEALE r(2) = - X7, v15logz;
Thh, CNERRLTHINBEALERES. 22T, v=(11,...,1m) REDATFIA—FZERLRT L
THD. NEEILIRSEXRGEORIE R FIBET 2 2 LA 2. BRI, FE (1) o HHBEROZAK
ALY, BARPLEITLIELNTES. 5T ZDIELILIE Bayes Wa@RE2 O L R2RTIEMN
T 5. NEEN{URE Dirichlet 234 % BRI & § 2 RABHEREER (MAP) #HEFREICHIELTED,
HASADOAVIIE (1) OHHNERSE LBANTH 5. 2 5i0, WEIEAMKIZ Kullback-Leibler (KL) HEFEREIC
EOCHRMLE AT IENTES. Zns ORFUL 4 ERLP & EAULLBR 2w bDTH 3.

HELEBIMGIE Weston et al. (2003); Candés et al. (2008); Mazumder et al. (2011) % £ & > THIRS
4, Larsson and Ugander (2011) 2 &k > TREAETFTVIBAINTW S, L Lids, 206 OXARTH:
50T 3 WYERLI r(z) = Y, v log(z; +€) EVIERNLTHZ. 2T, €>0 BHWBIKER
RIT 2RHOOBIRERTH 5. kbbb E 2 3 NBAERML r(x) = - Y7, vjlogz; &/37 X —
% £ DHFEZROTERFSTH Y, HHIZAE ER 2. fiROBRENETIE 4 EAMLE D bR ERBICT
27 DIEMERL & L THREREZ VT w5, —h, KRXTREEOBEAHEZE) B 2O 0ME
Alfb & UCRBERILZ AV 3. Z 0BIEIZ 6, IERILEEA T 288 L BUTw 523, W ERI{LIZ Dirichlet
HESMHP KL REMOFRAML L v BRRBIRE B ODICHL, £, EAHKIZZ H o @RERF k2w

X 5ICAME IR SIERNL 2 M L 7- RIS 2 M ¢ - D 0EE kY 3 o (BT EAEE, XHHAER
W, BIULRE FAREKE) #8772, thoo7 LT ALDERECR FRBER 2 OMEENATS
LOHEI B I LITES.

RALRRD L) ISR INS: B 2 BiCIIEERE EToR/ 2 RREQLA I W THRS. BERN
IRBAKEOHE ENA N—2ART FVEROBHTO 2 DOGABZBNT 5. 5 3 HiTikRHE (1) oxt
THRMBERMEZREL, K AVvon 3 ¢ EEHLR 6 EAHLE O ETR 9. BB 1 ENEERI{LM
DAL R TRIE (1) 1WBL T3 2 E2EKRL TV, % 4 SIS BERLZ L 2RECN T 3
3 ODEENMERIRET L. TH 24 BRETLVITY XLOFERBICE T 2 FHEEIPER L (B LHTE
Z2ZLERLTWVS.

2 R

Z DT, bbb h ORE, EEHE FIC 81T 28/ 2 RUED 2 >OAETT. RERICIZRAY
FIZ BT AMPEDBRAHBOHTE LA N—ART FNVEBROBITD 2 DDA ZENT 5.
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21 EAHEOHE

RIRE (1) RIBAYTHICB ) 2MMEORAKEROHETICHV B Z LHTE 5. RAVERET 28PHOY
(B2, B8, FER BHE, BULER2 L) BbpoTw3b0L L, BAWCHET 3 205 0PED HIE
AHETHEHNLELLY. ZITR, ThsDERI S ZNFNOMPEDERALELHEETLIIL2EL 5.
BEDOYEONEEBEMPEOYEDOREURIC K 2EANEFYL LS I L2 RETHE, CORAEK
O#ERIBIIRIE (1) & LcERMLTE 3. BN, BAPOYN i ONE@EZ b, MPE j oYt ©
BRBME® a;; LU, BEDO 2 BMERMLT 2 ECHWHE j ORBHE o; 2HET I LMBTE2. B
AHE x BEATHY, BHROBAIZ 1 L2570, BEREFNEZRTHLENDS. ¢ KT BEHML
Hor(x) 2RMA2 LRE (1) 28 5.

Tanaka et al. (2017) BRI (1) 2BV 74203y IRFORALEREEL TS, 74270
Iy IHFER, HABEOREDOKEZRING 32 L THEREZEIL, 2hici>TEBTEZHFOIL
20, #oREYTFEGTC R INRIGEEDORL 374 b/ n s v 7y TFORAMEHET 51 DI,
Z 0@ TFEGICEZBH L TOEEXOREORMELZMEL, SBT3 BBLOBE LNILT 28
EBESTFORICHEERDBOMEEICL S LREL T, ME (1) 2HVTRARERH#HEL TV 3. 51
£ FAHLZ ML -fIEZEAY 7t 02 7 2HOLTRVL TV S,

2.2 NAIR—=RARY MIVEROBET

B (1) kBWLTr(@) =0 ELEDDRNAHA—ZARZ FAEROBITOXIRT L (HAEINA TS
(Bioucas-Dias et al., 2012). /N4 28— A7 b VB 13, KOBEROBOERBED AR F VOB ITHIE
THEBREEBEED EBOEBRD Z L2\ 5. N =27 MVEIRD Z N EFNOEFRIZZ OEFRICHE
THHELDORIHARY PVIEHRIET 5. N =27 MVEROBIFOBMD 1 21, IS L HEh 2
H—DBRZDARY PV ENL R=ZART FUVEBRDH ZEFRD ALY FLd 6 2 DERICHIET 2 FEHE
B3 BWBRIOECEHERZHETEILTHS. K {HVONIRBET LT, BRI ARZ b s
BRIDARYI PAVDOMEE L RS> TWB I LRRET S, Thbh, MY j OWR ¢ OB ai; DK
5 j OFENE o; I X 3EAM T T 4 X v Dl % by = Y1, aiyry + v 2BHT 360 F
3. BEHRIZFEEL BRI 1 TH34D, MRIDARZ FL2H 60 L DAI> T2 5E, FELER
HET 2 7- DI I3RE (1) 2TIE IV, EBE FRZBI 2 VIECH L TRW 2207 VT Y XL
REINTW 3 (Heinz and Chang, 2001; Bioucas-Dias and Figueiredo, 2010; Heylen et al., 2011, 2013;
Chouzenoux et al., 2014; Condat, 2017).

NA 2= ZRY P VEHRDBAT T, SECEEORR I VEET 2B A FERDEENREEICRD T L
DHEIS T3 (Price, 1994). T3S ELBRMEORBICHET 2. ZOMBEZER T 572010 £, ERILZ
HALZHEIR L O0FET 5. BHRICIE Settle and Drake (1993) 2% £ IEBILE BV BT 2174k -
TV3H00, HliFEEZTRTERLTED, Fviz+4 L3V Z2 %\, SEE Tk Li and Du (2015) 23%1#
41T =1 2FEMLT 5 2 £ T L FELOHR 2 L) ERRZ L DICL TV 528, EARKNEERAL TS
D, &R E L THRVIZH4 L 13V 2 %\, Chouzenoux et al. (2014, Section 6) I IEB{LOEBEM: 23BHL T
B, FAHLRES 2WREEINT 2H 50 7V 3 ) AAHEIL R EL 7-REICAS IR TE 3 LIBRRT
W3, L Lhss, BERRERMER 7L T Xbak s RRFGHEBEROBERIRINTLR VL.
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3 WEIEANEOKE

ZDETIBEALDOV K DD DEE L wEEICOWTIRR 2. BARICIE, SREL2EL 7-fE
Dirichlet 72 BRSO & 35 MAP #EERBEE AL T I L23CE, 2h & ARKIC KL k% Rk L«
FIRELIARTIENTERZI 2T

3.1 Dirichlet 2% ZEDH & T3 MAP HERE

zzoch, B (1) ST 5 4 EANL, £ ERIL, SBIEAMLE Bayes M EAD 5 HlR T 5. BRI
B v =b—alz BRTA b /A XCHBE LCHIE (1) & %fli% MAP #ERER BH L, SEAL
HIC ST 2 B R BT 3. ROTRI 2 h Eh O EAHGEICHIE T 5 B A28 < .

R 1 RE ()0, = (b — ol o), BEREHBILIERS N(0,0?) 165 ¢ & 2 KEL, B (1)

IZBTBIEAMLIE r BPROVThHTH2bD LT 3:

1. r(z) = 0 (EBIfL% L),

2. 7(z) = 7llzl1 (v >0, £ ERIL),

3. r(x) = (v/2)|=|3 (v > 0, £2 EBIL),

4. r(x) = - 325, vjlogz; (v > 0, MEEHIL).
ToLE, P (1) 2T NTRROBASICNET 5 MAP HERE<TH 2

1. = 2% n RICEHERE EO—RRIHITHE S ;

2. {z;}7_, BENZHMILIC Laplace 47 Laplace(0, 02 /7) 1269

3. {a;)0y BRI TERS T N(0, 02/7) 5675

4. = YR n O Dirichlet 2377 Dirichlet(y/a? + 1) IZH# Y.

AL RIRE (1) IR OBOE(GRIE & i cd 5:

maximize (v (a :;az b)? )) exp (_%‘;’))

subject to 1 —azl— l,e > 0
BB ORIERST [, exp(—(af @ — b;)?/20%) /V2n0 135 {b; — o] x}2; OREZERT. 20D,
& r TN L THERS exp(—r(x)/0?) HBRIET 2 BHOHFOMRFEBFHBT 5 2 L 2 RET L.
1L r(@) =0 DL &, exp(~r(z)/0?) < 1/Vp BILD LD, TIZTVy 13 n RIGEEREOFEREZRT. =
DARADEA 1/V, 1& n RITEEREK FO—RRIHOREEREBEEIMZ S 2w,
2. r(x) =q|lz|1 DEE, RIBBLY 3LD:

o (-5) < Mz ()

ORI {z;}7; HZNEFHMILIC Laplace i Laplace(0, 0% /) Icf€ 9 & & OREREEBABIC—

®Y 5.
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3. r(@) = (v/2)|zl3 DE ¥, RIHWY 3L
RN R
P ( 2 )" JI:II Ny A ( 202/7) '
TOEDR {x;}7, BZNZIHSLICIERI N(0,02/7) 169 & 2 ORERELBBIC—BT 2.
4. r(x) = -7  vilogz; DL E, RHELY 320

— | X T
Mo T/o®) (2™

0.2
ZITT kA v<BE%HTH 3. Z DKL Dirichlet 434 Dirichlet(v/0? + 1) DREEFEEEBIRICfb 7
57\,
]

ZOEE, ERAMER X % R & o BUERML % B L 7 RIEIX B AZHS, £ ERIES £ ERMLZMEL 7
FERTARTH S 2 L 2EKRT 5. BN, EAMLEES 28 L SBOERMGE HE L 7 B Wi
P2EAMOHORIIBERE I LI ZORAETH- T, HE (1) OfRESE—HT 20, £ EAEP
£y ERNLRIEL 7= FIREIC IS S 2 HAAHOE X R® 26 TH -7, FIE (1) OBlWRE LB L 5w, 35
I, 4 EHGR £ ERMGICHIET 3 8127 {z;)}7., BHIIKACSHAICHE) 2 LR E(z;) =0 TH3
TERRETE. LoLAds, e B 1Te=12% >0 2WIATNERSRVED, {z;}7, BEILIC
RUSMICRES 2 L 3%, 3 j BEELT E(z;) >0 TH3. £ EANLD 6 ERLRFIERESZ Y
ROBEEAVLNBZTFRLTIIH 2 DD, SED & J i< Bayes RN T E ZWLIGE, WIET 58
HEFABERLALLDICE> T2 B 2SS, — 5T, MEERLIX Bayes IRMREZ b 270, &
BT BAETFVIBHATH S, LichioT, T o4FaifERNE T CHERMEL BT 2 O ICERILZ
HATBHA, £ FAMLTIRA S HREELZEAL 13 BRLTH B EEZX 505, b BA, Dirichlet
HETof LR T 2 HAMERE b o T 2581, 2 OBIMERICE - L HISAICHET 3 EAHEZ AV
1E9 D&\,

3.2 KL fRERORAHE

NEFEMCIIREERK ¢ L EH £ OO KL HEHMORFALL A2 TILDTES. ZhiddHs
DUDHABERELT & 5D, 2HUTEV z 2ROLVBEICEDTH S, L, BREKE KL
8 D(&|z) = X7, (8 log 3, — &;logz;) DRERMET 57 HICIRRIE (1) I v = & & L 2 HKEANL
ZHEL ZRIREE2 R IE X o,

D(&|lz) pRbYIC & & & ERANERX L D(x|&) = Y5 (zjloga; — z;log ;) BHVBZ EbHEZ
shs, Zhidxy b o —HAHL (Koltchinskii, 2009) IS $ 5. L Lado, MEEALE i3E> T
IS 2EFEEROFERBIITR) LB TERVED, ZOFAMLEZEA L -RIEEZRL Z L3 L .

KL $EORD DI £ BB o — 2] R 2 F 6 Bl |z — 22 2AV022bTEZ. ZhSBHSGY
12 £ EHHE® € TERHL L BBfRDH 5. L L%, BIAIE 2 % £ FElEE £, IERIL & ORI IZBEI%
DENBHZRY, THSIRRAK—HTEHDTIERY. LadoT, 4 FEHHER £ ERMKIZIBIERHED &
Jkx b & LOMOD (B) EEOSANL L ) BRE b 2\,
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4 SEESEEE

$ﬁ?d,ﬁﬁﬁjKN&EM%T@)=—EL(ﬁbyy%@lbk&@ﬁ%%ﬁ$l(ﬁ(ﬁ&%%
25: .
minimize %HA:B -b|3 - Zl'yj log z;
subject to 1Tz =12 > OJ._
%E, z; =0 DL FIZHANEED +oo KEBTEIE25, ZITRAERFHW >0 %2 o> 0 KEEH
ZTw3. UTTRZOMEINT 3 3 Doty (ErEaiis, REFRFERE, BVERERE
Bk 2RET 3. 09 b, MEEEAREICRETIRBOANZER T3 LIRSS 2. —HT, XA
HIAFERHE LB E S AREC I, TR L RNMEORTREENER CHETE 270, BTN
DREVEZTHS L) R D 3. EEBEARHE L XA AARKECET2# @I >, Thath
Parikh and Boyd (2014); Boyd et al. (2011) $ZD&E Xz 2RI i,

2

41 MEEHEAEE
I e AR % B 5 7 DY & L T T OB &Y 5

n
f(@) = 5114z - bl o@) ==Y ylogz; +:1Te =D +e>0. ()
i=1
22T RETRERTH S, B f,g GEHEMBRT, K f ST TCdomf=R" TH5. Z2D7d,
R (2) L%ffik f(z) +g(z) DE/MEICMESEEARE2 V3 2 ENTE 2. ETEAREOR 2 —
FEZPAVTYVRAL LIERT. COPALTYZXLIRZ 2DDRIFA=F2HD. 1 D2BATY THAL X NTF R —
Z AR ThHH, b 1 DRIMEST A= k) THB. AT v 7H 4 X85 2= AR 1362 1F Beck and
Teboulle (2009) THWSNTWVEEIRNY 7 Iy F UL NEDBILBTES. Fie, MET A —
% wk) 13 Nesterov (1983) ZSBE L7 w®) = (6K — 1)/6*+D) 2R3 Z E03TES. 22T, {0} 1k
LR 0+ = (1/2)(1+ /1 +4(6®)2), 60V = 1 TER SN2 HFITH 3.

16

FILTIYXLAL 1 BRE (2) cxdd 3 msaEaick
WIS 2@ 5 x—% (WE}R | 2RET .
for k=0,1,2,..., (BBR¥ % X T):
y*tD) = g k) L y®) (k) _ pk-1)) L FHT 3.
K85 A—% NE) BEITICHET 5.
a*+D) = prox, ) o (y* — ARG f(y*D)) LEHT B,

FATY XA 1B BIEEER prox,,(v) i&, A v EAHLL, BIK g(v) + (1/2)) |z — v|5 ZRMC
THRRZRTEHRTH 2. ROWMEL EBZ 2 ORBAEG LA RRE LS, 2 HEE AT IORIHE
FTHILNTEBZLREKT 5.



#HE 1 FOEH A & i=1,...,n KL CB¥ z;(p) %

zi(p) = ’;' (Uj = At/ (v; = Ap)? + 4>\’7]') 4)

TEDE. COLE, FRUEEK Y0 o) BEREREARSHETHS. S5, KRBHE
A Y zi(p) = 1 ICEWE—ORSLET 5.

AEE. EHEMEIC O W TIRBAS SR DT, BFMERRT. 20D, & § IKOVT g;(p) PHATHEILE
Y. VE,

Vi =2+ ayx ) ;= M2+ dmh— (v — M)
BEDIAD. v >0 THREHIDFFIRATHY, FFik

v — M ) _ 2902/ (v — Aw)® + 45

da:j A
d—u(#) =-3 (1 +

\/(Uj =A% +4yd > \/(Uj ~Ap)? > v = A

BB EBSETHS. BLEED, doy(p)/du <0 ThBR®, 1;(4) REFRD.

G & MAED S IV AR 3T 25 (n) = 1 ORIIHFET 2 L THIEHE—THS. ZIT, u> —o0
DL E z;=1$j(ﬂ) — 400 THBILE ps+oo DEE Z?=1$J'(l‘) =0 ThHBILERT. MIEIZHS
DT, BERIRDLIICRT Z EHTES:

n n 2’YA2
z;(p) = Z - 0.
,Z:l ! o V(v = AP+ Ay - (v — )

L b T, FREOEED S EBTUABR Y7, 22 (u) = 1 ORDHET 3 2 L2sbb 5. O

j=1"3

2. B g & oo; 22NTHR (3) LR (4) TERINBZLOLT . SOk, EEFE prox,,(v) K
FERRR (proxyg(v)); = z;(p") (= 1,...,n) 2dD. TIT p* BIWIBARR 3T, z;(un) = 1 O
—DfFTH 5.

A R v KB BEEEROME prox,,(v) RROBELHEDOHKTH 5:

n
- 1 2
minimize — E yilogz; + — |z — v|i3
< 2X (5)

subject to IT; =1,z>0.
CORBREIC BV TARERGEW 2 AL, ERXFKICH T 5 Lagrange £ % p Lk b EoREMESEH
Y0z =1 ERRHCE j=1,...,n AL

22— (v; — M)z~ Ay; =0 (6)

EWETILETHS. Ay, >0 TH220, R (6) REKWE—DEDREHED. & j KHLTZOEDRE L
BER () 285, 7, 4t WBE L 552 OFEBRIEEIN, (21(07), ..., za(u)) DFIE (5) KT 28
BHERE R T 2 L2 3. o

17



42 XEHAARBELZOEE

FIRE (2) 2 IESABEARHEO L E LIZRL 3 2 DOBBICHMI T2 Ltk ), UTThRR2 k5T
ERLVBBUCRITZ XSk, 2 DER2TRIBESE LS. L Leds, UTTRRL 5O HET
IZEEREE TOMI TR 2270, MBEEARE TR KEARRREPLZ OEER AV 34
Hih 3.

421 TEAMRSE
WU TR (2) R0 2 DOEHORMOBRMEIC S ET 3

h(z) = %”A:l} —bZ+(1Tz=1), (x)=— Z’Yj logz; + ¢(x > 0). 7)
j=1

BE%Y h, 1 IZBAEMBIS 0T, BIRE (2) LM% h(x) + I(z) OBR/MUICREFMESELZEA T3 Z L3T
5. REAFARPEOEYU2I—FE2 7LV XL 2R, TOFPNTYXLRATY 7THAL X85 A—
7 AE) 2>, Zofliz He et al. (2000); Wang and Liao (2001) 2825 L 7= Hikz v GRS I B %
TEDTES, I, |2 — 20|, i EMEOKTRELE, || 2®) — 201 ||, I2TARIE D ET R IR
T2, 2NoNEBIRTDNEL kot ZIPATY X L2RT TR, 20 L Z0ORIBERICT
FEBEWZ B,

PILAY XL 2 B (2) T 3 KB H AR
AR 2@ LT 2 —5 A0 BEYIzRD 5.
for k=0,1,2,..., (KT 3£ T):
2+ = prox, o (25 — u®)) LEFHT 3.
2+ = prox, gy, (@®+D) + k) LEHT 3.
wkt) — k) 4 gp(et1) _ (k41 L TEHTT 2,
BERHNIE T X =5 AEHD) 2BEHL, uktD), 2EYIRT—Y v 7T 5.

TITY Xh 2 KRN B EEER prox,,(v), proxy(v) BBICHET S L TE 5. EBE, | OEEE
&3 (proxy(v)); = (1/2)(v; + /o3 +4Ny;) (G =1,...,n) THHI LB EROoNTV 5. ROEHEI
proxy,(v) DHERZBICEZ2HbDTH 3.

EE 3. B A ER (7) TEHONBDBDET B, ZDLE, FEER prox,,(v) ZRD K DI B:

-1
proxyy, (v) = (ATA + %I) (ATb+ %'u - u1> . ®)

g
re
A

. 1T(ATA+ /N (A b+ (1/M)v) -1

1T(ATA+ (/N1 ©)

TH5.
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FEHA. JEEEER prox,, (v) BRROBEMHEDRERTH 5:

1 1
minimize §||A:z: - b3+ ﬁ”"’ — vl
subject to 1Tz =1.

Z ORI T 2 Btk IS u % Lagrange L L T

(ATA + %I) z+pul=A"b+ %'u,

1Tz=1

TH5. LOBFBRZ ¢ OB EXRE2E5:

-1
r= <ATA + %I) (ATb + %v - ul) .

Z0HELRN (8) DHELIME L. 351, ZhE TOLRBNIRAT S LR2/5:

—1 -1
17 (ATA + %I) (ATb + lv) — T (ATA + 11) 1-1.

) )
ZOHBRE p oW TRLE, R (9) 25 5. O
EE 1. R (8)-(9) LB 2 (ATA+(1/NI)! OFtEIZ A ORRMENME U Diag(oy,...,0p)V ' 2HVN
BHERLfTR)ZEMTES. 22 Tp=min{m,n} TH3. EE, m<nIil2VTopp1 = =0, =0
LEDDE

T 1N : A A T
(A A+XI) =VD1ag</\af+l""’/\a§+1>V
THD. LihoT, 6600 A ORREIRLFHEL, 01,...,0p  V 2RBEL TR, £ED A KK
MUT(ATA+ (/N OFtERHRL TR 2 LBTES.

422 WRACKEAFRBGE

IR Y, RESARKETIE A ORBEIREH oL UDHEL TR (ATA+ ) OFtEEE
BT ) ZeDTES. L LLds, REESROFER X O(min{m?n,mn?}) L A%T I LHTE, K
BB L CRIERIRRE 3. 22T, (ATA+ A OstEE#T 2012, RERL Uzawa
# (Zhang et al,, 2010a,b) & L THAS N 2B LREAAFRFELZ AL LE2EX 5. Zo7vT
Y XLDERBETRROE I I x 2EFHT 5:

z®*+1) = argmin {h(:l:) + -2—%”:1: —2®) pu®2 4 %Ha: —2®)L: 1Tz = l} . (10)
x

22T ||lz|le = VTG B EEMENHTI G k> TEES/ VL THS. ROTHER G ) £HN
IFFRRE (10) IR ICHBICRR LM TEBRILRZRL TS,

EE 4 Ea® a>onux(A)? BETEIICED, G=al-ATA LT3, ZOLE G ZEEEETH
3. X5, FRIE (10) ZROEHROEE b 2!

A(E)

(k+1) _
z aX(F) +1

(r—pl). (11)
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ZZ2Tr=ATb+ (1/A®) (20 — u®) 4 ax® — AT Az THD,

u=71—l(1-r'r—ﬁ-a) (12)
Th5.
HEH. |vlla=1TH5 &I BEED v ITHL, KIEY ZD:
vV Gv=a—-v ATAv =a - [|[Av[Z > & — Omax(4)? > 0.

LiehinT, G R¥EIEEME. I 5ic, FRE (10) BROMEL FEHTH 5:

. 1/ 1 T T
minimize 5 (W + a) T T-T'T
subject to 17z = 1.

Z DORIEIC AT 3 BoBHELA IR (11)-(12) ol & 2w, a
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ML AR E DR R DOIERED O(1/k%) TH 5 Z & ik Beck and Teboulle (2009, Theorem 4.4) iZ &k -
TRINTWE, E7, f BERMO & FIHUIRT 2 2 £ b Schmidt et al. (2011, Proposition 4) i2 & >T
RENTV S, —HT, REKAERLE L BUARESARGEOTRR A TCORROIREIX O(1/k) TH3
(He and Yuan, 2012, Theorem 4.1). 26D 7N T ) X2 DEBEDIERES O(1/k) THB LT 5L, ik
IEBAREIIMED 2 27V TY XL LB L TARWREERTIRY 3 2 L sfifFTE 3.

—H T, KA AT L SR E A AR TIRMBTBEAREIC B 3 ERRES 2 2527 I 4
BV, 20k, FRETONERIZE A MRS LRIV AR E A ARELEDOHHBEEICITR ) &8 T
3. X510, WMLKEAARKE T A OREBESRI XL TIHERZV. LEddo> T, #ULXESA
YRR E A AR AR TR L EIC N LA TH S 2 LIS,
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