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At 2 1R AN T S RAS.

PSRN, v AR ) 7 B2 (AT AR — € RE R AAR S, BE T AT BAORIE S 75 e AR
BT R A EGE AT S8 1. MR MR I o B AR B O T R A NE, LRI TR N E.
Donoho 4], Candes F1 Tao 29 JF{5 5 (R Mg 4 A AT He 4 P 52 A 0 S 406 R HOR SRR Tk 23 1
RUE, 745 5 AbER (29.44.58) | A5 2 5 [TL 691 R 20 2 Bl o (1201920 g i gt (51 R IL R

FEG| BN HuYy H,Li Y F, Liu Y Y, et al. Theory and algorithms of structured sparse optimization problems (in Chinese).
Sci Sin Math, 2024, 54: 1045-1070, doi: 10.1360/SSM-2024-0032

© 2024 (PERE) ZEit www.scichina.com  mathcn.scichina.com


http://doi.org/10.1360/SSM-2024-0032
www.scichina.com
mathcn.scichina.com
mailto:mayhhu@szu.edu.cn,~liyufan@mail.sysu.edu.cn,~liuyanyan2023@email.szu.edu.cn,~qinj29@mail.sysu.edu.cn

BRSSO AR (i HEe 5 Bk

{4 (52, 60, 1041 S AR SCATIB A A 1 W TP, A IR N AR A UE A R 1 AR SRR R R, B4 5
JFhafE S (BR) e R EiE, Wy DOE AR D RS R IR R IR 65 S (KR). XA T
SRAEEE FIUE, T H KBRS 1 Ab B TUARAS 2L

g AR R AL T v SR AR B LA A MR R B DAL R AL, S SRR e B AR G ) 45 R A
B 1114 N AR AR AR AR | RS M UL AR R R S A I AR

1.1 FRRAER

FEAR Z2 S n 1) b, e 24845 5 00l s 24 A B T L 7R D s it A AR B 14 1) 2, 32 T ] DA
A EMER R, BI AT R SR AR w0~ Ze itk T RE 4L i) A

b= Ax +e, (1.1)
Hrh, b e R™ WUMHE, A e R™™ R (m < n), v e R" ZJHIAE S, e € R™ MR

HITF m < n, ZOEEMETTREAL (1.1) RIS, AFAETET7 2 M. BURT, 5 fE Mg 2 18] o _EAs Rk (1 %
W2k, W (1.0) AR RO, MR B R 15 W, W RIS N NI 4o Y Bh /b il R

min {llolo : Az = b 5 || Az — bl < =}, (1.2)
Horb e > 0 RMAKT, [aflo 27 o AT E AL, AN (o F% D, T T A A R

B, R, 25 (o]0 < s, WIFR « A s- MG 5. ZAARIIM G G50 15 B B A /KPR A, AT Lo
T Lo YERUE AL i R E i A5 5 -

1 )
min 1Az = bl + Az]o (13)

H x> 0 AIENHLZ %, F T8 RGEEEE G HERRIE S Mmoo JaEmMER & (1.2) 5
Lo JEELIEMAL ] & (1.3) ¥4/2 NP (non-deterministic polynomial)- ME¥] (2 WLSCHR [1,111)), BB KM
PRIAE. DR PRI R, — oS o YO RECHEAT AR o, e (1.2) A0 (1.3) B Rk 5 T KM i fa st
i

m]iRn {®(x) : Az =b B{ || Az — b||2 < e}, (1.4a)
TER™

1 2
min §|\Ax—b\|2+)\®(az), (1.4Db)

HAPMBE SR © R — R JE (o JOEIR i, tgFR A 11 R %L

BT 6 VEEGE 6 VOBAERAIER N B ERL, FH 6 e ¢ 68, B @(2) = ||z|)
=200 |, BB (1.4a) A1 (1.4b) 233 A ) ¢ YEEON MG RS 0y YEBOE AL R, 00 YEROE
DA 7] @ 4 R LASSO (least absolute shrinkage and selection operator) #5784 1391 1825 F ¢, Jii%L
e, PUECR A 00 YEECRA St iR RIS AT AT BE T 4 OB AR BRI ST AT IE B 2 20 tHAD 90 AR,
FOAROC R M i S BIE T AL IR R E T K, MR T5 5 5 BG4 B 8146 4415 &
22 [133,166] F111- 5 B 57 (160],

BT 0 WEIMm B A 7T B IREAS TR K R Dh, (A BB AN SR SR B ¢y Ju305 Sl B2
AR A P TR, SIS A2, SBUG MBI S IEAE: (2 WO [31,51,57,108)),
1) b WWH G IS ¢, JEHERR IS, R —Fhn i,
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FE IR S B FH FPOd 2 S BRI AR B E L1 B TR I, A AR A st R HE AL 6o JEET LA E
b oy VEECERRERMIME. BN, FH 6, (0 < p < 1) WEAR o Y0, B &(2) = 2|8 = 0, o7,
BHWKE, p Eil/, ¢, WEEREZmAELEE, I H. lim,oo [|2]Z = [|z]lo, limp_1 [|z]2 = [|=fl1. AZRiE
FRE, ¢, JEHL 0 VEECEAMRIME TR A, BRI N R RIER KR (S W
Bk [76,103]). WEUE R, ¢, TAHQENMGAHLE 00 JEE0E ARt B AT SE SRR i 1, B RElR
UE MR /D R AR P 5 B (2 ISR [36,70,71,94,151,163]). FFHIHL, 24 p = 1/2 I, BT 3EHHE
FEWZE T TR I €1 o JEROE MR AE AR )2 5 L B REIRTS L ¢ YOBUE AR B nI SE i (2
JLSCHR [69,71,121,122,152)).

() AT B A8 0y Jug, 5330 0 a3, S EWT 452 (smoothly clipped absolute
deviation, SCAD) FIH/NME KM (minimax concave penalty, MCP). 8B4 ¢, Yo%k, X, A4 ¢,
e a0y YEE ¢ VEEC R SRR BT 5 T 30,109,113 SCAD 5 MCP 7 1% 5 5 E A HE i AH
BT 0 WA A E Wz, o] LLER TR EE S ST, B&EERBEM SR (30
ik [51,171]). PAEATE ARSI T LFRIR N @(x) = S0, o(x), Hf o) : R — R [ BAE2 R
WK 1 fis.

B LA s e B Ah, T HE R BRSBTS TN RIS SR AL @ BIHET T R
Ky 19,20, 107, 138] FE 38 22) 4. thAb, BT AT AR T s A 5] S TR 2 000k, T ARG R 5L @
R34 51 BR BORD 25 R ST BR BVE LR 2. e, 24 @ B 0y SEEUN, #5430 TR B FR N4 LASSO,
EAE SR A0 N AZ SR [ A B B = A AR T 00 YR 11021 30 22 9 FH TR 2 23 40k 700 Y & X
ANTR] BRI AR sth R BRCERT, AF S P 56 284 550 bR 250 I FH T 2 3] 801 UG R AT S o g 114 118

® 1 BN ERK

Tt bR % o(t)
£, YUKy (84,139] It|
Zp 7@‘%[ [31,57,163] ‘t|p
ot HUR [30] log(14 + 1)
1IN Srows 3 7|t|
At 0, R 19 e
S (41|t
573 €, K 05 =2
At, EREPNLH
51 27 At — (2422 NY .
SCAD 51] IR A<t <A,
A2 (r2-1) N2 .
2r=1) B> AR
_ £ ;
ncp 7] M—L <o W,

12, s W

F 2 PHHRATRK
i} BRI % o(t)
HEFF 57 2 % (19,20, 75,117, 138] )\z’|<»0\[i]
0, H1<i<s
[lfas Mi>s BT

min(7, [¢[[;))

0543 T 6 ¥ 110,102, 170] {

2670 55 5 K [80, 114,118, 175]

2) R |l B {et)] ci=1,...,n} P KK
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—MRIME, & 1A 2 P TREEA S, AEERRE, M T TR, i s807
F N} FaFH P HEBIS, X R EHE 5 B EOR AT 2 8. DR SRR R A B s B K45 5, AR R
TiAHEE LASSO R SEMEREEE 4T 7). T 45 S80F 51 { )} %55 FHED, RIE K IRCE 43 B gh om0 45
5 119,20, 107 188) e g AT BRI AT R A E S LASSO KARAHF. MeAb, TAERIRATI £ — £y
TR (B (]l — [Jac]|2) 150 100 XSTV AT £y /0y TTRREL (B (a1 /|| ) 6877 124 1481 Sy HATANH] G B 4544
0 — Ly TR Bsser %5 PO f2 ) RAITFLR, ML ¢ R FRKFRET IS S, ORI
I FH T G 220t . ZeBOR RN RE LR A% S5 40U, (22 ISk [96,100,167)). 44 /6o 1 R BT HH Hoyer [68]
Pe, B REAAR M 7 BN 476 5 e 4685 (86,1281 A% B i 5t (78, 1200 S4B %2

1.2 EBHRMIES

WA E A —REE M SIS, CRE2] 772N, (HEVERRE, SEhRn A
Bk 7 B RBEMME N, SAEfAEAme . AWmaiis s o ERA o dgn, R s
HEARNFELRTAEE, BIERE - RERAEIELLA N . B H 45 R @8 n] DRSS K
WK S BT 5 B AR, E Tk B S M PR RE. IRk, AWM BRI AL T vk O I B T Se it
37381 | g% 5] BSLA75] | J4G fhip 1101, 154) | A= 45 JE, 2 (115, 189) i 28 55 2 (691 2450

L= (g, xg . xs )T € R, HA {Gy,...,G.} NIEFREE [n) = {1,2,...,n} BI—"Dor#
B GnG =0HU,_,G=n. ¥i=12...,r B, id zg, € R™ A x XM NRIE G HIuHRM LI
Tl HHE 00 =0, M o MAHARBEMERTH ¢,, (p> 0,9 > 0) UETE:

( 3 ||xgi||g) g0,

=1

Z |zg, Hgv q=0.

=1

FESA, [l2lp0 = oo FRTEEAE. 5 p = g I, 2l = llel,. BON 2 r = n i, RHEEH p> 0,

q>0, by, JEELRIy ¢, JEHL S5 1.1 ANATH b VB Mgi:, v AR £o,0 TEBORZ A i
P, M RN IR £y 0 EEMER RS 050 TR A A L

Hx”p,q =

min {|lalloo : Az = b B || Az ~ bll> < e}, (1.5a)
min |4z = b3 + Mjell20. (1.5b)

ZIRT | - [l2,0 FHEYER, EHERARBIACHE (1.5a) 5 (1.5b) BOYR . SRRV HIFA i
SN, 75 R8T IR FA SR

min {®(zg.[,)  Av = b B || Az — b]; < e}, (L6a)
min | 4z — b3 + A®(zg [, (L6b)

Hp o(||wg ||,) NAMHTEFHRE, TH ¢, WHZNEHN GG, ZARRYE |2|,0 A 2 @
B0y YOZH p = 2 B, AHRLI™Y £o YEEOEMMEAEAY B Yuan A1 Lin 168) ZERF 58 G5 112 16 43 24148 &
PRI, B 6 YEEOE NSRG4, AR LASSO #E%Y. #H%LT LASSO #%
! Huang F1 Zhang ") JKIH LASSO AR IY7EAbHE H & s A 57 45 0 1045 S I M RE R B T LASSO,
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A DUE B D RE IR ST T B REAR. 2 @ BL ¢, B (0< g < 1) H p>1 i, AHBHAEN ¢, 5
HOE WA T 55 (U R T R VR3S 4, B TC RN, €1 /0 YEHOTE WIS RS (YK S20RS FE 5 A% {gk
PEI R AL T4 LASSO.

ST AR S R BERR B LA T AT PERER I, Bk ¢, YOEAh, HoAh T MR 10 E ™ 4 11 R 5L
WP, sl SCAD [28.72.92,153,158] | gff \[CP [23.72,92.158] L5 o6 0 5] ppy g [118.178) & AR A 44
LASSO, T 5= K F 1k Al i A% SR FL I SEFIHIE R 120 SCAD A4H MCP i of £l B A7 50 53 ) Fi0i 7
ff P (23] 5T PR i g 1 8 P F 0t B 4 5 28 0 R B mT DASRAS B R R AR (3 ISR (118, 178)).

1.3 REWHMHIEE

BT AR A IS 1 F KRR, B SB r A A S A 1 e R B A R i e A 413
G, B, i DR A X 2% ) R PP AR AR P R A R (7184 v 2 T o R B AT K 2 1) A
P BT O 1 A R B2 AR AT AL B R P, 7T R TR A A I T A AR

min |4z = bl + szl + Az, (L7)

HiF AL >0 NETISHL 2 A =0 B, A (1.7) BN AHRETIE LR (1.5b); 24 Ay = 0 B,
BEAL (1.7) IBALARRHE LR (1.3). EFGHREAY (1.7), Yap 25 165) it 7 Ak ik A Rl b {55925,
R IR T B R AR . Li 55 93 B8 (1.7) R A BAE & T D o — At R 4, I
Wit TP SRR AT R

R T FBAAL 5 HRRERA AL T FA St 5 , Friedman 25 591 £ Simon %5 1341 235 ] ¢, Ja4An
lo .y TEEGHEATIAS, B TR 01-6o TRA BT IE U LA AL

Inin 1Az = BlI3 + M|zl + Aollz2,1, (1.8)

EARBEAONR A G LASSO B2, AL LASSO B8, JR-A BT LASSO AL ] DLA G IR IE AT &
(RIREAN 7> AR S FE MR IX — SR R, HLAHARAL LASSO HEAYGE P~ A 4 N AR R VR &M% LASSO
B 3R DR 7 Z M 5E. Simon 55 (134 7R R RA W A A i@ LU LASSO. 4 LASSO
5iRA& M LASSO MM HER M, 30E T IR & i LASSO A H &2, Vincent A1 Hansen [147]
FHRA ML LASSO Hi8diz H 2 T 2 su Rl H B AL i 40 28 1) @, I 2 JCIRG Mt LASSO 4r 2848
IMERE B RAR T2 70 LASSO. BeAh, B (1.8) i N FH TS AR AL Tl (3310 AN 2 B (R R AE i
U6 5 H brigkg 10U &858, H AT, SRR (1.8) A IS AR T BRIk 59881 | 0] /) B Hi i
Fai 361 56 Newton 3] Lagrange 7714 180 524 AS B 5 1Al e 132 19°) 45

FHEG AR M AA s AR B AL S AR R AR AL R B T R S RN, H AT TR AR A AL R A
st P R 10 5 BRI ST I 2D, Ay BEOR SR AEIX — U5 T R SR N I AT,
1.4 BEHHAHER

[FUBER 1.1-1.3 /N, FRERRA AR . 2R i A0 A 28 R0V A5 A it 0 1 A 28 359 256 - B — SO A s
ITEIRIE (2 W SCHR [29,44)), TIAESERRRI Y, @H 2SR HERE A € R B Z2MES 21,0,
FIRF UG by = Az, ... b = Az, Hb 2y, 2 € R LR SCHESE, R ONB S A
. 2N ) PR BI04 1) R R PR O B R s LA Il R, i R P = e = 1 [P PR R R 1
B9 o1, o, SR TFGK S BE DA LIRS RS, BRA R OLib il @ B 48t DLk, 2 2 AT
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S ) AR, 0 2 A A T AL B B4, 3T 110, 145] | B AT SR 5] W B TE (S 5 AL B B0 AN
A 3 i i e [126) 45
BRE MR M BT AR N B = AX, K1, B = (by,by,...,by) € R™* NIEFAE, X = (2,
To,. ..y ay) € R — et RO X W2 s~ AT tE, B X AR RATEOA L 5. BT 58 1.1-1.3
N, R R s REARL, 2B R8T IR I A AL st A T
X$§XZ{||X||g,q;B=AX & ||B - AX||r <€}, (1.9a)

min_ ||B — AX [} + ALY (L9b)

q
)
X p,q

H, X r = (272, X7)1? IR Frobenius EL; (| X(|9, = 00, [|Xo[|§ o X HHRE £, 105
(p=1,q20), X8 X; N X HE i AT H | X ll, = (X0, X3, 7) 7.

H A, BeE M A SS I Be 5 Sy 78 2 BEAE e ™A st 7 THT. BE98 B, Chen £ Huo B4 J&
FHRNEMEM K TEE (spark) 25 PEAE LML FTIEWDR S (0, UEATEIR (1.92) ATREHATR S HEA
i L 10 1) 80 ) B SR, Tropp &5 M40 1431 JEFARF V56 1R, TE SRS L N 20 AL TR G Lo 0K
FASBALAY (1.92) J& (1.9b) WIfF-SECE Wb LAk ) R SEAR I 2 22 Al v, IeAh, 28 i Tie ik T &8
PR (1450, PR 5 B 991060 0 HARSAR -1 1471 SR (U S5 TR PR AR L TR Lo YR
SRR (1.9b) PREERS B KL RO ER e, Bidk b, SRAFECEFR L D06 00 = RO VEAH gk B4 ) L DB A
y0: 118,34, 140] | e g2 i e e vk (106] 1B R Landweber 03k B4, B9 R B, AHELMER AL, BESFR BT
AL RE 2 3 DD K B VK SR SR 15 5 BT 7R B IR AR

TEAEMFA S T, Cotter 25 B8] 8 T SRAEVR A Lo, TUEURA AT (1.9b) 12 £ 5K E RGUKR IR
BEE (0 < ¢ < 1), FFEM T HBHEWS . Chartrand A1 Wohlberg 32 3EF 1 S BIE S 46 5 7 2
ST A FRE A I AR A AR R R T A T AR TR HR A, Ling 45 1981 ) A 6 EOR 5 B
KR st I A A B L DU Ak i R, B0 T IR EINAL 0 5 by R MEITIEIORAR. BT, BEA R
BARAL AR M bA SR FEATI SR AL T2 D B B, A AR SRAEIX — J7 TH A 58 2 Mt 70 AR

N OCHK A Se R B A AR AR B LA R R TT 43R, R AR OB AR A M ER I 50Kk
B, 5 2 A4 B AR B A AR R 5 LR AR B R A B MRS, S SR A S RS R
PG, 5 3 TR GE AR 45 MR A AL ST 3 AR AR, B 4 TR AR SO 4 RO ARk AR
JRH.

2 HEEeMER

1A L2 AN IS AN AR AR AT TR AR 4o AN Lo JEELR /MY (BRIENIAL) 7],
(EUF2 SR 2R (7R} 2% 1 RIDRA St ASS 2 o] T R 3R BURR B A, LA BAR st A B P mf P, RITSE A st A L 3R A5
B MR S B SLR  IA) (R 22 SR R TR B DM IR . 56 2.1 A1 2.2 /N5 40 N M R AR A AL Hh 42
S IE A R AR 5 2855 P IAR S RS, 28 2.3 A1 2.4 /NYT 93 A SRR R AL AL ABE TR rp s AL
{10 T DU 2% A B FOAE &SR %A BIAH & MRS

2.1 FREMHERRIEN &G

EEXRR DAY, IR E 26 A AN AT F T SR A B P o, ORBERR IR IR 5 S5 5 2
() %) — Bk, T T AR OR A A SR s, H AT RAT B IE R 2 A 60 48 EANAET4E (mutual
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incoherence property, MIP) [46]| [R#%E 4/ (restricted isometry property, RIP) 291, #i B fFfiE{H 2%
f (sparse eigenvalue condition, SEC) 43], FR#IRFIEE 214 (restricted eigenvalue condition, REC) [
p- BREVFAEE 2514 (p-restricted eigenvalue condition, p-REC) ", ZZ5[E ¥ )i (null space property,
NSP) 581 i 7 [i] 4 )5 (range space property, RSP) 182 5REI A [KF (restricted invertibility factor,
RIF) 72 B2 oK, 45 AR

EX 2.1 (MIPUO) 5 A =[A} Ay, ... A, € R™™ RFIIERZA, B ||A ] =1, V3 € [n].
MIP Sl E R A FAHTIEE 2 p AR, Horbr posg L F:

p=max |A5A,].
WA & SO, AR PR 805 Tk 5
EX 2.2 (RIPPY)  # AcR™™ AW s- RFIZEIEH KL 6, € (0,1) B XN
§s == min{d : (1 —8)[lz|* < [[Az[* < (L +9)l|z[*, V2 € R" H. [lz[lo < s},
UL, FRAERE A W 2 W HCH 0, 1) s-RIP.

RIP 85 HMELATHE (S WCHR [6]), (HETT AT M2 p 53] (S WOCHR [26, TR 4.1)). AR,
s-RIP ]2 KR (S ILSCHR [58, & L 2])

5y = AT A —1)2.
ngg%gsl\ TAT — I3

R, BRI Bernoulli R . Gauss FEFEFIR Gauss 85 DA s B335 2 RIP 12829581 iy F AT AL
F16) 31 B R AAE AP 5 BT AR AR R D 22, Blanchard 28 121 38 H 7 FESHHR 0D PR s 52 e 1 o
EX 2.3 (AEXFR RIP ) & A e Rmxm, 58 LA AR FRIR GG IR F 2 o 5 B, 73 0A

o =minfe: (1—)2]3 < Az}, Ve € B" H 2o < 5},
B, :=minfe: [ Ae|3 < 1+ )]l3, Ve € R* H [lzllo < s}.
HlH, AR TRIIIRBISIER o, 5 B, A BENFETN (B R [5])

—1— i (AL = Amax (AT A7) — 1.
Qg 1 TC[IT,LI]H\I'}_|<S )\mm(ATA'T)7 B TC[Ivrja\J}'T(_|<s ( T 'T)

EX 2.4 (SECH) % A e R™" 35 ATA 1 s- Be/MNEEFFEEKRT 0, B
2T AT Ax

min T
lzllo<s X

Pmin(s) == >0,

WIFR A W2 s- Wb REE 261

WIER dinin(28) > 0 WAL, WELNE RS Az = b B s- MbifEamE—r). W ATA [ 2s- B/ MG
TEEAE (B ¢umin(25) = 0), TUPRE LU (R ULINME H 2 H BLIE Y s- FRERAR.

EX 2.5 (RECM)  H AcR™ " s<t<n,s+t<n, ICn|,I(x;t) T o 1E T PAEIE
Rt MITR TR, Wk

Ax
61(s.1) = n{”| '|'2 |I<s,||xzc|1<||le,7z<x;t>uz}>o,

AR A R KT (s,t) MIBRHIRIEAE K AF.
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fE SEC FyFEat F42H A REC 7] RLH RIP fRIE MY, # Bernoulli A% . Gauss FFEFIVK Gauss i
FEATS LA MR35 2 REC (22 WOCHR [129]). T 2 MUAHOE Gauss WITHFE B2 REC # mMEZ AN
J& RIP 127,

EX 2.6 (p-RECIT) #H AcR™" 0<p<1,s<t<n,s+t<n,TC[n|, I(x;t) XK x 1F
e P HE R RN ¢t DNuR TR, R

| Az||2
272

Pp(s,1) = min{ I < s llezelly < llezllp, T = Z(2;1) UI} >0,

TFR A ERKT (s,t) 1 p- BREIRFAEE 2615
p-REC ZIiHi | AT A FREFERG AL £, AW B BN IEENE. A, p i/, p-REC #55.
R A,

1-REC = %—REC = 0-REC.

EX 2.7 (NSPP8l) & N(A):={z e R": Az = 0} N A € R™*" [)Z75[).

(1) MEER S C [n] H |S] < s, WRIHER v € N(A\{0}, #H ||zs|1 < pllzse |1 AL, M4
p=1K FK AL s- BAEMMWER; 24 pe(0,1) B, FRAFEE s- FREMES AR,

(2) SHEREM S C [n] H |S| < s, WMRIHMEER v e R, #H |lzs| < pllzse|r + 7] Az|le BL, FH
i pe(0,1),7 >0, MFR AT s- EHT5E MR,

gh4 NSP MU X, 2 KIL NSP 4% 55T RIP, ¥ WL STk [24,56). FEAlh, 252 X 2.7(1) 1 ¢
YEECR €, YEES, AR IE W SRR RR A p-NSP T,

EX 2.8 (RSPI82)  WMEIMEEAMZMIERE 7,7 C [n] B 2|+ |TJ| < s, F#1E n € R(AT)
i3

m=1 Viel, n=-1, VieJ; |ml<1l, Vi¢IuJ

BOL, PR AT 352 s-RSP, Hert R(AT) Ay AT g3 [A).

HER), s-RSP ST s-NSP 1821 7£ RSP [1J3&Aih I, SCilik [183,185,188] b4 T 55 RSP 5[R
#1155 RSP, ‘EA113455 T RIP 5 NSP.

EX 2.9 RIFI™) % g>1,£>0,8 C [n], BRAIHE 7€ L0 F:

|S[V AT Aulloo

RIF,(£,S) = inf{ : D(uge) < {@(ug)}

mllullg
CLE Dy — 280 I IR PR 261, EATZ IR A R s

[183] [11,58] [72] [72]
RSP «<——> NSP < REC > p-REC ———= SEC.

[11] w w (94]
26, 46]

RIP «<——— MIP
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2.2 WHRMHERNEESEER

FFE 2.0 /N RIS EMIPE S A, AT DAEE KA ] (18 S 222 e SR A S (R AH - PR3 . Dy 5 R A,
AW 2 2 b= Az+e H S = supp(@), 2§ M o . 73010 (1.2) FETRMAIEEAETE N R LA, o5 1
xh . PN (14a) ETCMEAN SRS TE N IR EAUAE, o A1 2, 2290008 (1.3) A1 (1.4b) B4R iRil
file. Frmh, FESBAEET, 2 @(x) = ||z, B, MRFAT A (1.42) 5 (1.4b) 14 R SRR 50
Ny Aoy FEASEBBHEIE T, AR BB, 5140, 18 04(2), = inf) < 12 — 2lp
Nz TE €, BRIt s- Mgl

(I) MRS, T MIP 461F, Donoho %5 91 {EB 124 ||Z]lo < (1/p + 1)/4 B, ¢4 JoEHR/ME
i R B G0 T ROk P 2 45
4¢?

\/1 —n(@lzo —1)

5T RIP % fF, Candes Fl Tao 2% fELMHEIL T, BT 6 WHEMMUITELY 6o JEEHR/IMEIR]
RN, UEBE T 29 6y + 00 + 035 < 1 B, 2 4 €7 JEE /M W BRI ME— e LR 78S, AE
Eﬁ% 035 + 3045 < 2 EH, ﬁ

(2.1)

27, — z[l2 < O(e).
Cai Al Zhang BT EWI T 24 8, < /(E— D)JE (t > 4/3) B, KA 0 TEROH/ Mt b BT DURS W IR 52 B4
s BRBRAS SRR, 4 620 < 1/V2 B, o7, WA

. — 2]l2 < O(e) + o(“ﬁ”).

BT REC %1F, Bickel %5 M1 7355t LASSO I Dantzig fiti i+, UE# T

lz » = ZII3 < O(sA?)

DAIAET 1 — n!=C/8 [EZe mior (¢ > 2v/2). van de Geer Al Bithlmann M4 &%} ¢; JEEIE WAL ) &
WER T

[Az] 5 = bll3 + All(2 2)se [l < sA%7 (s, 9),

215 = 213 < 25A%¢7 (s, 5).-

10 MG, FET MIP 44F, Dong 25 21 Efx} ¢, JOEM/MERE, IEH T Y 2] <
VP4 1) /(4P p) B, @ R

b p,E
_ 2e
- |2 < 1i/p 9
V11— uGEE il — 1)

Hp g e [1/)|zllo, n/l1Zllo]. 4 v > 2 B, (2.2) FEJRFR) B (2.1) PR, XEWRE ¢, U
B /AMEAE RS L TASSO AR (1) T v fff 14 BE vy, ELXE LS5 5 (W F R ALK

BT RIP %A4F, Song Al Xia '35 1EBY T2 §yp1)s < 1/VEP~2+ 1 (t > 0) B, £, JEEURMEF) BEAE
TR IE T N T USRI s- PS5 FEAEME 7KL (el < e 3K | ATe|oo < e B, 23RS T

(2.2)
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0, TEH MR E RS 5 R R L. A5, 2 6y € [42,1) H p 78— R{E TG A I, Wen % 159]
EM T
;.. = Z[15 < O(s* 1o, (2)}) + O(P),

Y2

FRalih, e =0 H z 16178 s- TGS 50, ¢, JEEk/ME ) BT SR s ik &
BT AEX PRI RIP 2644, Foucart F1 Lai BT UEB T WERAHMERMIBERL t > s, vo, := B2, /03, Wi 2
Yor — 1 < 4(v/2 = 1)(t/s)V/P=V/2 W ¢, JEER MEAETCEE T T T LIRS HAYK R s- Bl i) o, HL7E &g

A .
o5 ol < 0( 252 ) + o ).

HF pREC A, Hu % 70 648§ ¢, TEHIENLIE, 8 T o7, W2

2 22
[ Az \ = b3 + All(z 3)selh < sAZ7 ™ (s,5),
2 2=
[z 5 — Z[13 < 25AT7¢p" (s, ).

T RIF IEMMPEZ A, Zhang 1 Zhang 1721 &5 — R 08 55 15 WALAR AL AE Y (1.4b), WEBH T a3
W2

g — Z[l2 < (1 +n)X*|S|ZRIF,(E, S),

He ne0,1), 6= n+1)/(1 —n), X :==infiso{t/2 + p(t; N)/t} N REAIRE KT, XE & ¢,
Ju. SCAD. MCP MR ¢, JOHTI K%L

2.3 HBBRMCERREN M &4

T 3R 2ELM DA o) RIS, 388 0 5 R A 2 P 4 11 iR O st AR, (H 71 R (BROE TN T) P ide B 2 5
e A st ASE B B M R, T B R AR AR ) S SR P A A 22 R ARG A T s AR 2R [ A S B SR T )R
FERBREE XA AR R . ST AR TR SRR S DI &R, Fisit
ﬁﬂ%ﬁ”?ﬂﬂ’]Emu@%ﬁ‘k%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬂfb, PR e R i (group coherent, GC) (A7) 2H PR i) 52 2
%A% (group RIP, GRIP) 48], 42 (A ¥4 i (group NSP, GNSP) (6185 137) 541 [RHIRFAE{E 251 (group
REC, GREC) ("1, "R [A] Jiji 1% & 1F ) 4 2% 1+

EX 2.10 (GCH)  WFF434 {Gi )y, HAFHLERINME, B n; = d, Vi € [r], B XL A € R™*"
LA TR pe SUAHTIEFEL s 43 5R

1
= max || A% Ag, =m m A%A
re i;?;xdn G:Ag; 12, ps 1<?<Xr(l71)d£};j<ld‘ Al

Horp A 28 A WPEBEAERE.

M d =10, HETHEEE pe B RUCAFRE A AR T E o (8 X 2.1). BBSE, 25T MIP
) 573 — Tl 2R 1 B4 T 2T 2 SR [81), e B ST B AR TR E A 0 P

EX 2.11 (GRIP M) i A e R™ ™ S e NJHE S < n, & ALENHALN G ={G1,...,G,}
RO IR B SRR E Ag € (0,1) A

A = minA : (1= A)lfe]? < [Az]® < (L + A)[2]”, Ve € B" 2 [la]lz0 < 5.
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K5 KIL, GRIP /& RIP FIZEM, (H'e Lk RIP SE55—4 (S 0L 3CHR [7,48)).

EX 2.12 (GRECIM)  HAeR™" 0<q<p<2, AWLRT (S,N) K (p,q)- HLIRHIFF
(IRIEES OB
|| Az|]2

126, [lp.2

b5, = n{ N1 < S 160 g < 126, g N = T (@5 N) U J} -0

K, S<KN<rzeR, JC[r], T(;N) ER |zg,|l, 1E {llzg, |, : j € T} LRI N AHF
LR FERREE.

HE CATA, (p, q)-GREC #& p-REC FIZEH, Btk p-REC B55. KN p-REC, (p, ¢)-GREC ¥
BAHMN—ANTCER, EAHRLE EREHBELN s/nmax, X RIRLE s /.

EX 213 B N(A):={zcR": Az =0} N A € R™*"™ FIE=5[H].

(1) (£21-GNSP 87 MM 7 C [r] H |J| < S, WRIHEREM 2 € N(A\{0}, #H |zs]2.1
<l gellan BOL, MIFR A 2 €o - 2SR R;

(2) (bo,1- B#F GNSP 018N XHMEREM 7 C [r] H |J| < S, WRAELE p € (o 1), 7 > 0, 75
lzzlle < Fellegellza +7ll Azl SRR © € R™ WRAL, WIFR AL Co,1- BHRALZ 2 RIPERT.

2.4 HBBRMCERENESMIER

Ffehtth, BT 5 2.3 NI RN, =B AR AT T & R AR w4 ba B R (R A A PR BRI 7E
AGEIRBEEIE T, 55 2.2 /NTELL, 2 @(|ag, [lp) = [|2]p.e B, 18 £, TEERAMETE (1.62) 51E
WAL R (1.6b) FE SRS N AR BN o, o 5 2\ T30 A8 0s(2) = inf)), o< 17— 224
N & AE by JEECTHIRAE S HMBIEL.

(1) ARSI, 2T GRIP 414, Eldar 1 Mishali 48] EB] T 24 Ayg < 0.414 B, £y, TEE/ME
] AT DORE i R EAT RS- MBS S, B

p;q,€

230 — 2l < 0("%”) 100, (2.3)

Lin f1 Lil®7 ¥ GRIP MM EGEAN Ags < 0.4931, FR4AH T REFIIKE IG5 — AN Fe 0 46 1F As < 0.307.
Gao Fl Ma 6 g0 AR (2.3) BOLH GRIP 20 Ags < 0.6426. BEAF, FET 0 &
# GNSP %1F, Gao 1 Mal6U JZ Koep %5 185 &1 X} ¢ 1 OB/ MU I EE, ST 2RI (2.3) ik
JR S

(I0) JEMFAstE . T GRIP %M, Wang %5 1561 JEBH T Ang < 1/2 B, fF7E5 Ags HHIRM
WL go, WMEEN ¢ < qo, la,q (0 < g < 1) JEER/ MU R AT DLAR Pk S 0 545 5, R

| Z7e qu

a3, — 22 < 0( ) L),

q

Ho 7y & 7 KT 0 R RI S AN 4T R P AR 2.
5T GRIP %14, Feng 55 B3 TEGMABTE N, HALT foy (0 < g < 1) JEECE A7) B AH & P
W, B2 Agg € (0,1) H. (q, Ags) W& —E SR, B

% _ 52 _ _q _q
125,45 — a:||§7q < O<A> +O(0s(2)?) + O(8' 2% +O(S'2). (2.4)
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e H S kN, (2.4) R JE A VBN BBAN, 2 g B 1IN, 6o o YOEE WK 8] R GE SR AL A
LASSO £ GRIP T HEIRF O(N\?) (3 WCHR [107]).
BT (p,q)-GREC M4, Hu 2 T #7174, (0 < g < 1< p) JEECIE N4k il 81 4 o i Jo 7

2 2-a
25,00 — ZlI3 < 2A7=7 56,5 (S, 9).

UGN, FSTRAR 7 T L o, R
5 2.2 AN IR N B R T R 2 IR A SR A s A 00 A - 55 AL A i s st DR A A 2R S ST g A

ARG, Wb, (B, 7 EBRAR (o SEERME I (12) 15 600 SERARILHE
min {[[ Az = b[)3 : [|ll2,0 < S}, (2.5)

W AEAER S AR A PR RS, B, 2 |2)lo < (14 1/p)/2 B, Donoho 5§ 51 JEBR T (1.2) W& sE Hiubk
HIERES, B oaj, WL
s <~
2 X )
V1= p[z[lo — 1)
Mg AR e PN TCRMOI IR T Gauss 204 N(0,02) B, Hazimeh %5 67 3EBT T (2.5) HIHAL
M 25 ¢ WAMET 1— (S/r)S MRS 2

||$6,e -

{TS + 1og<fr/5>} V2

12505 — Zll21 < oS [y2s] ",

,ﬂ\:':':‘, TS = max| j|<s ZieJ T,/S, T, NI € [r] EPE,(J%{:?IEﬁa Vs = min\Gsupp(w)léS \/@hiﬁ;”zl

3 KRMEX

ST AR AN SR TR BB E R, S I ARARSR T 1 2 RIS MR DAL A R
L. BT OR, AR SCRARYE A R A i B ZRL 70 T KRSt € VEARS ELBRALBE £ YEBNNAE, K5
RIGFIE S NRRRAIES bo JEHMMEFREMIE, B0 R0 418 B I —Hr 5 R EE.

3.1 MehEE
AN B R AEFA S (1.4a) FT (1.4b) H—F 5 B SRR L.
3.1.1 —MshEE

(1) IEARUHE BIE B IE (iterative shrinkage thresholding algorithm, ISTA) (39 J&—2RARH 2 I
TR RERETVE, WRRONBMESE. SRAEFASh I T (1.4b) 1Y ISTA EALFEN

:L'k+1 = S/\U(.’I}k — UAT<A.'I/']€ - b)), (31)

Hrf o> 020K, — BB EPRHNEREL S, : R™ — R NBBIERLESE T, M4 ER © e R,
Sa(z) HIEE @ DIrEA

Sa(@)i = (|o;] — a)4sgn(z;), i€ [n],
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XH = max(0,t), sgn(-) BT REL S, LI o NS EERLE N 0, Ktk o K REZ/N. A
(3.1) AT LLE Y, fERPIEAH, ISTA e Xt B U TRV E R B T B, Fdiicd 0 B B 4 B 7 S8 o+
SR R H 5 TSI 10 (1.4b) W HFRRECH F(z) = f(z) + M|z|)1, Fod f(z) = )| Az —b|3,
Bk [8, EEE 3.1] UEFH T M1 ISTA AT {2*} BIWSCEE S O(1/k), i 2

N alL
Pt - Fa) < “40)
Ho 2 N (1.4b) BIEAUE, L(f) Fs VF B Lipschitz %% 2T ISTA AT T2 & R0 i
Fyk, B, Beck Al Teboulle ) SR Nesterov MIEETS, $EH TEAE N O(1/k?) HIPGEIE K LE K
E 5% (fast iterative shrinkage thresholding algorithm, FISTA); Jiao &5 82 SR ZERHTY, I H TH A
PP BRI B %, FFETF MIP & 1F4A 7 Bk iR 2 Skt

VER R, ISTA L RATIER YL (proximal gradient algorithm, PGA) M HF LASSO #A 1] —
AR 0T 2 A A i)

|2 — 273,

min F(z) = f(z) +g(z), (3.2)

Horpr f ONSRRIREL, g WTRER TR B RT BEAR T, SRABE R PGA IEAUR N
21 = Prox,, (2% — vV f(2")),

Hrp Prox,q : R" — R" RARIE S T, LR

1
Prox,g(z) := argming(y) + —|ly — z||3, Va € R™
yER™ 2U

M f(z) = LAz — b2 B g(z) = A|=|ls I, PGA VB ISTA. R, Rz s#ESL (fixed point
continuation, FPC) 52 [66] SEPR b2 — KA L TT 0. 2 g(a) = M|=||p I, SCHR [63,173,192] F&
SRS T AT TN PCGA, FE B Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) HEZE (23] 45 HY 7 S35 (K 28 1 BRIk
MW SIOE L. 7340, PGA WG H T HMB AL L. 2 g(x) = M|«||g,, B, Hu 55 [ R PGA SKfi#
(3.2), IFET KL HEZLHSL T PGA B4 RSk il e 1 Wi Sl .
(I1) 22 & 77 13§92 (alternating direction method of multipliers, ADMM) 1EA—28 72 H T K fif
RIUB A I 8 ) 025, Al TSR g MR A I8 (2 WOCHR [21, 150, 164]). 0T T 29540
]l

L {f(z) +g(y) : Az + By = b}, (33)

HHAT Lagrange BN
£a,y,w) = [(@) + oly) —w*(Az+ By — )+ 5| A + By~ b]3,

H, w 2T HE, >0 2118 ADMM @RI (3.3) 73 A P T 1] @R AT B K AR,
I ] 5 RN AR B R B 7y — AR, Bl AR y A o 2R SRS, HAeA 0 T

Yt e argminyﬁ(mk,y,wk),
2F T € argmin, £(z, y* T, wh),

wk+1 _ wk _ 7ﬁ(A$k+1 + Byk+1 _ b)
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4 f(z) = 5 |Az—b[3 H g(z) = ||z I, (3.2) R (1.4b), WL SINGHBIAR & y = Az —b, (3.2) AJSEH
T (3.3). KfE (1.4b) BIZEME ADMM IEACHEHE B0 T BE L T BED | R 15 A 0 36— B8 BT M0 D00 44 il

AB wk
V=g (6 - (4s" - b))’ (342
k
e (:Ek — AT <Aﬂck +yt - b ué)) (3.4b)
Wl = Wb — yB(AgkE L 4 yE L —p). (3.4¢)

Yang Fl Zhang 164 {EB] T HZME ADMM (3.4a)—(3.4c) A MIIFH] {yF, 2% w*} ISR (v*, 2", w*),
Hrt o* y (1.4b) M. Wang 55 1490 ZERF 58 70 A ML A 2 IS5 06, $2HH A4 ADMM KR AL il
A, FFUEY] T HUSICRE N O(1/k). W75 73 A AN S s R RN, S/ Nt i 22 T VEAE 2k [l I A5
ch LA S BRI, A5, % £(2) = Az — bl B g(2) = At ol + Asllalla. B, Wang % 050
KH T & MALE) ADMM SRIGETRAFsn Ak )8 (3.2), FFIEBH T ST R4S 2 BIVIGG S AR RIS
(1.8) Ifif. F35h, ADMM YE N3] Lagrange J7ikM7A84A, 4 H AR s BRI ARG IS, Wang 55 157) g
SET H A RS 2 H AR R R, Jia 55 ) BR TR ZE SR, EAL T R AR Y S

(IT1) HLA-FR T % (block coordinate descent, BCD) J77% (22,123,162] 7 — SR i BAF LA E 4k
v ) R ARV, BT P T A B KR . R o R e B 2,2, (3.2) RN

fel]g}, f(l’gU.-.,xgr) +Zgi(xgi)7 (3'5)
i=1

BCD JEAER— kAR, BRI T A LRI vg,. BARH, 725 &k 2Bk, BCD JEMSH @

SR A F

k : k k k—1 k—1
xg, € argmm f@g,, - @, ®g,xg, 55 %g, ) + gi(Tg,).
9

BCD J7ik TR AR LA R, B, 78 f(x) = 31|Az — b]3 THET, 3 g(2) = Az|1, K
filt ¢ JEROENAEEAY (1.4b) 1) BCD J7i&N

. 1 _— )
xf € argmin A|z;| + §|\Al||§x12 - AiT(b —A.Z)x;, Vieg]r],
z;

Horp, Ay N A BREEE @ BUEHIRIIAERE, 2 N = BRES « Mo EEHRIRE. 2 g) = Mzl
i, Qin &5 1231 R BCD J7yksRf4] LASSO FE& 7 T & RSitE; 24 ¢ 4 SCAD 85 MCP i &%
i, Breheny Al Huang (22 R H BCD 77K EANH SCAD A1 MCP 1E M ACAx 5t AR Y 8 57 7 FH M.
A, IEWY T HY BCD 5922 Bt e B WAl 38 B2 J) s WM /DMt 4 Jm AR A 7 Tl AR /ML s 53 b,
Xu Al Yin 162 RiH] BCD J7 iR — B IR IE NG R R, JF5ET KL BHRIER] T BCD Tk 4k
oy € TP R SO S Y A S B Tl i G

(IV) 42 (difference of convex functions, DC) % &M Le Thi Al Tao [°), Pham Dinh Fl Le
Thi M9 BLK Le Thi 55 B9 42 B —FdE TR M 26 44 F1 DC MBI OL S, 2 T KA
LRI DC AR BL (3.2) NP, I HAREEL F(2) = f(z) + g(a) TERR N2 MIUERB R 5
Fy, 272, 8 F(2) = Fi(z) — Fa(z), WHK F A DC %L KAE (3.2) 0 DC EyLEMA: 7258 k DR
th, 454G DC AR R E R AUVE SR A SRR BELS, 1 Fy B —Fr@kin il Fy, XIS B Al

1058



HERE HeE Fedk HTH

e AT SR g, IEARUTT B
y*F € 0Fy(2F),
P argmin{F1(2) — () + (o 5,9}
zERn
FEE, DC ikt —MERARREEG 2 REEER 72, HHXT—#&E DC ¥k, DC &
R EA NS T 2 R DC AR, WA BRI S (2 WoCHR [89,119)).

HAl, DC Bk O T EMMmsi AL i@, 2 f(z) = L|Az — b3 B g(z) = A(|z]1 — l|lz]|2) B,
Yin & 167 S DC SRR R AR IEAI T 6 — 0o YOROENAL R, RS T Rk A /U st 2
g(z) = M|z|jo B, Le Thi & B &%} £ JEEOENM{L A (3.2), RA DC AL, 15— & %A+ T F
T L S R S, J AR (SRS BLRARZ DI — e, 4 g(z) = Mllello + Aellella
i, Li &5 931 25 7R A5t IE AL W8 (3.2) 1 DC FASIAR Y FEE 7 7 A th 7] 05 i e L 4 S B
OAE TR, Gotob % 04 6135 (3.90), Hrikl TRILIA (llllo < ) KIFTH DC #m, IFRA DC
SR i

(V) IEARE AR VE (iteratively reweighted algorithms) /& —JiE H TR LA 1918 (3.2) 15
MG, TR g MBI, FTHEEL g(z) = Mzl ABIREITA (0<p<1).

IEARE AL 0, JEEU/ME (iteratively reweighted ¢; minimization, TRL1) % [30:35.36] Fi| F 85 3
IR AR, B8 ORUEXT [a) 5 BORp B A AR50 0 BE /N T80 B, DT A 2800kE B ¢y S 850 I A 1
P, BRM AR STE A B R TR A, FER R, 0T AR, IRL1 A& A B g G Fr AN A %
g(z) TE—Mreigfeib s, &

min f(z) + A;(Ixil +e)”, (3.6)
Hrfe > 0. RfE (3.2) B IRL1 (PSSR AT Brd (2 W3R [36)):
gt e argfélin {f(@) 4+ M[WFz,}, (3.7)
reR™

HAREERE WF = diag(wh,...,wk) H wf =p/(j2F|+ )P (i=1,...,n).

HER], AE wh TV E LA TR B AL E. ORI AEZ 70 B8 W A W] RERGR B
BT, — ELIZ AL B AR, AH N R 2 A, s> LA T 7, i 5 SR A At ) L R
REVMAFEZRR B E. 7E IRL1 FIRIGERH, (3.7) S2br E#ER AR — AN IR ¢ S804k
I .

SCHR (36, EFE 1A 4] WEW] T B IRL1 A8 {2} A A, BAZF IR S I AR R AL
) (3.6) MARE A FEREE XA, (3.6) MR E AR/ MEMW, HAE—E%M4F, IRL1 Bf
MR P WS St

IEARE B /N — 3 (iteratively reweighted least squares, TRLS) Sy [40:87) i — 28 gL 1A%
HIIREEE. E f(z) = 3||Az — b3 TETEF, X g(z) fEZBOEIE g(z) =~ Y0, (22 + €)%, Lai 55 87
$E T IRLS Hik, HF 2k .

SR {m cR": A{(gi - (5552)1_“2 3 AT Az —b) = 0},

i 1<

ery1 = min{e, Ar(z¥1) 1},
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Ho, s AT T IIRBKF, r(2) £n 2 € R A5 A% HAHE BT HES G MRk [ & 35T RIP
M, SCHR [87, FEFE 2.2) IEM T2 G0 < 1 H. € — €, (k — o0) I, B IRLS AEMMIF] {F) AN
SUT. R, 2 e, > 0 B, AT T IR A o, v N (3.2) 7 e = e, BTG SS, H 2o 2 5
HSE s- MBLEZ B IR ZETEN O(VA) + O(0s(zc, 2)2) D).

3.1.2 ZIMicthE%E

4RI Newton 57 (proximal Newton-type algorithm, PNA) & —4 Newton V£ 5T AT 5
EAESHIITE, FTEE PGA B I EM, B Lee 5 DU ZERMEN SR (3.2) MR, A
Pitl, PNA JeRIH ) AT H i e 4 R 7 A dF, g A BINEIEBUE K oy, AR T

d* = Plroxf’c (2% — H 'V f(2*)) — 2,

(3.8)
P =k 4 vkdk,

Hr Hy, = V2 f(2%) A f AE 2% &I Hesse FEFE, BT AR H 1€ L F:

Prox!!(z) = argming(y) + 3 Iy — #ll%, vy € R",
yeR™

KE |z)|3 = 2THe, H € ST, MHRIEE. 5 Newton VAL, PNA BAG IKSE. #HEL HE ~
V2f(2*) WAL, (3.8) i AL Newton 575 (proximal quasi-Newton algorithm, PQNA). A,
1 HY MR EA T, PQNA BABLMRSUE.

HHT, PNA O TR as Mmssi LA a8 BN, 2 g(x) = AM|z|ly H f B/ Z3fedin 2k 502
[ )T 2 BF, 2548 F FISTA, Ghanbari 1 Scheinberg 62 2 H 7 II5#E K] PQNA SKAF ™ 1E WAL =) 75, 5
UERA T HF 3 2 F e ik, FErRSiusZnl i8] O(1/k%). 546, 24 g(x) JEMET, Rakotomamonjy
2 1251 0% DC HESE S Newton VAL A, $2H T DC i Newton v53Rf# (3.2), FHUER T 1 DC ki
Newton 245 B F1 AT RO PR s 042 (3.2) IFRE 5. Kanzow Ml Lechner 83 $2 4 T JEXRE# 1L
Ui Newton 87735, FFUEM] 1 iZ07 5 A 4 RS ®) (3.2) FEE AL

3.2 4o SEEVMELESE
A/NTER N H BRBREL (BLLIR) ¥ K Lo JEEU S5 R R s AL A ] it

min {f(2) : fJzllo < s}, (3.92)
min f(z) + Allzllo, (3.9b)

N —Br 5 R SNE. Reli, 58 3.2.1 /AN LL f s TaRUR A B 4R BAR L.

(I) IEACVLELIBER (orthogonal matching pursuit, OMP) fyk (130,140, 142] G — e 2 () Sr AR vk
HAR s, OMP BEAERE— kAU, B BRMERE A 558052 rF+! = b — Aab BRI —

3) os(-)2 NE 2.2 NP BRI EAE s- MBEIL.
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B; HUCRAZ AN B FR AR AN SCIE SR S, REMIAS 20T HUSTHESR Sk BOFTE Sy LR /b —5f
BB M ISR T

i = argmax |(A;, b — Az®)|, (3.10a)
1¢Sk

Sk11 = {Z} U Sk, (3.10b)

2" = argmin{|| Az — b||2, supp(2) C Sky1}- (3.10c)

HER, OMP SukfaiEmak, Bl FrkES CIEFr g2 IERH, B FE R A S UG R R — 51,
HIHIERIKBEZ N A FIFVEG (BT Spy BEEAGZR UG K, OMP BETCIE H shir IEIE R Al fE
BLFRbRES . B AT, 2T MIP 3 REC %4, Cai f1 Wang 251 JIEB] 7 OMP 592 DU MR A5 1 R 51
Pl 5 4E. F£T RIP 2604, SCHk [177, 3 2.1] WEM 1 i1 OMP Sk E sIEARFE S {oh 1)
e
V6e,(1)

p—(t)
Hip t e N5 SR, (7) RBREIEEERAMEEL, p_ () 2R 50N F £ FEaH, OMP Bkt HF
SKARFR AL . Ben-Haim A1 Eldar 19 N OMP SRR BRI 0, JF3ET GC &4
H T OMP BIEAE RRIER T F R 2= Sk 1. E48 REEICALIE EE (compressive sampling matching
pursuit, CoSaMP) #v% 1121 ¥ AR T 5 OMP HyE45 4, 28l 7% OMP ki, H Bk
TFEWR:

2"+ — 2|2 <

y= AT(b— Ad%),
T = supp(a") Usupp(y2s),
z = argmin{||Az — b||2 : supp(z) C T},

k+1

2T = argmin{||lz — z|| : ||z]lo < s}
x

R, EPIEA, 5 OMP BVEKUCK TARIEA supp(a®) ANF], CoSaMP FIESGTHOK 1 3 ##4E
AR VG GBS T AT 3s), PR /> 3R AT I AR, d50 ) IR BT AR I B K s
ANy, IXPEREE RO . OMP S5k H sl IR IE AL T A H B0 #5545 4%, R, CoSaMP H.4%
—EMSCHEE RS EMSERE . B, 2T RIP &4F, SCik (112, @2 4.1]) W T i CoSaMP 2E %,
T A REUS SR (3.9a) B ALAE z, FF4a T 3 B2 F v, Bk, 5 645 < 0.1, M CoSaMP
R {2k} & s- ME, H (|2% — 2] < 27722 + 15]le]|2.

A M) J5 A (forward-backward, FoBa) H &M Sx 2R & H Zhang 176 $&H A — M B A H R BFIERE
IR, E 8 AR A R S ) AR S, i — DR T OMP B, Bk, FoBa AT HT
25, Bl OMP %48 (3.10a)(3.10c) RAINFTITEFREE. %

Ok = [ A2 = b5 — [|Az* — b3 <,
MISELE AL B, & k= b+ 1, TR 5. B, T3 jy = argminges, [[A(" — ahed) - b|3, Wi

_ 1
1A(" — 2je?) = BlI3 — | Az*~" = BlI3 < 50, (3.11)
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W k =k — 1, %325 5 R ERE RIE IR, JRAER 0S5 B RS

Sk = Skr1\{dk+1},
k

x® = argmin{||Az — bl|2,supp(z) C Sk}
FoBa it HI&MFNE (3.11), MIBRET AP R B R R TR bR, 24T B3I IE; 5540 OMP BVEMA 2
FITRI, H4kK T OMP 53k B[ 9038 RS 5 A S AR R R PR i &k b4, 22T RIP 8 SEC
A%, Zhang 1701 {EBH T FoBa LA ERULSLE] (3.92) [FIfF.

(I1) IEARAE R {E (iterative hard thresholding, THT) 5% /& H Blumensath 1 Davies [16:17) $ 1]
— R T KA Lo TWELARIATFE (3.9a) KIRAEIEAIENE, 1&H T SRAF U )R, HIE A% 00y

2F T = H, (2% — vAT (Az* — b)),

Ho H, R — R NRERESE T, MA TN ¢ e R, Hy () (VR ¢ h4 B AN s T8, Ha
SrEN 0.

IHT 5 ISTA BAERML, PRI S EAR 10L& DU ERR S T B, P BME S 58 ok L
TAEMARIET, ISTA 1 BMEE FNRBER T, 1 HT 02 RE ST, FH% ISTA, THT
FEIEAIEFE A RD A oF AR RO 7 2. SCHk (16, B3 4] TEBA T, 24 ||All2 < 1 B, H
IHT FEARKFH] {20} WEkB] (3.9a) BIJRFM/IME; Sk [17, B3 4] EB T, 24 03, < 1/V/32 B,

& — ¥z < 270w (@)slo + 62, (3.12)

Hoh, 2 O (3.92) MM, & = |17 — 22 + Z 17 — o5(@)2llL + [le]2.

AL ISTA, £ THT FE AT T V2 I (i {8 28 5002, B0, Blumensath A1 Davies '8! 5%
H B IEN KRR, 2 7 HITE kBB (normalized iterative hard thresholding, NIHT) &%,
FETAERSFRI RIP 56 fF £ 5L 7 NIHT (048G PE218; Blanchard 55 14191 FISLGTERREAREE THT (1085
B, BE T LIRS IEARE I {E (conjugate gradient iterative hard thresholding, CGIHT) &%, e H A6
FEE T B2 IO 5 2% B 5 SR A B2 R i WS Sk

i R {HE 7 (hard thresholding pursuit, HTP) 5% H Foucart 5% $2 i, & IHT F1 CoSaMP $ik
G, At HTP Fkef i AR oF 1 BURT s KO- ERE R S AREE Ty SCHE 4R, FRAE SO
£ N B/ TR B R of Y, HOs A R R

yP =2k — AT (Az® —b), Spy1 = supp(Hy(y" 1)), 2% = argmin{||Az — b||2, supp(2) C Spy1}-

BT RIP 41F, SCHR [55, B 3.5] @32 T HTP FIEMRZEFAG T, IEI T2 035 < 1/V/3 B HTP &
BAERES {o*) 5 (3.9a) BBRALME 2 BT K R:
la* — Zslla < pHle® — zslls + 2L
I—p

Hrbpe(0,1) Fl 7> 0 85 6 FIRIIFEL L (3.12) 5 (3.13), HTP BEyEAMETLF R || Al < 1,
T HX RIP B SR 1.

I JUAE, Zhao 184 | Zhao Al Luo 186 $2 1 T — AR & BIME SRS, BAEIRIEREHAT RME R4 1
AR, IEBEARIE H AR BB R . 35 T80 ke BRE LE AL AR () — BRI 8L, Zhao A1 Luo 187 iS4l T —
FERRE R, HrFE SRR E LT Rl b RERE

|AZse + €2, (3.13)
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3.2.2 ZMREEX
(I) 3&F Newton LA (Newton-step-based THT, NSIHT) %% 199 5 Meng 1 Zhao
feth, ZFIER Newton 5 IHT HykEh&, v LR EL L) A /> —3fe ) &, B (3.9a) HHL f()
=2 LAz — b)|3, FiEAHE T

" = H, (2% + v(ATA + eI) 1 AT (b — Az)).

AR 035 < 1/V3 B HHE KA FME o) WERERAN, B NSIHT LA R {oF+1)
e

lz** = Zsll2 < pPl2” - @sll2 + 7| Azse + ]2,

HH, pe (0,1), 725 ps oy e Flo AHRIIEHE (S WCHR (109, B 4.1]). 1AM, Meng £l Zhao [109)
¥ Newton Y5 HTP BIEMHEE G, $2H 72T Newton Rl BIHIE FR H % (Newton-step-based
HTP, NSHTP), @37 1 5 NSIHT RSP 25 3.

(IT) AR E Newton (greedy projection gradient Newton, GPGN) 5% /2 H Wang 25 [155]
B — R 5L, AR VA Newton VAR S5 &, AT T SRR B 20 R 1K) 12 48 =] ) o) i, )
(3.92) WAL £ ORI K. BARHL, GPGN BESGVERR R N 1%, FEMBR Y, sk a0 T

P = Ps(aF — v V().
F5 supp(ZFT1) = supp(a®), WIFE #5184 EiT5 Newton 25, it Spyy = supp(2FT1), H4

aetl = algt (VR @) Vs fE D)

Skﬂ skﬂ
7;':|<)HJJ, okl = gh+1 HE'i‘E, ﬁu% f( k+1) < f(j‘k"'l) _ 1||xk+1 ~k+1||2 D‘[J k1l .= mk-&-l’ T)|‘||J’ k1
= gkt Wang 55 1951 {EBH T GPGN Sk EA 4 RS PEA R — IR /IR G S Stk A 8] T 1 T A
A B, GPGN SEAESCHE4E L5 Newton 5, Al H UMK A A,

EEXREAL (3.9b), 2 f R FIEHR BAENWIUN A|2|,0 (p > 1) B, Zhang 55 074 75 2 4
BRI SN, & T £,0- %G Newton BV% (€,0-PNA), 5IAN T 58 o- Fa0E s % HH 5 4R &
AME (BRI ME) BV, FFUERR T £, 0-PNA )R8 RSt

(I1T) Newton f# HI{HIEE: (Newton HTP, NHTP) 5y%/& 1 Zhou %5 1901 $2HH () —R = 5%, &
KR Newton #i%40E HTP AR5 &, WA TSR €0 ZIRANAG IR (3.9a). FLfA, Gl 5]
n- F0E K, BIHR © € Po(z —nV f(z)) BIAL, B (3.9a) AL R SR AR Lt J7

Vrf(x)
Tpe
Hrif T(z;m) = {T c [n]:|T| =5, T D supp(z), Iz € Ps(x —nV f(x))}. fERIERP, NHTP HGik
Ty, B R EZR AT 2 (3.14) N Newton VAFFAE Ty, L3AT Newton 25, 37 H A3 EIf) Newton 5
] d, 2 N AR, WIEFRRTT I a4 df, kSR d ?ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁgfﬁﬁrﬂ dk; B JEEEAE Ty

EHAT Armijo &R, FAT T —REAR

k k
xk"'l = |:ka + adi] 3 a > 0.
0

Fy(x;m) == =0, JzeT(x;n), (3.14)

JE T B ) 5 ™ A RBR ) 5 Mg 45 2F, SCER (190, SEFE 10) IEW] T NHTP AT 4 RSt 5 — il stk
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SR

HZLE5RE

SR MR AL ] RS i A B IR OR, FEAS S A BE L R B Hlds i I AR B 22 55 5 ] 40
13 TARKI Ty, 51 7 ST Z k. AR R AL S AR B R AR | A S

B R FVEBET T REIR G, ARG A AR S WAL B S T A4, DA e PR
7RI U AR A, 3 — DT RS M DA A S0 .

gtk RS, BAARIR T EE B TUSR, (BT IR 2 @A i k. BLA SRR

2R B SE, W BT R R K B SR, X 2 R B AR R A i R AT SR v
SEWSCSRPEBR AR, AR fRr 0 TR A R B AL 1) EAT R BT S R, AR AR R DAL RIS B 4 R e
FARER N T IR, G ] i H B 95 P LE DU 2% 2 DA CRAUE RS R P 52 55 A S PR BRI AR B e (AR R B 5 I ek
sk EDEAL A U T S PEER, vt v SRR A ) R R A A R
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Theory and algorithms of structured sparse optimization
problems

Yaohua Hu, Yufan Li, Yanyan Liu & Jing Qin

Abstract Structured sparse optimization is one of the most popular research topics in optimization, which has
been widely used in a wide range of fields, such as compressed sensing, signal and image processing, machine
learning, and biological sciences. In this paper, we first introduce the development of sparse optimization, group
sparse optimization, mixed sparse optimization, and joint sparse optimization in recent years. We summarize
the theoretical studies and optimization algorithms for structured sparse optimization, including the consistency
theory and convergence theory. Finally, we also propose some interesting and important problems in structured
sparse optimization that are worthy of further investigation. Generally speaking, a great deal of effort has been
achieved in the development of structured sparse optimization; however, there are still several important problems
to be resolved.
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