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Abstract

The Minimax Concave Penalty (MCP) regularization optimization problem is widely used in many
scientific fields, such as machine learning, signal restoration, image restoration and logistic regres-
sion. This paper studies a second-order accelerated optimization algorithm based on MCP regula-
rization term. The main idea of the algorithm is how to get a direction that makes the target drop
quickly. The main method is to design dual semi-smooth Newton method to solve the subproblem.
We propose a new algorithm based on the proposed model. The effectiveness and efficiency of the
proposed algorithm are verified by numerical experiments.
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1. 5l
AR & — A0 LA 1A

il

min _, F(x):= f(x)+7§(x) (1-1)

Horp f 2 JeIE R HBREE 2 Lipschitz HE4E10,  § /& 1EH 1R FIELLm (T aedE ARk, n>0 24 %
S8 RTINS S ARG IS, Ir SR TV 2R AL TN IR BE DTV (PGA) [1].
L TT FFRTE(ADMM) [2]. DC AL (3]s b Ak (4155 . JF HAZSR A R4k il e s Rk
WEHREEZMNA, Bl LR/ .5, SRR 6] RFREREAN A7) (B 5 IRE[8]. &
BRI [9] A S i 2 WA 2T I . B B ROR I — ke, DLACRER R AR I Bk, AL EETE
S o A i ) I FH AR B R Yz, AATRT B PR PR IG 240 SR A B2 B BILAE S A R R A A R AR Ak
Bk, BT NI D IR 2R, AT B 380 s th v B AT T T 000 F A B DA R TSR ke el
XTI FH S22 T SR SRk P A o o o BT T ()RS 5o T PR A i B O A L 68 R S R A 22 8t
T T AR AR 0] BRI T R BTG L, AR JUAE SR A K8 6 F T R it i A JRmaRai ik
DOV AREAR T, 17 K 22 B AR M A B R LUK AR AR B H IR AR ) T, IR 5T
TR R G BB L TR, (HR T L VaE AR 2 — A NP XER )RR, 1T H A8 43 (14 fi
RITIFAERI L e AT — AN B BAR, SR REE N 0 i AR B T — AN AR ), B AT R LA
5 A B3 P s SRRk i, H 385 EAESEBR ARG 101 2 Tolk sl B AR RN 250 70 il b B ARk
ZaE— AN EMM R, XRERATRA RN R BRI AR, IR R SR R NE T A
T o AR ARAL R RRAE bk S A A PR R . ARSI S AT R IR N AR AL R R, E AT R I
PR B B4 i AR 4§14 Minimax Concave Penalty (MCP) [2] [8] [10] [11] [12] [13] [14]~ Smoothly Clipped
Absolute Deviation (SCAD) [12] [15]%5 . filt (L8 75 ip R L 1 2 IR B ™ 1E 301 ) — S AR o [F] A A
# RUF IR B AR RAIIZ, filln: GMCP[16] [17], VMCP [131%5:%% ., JL& T BLM B &2k
T OSH T REMNTR, HRRKZHEIZE Mk, Bl 0T EPGA) [8] [18] 28 & T M+
1A(ADMM) [2] [15]+ AAAR T B (CD) [19]55 . XF T dE e U m A pe At i B, - — [ B9 it el i 454
R

b KRR R R, BRI B R AT R BRI E MRk, S — B
N [ PRI TR AT, A e A e 0 D SR AR PR, (FU i I AR el v] DA Ak A v, B A AR
Ak 11 R 85 5k DA 1) R R ) — SRR, RO A i A B R I R R R S AR D
B2 H AT KHEE N Ah 23 A )R A i 78 . B S M = AR W g e ARG ), e rpr i i R
L) MCP 1ET5T 2010 4F HH Zhang [14]7E#R e A1 EAEH T E XTIk, BEJS 2015 45 H Li #1 Lin [18]
Peth T AR ORI ARG A ] R 0 i B SR (APG), R APG HARHEZL U T
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t,, —1

t
Yy :Xk+%(zk_xk)+ (Xk_xk—l)

K t,
21 = ProX,,q (Yk —a,Vf (yk ))
Vier = PFOX, 4 (Xk —ay Vf (Xk ))

At +1+1

tk+1 - 2

B {ka if F(ze) < F (V)
k+1 = .
Vi otherwise

2 J5i» 2019 £ Shi Al Huang [12]4& 1 7 —Fh B i), S0 s 3R MmO 46 1n A ot i A i s
FEUEBA T AT TR HE (R SR R A R M S T KKT A, RIS A R I R I0E 1 %7 i ke s . (1
&, REZITER I TR SOE R, TSCR AU 8 T T IR RS H R T R, ki
g R TR R LSO L, TR B S AR s

f£ 2021 4 Wu AU Li [8]55 AHE) 1L s B R L, 4CAR ST I ) BRSO 1 R
Bregman Y £, BETIRCUE I TR —BrEE, TR B RO S SR A R

yE o= X 1ot (Xk _kal)

" +ﬂk(xk _ka1)
xk*leﬂ:g[xk;vf(zk)—%(yk—x")]

SR TE KL MBI E B 25 A SRR 1 42 R S A SO FE , 8] BL SCAD A1 MCP 3 i E ™ 1E ) 35
@ A S, BRI EE A AR R . ER T T TR A R T RS, ik
SR IR 4
2. HHXEMAIR
E AR

N 7B JE S AR AR L A S R RO, B R T — BB AF S B XA KOTIEE R T
BEARMITFS . 8 URJ7vETT BAZ511] [20] [21]).

B 2.1 (BE)AERE R >R, HIFEM xM—MBRANAERN, HAIEREGeR HE:

lim f(x+8)-f(x)-g's
9 o]

FUPR £ A28 x AP BEI g FRON AR R X AL IR o FFICAERE — B Al s % f (x) BB A: Vi (X) .

B 22, BEEFRRECF () B R, BIF()2F, BE R > R B UGESAIIIY, ILHER
Lipschitz 410, % VK 2 [ Ay, (B, )-78]=0. § 9 MCP IEMIT.

Horb s f BUBREE A Lipschitz HHCh: Ly, » B=V*f, B ARKE k kR v T Mzl 4, (A)
SEFRE A REE R RME. n2TT235, 6 £ 5 ENTUH K25

S FAE RS SR HL T 1R > (—o0,400] , B HIE IR T+

domf :={xeR": f(x) < +oof (2-1)

=0

B TAN L G U AT Moreau-envelope FJ5E S5l F
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prox,,; (x):=arg minu{f (u)+i||u—x||2} (2-2)
M;’(x)::infu{f (u)+i||u—x||z} (2-3)
R a]_E ) AR ANEHOE LR
(xy)=x"y
[l = (% x)
XFFIEMIEG(x)» FATRIESTHR[LATRIBETE, SR PR AT e 2 RO ARG IE T MCP,
FRAME UnF
§(%) =R (A7) = 21 {Puc (x: A7)} (2-4)

HexeR", Py (%54, 7) 8 XATF:

/1|xi|—$x.2, if x| <Ay

Puc (xi;/z,y):ﬂjl*i‘(l_z/(yg)x dz = (2-5)
1, :
—yA%, if x| > Ay
2
HRA 2 U125 5 P BB 8 o (x) (6 o < (0, ) ) IO A firm (x; @k, Ay) [13], Bifkikat

Wr:
. ~ 1
proxag(x):argmmu{g(u)+£||x—u||2}
:firm(x;a/i,l;/)
0, if x| < 2l
—ad
= sign(x)M, if ad <|x| <2y
y—a
X, if x> 2y

ST HRLAR SR [AT AR B0 5 prox, g (x) 7 SURTRID, F L8 537 5] prox, g () 607 SUBETT He fe— At
FlE, HAH TR N

0 if x| < ad
{O,L}, if x| = az
y—a
3 (x)= y_La if el <|x| <Ay (2-6)
{1,L} if x| = 47
y—a
1 if |x|> Ay

3. #RE, EERSIEER
3.1 REURH
T T HEA RS RIEIR AW TRATH 4 th S8 Bk R R LR BT R th (R e, B4 K
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(LS R UE T ) BV 0 B R . A58 AL TSR — A GE 49 E RO TSR, 2R T
T RA 2T T B MO B B SRR U T B R B 2.2 MR T, 2RISR xR
BT BB x, +d , Forb d RIBRIBE I, A5 1 E x, +d I AUIEAT B IAE T80

f(x +d)=~ f(xk)+Vf(xk)Td+%dTBkd (3-1)
A4 p(d)=VF (%) d+05dTBd+nG(x +d), BT B
mindq)(d):ZVf(Xk)Td-i-%dTBkd +16 (X +d) (3-2)
Mﬁ@aﬁ%ﬁii?%ﬁ%ﬁﬂoWﬁiﬁﬂﬂ&Mﬂﬁ,%523N,MQ+QW4ﬁ%44&
e
PRAL, T R BRATTRE 1A AL (3-2) S A T A

. 1 A 0
min v (x) d +EdT(Bk -nsl)d +77g(y)+777||y—xk||§

(3-3)
st. x. +d=y
BETT A2 5 15 380 10 185 (3-3) FA 0] 4 ) LAy -
max , ¢, (u) (3-4)
Forbr p e R ) B AR B, ey (1) N
cs (1) :—%[/J—Vf (X )T (B, —ndl )71[;1—Vf (X )]— ";"2
no
) (3-5)
- U no U H
+7yg(prox51(j (Xk _ﬂ_fsj}r? X, e prox__.. [xk —77—5] 2
AT FEREENEIAN—MES: A (a)(ae(0,1), BbELuT:
A (@) =(0)-p(ad,)
~ ~ T a ; (3-6)
=nG(x)-n§(x +ad,)-aVf(x) d, —7dk B.d,

3.2. Biktag

3% 1 ALGL-3Kf#Ia]RR(1-1)
Wat: x,,m,6,7,€(0,1),0, €(0,0.5), Koy, Ko
While k, <K, do:
B HL 2 B2 FRITH: d,o=(B, —n81) " (1, —VE(x,))
If |a (1)|<e then:
break;

end
L a=1, HitE: A (a)
While F(x)-F(x +ad,)<oA, (a) do:

L a=rna, HH: A (a)
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end
A ao=a, X=X +ad, . B L-BFGS AXEH (B, —nsl)"

end

Bk 2. KERIBIRL(3-4)
WIEA:  wy,m.6,7, €(0,1),0, €(0,05),n,, N,
While n, <N_. do:

HERRE: 7, = Ve, (1)

If ||z,[|<e then:

Break;
end
SRAETTFE: 3,d0, + Ve, (1) =0 BEHEZ (I, €0(Ve,(4,)))
% a=1

While ¢, (u,)~c,(u,+ady,)=-0,2,d%, do:

ssn ssn

& a=r,a
end
A — _
N an =a, Moy = My +andsnsn
end
return

33. WESXBRERSH
ARTTERAT TR FH BEATL A A s A0 S R B SR VA AT I EE 1, O T AT B A B R A TR S
TGRS (PGA) B AR 25 Fr A 3 31k M BIEAEZL v] LUE H FRATT M V2R PGA J7 i) 3 ZE X 1l &
W7 d, . SCEATA RS #R2& F] MATLAB2020a 4i 5 11, FH7E—& 8 #%. 57 Apple M1,
A7 8 GB AL R 2% FIEAT W AN R 1 S0k 48— 18 LA R S A0 (MH LA (10 S 5008 5 th S VR anitie . ):
£=10",0,=0,=10" 17, =7, =0.2,7=0.25,7 =15,2 = 0.03*,/2*log (n) (3-7)
AR SR A28 A5 1 26 A AT G — 13 -

NormG = ||dk||2 <eg (3-8)
o, +1

3% 3. PGA [20] for MCP IE N4 4k (5185

Vst Xo,n,g,z'3e(0,1),0'3e(O,O.5),j,J
While j<J do:

p , 1
HEIFRETT R d, :a—j(xj - proxajg(xj —a,Vf (x])))
If |[NormG||<e then

break;
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end

La=1, HFit5: A(a)

While F(x;)-F(x,+ad;)<o;A(a) do:
a=ra, HH: A(a)

end

S

oa=as X, =X +ozjdj

T eI RN G R . SERCARRERE SRR R E[8], RAARTE R
. 1 A
min ., E||Ax—b||§ +n6(x) (3-9)

Horr g (x) ATERE(-4) 5 LM IENI, HHFE Ae R™ RN, HEbe R™EWMES, n2i
ZH. TAUEH MATLAB P & 5% randn, sprandn, normrnd, normalize 4 B WL AR «

A = normalize(randn (m,n), 'range’)
X" =sprandn(n,1,0.15)
eps = normrd (0,0.01,[m, 1])
b= Ax" +eps

3 eh normalize(randn (m, n), 'range’) /& 4= i — > mxn (U IEZS A A BEHLAE RS, 9F B 51— Z[0, 1].
sprandn(n,1,0.15) , SEEM—MBEHFBT A, ETICRAA nx1x0.154>. normmd(0,0.01,[m,1]) 24
FR—AN A 0 b ZE R 0.01 [ IEAS /3 A AL &« FATEXS m,n, oy, 7, TINS5 28 Bk 47 5050
PAISHIE SV 1A 2 o VPl $EAR A CPU time (CPU J247H &), Iterations (iR %D) . EBIH 1) eta [RES
. n, FFER gamma RESH: y.

AT E M=2400, 0,=10", 7,=0.2, n M 1000 k% 1100 &3k 11 AR . BUELE RN
1A DU HBEAE n BRI, AHET PGA J5ik, AT 1A & 2 ik®, £ CPU iz
A7 I TR 7 T AR R I /N T PGA J7ik

HIRBATEE n=1000, o,=10", 7,=0.2, m M 2410 L% 2470 &3L 7 %04 . Hfe g Fan &l
1 i, B AR a] LLE BT R EA T PGA J5ik, SRR BT CPU 1847 I )23 /N T PGA 7k,
KAUEAFRATI AT Hh I VA A RO B m Rk

i, RATEBIE e E/E m=2400, n=1000, » M 10 ZBfLZE 20 —3t 6 4 EHE, 45 Han /&
1R, REGE RS y BB E SRR, TR MIRRIREGE 2 CPU g 17 i B KE,

H Rz PGA MR . 55 T4 7K LLRIAE 465 m = 2400, n=1000, {HE o, =10, n A 0.2
A E 0.26 —3L 7 BN FIEMATINR . RAIG R E 1A,

B ROk T PGA J5ikiz 7 i R K FA P B SRR AT VP4, A Fa b8 B Ax 26 SUE (Value
of (f + @) Ak S KE B (nx_xstar) . AN [FI4EBUCFIAS [\] 1) 7 4B R0 1 15 B FRA TSR0 K08 8 e Al s ek o % T
YEFEMR, FA T m [E 2 76 5000 4E, n A\ 1000 2246 % 3000, ZALIEE A 500, 7=0.25, y=15HRxS
B . BUELRWE 2 Bror, WLLE BIA FEZEE T BATEZ0E 2R . 35 TA TG 4E5R
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FFfEm=3000, n=1500, 7 A 0.22 L% 0.3, BIIRAHN 0.02, y =15 HRSEHAMKAL . Bl
s 2 fros, BATKEAT LG B n EARIIRHE, 4 n (RFFLE 0.24 F) 0.26 X ANX [H] S5, FHIEPUER
SRR, TRIUESE T BATZ AT SL 560 % B = 0.25 2 & i& 1IE#E .
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Figure 1. Comparison of CPU running time and iteration times between two algorithms with four

parameters
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: (f+g) with iterations nx_xstar with iterations

10" 7 104F . .
A n=1000 n=1000
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——n=3000
~10" 8
B
pug x
o c
] K
K E:
5 g
10°F >
10° ' L ) 102 . . .
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
The number of iterations The number of iterations
+ ith i i nx_xstar with iterations
oM (f+g) with iterations 10% ‘ X_ ‘ ) .
i eta=0.22 t eta=0.22 |
1012 ——eta=0.24 ——eta=0.24 |
——eta=0.26 eta=0.26
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Figure 2. Performance of Algorithm 1 under different parameters

2. BRI ETRSHTHIRM

BRI R AR A ), A EBIEE Ac R™" kR mEb e R™, 4 EH [ EE R
. _ 1 hyTa - i
min®, (x):= mzizllog(lJrexp( b x a,))+ng(x) (3-10)

HevA=(a,-,a,), bef{-11}, i=L-m.

XA AT LIBSVM [22180#5 5 thade OGS 73 S REAT ke A SEI 4R ) 7 —NFERE A Al &
bo FAARMIINAZE R 2% 1 1% 3 45 FRATTHE CPU 1847 B ] (CPU(s))  FEIE AR I EL (1ter) RIS SIS 2 (Res)
VERAT - KvF FabR, 10 Optval R EAME . H iSO Res FoR

e
o, +1

M L WTLUBREIE S, WEFR AT DU RO SRAR AR [ r f . 1T AT 3 ek I 3RAT T LAY
AR, AOTMEE 1AE 20 MAFFMIRE EHAAERTWRI, ML TR PGA Tkl 54
OCBUOR KD, RNt BRSO B SE i RS B . BARAE SR 1 b AT T AR 5 FATHIBEIZ AT IR F] L
PGA J7i:08 T —18, (H2 4550 Uk AR UCBAIS S AS FE IR BA T B2 I T PGA T3, i AKX
TSR] AN 22 S AR DL o AT B IGAIE 1 FRATT A S A TE 2 48 [ U ol f B 4 LRI R IR, 3@
5 PGA JPR IR Ht ™ 2 1 3RATTI 7 v 2 B A R U

g5t LIRS LA R A N 4 A, SRR T IR BT i) B B A R R A AR LA S R T TR 2
AR, I AR TALS PGA JiEE & AT H#E R, &tk Lr.
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Table 1. Performance of two algorithms in 20 sets of logistic regression
2 1. BB 20 tHIBERIVAT AR

WREm= 178 51 Rkl Hi3
N m n CPU(s) Iter Res Optval CPU(s) Iter Res Optval
ala 1605 119 3.16326e-01 9 3.73489¢—09 0.693 3.69953e-01 75 8.83278e—07 0.693
aza 2265 119 1.32050e—01 12 2.39626e—08 0.693 1.94620e-01 75 8.93744e—07 0.693
a3a 3185 122 1.00446e—01 10 1.46148e—08 0.693 2.55895e-01 75 8.93102e—07 0.693
ada 4781 122 1.48468e-01 11 9.64087e-09 0.693 3.41970e-01 75 9.15061e—07 0.693
aba 6414 122 8.31462e—01 13 1.24028e-08 0.693 4.17240e-01 75 9.02011e-07 0.693

aba 11,220 122 1.26901e-01 8 2.18711e—09 0.693 6.7796%-01 75 8.85075e—-07 0.693
ara 16,100 122 1.79933e—01 10 1.16777e—08 0.693 9.49610e—01 75 8.65226e—07 0.693
aBa 22,696 123 2.44431e-01 10 1.89512e-08 0.693 1.32385e+00 75 8.64977e—-07 0.693
afa 32,561 123 2.69392¢e-01 8 2.85696e-09 0.693 1.88188e+00 75 9.16768e—07 0.693

ijcnnl 49,990 22 2.54796e-01 8 3.05836e-08 0.693 9.38021e-01 72 9.4157%e—07 0.693

mushrooms 8124 112 1.32796e-01 8 9.91244e-09 0.693 5.52149¢-01 75 9.27103e-07 0.693
phishing 11,055 68 2.15109e-01 12 1.46065e—08 0.693 5.97741e—01 74 9.39543e—-07 0.693
wla 2477 300 1.49633e-01 8 1.09425e-08 0.693 3.19617e—01 76 8.39927e-07 0.693
w2a 3470 300 1.43242e-01 8 7.10077e—09 0.693 4.09359¢e—01 76 8.54131e—-07 0.693
w3a 4912 300 1.64765e-01 8 7.31374e-09 0.693 5.29249¢-01 76 8.59312e—07 0.693
wéa 7366 300 1.70304e—-01 8 5.10713e—09 0.693 7.32478e—01 76 8.42150e—-07 0.693
wba 9888 300 2.22083e—-01 9 8.35186e—-09 0.693 9.18242e-01 76 8.59644e-07 0.693
wba 17,188 300 2.59537¢e—-01 8 6.45706e—09 0.693 1.54480e+00 76 8.52992e—07 0.693
w7a 24,692 300 3.10005e-01 8 9.10777e-09 0.693 2.19111e+00 76 8.49034e—07 0.693
w8a 49,749 300 5.80007e—01 9 4.75253e—09 0.693 4.37231e+00 76 8.51638e—-07 0.693

Iter Res
T ] 10°

—=k-PGA |1 —¥-PGA |/
ALG1|| ALG1| |

102

Value of Res

Value of Iter

101
il : . 1
2 4 6 s 12 " 1a ' e 8 ' 2 2 2 s 8 T

The number of dataset The number of dataset

Figure 3. Performance of the two algorithms in the number of iterations and convergence accuracy in 20 datasets
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