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Abstract Nonlinear dynamics sparse identification methods based on system sparsity priors Chereafter
referred to as sparse modeling) represent a quintessential technique in data-driven dynamic modeling. By
reformulating dynamic modeling into sparse optimization problems., this method effectively achieves a

balance between model interpretability and practical performance. However, traditional sparse optimiza-
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tion methods based on specific loss functions and regularizers often struggle to balance the accuracy,
sparsity, robustness, and computational efficiency of the models. To address this, focusing on the core
optimization problem of sparse modeling, this paper proposes a unified iterative solution framework
based on the Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM) to flexibly accommodate sparse opti-
mization problems with diverse objectives. Within this framework, the loss functions encompass squared
loss, absolute deviation loss, and Huber loss, while the regularization terms include the conventional
one-norm and its variants, alongside the one-half quasi-norm non-convex regularizer. By comprehensive-
ly integrating non-convex regularizers, robust loss functions, and accelerated iterative techniques, the
proposed method systematically enhances the overall performance of the model across the aforementioned
multidimensional metrics. Finally, the effectiveness of the proposed method is validated using the six-di-
mensional Lorenz 96 chaotic system. The results indicate that: (1) the proposed framework can uni-
formly solve sparse optimization problems containing various combinations of loss functions and regulari-
zers, encompassing non-smooth/non-convex optimization problems; (2) the introduction of non-convex
regularizers significantly enhances the ability to characterize the sparse features of the system; (3) the a-

doption of an accelerated iterative strategy effectively improves the efficiency of solving for sparse solutions.

Key words data-driven modeling,

51

il

L TRERG D AFTEWE 2 8) ) 22 W) 8L A%
B 5)) 7 27 AT VR OB A ) 2 (RR% BT H g 2 A
Wy 535 0 ) 2 A Y P I B R R T R b AR AR
T 5 I 5 ] 8505 2% 185, 35 —F 4 34 i L 1) s S
1232 T T ek PRI o 91 4n 422 L By g S A A2 R Tl i
A ME DL N 52 2 1 L bR . A, B A TR AL
R T NN e N RN e = B NV R 28
23 R B 2 A AR BT A O FLECHE . TR
F 43 ¥ 48 IR X S8 52 96 5 0 ELECHR 1 T S5 B AR
PRS2l 2 R, H A E N TREE LY
S B R A A

I AR B K B Y 3l g A R R T
P2 TR TS 1A E B 3h R B
K IR 7 R 2 A R A 2R T AT gk B X R Ik
=AY B0 3K 2l ST 5. SR L 45 5 19 T 3k AR R
B ) AR T A B Y RGAFAE R A
AF, AT sk 7S A3 R TS B A R, AT 24 Y 3R Bl
JIZEREA 2011 4, Wang 257 1 kR T TE 46 B
B SEBAR LA Bl T 2 IR 2 I 9% %) A5 A A
FER T T R 4R I (Y Bl J) o A A T AE.
Schaeffer % Bh 5 B {8 55 1 >R fife #5410 4k )
B, S P % 4 5 B2 (PDE) A8 5 & f4). Brunton
LR Rudy 2550 40 51 & & T R 5 A B 9

nonlinear dynamics,

SINDy, ADMM

sparse optimization,

2 (STLS) FF 1 18 {8 0% [9] 19 3 (STRidge) 55 3
FE SRR T % 5 )7 #2 (ODE) Al PDE B 4 T
YE. Boninsegna %54 7 B A A% 7 v 9 2 2] Bl AL Bk
4377 FE (SDE) @I, 28 # i i i A 1k 18] UE U 5
LASSO™ % Y141 56 . H B br ok B0 % 20 m 14
B 1 01 2 o B80T 55 220 T A B 1 O ) A .
b R BRI 22 2R FF O L RO v =
A RAF A PERE s (E IR ¢, NI AR R
T DU ) 5 A ™ 0 B 2 M R AR P R E MRS R
R P I T 00 3T R A 3R AT R R 4
FLO TN TR e AR e L I AR 6
[ S hNAR ¢, T DU AT — R R
FTAE AR TAE W SCHR(16-20 ). 5P r i kA 2
DA 0 0 g R AR P I 5 A o o g 22 8 25 1 Hu-
ber 4826 AT 3 3 HE TR R B A e 0

TE R B A0 Ak 0] R SR e 350K T D, R SR {E
AR R R AR A S b T A kA
P AR LR s {H X 2 B vk T A R 2k eR R
0 A SF 5 12k 1) LASSO [n) #8528 LASSO [n) 51,
Zhang %5 4R TR B R b 1E 00 Ak 8] 5 A AE 42
(SR3) , Champion %" K 1% HE 42 B F 45 T 1% 4t
Bl ) 2E B R ) AL 5 SR, 1% VR B PO oR B DA
R A R R G s H A R Y O D 5
N FH 8.

FEF bR A A LA A% G0 A R i AR O vk aE R
A T 1 7 A 458 % bR KRS R 1 TE I AR BIL R L e =



10 g o o 5 E M o M

2026 43R 24 &

RE H G — R K A HEDL. SR, T M 552 B IR) R4
F4 S 9 SR SR e A ORG JEE |  R E TTOR
ROR A BUA J7 1k 1 S BLIE H AR 22 b A0 3Rk 5L
I R /g B I Y O < R AP N e = 35 S R )
T35 AR A A O D A ) L S e A A R T AR T
I e -1 CADMMD B i i P16 FEAE 22 L 8 A [ X
{19 i L D R 2 A ME 2R — T T ] LA & L
JE N UL L L I [ Bk S A R R L U, D
S BRI ) A gt A0 AR 1R RE 5 O3 — 7 T A% G2 SF O i
2R BRRORE L 220 o 2 A (EL R P8 DRI T B X 8 R R
R GIAE PR pR RO SR I AR e &L £ Xt
Z2 b B 2, AR SCHR AR B B 5 T ADMM. /9 3%
PSR gk SR o AT 7 AN 5] 157 T 9 53 e ] — 3 55t B A
Al T O i ik & 298 B 0 Ak IR B OR A 2045
Tt L 249 1Y 3l g 2 A,

1 HIEEHNFHRERIESR

— i L EEA n AN R S

x=F(x), (D
Hbrx=[z,,x29s 52, " €ER".Fx)=[f,(x),
Fo(x) e £ 0T VRGN x(0) =[x,(0),
x,(0) sz, (O], BARE IR RIR A

x;,=f(x), (2)
s ok o @ B 2 H A 7E TN B oo B
£ G B 20k 2. B B 8 F1 4 g A1 A R i
N Ce) BT TE R GE 19 56 SR BT 6 5 7, B B06
SERRIE L RBAER . Z BT R IE I R BN E.
LR B O H B R B Dl &L IR (2) iRk
Fk A bR K

fi(x)=0¢. (3)

Y FH I ik R B0 E 4 22 700 ek B = A R A
e S 5 22 5 N T i Lt 5 pR BICAE. IR,
o Y 3 B o B3 A A Ak 22 T AR e Ry S A
B ) 77 2 AL Y 5 Bl )

B TR B (4 F B B0 7 2 A UBCHE O R R
T ETEA BT [R] T PR AR R S8 AT B BOR AR
KAERFZE N ¢, (G=0,1, . N) Hri 1, =0,y=
T 30 57 SR B HI0HE A6 1

xTG) x.() 2, x, @)

xT () x,(,)  x,(ty) x, (&)

xT(z‘,N) x,(n) x,(ty) x, y)
(4)

/E\:EF‘ X,‘.j %‘%ﬁit] Hﬁ%ﬂlﬁ‘]’[ﬁ?ﬁ?/}f%x,. *ﬁﬁ\lﬂﬁsmiﬁ
i A7 BR 22 73 s S X e O AT DI i )R AT
BB RIY » LAARAS L S 080 S

x ) .4 . z, )
B xTay) .,y x,(ty) x,(ty)
BRECAND) . (x)  xo(ty) z, )

(5)

Horb X, FoR e WZBPRAE S R o, S8 E15
TEEM I Ol PR S gl ABCRIR 22, JU HAE 52
BRECHE A7 7E 35 MR A IS 0T . AR SO /R 7R B R
W&l d 1 22 50 X R B B Bl ) 2F AR O AR
BR BRI
| | | \ \
0ox) = |IX) P X P,(X) P,XD|, (6)
| | | | \
Hi 1(X),, =1 3Fmx 0 Br 2=, B F £
P, (X)W 2000, BAT I
P,(X)=[x,Ox,,x,Ox,,,x,Ox;,,
x,Ox, 1, i <<j, (7
Horr, © £ m & Z [E 8 ik 3 (Hadamard
product) , Bl [a] 2 B9 XF B 4 5 3 4 T v 5 Ho A o
W 22 20T 2 i J 28 AR A 3t vk U g i 7 22 0 Ui
KO ECH d WIEIE . REE @ (XD BT L R
BN IVEp HABEC ...
X — A F A (2) A (3) 3 TP T it 2k
FA) 38 FH s AT Ak 0] B0 AT 3R AR Sk 45 A I D) 3 1Y) 45 44
P )

1 o ,
&, = arg min 5 |@X)E, —X., |5 +uRE)|
El

1 =1,2,"ym, (8)
b RC ) IE M0, o0 S 16 W4k 2 %50, T O i
g SEERE. Y RE =& ,=#{1]&+#
O} B 4 12 i 1 10 3 At 5 o (6 7 JEE A O 1
45 & 20 1) 50 o (B ) 1 3% 1% 5 2570 B SINDy
i S B B TR MR = [lEl, =
D&, | R I A SR A A v B AR

S AN LASSO () 51 5 1 {1 32 AR B30 1) A ple ot

BRI R SOR e 1R 5 1A At 1 ) 35

A5 2K bR RS S QR fa] X 12 2 [n) R AT 48— 3K i
AT ]S oK A s 10 H A AR A I AR T



5 439

VLR S5 kT 22 Uy 1o 30 T 1k B4 Al S Pk gl g 2 i 9% RUME 11

ftj‘jE:[él 9529"%6,,] € RPX”, W\Uﬂﬁﬁﬁ%
[l 975 3] 28 (1D A5 i 102 179 4 20 3R 3k 50

x=[0x"HE]", (9)
b, BISE R T MECHE W75 2 3 22 7 12 B 3K
TR AR ST B R

R RCHE AR U B, 5 2 SR R T DL
Bl RO A gt — 25 ), DA G 5 2 47 3 24 19 i Ak
B ARG 1) SR figp o AR v Bl R B I (B K
V5 L 75 32 A A M DA B e B )9 B T 3 5 L TR T A
WG| A AR 2R bR 0T s T DU 0 L S5 B S 4y
A FRAE. B . 75 200 D0 AL BT A5 A 28 17 25 L e Ak
B IR UM R 19 755 Rk 5. fg e i o 4 2 A
Xt B K 2l BRI 1A R AT SR I, B AR
AT HE A AN A 1T H R R G A ) R A R R

AL HiRKIR ‘ R
4
t@ﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁf AR et mﬂcrﬂn
4 ;
EaE GBI HERAR
4
ISIERE BRI REE

B Bl g 2 R S AR HE 22

Fig. 1 Fundamental framework of sparse dynamic modeling

2 ETF ADMM BB 77 %

FERL A 27 > SRR 3K 20 i i A A5 Sl 11 9 T
VP2 E5M 5 2% JU HOR AR HAR G #9740 1k 7]
. ADMM ke it 7 — AN VS R 5 T B
CES N R R I EZ RN (P SN -
ADMM"™" B R Fl Z 3 JUE 30, 32 4F 5T H 5 bR
s ] o3 Hol A 2k 29 ARy oAk TR B CAS J) BR
BRI/ AT DY

mm S(x)+ g

s.t. Ax +Bz =c, (10)
Hpxe R".ze R", A€ R"™ ., BE R"™ ., UK
c € R 5] A hikg ) H k¥

L,(x.z,A)=f(x)+gz)+(4,Ax +

Bz—c>+%\|Ax+Bz—cH§, (11)

Hoh A MRS H AT oy o )RR A AN,
p JIETT BRI H AR B S B XD AR L (10)
A LR = A28 SR AT R AR % -

x" =arg minL, (x ,z",4"), (12)
2" =arg minl,p(xkﬂ,z,l’“), (13)
}'lc+l :lk +p(Axk+] +szAl _c)’ (14)

123k R AL A A A B R 0 A IR A% B H R
TR TH. T 7 [ LA SR R S 52 Wi e ¢ 45
A H mHEE SR AR SO 18 1 [ (12)
B SR A% L 3 1) AR 20 (13D AT SR FHAR [ SR e i, 7]
U5 A2 & x AHOC, 20 R A" AT RERL O E R 7R
arg min HUALE SO 580 A 20 H BO00AS 52 Wi 45
I A B BUR Ly RPN 8 U AR W R =

x"! =arg minL, (x,z",4"%)
x

1 2
= arg min f(x)+%\|Ax+Bz"fc+;l'\' [
2

(15
A T 3 gy S P TR
(DA=TI, [ A] £ BA IREE T (3%
B 55 B AR I 3

x" =arg min f(x>+% lx— B e —ab | }
x (0 2

=Prox,,,.;., (—Bz" +¢ f%ﬂ'), (16)
WG AT E R Bl R B 09 I O SR AR A B DB
Hbr I R BE R T S, () L H

Jx*t, x >t
S,(x) =<0, x € [—t,t], an
x+t, x<<—t

Horbr o ARt R B I m) &R SR B R R O
S, (x) =sgn(x)©Omax{|x|—¢,0}, Hr sgn(+)
RARFT G KB IBTAT © Ko A 1] & X B 43
SRR ML AR AT R K S, (— B! 4¢—1"/p).
Hreo = lxli/2= 2]t/ 2, AT ECbei i fh

MR " =(—Bz" +¢c—21"/p)p/(A1+p). T
22 O H At 1E W B0 35z B3 - B 2, AT 2 5% 6 OGS
Mk 34,35].

(A1, BB AT 78 x* 26 06 Wk 17— Ik
LI AL, M 5 2 252X (16) iy iR B XL Bk b



12 I

5
dr

T /I S

2026 43R 24 &

BT 02 (15) 4 5 A LI I
h(x) :% | Ax +Bz" —¢ +%lk I h, (18)
XF T B T AE A (X JETIF R

fz(x)~h(xk)+Vh(xk)(x—xk)+% |x —x" |2
:h(x")Jr%k lx —x* |24+ AT (Ax" +

Bz’“fc—i-llk)(xfx"’), QL))
‘0

Hodp o, ARSI S 500, 6 ) 38 3T 9 L — M,
Ve, Bn K, Wi o, @ EFELEHE RN, =
lATA |, ELBFEEH., T HZER ¢, =
ITATA | L. BB 8 b () B (15 A ()
JFAE arg min AL B T 38 o B 7 ¥, Al A1 0] 8
1 fife =X

e —xt +

x =arg ‘min{f(x) + e

1 1
—AT(Ax* +Bz" —c+ 2" | ;
{O

Tr

1
:PI‘OXWPW)./M [xk — —A'(Ax" +

Tr
sz—c+iﬂ)] (20)
p

VLR 3 25 1 o B, v 40 R A dn ] A
ADMM 5316 & 2 b 1E 0 35 K 22 Fbofit 2% o 50 1)
GO 1] RS g B 12

2.1 BEFEAREBRMAELBIBA ADMM &%

s LA Bt () At — 58— Fom MR
B
arg min{/(x) +puR(x)} , 2D

+€R"”

Fov, 1 Ce) 408 2% pR BT, R () N IE W I0T, 40 Oy GE

WP 2 R B TP A RS S A

A g T 2 1 A AL Sk e A
(RN STk PR IE I ES

1
l(x)—?

HpA€e R"™,b€ RVETHEMGE TN,
TE DU, JH Al A I D O 4

(1) ¢, 1E 33

R(x)ZHle:Z‘JC,‘, (23)
ZIE I ¢ 1F W3R d A 3 B BB 8 A S
R R L N7 oe S e A B iy D R P

Ax —b |3, (22)

() fNAL ¢, 1E ) 33
RO =[wx |, =>W,, |z, ], (24)

Hrhw XM 2T R YR EH X A AR, B A
G Y A B 1 ) T g

(3) 5PE B 1E U 30T Celastic net)

l—a
2

Hoba € (0,17, 78 20 i 5 g P 1) [ B 4 A 5 HL AR
EME. — M F o TIREMGIEFEEL L HIWN e« =
0.999.

FEF 14 5 20 1 AR B M 0 B AL, AR SCw 2B gl A
¢y VG RCAR (™ TE D035 L 2 15 D0 30 R A o A g
T 2012 A4 . PR AS R AR X T — ey ¢, dE
MIEI g € (0, 1) HA iE WX L g =1/2 A7
T L. R, A ST LA ¢, ), 1E W 350 20 ) 3R
ADMM F 78 ™ i i A8 Ak ) 80 rb i 1 S DA &
A o T DU T i R () B S R R AR AR

(4) ¢y, 1E NI

RO =llx[2=>]=]". (26)

ML A K B i 2 AR (21 B TE 2 AR
A Ta) B Ak by 29 AT Al TA] R
arg min {{(x) + xR (z) [s.t. x —z2 =0} .

YER™ ZER™

R(x) =

lx 12 +allx . (25)

(27)
ILET, SR H ADMM 53 3% 43 03 5K f 5C (12) Fn st
(13), 1538 » F [l i 5 =X Ak
x"=(ATA +pl,.,.) "(ATh +pzt —A"),
(28)
z I g 216 45 L

1
zqu :PI‘OX’u,/P,R<.)(xk+1 _’_ilk). (29)
(O

2.2 ETHIMREREBHRMABEL ADMM

Bi%

H i » R 22 5065 i A0 Ak [ 80 SR FH - O 52k
P R B AR ASTE T O Bk o R, T
FLREIEAT S L s n b — A B R A5 3] ) A
0 it SR, S 2k A 220 ) B R (B 5 I AE A
FREE X TR B B, 7 Oy R AR AR G LA
BRE SR TIRE. P, AT S Rl 4 X O 2 5 K AR
A (22) , PEEF 41 2K oR B0 Ry

I(x)=|Ax —b |, (30)



%4l

VLR S5 kT 22 Uy 1o 30 T 1k B4 Al S Pk gl g 2 i 9% RUME 13

TE DUV IFATS 9K 2 i i A v A 2 T DU L R

B AR Y A IR I R () R, il 51 A

WO B 2 =Ax —b, A5 B XN 1Y 2 AR Ak 1)
arg min { |z ||, +pR(x) [s. t. Ax —

xER™ zER?

z—b=0}, (31)
KA ADMM SRk g a2 f a3 . e » 7
R R RN (15)A AT B, Ml 20 %
L RD

. , 1
x :PrOX#,,f<prk),R<.> (xk o 70) ’ (32)

T
Hore=A"(Ax" —z" —b+1"/p). =z TN EIHfF
A E R AR H

=S, (Ax" b+ ah), (33)
o

2.3 ET Huber IRRH R AL BB A ADMM &%

HISCHE B A1 5 5 2 5 48 0T I 22 2 2% 76 AN [F]
I 56T & A DL SR 260 i 22 45 2% oR BT
TR A AR CH N T A A W R A S B ) L,
PR B AN BRAR. A, A B S A DG B R
PREL. Huber i 28 L& TP A R BDOLHETES
2 5% I 22 1 2R 10 B, HoE SR
"™ (x)= > Huber(Ax —b),,

2
J % o<1, (34

Huber(v) =< )

ol—

o | > 1.

XF R AR SRt [RIAE TS I AR B 28 i 2 = Ax —
NIEEER IV ESE SR AL
arg min {{"(z) + xR (x)[s. t. Ax —

rER™.zER?

z—b=0), (35)
K H ADMM B kR (12) X (13) . 3+ & % 4
X i 2 45 2R 5 8 - In] 800 3R fige B SCaik[33 ] v 6
F Huber pR I L5 09 52 S, o7 A o F 0] 8 1)
fift 53X (32 M = —F 1) LA Mt Ay

S Ay I S S
o

1+p
g —p . Ge
I+o o
FH - [0 Al 1) 2R 38 08 XRT 0T, 32 ik ) sk SHfe 27
5 o %o i 2 453K 1) SRR

BE A AL AR 2% bR KR B 7T LLFE ADMM 5 3%

HEZE R #4755 — e . RS IR J9F B . abe A R P 3R
3 HEESN

AATLLE 4E Lorenz 96 JR T R 45575 Sy fai] , 46
UEXE T ADMM f# g A A6 33006 i 80tk i
Yk 2 g0 7 P T AE R U ME n) B, AR SCCR T Jiang
AL B U 0 R T A o (P AR R b B ) 2R
B HER I ¥ (FSINDy) DL SE 347 B . Lorenz 96
REFRARINT .

;= (@, —x, ), —x;FF,i=1,2,,n,

Xy =Ty =T, s (37)
Horb F RoR AN 2 N EE F =8, &
G EIRMIZE G s n RN REWNAEE (n =), K
2 B/n T Lorenz 96 RS B9 R,

Real - Initial disturbance

0

B2 LA IR SN ) S A5 Y Lorens 96 B2
Fig. 2 Lorenz 96 model with chaotic dynamics

ESBEEMT . RERSERE »=6.%
P RAEIX A T=[0,15], i [a] [B] & Az =0. 001; A
BRI BE P 3l , %07 B R GEW I 190 1) = 17 1 e s
(ILIEL 3) 5 2 33X bR 500 B 50 o = 2, 1F D 030 3R 4K
p €110 1,20 ], HF 1% X [R] DL %4 8] Bg 25 47 3% He
100 AN 1E AL R BOF 51, LLHEST 7850 %1 L.

Original observation ===-= Noisy observation

20l 5.6
54
15}

3 T A R KR LA B W 7 SO0 K i
Fig. 3 Original observation data and noisy observation data
ERLTH 1R % R 50 B LA
5] R AT 7 Ky



14 g h % 5 o OH ¥ M 2026 1F5 24 &
FREERMSIRER N e, BEILKMHENY

g, =arg /min{[[@(X)c’;; *X.,;:|+;1R(§;)} y
E(

1 =1,2,ym, (38)
Hoil SR 07 2 R ADMM 585, T 5455 2
TRE A RN, A F R SRR R x =&,
A=0(X),x =&, .b=X.,

AL, ADMM B3k 138 H R0 B E .
R ERR B N =2000, 54 )R k& 1 0 R T
25 55 Ji ) 2 O 1 R [ o = 0. 9, 3B 43 1Hie
AW 4.2 WL MR RBURE N E =&,
E,oe 8 ] HAEER TR B IR E N T, HEF T
ZIARIRE N FORE LG 5 R BRI N B =
(&0 &ovm &, . I S MR bR 45 % 22 BRI
I

(D) I PR

§_FEDIL#EDT 00 )
# (&)

() Bk R AR 2

 lE-El,

E .. —max( = ) , (40)

(3) fR e 52 R O i 2

Erclicoc[ — max |:| E(I]—) 7E(7—) H 2 ><1000 }'

DT, %
(41)

Bt X AN [ I U 3 A0 ML 330 5 DL B 45 Ak A5 1
WA 2 5

3.1 MEKREHAFHIHRE

B X453 2% pR BRSO B G B I S 0 Ak TR
NGB N TSI L B L AR S iOF Ok I 8 S
ARHBIE x5 E Ay U (] U ] R A, R

xozargimin % Ax —b Il +ellxlls), 42

PR AR x° =(A"A +¢I,.,) " (A"h), H
Hre =10 ", 1 RN BN FE. AR S U R OC R L v)
ASERFE =x" AL A =TI JHAPTEREL
WHA L AN S e A B, B
BRI P ATA ol R FRIEE R, AT
Hi 3 2 77 BT 3 (Cholesky) 43 fif 3647 46 [ 2 7% . LU
A S S R R oK 0 0s B A5 1k SR 1
EARA X 1R 22 (IRED Z1 il L 5 XN

ol P [ e L

max( [ x* | ,o 2" 1. 1A% 1, D

max( || 7 —x* |, [ 2"

ERE —

’

(43)

e e < € lim ﬁlﬁﬂi‘ﬁ&ﬁ%kﬁﬁﬁﬁ N Hj‘. ZIKQ;%
T AR R 22 B ey, =10 7. B 4 ZRE XS LE
T W I S 5 5 % bR RO R B BUE S
R,

——tly=mnty

Reweighted £; -----Elastic Net ——£,

10" 102 10° 102 10 102 10° 10?
" "

P4 JE TP J5 B I TURR TE W TR LE - () DI 5
(b)Y e R ZR B2 5 (o) - 35 R ARUCEI 5 (D) fie K LS R B X i3 22
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