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Abstract

We consider solving a convex, possibly stochastic optitiingproblem over a randomly time-varying
multi-agent network. Each agent has access to some locettolg function, and it only has unbiased
estimates of the gradients of the smooth component. We a@aetlynamic stochastic proximal-gradient
consensus (DySPGC) algorithm, with the following key feasui) it works for both the static and certain
randomly time-varying networksi) it allows the agents to utilize either the exact or stocleagtadient
information;iii) it is convergent with provable rate. In particular, we shdwattthe proposed algorithm
converges to a global optimal solution, with a rate®f1/r) (resp.O(1/+/r)) when the exact (resp.
stochastic) gradient is available, wherés the iteration counter.

Interestingly, the developed algorithm bridges a numbefseemingly unrelated) distributed op-
timization algorithms, such as the EXTRA (Séi al. 2014), the PG-EXTRA (Shet al. 2015), the
IC/IDC-ADMM (Chang et al. 2014), and the DLM (Linget al. 2015) and the classical distributed
subgradient method. Identifying such relationship alldarssignificant generalization of these methods.
We also discuss one such generalization which accelerage®ySPGC (hence accelerating EXTRA,
PG-EXTRA, IC-ADMM).

. INTRODUCTION
A. The Global Consensus Problem

Consider the following classical problem

N
i = 7 s 1
min f(y) ;f (v) (1)

where f;(y) : RM — R is a convex and possibly nonsmooth function, foe 1,--- , N. Consider a

collection of N agents connected by a network defined byadirectedgraphG = {V, £}, with |[V| = N
vertices and€| = F edges. Each agent can communicate with its immediate neighénd it can only
optimize its local component functiofy. This problem has found applications in various domain$suc
as distributed consensusd [1]) [2], distributed and pdraflachine learning [3],[15],[[33] and distributed
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signal processingd [6][ [7]; se&l[8] for a recent survey. Thg kesearch question is: how to distributedly
compute an optimal solution of](1), using the agents’ logais§ibly inexact and stochastic) gradient
information about the objective.

Let each agent keep a local copy of;, sayy;. The well-known distributed subgradient (DSG) method
[9] is given by

N
gt = " wlyl — 'y, Ve, (2)
i=1

where r denotes the iteration counted{ € 0f;(y;) denotes a subgradient of the local functign
evaluated a;; w;; > 0 denotes the weight for the link;; at iterationr; and~" > 0 denotes some
stepsize parameter. Lgf = %Z’;:l yh.

The convergence of the DSG iteratidd (2) was first analyzef@frby Nedic and Ozdaglar. It was
shown that if the subgradient vector is bounded, and thawights {w;;} and the graphy satisfy
certain regularity assumptions, then eag¢hconverges to a neighborhood of the optimal solution (resp.
the exact optimal solution) if" is a constant (resp. a diminishing sequence). As a spedal, eghen
f(z) =0 (only the consensus among the agents is sought for), thecotheergence of the iteratiohl (2)
was first studied by Tsitsiklid [1]. The DSG iteration has mextended to scenarios where there is a
local constraint for each agerit [10], or the messages egethamong the agents are quantized [11],
or the communication among the agents is naisy [12]. Also[§8k-[18] for other related methods for
solving [A) under various different assumptions.

The rate of convergence analysis of the DSG-type method é&s & central research issue. In its most
general form, it is known that when appropriate diminishétgpsizes are chosen, DSG converges with a
rate of O(In(r)/+/r) [15], for both static and time-varying networks. Duddial. propose a distributed
dual-averaging algorithm and show that it converges witlatea of O(In(r)/+/r). Jakoveticet al. [16]
show that when the objective has Lipschitz continuous aruhtied gradient, and when the graph is
static, it is possible to accelerate the DSG to achiev®éryr?) rate, but at the expense of solving more
complicated subproblems, each of which involves multiglends of communication and computation.
If only simple computation/communication steps are pented, the rate becom&3(In(r)/r). A related
acceleration scheme has also been proposed In [15], whitthefuwvorks for time-varyingB-connected
graphs. Under the smoothness assumptiory o8hi et al. [13] propose an interesting algorithm called
EXTRA, which adds certaierror-correctionterms to the DSG{2). By adding such correction, EXTRA

uses constant stepsize and achieve®ah/r) rate for smooth convex problem and linear convergence
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for certain smooth strongly convex problems. This methosldlao been generalized to solve honsmooth
problems [14], but both algorithms i [13], [14] can only Wdor static networks.

Another popular approach for distributed optimization asuse the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM) [19]-[21]. Applying the ADMM to distriluted optimization has been first sug-
gested in[[19], and subsequently popularized[in [6]] [20je D (1/r) sublinear rate of convergence
for decentralized consensus ADMM (C-ADMM) has been showrWsi and Ozdaglar [22], where it
is assumed that the underlying graph is generated accotdirggrtain stochastic mechanism. When
the problem is smooth, the linear convergence of C-ADMM isvah in [23]. However the C-ADMM
usually requires solving local optimization problems dkaécf. [6], [[7], [20], [24], [25]), which can
be expensive in certain applications. This requirementhbeen relaxed by two recent works [26] and
[27]. In particular, Changt al. [26] develop an inexact C-ADMM (IC-ADMM) algorithm, whichnaler
additional assumptions af;(-), uses a simple (proximal) gradient step at each ADMM iteratiLing
et al. [27] also propose to replace the exact minimization by aenpaoximal gradient steps. Recently,
Honget al. [28] show that the ADMM-based method (with exact or inexgudate) can be used to solve
certainnonconvexglobal consensus problem, with a convergence rat®@@f//r).

We briefly compare the two types of algorithms.

e (Problem types). The DSG can solve convex problems with only subgradiemrimétion about the
objective, while to our best knowledge the ADMM does not wiok this case.

¢ (Gradient Information). The DSG only needs (possibly stochastic) subgradientseobbjective[[20],
while the ADMM either solves subproblems exactly [6], [[20}, requires gradient information of the
smooth part[[2]7],[[30].

e (Convergence rates). When the objective functiorf has certain additional structures (e.g., smooth
or a smooth plus a simple nonsmooth function), the disteidulADMM generally converges faster (with
a rate ofO(1/r)) than its DSG counterpart (with a rate 6fIn(r)//r)). However, in this setting it is
also possible to modify the iteration of the latter algaritho match the rat€(1/r) (cf. the EXTRA
algorithm [13]), or to accelerate it to achieve similar rété [15], [16]).

e (Network structures). The DSG generally works when the underlying network is tiragying and
follows the so-calledB-connected structure [31]. However the ADMM-based methaoly avorks for
static network, except for the recent variants propose®fj, [[30], both of which work for certain

randomized networks.
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B. Contribution of This Work

In this work, we consider the following structured versidntlte global consensus problef (1)
N N
min f(y) =Y fiy) =Y (9:(y) + hiv)), (3)
i=1

ERM
Y i=1 1=

where eachy; : RM — R is a smooth convex function; eaéh : RM — R is a convex possibly lower
semi-continuous function. We propose an ADMM based methad)ed dynamic stochastic proximal-
gradient consensus (DySPGC), that has the following ketufes:

e When only an unbiased estimate of eacl; is known, the algorithm converges with a r&b&é1/./r);

e When the exacVy; is known, the rate become&3(1/r);

e The algorithm works for both the static and certain randametvarying networks.

What is more interesting is our insight on the connectiowben the C-ADMM-type methods and a few
DSG-type methods. In particular, we show that the EXTRABPGFRA [13], [14], despite being posed
as error-corrected DSGs, can be viewed as special cases @irdposed DySPGC (for static network
with symmetric weights and exact gradients). This obs@ma¢xplains the relative fast convergence
performance of these two algorithms compared with the D®Gfructured problem$§](3)). Further, we
also establish a close connection between the DOSG (2) angrdmosed DySPGC. Additionally our
method generalizes other distributed ADMM-type methodshsas the DLM [[27] and the IC-ADMM
[26)].

The connection we established in this work offers a unifyregspective for a family of distributed
methods. It also allows significant generalization of thesthods based on existing theories such as the
primal-dual methods. As an example, we develop an accele@@ySPGC (inspired by a recent work
[32]), which is capable of reducing the convergence rateerms$ of its dependency on the Lipschitz

constant of thevg;'s.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL
A. Problem Setup
We consider optimizing problena](3), and make the followingnket assumptions.
Assumption 1.

1) The optimal solution set ofF¥3), denoted &% C R is nonempty; The Slater condition holds;
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2) Letg(y)="N, gi(y), andh(y)=>"Y, hi(y). The h;'s prox operators
prox‘ii(u) = myin hi(y) + gHy — ul|?, (4)

are easy to compute;

3) EachVy; is Lipschitz continuous (with constai;, > 0)

IVgi(y) = Vgi(v)|| < Pilly —vl|, V y,v € dom(h). (5)

As have been mentioned in the introduction, we considerlaaan of N agents defined over a connected
undirectedgraphG = {V, £}, with |V| = N vertices and€| = E edges. Define a companisymmetric
directed graph given by, = {V, A, W}, where A is a set of directed arcs withd| = 2E, and for
every edge ir€ which connects nodesj, we havee;;,e;; € A, W € RfXN is aweight matrix Let us

useN; to denote the neighborhood of node.e.,
Ni={j|e; € A} (6)

Generally we will assume that the weight matkix satisfies the following two conditions:
1) W is a row stochastic matrix, i.e{W[i, j| > 0}, >°, W[i,j] =1, V i;

2) The diagonal elements &7 are all positive, and its off-diagonal elements all satisfy
Wi, jl >0, if e;; € A, Wi, j] =0, otherwise 7

Later we will provide explicit expressions fo# .

Consider an equivalent reformulation of probldm (3) (eglemt wheng is connected)

N
iy T 2 (ale) ). @)

st x =z, X = Zig, v (’L,j) € A,
where we have introduced auxiliary variables{z; € R}, and2FE auxiliary variables{z;; € R},
Definex := {z;} € RVM*1 andz := {z;;} € R?EM,
To compactly represent the constraint set of problem (8)udedefine the following two matrices

B [ ~hew ] , ©

—Dpm

Ay
Ao

A=

where eachd;, Ay € R2ZEMXNM s composed oRE x N blocks of M x M matrices. Ife;; € A and
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z;; is the gth block of z, then (g, i)th block of A; and (g, j)th block of A, are bothI,, an M x M
identity matrix; otherwise, the corresponding block is/&nx M zero matrix0,,;. Note that the matrix
B stacks two identity matrices because each link variaplenly appears once in the constraint.

Using the above matrix notation, problehi (8) is equivalerthie following problem([6],[18],[125],[[27]

z,z

N
gz 332 + h 332))
; P)

st. Axr+Bz=0.

Define the gradient of the smooth part of the objectivezas) := [Vgi(x1); -+ ; Van(zn)].

B. Randomly Time-Varying Graph Structure

In this work, we assume that the edges and/or the nodes ofrtph § are activated according to
certain time-varying dynamic patterns. To describe suatadyic pattern, at a given time define a new
graphg” = {V",£"}, and its companion grapfi, = {V", A", W"} whereV" C V, £" C £ and A" C A,
and each weight matriX/’” is a stochastic matrix satisfyingl(7). Agadfj, is symmetric, meaning ié
connects nodes and j with e € £, thene;;,e;; € A". The precise specification of the random graphs
{G"} is given below [[12], [[17],[[2P],[[30].

Definition 2.1: (Randomly Activated Graph) At each time each link pair(i, j), (j,i) € A has a
probability p;; = p;; € (0,1] of being active. The set of active nod¥$ is given by:

Vi={i|3Jej;e A", VjeV}

Effectively at each time a nodei € V has a probabilityn; > 0 of being active, while sucl; is a

function of {p;; | j € N;}. Define
U = diag{a;} € RV*N & = diag{p;;} € R*E*?F, (10)

Further, assume tha is connected, and realizations of the graghiisand G' are independent for all
r #t. |

In practice, the randomly activated network pattern candsxiuo model communication and/or node
failures [12], [17], [22], [30]. It is the stochastic variaaf the so-calledB-strongly connected network
which has been widely considered in the literature, undey dédferent context[[1],[[7], [18],[31]. The
connection between such randomly generated graph andgopainmunication protocols such as the

gossip protocol and asynchronous protocols has been exbiar[12], [17], [22]. Note the graply
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is required to be connected, bgt's are not necessarily so. At a given iterationwe can define the
neighborhoodV; for each node similarly as in [6), and define the matricel$ and B" similarly as in

(@), making all quantities conforming to the instantaneguaph structure.

Define a vector of positive constangs:= {p;; > 0 | e;; € A}, i.e., eachp;; corresponds to a link
variablez;;. According to the above time-varying structure, for a giggaphg;, at each iteration, we
can construct a time-dependent diagonal mdifix- 0 by

Eely 0
I — [ } M s ] € RAEMXAEM (11)
= M

where=" € R2P*2E s a diagonal matrix induced by the graghj: =Z"[q, q] = p;; if link if (i,5) € A"
and z;; is the gth block of z; otherwiseZ"[¢, q] = 0. Also define matrice§’ > 0 and= > 0 similarly,

but over the original grapl .

C. The Gradient Information

Assume that only an estimate ®g;(z;), denoted byg;(z;,¢;), is available for each agemt which

satisfies
EGi(zi,&)] = Vgi(zi), E[[19i(2:,&) — Vgi(z)||*] < o2, (12)

where¢; is a random variable following an unknown distributior? is the variance of the error.

I1l. THE PROPOSEDALGORITHMS

Our proposed algorithm is based on the ADMM. Let us first witite augmented Lagrangian &¢f (P):
N
1 2
Lr(z,2,0) = ) filx:) + (A Az + Bz) + || Az + Bz, (13)
=1

where \ € R*#M s the dual variable. Our definition of the augmented Lagiamgs slightly different
from the standard definition due to the use of a positive sefinitle penalty matrix® € S5 42,
Such modification turns out to be crucial in modeling somerspecific properties.

To proceed, we need the following definitions. For eagh) and somev; > 0, defineQ; := w; I,
Q) := blkdiag{€2y,--- ,Qn} and Q" := blkdiag{€27,--- ,Q} }, i.e., theith diagonal block of2" equals

to zero ifi ¢ V. Let
My =AY + AT, M_ = AT — AT, (14)
Definep; ; = % By this definition, one can verify the following identities
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> jens (Pirzin + prjz1))

Zje,/\/’z (pj2zj2 + p2j22;)

My (E® In)z = ; (15a)

i ZjeNN (PjNZjN + PNjZNG) i

Dien: 2011 + 3 e nr, 205175

DN 2Pj2T2 + 3 e, 2052

M (E® )Mz = ; (15b)

| D ey 2PINEN + DNy PINTG |

DN 20T = D e, 2011

DN, 205212 = D e, 2052,

M_(E@ Iy)MTr = (15¢)

| D ieny 20INTN = ey 2PiNT; |

A. Algorithms

In this section we propose consensus algorithms over tloraly activated graphs. To model the time-
varying node activation pattern, let us def@é“(:n’",f’"“) c RMN as a vector consists the gradients

of the active component functions at timet 1

G e, €Y = [ag; ag; -+ san]

gi(m;’£r+l) if ;¢ Vr+1

0 otherwise

with a; =

Define h" 1 (x) := >;eyr hi(zi). Let{n" > 0} denote a sequence of iteration-dependent parameters,
whose values will be given shortly.
Using these definitions, we present in the table below ousrélgn in its most general form, named

the dynamic stochastic proximal-gradient consensus (&Palgorithm.
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Algorithm 1. DySPGC Over Random Graphs
At iteration 0, let BTA® = 0, 20 = 20720,
At each iteration- + 1, update the variable blocks by:
2" = argmin <6T+1(xr,§r+l), x — xr> + A" (2)
(16a)
1 ArJrl Br+1 T FflAr 2 1 T2
—|—§|| x + z + HF+§”I—I ||QT+1+77T+1]MN
ot =gl ifig Yt (16b)
2" = argmin % ||AT+1$T+1 + Btz 4 F_I/\THi (16c¢)
gt =2, e ¢ AT (16d)

/\r+l _ /\r +1—\ (AT+1.I'T+1 4 Br+12r+l) (166)

Algorithm 2. PGC Over Static Graphs
At iteration 0, let BTA? = 0, 2 = 2720,
At each iterationr + 1, update the variable blocks by:
2" = argmin (G(a"),x — ") + h(z) + (\", Az + B2")
1 1
+ 5 1Az + B2 [f + 5 e — 2| (17a)

2" = argmin % HAJUTH + Bz + F_l)\rHi (A7b)

N =X 4T (Az"t! + Bz (17c¢)

Let us make a few comments about DySPGC. First, the penalgyer used for the-update for the
proximal term||z — 27" ||? is given by the matrix2" ! +7n"+11,, v, whereQ ! is used as the conventional
proximal regularizer, while;"*! is used to mitigate the stochasticity in the gradient. Sdcarhen the
gradients are precisely known, we can g&t! = 0 for all r, then thez-update rule[(I8a) reduces to the

following
" = argmin (G"(2"), 2 — 2") + W (2)
xr
1 1
4= HAr-i-ll, + Br-l—lzr _|_F—1/\7”H2 + _||33 _ er?]?‘JH
2 r2
where G"1(z") is defined similarly asz™+!(z", ¢ 1) (with inexact gradients replaced by the exact
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gradients).

When we assume that the graph is static and the exact gradaeatknown, i.e.G;, = G, and
Grti(zr, €71y = G(z") for all r, then the DySPGC reduces to the following proximal gradéemisensus
(PGC) algorithm.

We note that PGC is proximal version of the conventional C-ADMM [6][ [20]/[33], where vwmave
used the second order approximatig(z"),z — ") + 3|z — z"|| of the smooth functiony(z) in
the z-step. Moreover, a matrix penally is used rather than a scalar one, as has been popular in the
existing ADMM-based methods. More detailed comparisoiwitisting consensus-based algorithms will

be provided in SectiohlV.

B. Distributed Implementation

Clearly both algorithms can be implemented in a distributethner, in which the information needed
for updating each variable can be obtained from its immedmgighbors. This is because in the original
formulation [8) each nodeis only coupled with its neighboring linkée;;, e;; } jen;,, and each link pair
eij, e € A is only related to its two neighboring nodgs j} € V. In this section we illustrate the

distributed implementation of the PGC algorithm, becatidakies a very simple form.
To write the algorithm compactly, define tiséepsize parametes; as [recallp;; := 1/2(pi; + pji)]

B :—2<Zﬁij+wi/2),Viév. (18)

JEN;

Let us specialize the weight matri’ ¢ RY*N and define a newtepsize matrixt ¢ RMNXMN zg

follows
PiitPij _ Piitpij . N
Sien, (etpi)twi — B if e;; € A,
W[Z’]]: Zle./\/i(p:i'"me)-‘rwi = %7 Vi= 7, 1 € VY% (19)
0 otherwise
Y :=diag{B1, -, Bn} @ Ipr >~ 0. 0

Clearly W is a row stochastic matrix and it satisfié$ (7). However, gahyeeachW is not symmetric
nor doubly stochastic, except when gjls are identical.

Surprisingly, Algorithm 2 admits a single-variable chadeasization, as we show in the following result.
Proposition 3.1: The iteration(I7a)— (IZg) of Algorithm 2 (PGC) has the following compact char-
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acterization:
xr-ﬁ-l "+ T—l(<r+1 _ CT) _ T_l (_G ((ET) QG (.I'T_l))

1
+ (W Iy)a" = S(Iun + W @ D)™™, ¥ r > 1, (21)

where¢"+! € RMY is a vector of subgradients wittf ™! € oh;(z[ ), ¥ i. In particular, each agent

implements the following iteration

1 1 1 wj
ot gt (T () = = = Vgi(al) + Vgi(a ! —I-Z = g g + o]
(3 (3 ,BZ (<Z <Z ) : gl( K3 ) gl( 7 ) JGM pZ] 2/2 ]eN sz 7 2 7

1 r—1 1 —~ r—1 (UZ' r—1 r4-1
_ _ A + - g Iy + —x = C. ,VT>1. 22
2 <wl ZjeM- Pij wi/2 <j€/\/, Pt 2 i K o 22)

The proof is relegated to Appendix A. Let us comment on Hay) (2 be carried out in practice. If

h =0, then¢" =0, V r. To perform [Z1) each agenneeds its past iterate!, x;—l the stepsizés;, the
gradientsVg;(z7), Vgi(z; 1), as well as the weighted sum of over its neighbors at the current and
past iterationsy -\, pi;z and .y ﬁ,-jx;."l. At iterationr + 1, a given agent only communicates
with its neighbors\/;.

When h # 0, the implementation of(21) is also simple. Assume thfat= z=! = 0 and¢® = 0 for
initialization. Then according td {22) we have + é(} =0, soz} and¢} can be obtained by solving

the following problem
1

_ 2
x; = zj.

| @

argmin h;(x;) +
T

To obtain(x?“,({“), r > 1, suppose! is available, then according tb(22), we have

1
Bi

wherec;.”rl is defined in[(2R). Findingp;.”rl is equivalent to solving the following

1
o T = e+
7
v 1
2t = prox) <c;7+1 + i + —({) . (23)
(2
Oncez!*! is obtained, we can computg** by
G =6 (] + e -l + ¢ (24)
Clearly, as long as problerh (23) can be solved easily, iargP1) can be implemented efficiently in a

distributed manner. The required information is the samthaisof the smooth case discussed just now.
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TABLE I: Main Convergence Results.

Scenario Convergence Condition Convergence Rate

Network Type Gradient Type

Static Exact Q-+ iM (E@Ly)MT - P/2~0 O(1/r)

Static Stochastic  Q+ M, (E@ Iy )MT —P =0 O(1//7)
Random Exact Q> P/2 O(1/r)
Random Stochastic Q- P O(1//7)

IV. CONVERGENCEANALYSIS

We begin analyzing the (rate of) convergence of the proposettiods. Let us define a diagonal matrix

of Lipschitz constants by
P :=diag{Py, - , Py} ® Iy € RMNXMN (25)

Let w := [z; z; A] denote the vector of primal-dual iterates generated by PEPGC, and lety* denote
a vector of optimal primal-dual solutions for problelm (Pur@nain convergence results are summarized

in Table[. All the proofs of this section are relegated to Ampendix.

A. Analysis for Static Graphs

We begin with analyzing the PGC algorithm (static graph axategradients). We have the following
result.

Theorem 4.1: Suppose Assumption 1 holds. Supp@se= G for all » and G is connected. Then we
have the following.

(1) Algorithm 2 converges to a primal-dual optimal solutiohproblem(B) if:
20+ M, (E@ Iy)ML =Y(W ® Iy) + T >~ P. (26)
(2) Assume that dofh) is bounded, i.e., there exists a finifé> 0 such that
d,:= sup ||z -2z <C.

&, zedoman)

Supposev” is generated by Algorithm 2. Define

_ 1 : % T
o= Syt dei= s S 20— 51
t:(] T, z€ Omh) ij:eijEA
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13
Suppose the stepsize matrix satisfies
20+ My (E® Iy ) ML = T(W @ L) + T = 2P. (27)
Then at a given iteratiom, we have
—r * —r =r 1 2 2 2
J@") = f@) + pll Az + B2 < o (2 + di(p) + maxwid?) (28)

whered, (p) = supyess, [|A — A2, B, := {A | Al < p}.

A sufficient condition for [(2B) is thaRQ = P, which is equivalent tav; > P;/2 for all i € V.
Compared with the existing convergence results on proximaaed ADMM such ag [34] and [B2], our
bound for the proximal parametey; is reduced by half. More importantly, no global informatien
needed at each agent to verify such condition. It is alsaéstang to note that the conditioh (26) is
weaker than the conditiof (R7) which guarantees the suilirae.

Next we analyze the algorithm for static graph and stocbagtdient (i.e., Algorithm 1 applied for a
static graph).

Theorem 4.2: Suppose Assumption 1 holds, and the graph is static and ctethéwithG"” = G for
all r). Supposev” is generated by Algorithm 1, and all the assumptions madeam (2) of Theorem

4.7 hold true. If additionally the penalty parametgt satisfies
"t =vVr+1, Y,
then we have the following rate estimate

E[f(x_r) f(l'*)] pH‘l‘I_T BZTH
0 § d2 1 2 2 2
< z - . .

Remark 4.1: In the previous two results, we have used

P(z",2") = f(z") = f(a7) + pl|AZ" + BZ"||

to measure the quality of the solution. This is a reasonalelasure: according t0 [34, Lemma 2.4], when

p is large enoughP(z",z") < e implies that
[f(z") = f(a")| < O(e), [|[AT" + BZ"|| < O(e).
That is, both the constraint violation and the objective geg small. |
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Remark 4.2: The complexity bounds derived in Theorems 4[1 3 4.2 are dbgp@ronmax; w;, which
in turn depends on the network structure as well as the Lifzschnstants of the local gradients through
(272). When the problem is badly scaled or the network is gooonnected [Jthe largest eigenvalue of
Mi(Iy ® E)M}f is small], thenmax; w; could be large. It is therefore of great interest to reduee th

effect of w; in the complexity bounds. |

B. Analysis for Random Graphs

In this section we analyze the convergence properties obitlgn 1 (DySPGC) for random graphs
defined in Definitior 211. The convergence claims are simidathose given in the previous section, but
in the sense of convergence in expectation or with protigakili(w.p.1).

We first analyze the simple case with exact gradient.«.et [z;z; A\] denote the iterates generated

by DySPGC, and define a new functioffz, z, \) as

J(x,2,\) E:aﬁxl + (N AU + B 12). (29)
i=1

Define the following quantities

dy:= min (2—2)70 1 (i-2)
& zedomz)
d.:=  sup > 20i/pijlldi - &2

&, zedom) iieneA
da(p) : = sup (A0 — \)T@~ 1201~ 1/2(\0 — ),
pEB,
where¥ and® are given in[(ID).
The derivation of the following result is mostly based ontthTheoren{ 4.11.
Theorem 4.3: Suppose Assumption 1 holds, afitk”, ¢ 1) = G(z"), V r. SupposgG’} is gener-
ated according to Definitioh 2.1. Then we have the following.

(1) If the following holds true
20 - P, (30)

then Algorithm 1 generates a sequenceé that converges w.p.1. to a primal-dual solution of problem

®).
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(2) Defined,, d, andw” similarly as in the statement of Theoréml4.1. Suppose thanfiolg holds true

Q> P, (32)

then Algorithm 1 generates a sequencéthat satisfies

1 - . .
@) = @)+ pll AT+ BE| < o= (2ds + &2 + B (p) + maxw, )

whered; := supy¢g, J(x0, 29 N).
It is interesting to note that the stepsize rules (30) Anl 484 both implied by their respective counterparts
(28) and [[2¥), but the new rules are no longer related to theank structure.

Finally we analyze the case where the gradients are stacliast, Algorithm 1 (DySPGC) in its most
general form].

Theorem 4.4: Definew” similarly as in the statement of Theorém]4.1. Suppose that
"t =vVr+1,Vr and Q> P.
Then Algorithm 1 generates a sequengethat satisfies

E[f(z") — f(«") + pllAZ" + BZ"]]]

0% max;wi(d2+2d2) 1

< — — (92 2,72 2
_\/F+ NG +2T<dJ—|-dZ+d>\(p)—|—miaxwdx)

whered; is defined in Theorei 4.3 -(2).

V. COMPARISON WITHEXISTING ALGORITHMS

Our proposed DySPGC as well as its special case PGC is cladated to a few existing algorithms.

In this section we provide a detailed account of such reiatieee Tablglll for a summary.

TABLE II: Comparison of Different Algorithms with DySPGC.

Algorithm Connection to DySPGC Special Setting

IC-ADMM  Special Case Statia}y = Vg, g composite
DLM Special Case Statiy =0, W =W7T, G =Vy
EXTRA Special Case Statid, =0, W =W7T, G =Vy
PG-EXTRA Special Case Statity = W7, G =Vy

DSG Differentz-step N/A (not special case)
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A. Connection with the IC-ADMM

Recently, an IC-ADMM algorithm is proposed in_[26], whichlses the following problem in a

distributed manner

N

min &(Azy) + h,(y), (32)
yerY

where ¢;(-) is a strongly convexXunction, and each4; is a given matrix not necessarily having full
column rank. Clearly, this problem is a special case of ourseasus probleni](3), with the additional
requirement that the smooth part of the objective has theposite form (strongly convex plus linear
mapping) given in[(32). The IC-ADMM algorithm is a specialseaof our Algorithm 2 (PGC) applied
to solve problem[(32), with constant penalty parameter= p > 0, for all i, j. The analysis provided
in [26, Theorem 1] requires that the stepsiz&3; to be proportional to the strong convexity constant
of the function/; (), which can be tiny for badly scaled functions. In our anaysio such condition is

necessary.

B. Connection with the DLM algorithm

The Decentralized Linearized Alternating Direction Medhaf Multipliers (DLM) proposed in[[27] is
closely related to IC-ADMM. The DLM solve$](3) with; = 0. Its basic iteration is again Algorithm
2 (PGC) with parameters;; = p > 0 andw; = w > 0 for all ¢, j. The convergence condition ih [27,

Theorem 1] is given by (described using our notation)
1
/BAmin(§M+MI) +w > maxH/2

This condition is an immediate consequence of the cond@@) (with uniform p;;’s and uniformw;’s).

C. Connection with EXTRA

We show that the DySPGC can be viewed as a generalizatioredEXTRA [13]. Consider applying
Algorithm 2 (PGC) to probleni(P) with a smooth objective.(ilg = 0 for all 7). According to Proposition

3.1, the resulting iterates become

o ="+ TG — G(aT)) + Wa — Wa ! (33)

= —~ 1
with W =W Iy, W:.= i(IMN‘i‘W@[M)- (34)

Eq. (33) is precisely the EXTRA update developed.in [13],eptdor the two relatively minor points:
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1) In (33) a slightly more generahatrix stepsizél—! is used instead of the scalar stepsize used in
EXTRA.

2) The EXTRA allows a slightly wider choice ¥, i.e.,1/2(Iyn + W ®1Iy) = W = W, nul{W —
W1 = spar{1} and nul{Z;;y — W} 2 spar{1}, where1 is an all 1 vector of appropriate size.
However except for the common choid¢e](34), these conditaesdifficult (if not impossible) to

verify in a fully distributed network.

When a single scalar stepsize is used (as was done in EXTRR)3s= 5; = 8; > 0 for all 4, j,
then we can perform either one of the following procedurel¢mtify the parameters of the algorithm
(depending on whether the weight matfiX is knowna priori):

From Algorithm Parameters to Weight Matrix. Suppose the agents can seléet} and{p;;}. Then

for any set of fixed{p;;}'s, pick § andw;’s such that

w; =B — Z(Pij+pji) >0, Vi
JEN;

Further, pick3 large enough such that convergence conditions such_&s (@6&atisfied. Note that the
weight matrix induced by such choice of parameters must banstric and doubly stochastic.
From Weight Matrix to Algorithm Parameters. Suppose the weight matri¥d’ is given and fixed,
and it is a symmetric doubly stochastic matrix. The symmeftiry¥" implies 3; = 5; = . For any
fixed 5 > 0, one can easily find the parametds;;} and {w;} by letting p;; + p;i = 8 x Wi, j],
w; = B x W/i,d] for all ij such thate;; € A. Again one should picks large enough such that the
convergence conditions (e.f..[26)) are satisfied. Note gheh construction implies that:,. . (pe +
pit) + wi = Y gen, BWIi ] + BW (i i] = B (since > . n. Wi, j] + Wi, i] = 1), which recovers its
original definition in [I8).

To compare the convergence result in Theokerh 4.1 and thdi3pfTheorem 3.3], note that when the
scalar stepsize is used, we haVe= 81I,,;n. Therefore a sufficient condition to guarantee the comlitio
in Theoren 41 is that

BAmin (Ipn + W & Ing) > max P
(2

This is precisely the condition set forth in |13, Theorem]3.3
From the above expression it is clear tiiatlepends orall the local functions, therefore it has to be
decided in a centralized manner. In contrast, the stepsi@eters in PGC can be chosen@s> P, /2

(cf. the remarks made after Theorém]4.1). The latter chaicgimple, distributed implementable, and
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more importantly it results in improved convergence sp@egractice, especially when the curvatures of

gi's vary significantly, i.e.max; P; > min; P;.

D. Connection with PG-EXTRA

One can also show that the proposed Algorithm 2 (PGC) gemesathe PG-EXTRA[[14].
Let us consider Algorithm 2 (PGC). According to the argumiesatding to [(2B), one can explicitly
express[(21) by

’”H @proxh ( Tl gt 4 CZ)
dgl)proxg( rl +c +x L BCZT_l)
r+1
—proxh Zc + )+ §Z)
t=2
By the definition ofc; in (22) we have
r+1 1 —~
Y= A (—Vgi(a}) + Vgi(a?)) + Wiz +ZW Wizt ~! — Wia®
t=2 ¢ t=2

whereW; and WW; denote theith row of W and W (as have been defined i1{34)), respectively. Again
by (22), and assume that = 0 and Vgi(aci_l) = 0, we can check that

1 —_
& +5f ﬁzvgl( ol

Combining the above three equalities we have

ar = proxh ( 5 Vgi(zh) + Wix” + Z(W’ - Wi)xt_1>. (35)

t=1

This is the PG-EXTRA proposed in 14, Algorithm 1].

E. Connection with the DSG Method

Below we show that Algorithm 2 (PGC) is closely related to B8G iteration [(R). Assume for
simplicity thath; = 0 for all . Suppose that the and A\ steps of the PGC remain the same while the

z-step [(A7R) is replaced by

1 1
e argmm (G(zx"),x —2") + 3 ||[Ax + Bz7"||% + §||3: - :L"T||?2
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That is, in thex-step we let\” = 0. The claim is that by such modification one recovers the D8&@tipn
(2). To argue this, we write down the optimality conditiontbé modified iteration as

G(z") + ATT(A2z" T + B2") + Q2" — 2") =0,
BTA" 4+ BTT(Az" " + B2"1) =0,

AL AT =T (A2 + B2 = 0.
Following the derivation of Propositidn 3.1 until (44), wave

1
G(z") + o™ —a” + §M+(E @ Iy )ML (2" —2") + Q=" —2") =0,
1
ot =a" + SM-(E® In)MT 2+,

Note that compared with_(#4), the first equality above hasdititianal term—a". Plugging the second

equality into the first one, we obtain

G(z") + %M_(E @ L) MLzt 4 %M+(E ® Iny)MI (2" —2™) + Q" —2") = 0.
Utilizing (I5), and by the definition of; (I8) and the definition of the weight matri¥” in (I9), we

can write the above iteration compactly as
1
't = —T_IG(.Z'T) + 5 (IMN +W® [M) "

After picking a uniform scalar stepsizgé = 3; = 8 > 0 (cf. SectiorL V-C for how this can be done), we

immediately get the DSG iteratiofll (2) [with a weight matrixen by W = %(IMN + W & Iy)]
Obviously, our convergence analysis does not work for thigawt, as the:-update is no longer related

to the dual variable\. Indeed, to prove convergence of the DSG, an iteration+uttg® and increasing

B is needed, and such convergence is usually slower é@dn'r); see [13], [15], [16], [[31] and the

references therein. Nevertheless, the above observai@als a fundamental connection between the

ADMM-based method and the classical DSG method.

VI. EXTENSION TOACCELERATEDDYSPGC

The relationship identified between the DySPGC and the EXTRB-EXTRA, IC-ADMM etc. pro-
vides a systematic way to analyze and generalize variossirgxialgorithms. In this section, we provide
one such generalization which accelerates the DySPGC éhitrec EXTRA, PG-EXTRA, IC-ADMM,
etc). The algorithm is inspired by [32].
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Algorithm 3. Accelerated DySPGC Over Static Graphs

At iteration 0, let BTA? = 0, 20 = 2028 = 21720,

At each iterationr + 1, update the variable blocks by:
wr—i—l,md _ (1 . Vr)xr,ag + " (373)
2" = arg min <é(mr+1’md,£r+1),x - .Z'T> + h(z) (37b)

1 _ 2 1
+§ HAw—i—BzT—FF 1)\T“F+§|]x—xr\\§rg+nr+1lw

ZHIAE — (1 )8 (37¢)
2" = argmin % HAQ:TH + Bz + F_l)\THIZ, (37d)
SHLAE (1 L 7Y gy (37€)
N =\ 4T (Az™t! + B2 (37f)
ATFLAE — (1 ) APRE 4 AT (379)

For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to the static ghes in this section. Lefn", 0", v" > 0} denote a
sequence of iteration-dependent parameters, whose waillibe given shortly; Let{z™™d gm28 2mas \ras)
denote a sequence of auxiliary variables. The proposedesated algorithm is given in the table above.

First note thatz™?&, >™28 \"2¢ are convex combinations of all previous iterates};_,, {z'}7_,,
{A\'}r_,, respectively. Secondy"*1'™md is an intermediate point on which the stochastic gradient is
evaluated. Therefore in total there are three sequencaedeio ther update, resembling the Nestrov’s
acceleration schemé [35].

The convergence rate of Algorithm 3 can be analyzed simikaslin [32], we include the proof in the
Appendix for completeness. Compared with the bound givehhieoren{ 4.2, the accelerated version is
able to significantly reduce the scaling with respectitox; w;.

Theorem 6.1: Suppose that the assumptions made in Theb@ren 4.2 are trutheFlet

2 2 2
=0 ==, = = 38
R ! V@ r(r+1) (38)
Assume that the stepsize matrix satisfies
20+ M, (Iyy @ 2)MT = TW + T » 2P. (39)
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Then the iterates generated by Algorithm 3 satisfy

E[f(219%) = f(2") + pl| Az+1% 4 Borhos)|

202 Vr+1 Vr+1
= +
3 r r

d2.

1
< (a2 + 3 (p) + —— maxwid?) +

T+

whered,(p) := supyeg, sups [|A — M2, B, = {\| |\l < p}, andp > 0 is any finite constant.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Propositiorh_3]1

Let us splitA” by A" = [6";4"] whered”,y" € R2FM>1 The optimality conditions of {17a) £ (1I7c)

are

G(a") + T+ AT + (A" + B2"))

+ Q" —a2") =0 (40a)
BT(A\" + D(Az"™ + B2"1) =0 (40b)
N X" —T (A"t + B2 =0 (40c)

where¢"+! € RMM is a subgradient vector satisfying*' € h;(z{*"), V 4. First we show that
ol = 4l v >0 (41)

At iteration 0 this is true due to the initializatioB” \° = 0. At iterationr > 0, by (40b) and[{(4Qc) we
have BT ™! = 0. This immediately impliesy];"' = —71, v e;; € A.

Applying (41) to [40b), we have

r+1 —

1
z (A} + Ag) 2™t = iMfw’"H, vV r>0. (42)

N | —

Using the above identity, we have

1| A — A

Ag™ 4 Bt = 2 "
Ay — Ay
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This implies that

1
o =6+ S(E® Iy)MIz"
1
ot =ar + 5M_(E @ Inp) MLzt (43)
By (41), (42), we have (note, a new variahies defined)

1
AT}\T’ = M_&" = ar’ ATPBZT—H — §M+(E ®[M)MI‘TT+1'

Utilizing the initial conditionsBTA\? = 0, andz® = £MT 29, the z-step optimality condition[{40a) can
be written as

1
G")+ ¢ 4ot 4 M (E® L) ML (2™ —2") + Q@™ —2") = 0. (44)

Plugging in the identities il (Ibb) and utilizing_{43), theepious condition becomes

< Z Pij + pji +Pyz ) rHly er

jeEN;
+ w i T Pij wj .
— Vgi(z ( P L ’>x;”+ 3 wyc;— + e —al, Vi (45)
JEN: JEN;
il = Pji + Pij A Pji + Pij ‘1‘ Pij r+1
=aj + ) 5 - Vi (45b)
JEN; JEN;

Next we remove the sequenge”} from the z iterations. This is the key step towards obtaining a
single-variable characterization. To this end, we subif&sd) by the same update for iterationBy the

definition of 3; in (I8) we can derive the following update rule for nodat iterationr + 1:

ZEZH—l—l’T—I- 1 (<r+1 (Zr) ( ng( )_‘_vgl( r— 1))

Bi Bi
1 w; _ 1
IICE >+<5+2—ﬁ’,><wzf—w;‘ ORt ﬁ< of +a} ™)
jEN 7 7
1 W r
ZPU ' )+(§+ﬁ)(% - ZPU pr Lj
JGN t JEN; FEN:
1 1 1 W;
= Yy 2@l — 2+ = pij (" — 2" + = < pij T + —Zx77>
2 7, 252( ) ) 2Z]€Mp”+wl ]gj\;ipw( 7 i ) 2Z]€Mp’l]+wl g/\:/’vpl.] J 2 1

1
= x—i——x — (a2t < o Y Tl))-
ZJEN Pij +Wz/2<zp” > 2< ! Z]EN Pij +Wz/2 Z p”

November 24, 2018 DRAFT



23

Note that by the definition ofV in (I9), we have

> e, Pi +w/2 (prm t5 )KW@IM)mr]i
JEN; Pij i

which is simply a weighted average of over all the neighbors of node(including itself).

Writing in vector form and utilizing the definition ofi” in (I9), we have
l,r-i—l "+ T—1(<r+1 _ (7“) _ T_l (—G(l’r) + G(:L'T_l))
1
= (W@ Iy)z" — 3 (Iyn +W L)z, Vr>1.

This proves the claim.

B. Preliminary Results

We present a few preliminary results and definitions thak él used later for proof of convergence.

First we discuss the optimality condition for problef (Pupfose that Assumption 1 holds. Let
y* € X* denote an optimal solution ofl(3). Lef; = y*, (i,j) € Aandz; = y*, for all i. Due to
equivalence of problem$](3) andl (8)*,z*) is an optimal solution of[{P). From the assumed Slater

condition we know that probleni.{P) has a saddle p¢irit z*, \*) satisfying (whereL(-) is given by
(@I3) withT = 0)

Lo(z*, 25 A) < Lo(a*, 2*; \*) < Lo(z, ;. A*), ¥V € dom(h), V z, A. (46)
Let us define the following vectors
w=[z;2;), F(x):=[ATX\, BT\, —(4z + B2)T]T.
The second inequality il _(#6) is equivalent to the following
Q(w,w”) := f(x) = f(z") + (w —w", F(w")) = 0. (47)
It also implies that the following (for som&* € oh(z*))
U(w,w) = (& — 2", Vg(a") + () + (w — w, F(w"))>0. (48)
It is easy to observe that for alt € dom(h) and all z, A,

(w—w*, F(w*)) = (w —w*, F(w)). (49)
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Using the above identity[ (#7]=(¥#8) are equivalent to tHefdng two inequalities, respectively

Q(w,w”) = f(z) — f(z%) + (w —w", F(w)) =0, (50a)

U(w,w*) = (z — 2", Vg(z*) + (") + (w — w*, F(w)) > 0. (50b)
Let us characterize the optimality condition for the itemtDefine a block diagonal matr&{™**(n):
H™(n) := blkdg { Q" + Iy, (B"HTTB T T
Let H(n) denote its time-invariant counterpart. Also define
Fr(2") o= [(ADYTA, (BTN, —(ATa" + B2")T]T

Using the fact that+! = A" + I'(Az"t! + B2z"*1), the optimality conditions for the subproblems of
Algorithm 1 are given by [for all: € dom(h) and all z, A]

<ér+1(gjr’£r+1) + <r+1 + (Ar-i-l)T ()\r—i-l + FBr-i-l(Zr o Zr-l—l))

+ (@ ) (@7 - 2T, e =0 > 0, (>1a)
<(BT+1)T)\T+1, y ZT+1> > O, (51b)
<F—1()\7‘+1 . )\7‘) . (A?“-i-lw?“-i-l + BT+12T+1) 7)\ . )\7‘+1> 2 0. (51C)

Adding these conditions we obtain
<:L' o xr+1’ér+1($r’£r+1) + <r+1)> + <w _ wr+1’F7‘+1(wr+1)>
+ <(Br+1)TIwAr+1(x _ xr+1) + (BT—H)TFBT—H(Z . Zr—i—l)’ P Zr+1>
— (w—wHTH T (Y (" — wh) >0, ¥V x € dom(h), ¥ z, A

Note that(B™*1)TA" = (B")TA" = 0 because\” = [§"; —4"], and eachB"*! and B" stacks two
identical matrices. Using this fact and the optimality citind of the z-step [51b), the following is true
for any optimal solution(z*, z*)

<(BT+1)TFAT+1(x* _ xr+1) + (BrJrl)TrBrJrl(Z* _ ZT+1),ZT _ Zr+1> <0. (52)
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Combining the above two inequalities and rearranging temesobtain, for anyw := (z*; y*; \)

(" — 2™ G(a") + ¢ 4 (i — w P ) 4 (L gt — gt

> (i — wr-l—l)THT’-i-l(nr-i-l)(wr . wr+1)7 (53)
where we have defined tlgradient erroras

7= G (a7, Y — VG(2T). (54)

C. Proof of Theorei 411

We only prove the first part of the theorem. The second patiesconsequence of Theorém]4.2.
As " =0 for all », andG" = G for all r, we denoteH := H(0). Applying the static version of (53)

and letw* := (z*, 2", \*), we have
(z* — 2 G + Cr+1> + (w* —w T Fw™)) > (w* — w YT H(w" —w™ ).
By using the convexity of twice, we obtain
(% — 2™ 1y = (g — "L gt _ e L) < (ot — 2T g7, (55)
where&* € 0h(z*). Similarly, we have
(2" — 2", Ga")

= (z* — 2" G(z") — G(z*)) + (z* — 2" L, G(z"))

= (2" —2",G(z") — G(z*)) + (2" — 2", G(z") — G(z*)) + (z* — 2" T G(a*))

i
< —||G(z") — G(a")

—~

2+ e =2,

+G") = G5, + (2" — 2", G(aY)
< fa" —a™H%, + (@ -2 Ga)) (56)
where in (i) we have used the Young's inequalityt, b) < ||al|?/(2¢) + €/|b]|?/2 wheree > 0, and a
key property due to Nestrov [385, Theorem 2.1.5]. Namelyy ;) is convex with Lipschitzian gradient

(constantF), then

1
FHV%(%) —Vai(yi)|? < (Vgi(zi) = Vgi(yi)s v — yi), ¥ x4,y € X.
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Combining the optimality conditioi (50b) and the above twedualities, we obtain
i”lf — L > (w0 - w )T H (! — ),
which is equivalent to

lw* — w™HE < Slla” = 2" E A+ " = w" [ — flw” = w (57)

N =

For time-invariant graph[(42) is true, which implies
1
(Zr-l-l _ ZT’)TBTFB(ZT—H _ ZT) — Z(xr-l-l _ I'T)TM+BTFBM$(-Z'T+1 _ I'T) (58)
Plugging this relation into (§7) we obtain

lw* = w™ i < —w"l[f = [la" — 2" lo = TTHAT = AT

1 ~
— (@ =) M (BTPBMI . 2P> (@1 — "), (59)

Therefore, as long as
1 1~
Q4+ ZJ\LBTPBMf ~5P -0

or equivalently2Q + M, (2 ® I;)MT — P » 0, we will havez"+! — 27, \"t! — \". By a standard
argument (cf. the derivation i [26, (A2.22)-(A2.25)]), wan argue that every limit point of the sequence
2" and \" is a primal dual optimal solution of problerl (P).
By noticing the following identity, which can be verified bying the definitions oW/, Y and M.,
the theorem is proved
20 + My (E®@ Iy ) ML = Y(W @ Ing + Tnn).

D. Proof of Theoreni 4]2

Note that the assumption of boundedness ofplies the boundedness of iterates }. This is because

from the identity [42) we have],"' = 1(z]*' +27*") for all r. Therefore

2

of a2t af+at
LI <@ Y

2 2

2" = 2" |Berp = > 2pi
ij:eijGA
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By the convexity ofh andg we have

<$* o xr+l’<r+1> < h(l’*) o h(l,r-i-l)
<1'* - xr-i-l’G(xr» — <x* o I'T,G(I'T» + <1‘T _ xr-i-l’G(xr»

1
< g(x*) — g(a”) +g(a") —g(a™) + g7 - a7

For any given), plugging inw := (z*, 2*, \) into (§3) and use the previous two inequalities, we have

Q™ @) = f(2") — f(@") + (@ —w™, F(w™))
> (u~} _ wr-i—l)TH(nr-i—l)(wr _ wr+1) _ <TT+1,I* _ CCT+1>

= 5lla" =2 %
I s

> (0~ TH () —w) = - a) -

r+1 1
Ll = a2 = 2" — 2"

1 . 1 . 1

> §Hzr+l -z H2BTFB - §HZT -z H2BTFB + §H)\T+1 - )\H%,I
1 . sl

- EH/\T - /\”12"*1 - <TT+15I - 'rr> - 2777‘-{-1

1

45 (1 = Besnty — 107 = P (60

where in(i) we have again used the Young’s inequality; in the last inkiguae have used the assumption
@7) (cf. the derivation in[{39)). Evaluating the LHS basexdtloe average of the iteratag ™!, and using

convexity, we have

Q@) = f@*) = f@ ) + (@ — 0 F (@) (61)

T

> rj—l tz:; (f(;p*) ~f@Y) + (@ — le,F(thrl)))

1 0 1
> ——0]
2(r+1)

20— 2| Grrp — m”/\o - A3

1 - t+1< t+1 * (12 t * 2>
+ — T — T —||lr" —x
DA ( 2 = ot - o

1 0 (12 1 t+1 o x t aiallis
sl e b g 2 (e e+ L),

The rest of the proof follows the similar argument in the setpart of the proof in[[34, Theorem 2.2]

[Eq. (25) — Eq. (30)]. We include it here for completeness.
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First let us take the supremum ¢f(w" !, w) over the ballB,. We have

sup [f(z") = f(a*) + (@ — @, F(w™))]
AEB,

= sup [f(m”l) — fz")+ @TH — ", AT)\>
AEB,

+<y*1—zizﬂd>+<X*1—AH&H+P+35*U]

= sup [f(f’”“) — f(z*) + (N, Az" T +Bz’“+1>}
XEB,

= (@) = f(2") + pl Az + B2 (62)
Further, we have the following series of inequalities

r
Z /t—l- 1 (th _ :L'*HZ _ th—i—l _ :L'*H2)
t=0

<3 Jat - VTV

t=0

<d2Vr+1. (63)
Taking the supreme of both sides bf{61), we obtain

£ = F@) + pll Az 4 B2

T

: ! 1 s
d2 d2 Zd2> d2 . t+1 * ot 64
2(7’+1)<Z+ M) maxidy ) + 5=l r+1t§ T e+ ) (64)

IN

Taking the expectation on both sides of the above inequality utilize the assumption made n{12)

about the stochastic gradient, and the fact that

I8
1
<2vr+1
X

we arrive at the desired bound.

E. Proof of Theorerh 413

Our proof is motivated by[[22],130]. Suppose at iteratiorwe have iteratev” = (2", 2", \") and
we are about to execute Algorithm 1. Consider thetual sequencgz’+!, 271 Art1) generated by

Algorithm 1 (based onv™) with all nodes and edges being active (i.e., wth™! = A and V™! = V).
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Then from [5Y) in the proof of Theorem #.1, we must have

lw* — @™ < %er S PR e T e (i 79 (65)
Define the following auxiliary sequences

Dx(wr—i-l,w*) - (1'* i xr—i—l)T\II—l/ZQ\II—l/Z(x* _ I'T—H)
DZ(ZT+1,Z*) - (Z* N ZT’+1)T(I)—1/ZBTPB(I)—1/2(Z* _ Zr—i—l)

D)\()\T+1,)\*) - (}\* - )\r+1)TcI)—1/2F—1cI)—1/2()\* - )\7‘—1—1)7

where¥ and ® are given in[(ID). Also defing” = {, 2!, X!, G, t = 1,--- ,r} as the filtration up to

iterationr. The following is easy to verify

E [D, (2", 2*)|F"] =E

N
> gt - :c*u2]
i=1 "
N
~rt1 |2 Wiy k2
wil| &7 — 2| +Z(1—ai);\m — x|
i=1 ¢

I
.MZ

s
I
—_

= Dy(a",a*) + |l = &G — [la* — 2" || (66)
Using the same argument, we have

E [D.(z" T 2)F'] = D2, 2) + 2" = & Gepp — 12" — 2" [ Brrs (67)
E [DA(NFLN)FT] = DA ) 4 A = VR — A = A [fea (68)
Summing up[{66) {(88) and utilizing_(65), we obtain
E [Dx(ac“rl,x*)]f'“] +E [Dz(z”l,z*)]f'"] +E [DA()\TH, M) FT]
< Dy(z",2%) + D, (2", 2") + Dy(N",\") + %H:ET - §:T+1H2ﬁ
. (,wT o Qf)r+1)TH(wr o w?‘—l—l)
< Dy(a”,a%) + Do (2", 2°) + DAV, A) — (&7 = 2")T <Q - ﬁ/z) (& —a”) — AT = AR

where in the last inequality we have removed the té¢fit! — »") ' BT B(s7! — 2) = 0. Using the
assumption[{30), we conclude that the sequeiger”, 2*) + D, (2", z*) + Dx(A", \*) is a nonnegative

almost supermartingale, which is convergent by the nortivegalmost supermartigale convergence
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theorem[[36, Theorem 1]:

D, (z",x"), D,(z",2"), Dy\(\",\*) are bounded and converges w.p.1.
[ee] [ee]

Z||>\r_/\r+1”2 < o0, Z||xr_i,r+1”2 < 0.

r=1 r=1

Then again by a standard argument (cfl [22]) we concludetfiat”™, \") as well aqz", 2", S\T) converge

with probability one to a primal-dual solution of problem) (P

F. Proof of Theoreri 414
Again we prove by utilizing the full iterate := ("1, 27+1 Ar+1). Definew := (z*,2*, \) for any
fixed \. From the derivation leading t6_(60) we known that under thiedétion () - P, the full sequence

satisfies

— QM@ @) = f(2*) — f@") + (@ — " F (@)

1. . X 3
> |12 = 2 \Berg — 51127 = 2 Bers + I = Al

2 2 2

1 * *

+ 5 (187 =2 &gy = 127 = 2" [ 1,0)

1 N I

g IX = AR = 2" =) = To (69)
Notice that the following is true

(w — " F(™)) = (0 — "L, F(0)) = —(\, A" Bz, (70)

Then it is easy to verify that

E| (b — w1, F(w"+1)>|ﬁ} = —(\, AU 4 BT — (N Az” + Bz") + (A, AUz" + B®2").
(71)

Similarly, we have

E{Z T+1 |]:T} Zalfz Bt Z(l_az)fz( i) (72)
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Using [71) —[(72) and the definition of(-) in (29), the conditional expectation df(-) can be expressed

as below
E[J (2", 2" )| F7]

N N
=J(", 2" \) + Zfi(fc’i"*l) + (N, Az™TL 4 Bty <Zf,( "+ (X Az" + Bz >> (73)

i=1 =1

N N
Dy ) 4 30 (@) = (0= " P ) - (3 fad) = (- o Fw))

Let us define
5x(xr+1,w*) - nr-l—l(w* . xr+1)T\II—1(x* . wr“),
then its conditional expectation is given by
E[ﬁx(xr+1 \]—“"] = [Z Ui 2 |2

= Du(a”,2") + |la* = & Ml — la* = 2", + (Vi 1= V)ll2” — 273

Plugging [€9) and(86) -£(68) intd_(I73), we obtain a bound @ndbnditional expectation of(-), given

below

E[J(z" T, 2" X)) | F7]

< J(@", 2" ) - Qw",w) + %(Dz(z”,z*) —E[D.(z"",29)]) + (Vr+ 1= Vr)lla” —a*|[3-+ (74)
+ 3 (DAN,N) BN )) + 3 (Dala”2%) — B[DL(" )
+ %(ﬁx(m’",:n*) - E[ﬁm(x”l,x*)]) + (7"t — 2"y + ”;;2‘1‘2

Let us definez’t! = +1 >zt andz" ! similarly. Taking expectation wrF” and summing ovet,
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(74) becomes

E 0o .0
< LB, 0,0 +

g VT = Vil =0 s + g EID 5] + g Bl ()

r+1 =
1 : t+1 t ||7't+1H2
+T+1ZO:<<T Jxt—axt) + 2y ) (75)

By taking the superior of both sides ovE|, := {\ | ||A|| < p}, and plugging in the definition of

Q(w",w), we obtain

N
B[ fi(@) - f(@*) + plAz" + By"]
=1

1 1
< 0 .0 b Dz 0 _x* D )\0 Y —D:L‘ 0, .x
_7’+1§éllli’)pj(x727 )+2(T+1) (Z7Z)+2(7’+1)§él}g)p )\( ) )+T+1 (1’,1’)
1 . 1 r HTt+1H2

EDZ- 0 _* t+1 * ot

+2(7’+1) [ (w’w)]—i_r—i-l;((T T+ 2nttl
+r+1Z(V7‘+ —Vr)lla” — 2§ (76)
t=0

The rest of the proof follows the last part of the proof of Tresn[4.2.

G. Proof of Theorerh 6.1

We first provide a lemma that bounds the quan€Xy, -) defined in [(4Y).
Lemma A.1: Letw := (x*,y*, \) for any given\. We have the following estimate f@{w"%3 )

Qw8 @) — (1 —v")Q(w"8, )

< (Vg 1) 1 ¢ ) 4 D - F @) ()

for some(* € Oh(z*).
Proof. From the definition ofr"+1:28, xtLmd we have

mr—l—l,ag _ mr+1,md — I/T(ﬂj‘r+1 _ xr)' (78)
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First it is easy to show that for any feasibte we have (cf.[[32, 2.16])

g(a" 1) — (1 —v")g(2"")
<Vg(x*) + v (Vg(zmtimd) grl — gy 4 #er—l—l,ag — xr“’mdu%. (79)
Using this result, we have the following series of ineqiesit
Qw8 @) — (1 — V" )Q (w8, )
= (f(2"h%8) = f(2") — (1 = v")(f(2""8) — f(a))
F(AgTHleE 4 BorTlas \) (1 - 7Y (A28 | B2 ))

< Vr(h(wr—i-l) o h(l'*)) + VT’(Vg(xr-i-l,md)’xr-i-l o x*>

)2
+ (7/2) ||xr+1,ag . $r+1,md||2ﬁ + VT<A:I:7‘+1 —|—BZT+1,)\>

where the inequality usek (79), the convexityigf) and the update rule of +128, [ |

We then proceed to prove Theorém]6.1. Let us define From [38) one can check that the

(r+Dr )
following two identities hold

o = (1 - )Y, Ve =
Let us define
H(8,7) = blkdg {6Q + nlyw, (B)'TB, T~}
Similarly as in [GB), we can derive (for songét! € oh(z"*1))
<x _ g wg(atmd) 4 <r+1> F(w — Wt Fr ) (7 g — g

> (w—w ™HTHO, ) (w" —w™), Va2 edomh), V¥ z,\

Utilizing the fact that(w — w" !, F(w™)) = (@ — w™!, F(w)) and that(z* — 2"+ ("1 — ¢*) <0
for any ("1 € Oh(2"1), we plugging ind := (z*,y*, \) and obtain

< r+1 vg r+1, md) _|_< > + (’LZ) _ w’"‘”,F(lD)) + (TT—H,J}* o :L'T+1>
>

( r+1)TH(9 nr—l—l)(wr _ wr+1)'
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Applying Lemma A.l, we can obtain

Qw8 ) — (1 — 1" )Q(w", w)

r\2
< I/T(’MNJ . wr+1)TH(9r7nr+1)(wr+1 o wr) + %”xr+1 . er%ﬁ + Vr<7_r+17x* o xr+1>. (80)

From the assumptiof? should satisfy[(39). Using such assumed bound, the definitfio” and6”, and
the fact that” < 1 and M. (1) ® E)MT = 0, we have

o 1 v~
-0+ 4M+(IM® E)ME - EP (81)

Applying the same derivation as ih (60), and divide both side(80) byw=”, we obtain

1 11—

— Qw8 D) — ——Q(w""8, )
w w
1 1

= QM @) - — Q")

o
v ~ r+1\T r r+1 r+1 r v r+1 T2 r+1 * r+1
< L (@ - w YT HE @ =)+ D = (7 -
< V" (_| r+1 _ *|2 +| T *|2 )+V_T _|‘)‘T+1+)‘|‘2 +|/\T_)\H2 )
S5 |z 2 grre + 12" = 2| Brrp Gy ( r- r-1
v 1 2 2 v 1 Al sl
— Gy (||Qj7‘+ — x*|‘07'ﬂ+’r]7'+111wN + H:CT _ I*|‘0’”Q+7]T+111»1N) + ;<7’7‘+ ’;17* _ ;CT> + ; 2777‘-1-1 (82)

Let us then analyze the successive sum of the RHS of the abeggality. Note that the sequences

v ,,77+1

{5=, %5—} are both increasing sequences, and the sequgﬁges non-increasing. Thus from_[32,

Lemam 2.4] we have

T
I/t

ZQ—W (_HZH-I z HBTFB+ HZ -z HBTFB) S50 sz,
t=1

r t
14
> 5 (CINFT AR+ I = AP <
t=1

T

v 2
—rd A = A7,

tht—i-l I/T’I’]T

I (et o) < 2
ZT: —9 —|Ja"t — g + |2t — 2*f) < ﬁm::—LX(,u-H:E1 — 2*||? = max w;d>
— 2ot @ W =9l i e
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Combining these results, we obtain

T
Qw8 ) < @ Q(w' 8, W) + % (di +sup A = Ao+ nrdi> + @ max djw;
At !

+ TXT: vt H7't+1‘|2 +V_t< t+1 % t> (83)
w wt 2,’7t+1 ot T s L €T .
t=1

Notice that from the derivation in_(62) we have

sup Qur 1% i) = f(a771) — f(a) + pll AaTF I+ B p 20, (84)
€5,

Therefore we obtain (noting the fact that’ = (1 — v ! = 0)

Far 1) — f(a) + pl| AaT 8 4 BartLeg|

Vi o 2 2 — (R t
< 5 (d +d5(p) +n'd3) +wrm2axwidx —i—wrz <EW + E(T oot~ >> . (85)

Taking expectation on both sides of the above inequality @&iiiding

we

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

_ Z v Ir)? _Uzwrzr v o Z’“ t 2041
wt 2t — 2wt r(r+ 1) = ViE+ 1 3 r 7
Z 1
E |:E<TT+ ,x — azr>] =0, Vr (86)

can obtain the desired bound.
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