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Abstract

Motivated by the fact that the gradient-based optimization algorithms can be studied from
the perspective of limiting ordinary differential equations (ODEs), here we derive an ODE rep-
resentation of the accelerated triple momentum (TM) algorithm. For unconstrained optimization
problems with strongly convex cost, the TM algorithm has a proven faster convergence rate than
the Nesterov’s accelerated gradient (NAG) method but with the same computational complexity.
We show that similar to the NAG method to capture accurately the characteristics of the TM
method, we need to use a high-resolution modeling to obtain the ODE representation of the TM
algorithm. We use a Lyapunov analysis to investigate the stability and convergence behavior of the
proposed high-resolution ODE representation of the TM algorithm. We show through this analysis
that this ODE model has robustness to deviation from the parameters of the TM algorithm. We
compare the rate of the ODE representation of the TM method with that of the NAG method
to confirm its faster convergence. Our study also leads to a tighter bound on the worst rate of
convergence for the ODE model of the NAG method. Lastly, we discuss the use of the integral
quadratic constraint (IQC) method to establish an estimate on the rate of convergence of the TM
algorithm. A numerical example demonstrates our results.

1 Introduction

During the past decade, we have witnessed a surge in the design of first-order gradient descent al-
gorithms with parallel/decentralized /distributed structure that is intended to address the optimization
problems that arise in large-scale machine learning with stringent computation/communication /storage
requirements [IH7]. However, in many of the applications involving large-scale optimizations such as
operational decision-making for networked systems, there is a need for real-time adjustment of the
systems response/decision to the present situation. Therefore, besides the need for efficiency in re-
source (computation/communication/storage) management, fast converging optimization algorithms
for large-scale problems are now more and more in demand.

As it has been known in the classical optimization literature, improvement to the rate of convergence
of optimization algorithms within a first-order framework can be obtained through methods such as
quasi-Newton [8,[9], Polyak’s heavy-ball [I0,[11], and Nesterov’s accelerated gradient (NAG) [12,[13]
methods. Among these methods, because of its simple structure and its global convergence guarantees
for convex objective functions, NAG has received much attention in the optimization and machine
learning community. However, the quest for alternative fast converging first-order optimization algo-
rithms is still an ongoing research topic. Recently, a new accelerated gradient-based method called the
Triple Momentum (TM) method, which has the same computational complexity as the NAG method
but with a proven faster convergence rate, was proposed in [I4]. Our objective in this paper is to
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obtain a high-resolution continuous-time representation for the TM method and study its stability
and convergence via control theoretic tools.

ODE representation and its analysis for optimization algorithms in the continuous-time domain have
a long history going back to [I5]; more discussions can be found in [16H20]. Continuous-time modeling
comes with ease in theoretical analysis via powerful control theoretic tools such as Lyapunov analysis,
perturbation theory, and the integral quadratic constraint (IQC) methods. Also, the continuous-time
perspective provides intuition to design new algorithms, especially arriving at distributed algorithms in
a systematic way from centralized solutions. Furthermore, the convergence analysis of several gradient-
based Markov Chain Monte Carlo sampling schemes relies on the continuous-time approximation of
such algorithms [21,22]. Therefore, recently, ODE modeling has regained popularity to address the
need to design new distributed gradient descent based optimization algorithms [6l23H25], as well
as to analyze the new accelerated optimization algorithms [26-30]. In [26], a second-order ODE is
presented as the limit of the NAG method. The connection between ODEs and discrete optimization
algorithms is further strengthened in [27] by establishing an equivalence between the estimate sequence
technique and Lyapunov function techniques. In [28], the authors propose a variational, continuous-
time framework for understanding accelerated methods and show that there is a Lagrangian functional
that generates a large class of accelerated methods in continuous time. NAG method and many of its
generalizations can be viewed as a systematic way to go from the continuous-time curves generated
by the Lagrangian functional to a family of discrete-time accelerated algorithms [28]. An ODE-based
analysis of mirror descent given in [31] delivers new insights into the connections between acceleration
and constrained optimization, averaging, and stochastic mirror descent. A deeper insight into the
acceleration phenomenon via high-resolution ODE representation of various first-order methods is
presented in [29]. These high-resolution ODEs are shown to permit a general Lyapunov function
framework for convergence analysis in both continuous and discrete time [29]. Finally, in [30], the
authors show that different types of proximal optimization algorithms based on fixed-point iteration
can be derived from the gradient flow by using splitting methods for ODEs.

The connection between ODE representation of optimization algorithms and their discrete-time coun-
terpart is often established by taking the step size of the discrete-time algorithm to zero and de-
riving a limiting ODE using first-order derivatives modeling. This approach works well for gradi-
ent descent and Newton algorithms (thus obtaining # = —Vf(z) and # = —V2f(2)"!Vf(x) from
z(k+1) = z(k) — sVf(z) and z(k + 1) = z(k) — sV2f(x(k)) "'V f(x(k)), respectively, where s is the
step size). However, recent literature has shown that first-order ODE modeling of accelerated algo-
rithms such as the Polyak’s heavy-ball and NAG methods fails to capture the true behavior of these
algorithms [29]. In fact, it has been shown that the first-order ODE representation cannot differentiate
between these two algorithms since it yields an identical limiting equation for both. Recent literature,
therefore, has looked at second-order ODE representation of these algorithms [26,29]. These high-
resolution ODEs are more accurate since they better capture the characterizations of the discrete-time
accelerated methods in their continuous-time counterpart representations.

In this paper, we derive a second-order ODE representation for the accelerated TM method and show
that the high-resolution ODE is able to accurately capture the characterizations of the TM method.
For clarity, hereafter we refer to the TM method of [14] as the discrete-time TM. We present a Lyapunov
analysis to study the stability and convergence behavior of the resulted ODE TM representation. We
use our Lyapunov analysis to show that the TM method has robustness with respect to deviation from
its parameters. We also use our framework to estimate the rate of convergence of the TM algorithm
and compare it to the NAG method, which confirms its faster convergence. Our work also leads to a
tighter estimate on the rate of convergence of the ODE representation of the NAG method. We also
present an 1QC framework to establish a bound on the rate of convergence of the algorithm. Using
a numerical example, we show the accuracy of our second-order ODE representation in capturing



the accelerated behavior of the TM method and its faster convergence over the high-resolution ODE
representation of the NAG method given in [29].

Notations: R and R are the set of real and positive real numbers. AT is the transpose of matrix A.
We let 0,, denote the vector of n zeros and I,, denote the n x n identity matrix. When clear from the
context, we do not specify the matrix dimensions. For a vector x € R™, ||z|| = V2 Tz is the standard
Euclidean norm. The gradient of f : R? — R, is denoted by V f(z). The following relations hold for
a differentiable function f : R* — R that is M-strongly convex, M € Ry, over R? |

FO) = FOI SV =)+ 5219 £ ()= VA (1a)
Mlly I < (v =T (VS0) = V(). (1b)
Mly x| < V() ~ V(). (1¢)

for any x,y € R? [32]. When Vf : R — R? of a convex function f : R? — R is L-Lipschitz
continuous, L € Ry, i.e., [|[Vf(y) — Vf(x)|| < L|ly — x||, we have

F) = 700 < V69Tl =)+ Iyl (22)
FO) =100 2 V6l )+ 57 IV S0~ F ) (20)

for all x,y € R x R? [32]. We represent the class of differentiable and M strongly convex functions
whose gradient is L-Lipschitz with Sy 1.

2 Problem definition

Consider

x* = argmin,cpn f(2), (3)
where f : R™ — R and f € Sp . We assume that x* exists and is reachable. The minimizer of this
optimization problem is specified as follows.

Lemma 2.1 (Minimizer of [B]) [8]). Consider optimization problem [B). A point x* € R™ is a unique
solution of B) if and only if Vf(x*) = 0.

In what follows, we let

L 1

U pzl—ﬁ. (4)

We refer to k as the condition number of the cost function f.

KR =

2.1 Discrete-time TM Method

Here we consider the TM method, proposed in [14] as the fastest known globally convergent first-
order method for solving strongly convex optimization problems. The TM method is an accelerated
gradient-based optimization algorithm given as

ekr1 = (1 + Bex, — Bex—1 — aV f(yr), (5a)
yr = (1 +7)er — ver—1, (5b)



T = (1 + (5)6k - (56k_1, (5C)
where the algorithm parameters are given as (recall (@)

1+p p? p? p? >
L "2—p (1+p)(2—p) 1-p*)’

(@57.0) =

and €p,e_1; € R" are the initial conditions, x € R"™ is the output. The TM method has the same
numerical complexity as the NAG method but converges faster. In [14], it is shown that starting from
any initial conditions €y, e_1 € R"™, the trajectories of xy, yi, €, converge to x* with the same rate but
the convergence error of output x is smaller. We observe the same trend in the high-resolution ODE
representation of the TM method; see Section Bl for numerical examples.

Our objective in this paper is to derive a high-resolution ODE representation of the TM algorithm
that accurately captures the performance characteristics of its discrete-time counterpart and establish
its formal convergence guarantees using the Lyapunov stability analysis. To facilitate our discussions
given next, we define a function p(a, 8) : Rsg x R — R<q (or simply u) as

(o, ) = (ﬁfﬁ)f 7)

Using the parameter relations given in () and (6] for the TM method, 1 = u(«, 3) can also be written
as

_ (9K2\/K — 6K + Ky/K)L ®)
h= 8k3VK —12kK3 + 14 K2k — 9K2 + 4 KVE — K

As shown in Fig. [l the maximum value of u is L, which is attained at kK =1. When x — oo, u— 0.
We can also show that

(e, B) € (0, L]. (9)
Replacing L with kM in (), we can also show that
(e, B) € [M,1.3661M). (10)

Remark 2.1 (Role of parameter p). Parameter p plays a vital role in the analysis of the high-
resolution ODE representation of the TM method. Also note that after substituting appropriate
a and f values into (7)), we obtain pu,,,=M for NAG method while p > M for the TM method.
Therefore the parameter p also plays an important role when comparing the convergence rate between
the high-resolution NAG and TM methods. O

3 Continuous-Time Representation of the TM Method

Let t;, = kv/a and y = Y (tx) for some sufficiently smooth curve Y'(¢). Now the Taylor series expansion
at both yxy1 and yi_1 with the step size /o are

Pt = Y1) = V() + V(00Va + 57 () (V) + O((Va)), (1)

Yot = Y(tn1) = V() = V()Va+ 2V () (Va)? + O((Va)?). (12)
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Figure 1: Variation of u/L (solid blue) and p/M (dashed red) with k.

Combining (II]) and (I2) yields
Y(tea) + Y (te1) — 2V (8) = oY (t) + O(a?). (13)

Next, we note that we can rewrite (B]) as

€1 = € + B (e — €r—1) — aV f(yx), (14a)
Yk = ek + v (e — €x—1), (14b)
xp =€+ 0 (e —€x—1) . (14c)
From (I4al), we obtain
B(ex—1— &) + (ehy1 — ) +aV f(yx) = 0. (15)

Now adding and subtracting 3 (ex+1 — €) and dividing both sides of (I5]) with S« yields

(€hg1+€p—1— 2¢x) n (1-5)
« Ba

Substituting e = e(tx) and y; = Y (tx) and ([3]) yields

(€ry1 — 6k)+%vf(yk) = 0.

E(tr) + O(a) + !

- <é(tk) + EIVa + 0<a>> VAV () =0, 16)

g

where we used
(ki) — et) = (VA + () (V) + O((Va)?).

If we consider the limit of (I6), when o — 0, we then obtain the low-resolution representation for the
TM algorithm as

E(ty) + 2y/E(t) + V(Y (8) = 0, (17)
1 - /i

where we used the relation § = The low-resolution representation in (7)) is exactly the

1+ /pa’
same as the low-resolution ODE obtained for the NAG and heavy ball methods in [29]. Therefore the
low-resolution ODE fails to distinguish the TM method from the NAG and heavy ball methods. Next,
we derive a high-resolution ODE that captures the characteristics of the TM method, i.e., shows a
faster convergence in comparison to the NAG and heavy ball methods.



3.1 High-resolution ODE of TM Method

We obtain a high-resolution ODE for the TM method by ignoring O(«) terms but keeping /a in (I6)),
which results in

148,

55 E(tr) +

B\/_ E(tr) + 3 Vf( (tx)) = 0. (18)

Now multiplying both sides of (I8]) by and substituting () yields

28
14+p
E(t) + 2y () + (14 y/7i3) V(Y (1)) = 0,

2
where we used 1+7 =1+ /pa. Next, we note that from (I2) we have

e(ty) — e(tror) = (ty)va + O(a). (19)

Ignoring the O(«) term and substituting (I9) into (14D yields Y = e + Jayé. Let zp = X(tx).
Similarly, from (I4d) we have X = ¢ 4+ y/adé. Thus, we obtain

E4+2mé+ (1+ /pa)Vi(Y) =0, (20a)
Y =e+ Vayé, (20b)
X =c++ade. (20c)

as a high-resolution ODE that maintains the main characteristics of the TM method with the appro-
priate initial conditions ey and Yp. Note that differentiating (20al) yields

E 4 2/pE+ (1+ /p) V(Y)Y = 0. (21)

Then, substituting (200), and its first and second derivative Y = ¢ + y/ayé and Y = & + /o€ into
(1)) yields the high-resolution representation of the TM method in terms of output Y as

Y +2/pY +v(1 + /pa)VaVi (Y)Y + (1 + /pa)VF(Y) = 0. (22)

In what follows, we use (22 to analyze the stability and convergence of the ODE representation
of the TM method in (20) and compare its rate of convergence to that of the high-resolution ODE
representation of the NAG method given in [29] as

V4+2VMY + /sV2f(Y)Y+(1 + VMs)Vf(Y)=0, (23)

where s = % One can think of s as the equivalent of « in the TM method (&), i.e., it is the step-size
multiplying the gradient term. In comparing the TM method to the NAG method, it is interesting to
recall (I0). It is important to note that the main difference between the NAG method given in (23))
and the TM methods in ([22) is in the coefficient multiplying the gradient correction term V2 f (Y)Y
Even though it is not discussed in [29], it is worth mentioning that by introducing an appropriate
intermediate variable similar to (20D]), one can write the NAG method in an equivalent form that does
not require V2f(Y).

In the ODE representation of the TM and NAG algorithms we also refer to the parameters o and s
as stepsize.



4 Convergence Analysis

In this section, we present a detailed convergence analysis of (20]) and establish the convergence rate
of the algorithm. We start by identifying the equilibrium point of (20]).

Lemma 4.1 (Equilibrium Point of 20))). Assume f is strongly convex and continuously differentiable.
Then, ([20a) has a unique equilibrium point given by

Seq = {(€,€) ER" xR"|¢ =0,V [f(e) =0}.

Moreover, Y and X at the equilibrium point both satisfy V f(Yeq) = Vf(Xeq) = 0.

Proof: To obtain the equilibrium point of (20al), we set £=¢=0. Then, it follows from (20b]) and (20d)
that ecq = Yoq = Xeq- As a result, at the equilibrium point, from (20a) we obtain V f(eeq) =0, and
thereby V f(Yeq) =V f(Xeq)=0. |

The next result establishes exponential stability of (20) and gives an estimate on its rate of convergence.

Theorem 4.1 (Stability and convergence analysis the ODE TM). Consider the optimization prob-
lem @) and the algorithm 20). (a) For a,fB,7,0 € Rsg, B # 1, starting from any initial condition
£(0),£(0) € R™ the trajectories of t — €, t — X and t — Y converge exponentially fast to x*, the
minimizer of [Bl). Moreover, f(Y) — f(x*) vanishes exponentially with a rate no worse than p* where

pr= Jnax p(9), (24)

p(¢) = min VB o : 'l
2 AR(l+ )i yall+ ) 3+ 3 [

(b) If o, B,7,0 > 0 is set to the parameters of the TM method in (6l) and the algorithm is initialized
at

(6% 2 (6
(0 <(11+_ %{w, 25
) - YEHLE VEDY (YD) (250

(1-2vy/pa) 7
where Yo = Y (0) € R™, then the trajectory t — Y of (20)) satisfies

SLW%—%W
«

*
— t
e Prm R t e RZO’

FY () = fF(x)
where p.,, is p*, evaluated at p given by &), and o and v of the TM method.

Proof: We first note that given 8 # 1, by definition (7)), we have p € Rsg. Next, recall ([22]), the
equivalent ODE representation of (20) in terms of output Y. As shown in Lemma [T, the equilibrium
point Yoy of ([22)) satisfies Yoq = x*. To study the convergence of (22) to x*, we consider the radially
unbounded Lyapunov function candidate

V() = VED(F(Y) ~ F6)) + {IVIP 4 1V + 2070 = <) 491+ VEaWa v (26)



Here note that by definition of x*, f(x*) < f(Y), with equality holding only at ¥ = x*. Thus, V() is
positive everywhere, and zero only at Y = x* and Y = 0. The derivative of Lyapunov function (26])
along the trajectories t — Y of (22]) (or equivalently (20))) is

V() = —VAIVI? ~ 591+ Vra)Vay TV ()Y
V(L RV )TV = x)
— (1 AP VaY (V) TV A(Y)

To show that V < 0 everywhere except at ¥ = x* and Y = 0, we consider the following relations.
First, we note that it follows from (Tal) and (Id) that

(14 Vi) V) =) = DG py Ty -y 4 L) T -
> VD (4v) - o)+ My - 2) +
My e = % () — g6y + 20y~

Thus, we have

V(1) <~V (4 @) (1) — 560) — VEIVIP = 2JEGRIY 2 = 537 (1 + yia)? V7)1

V(% Wt viEm) (F0) — 160 + 171+ By e+ ”ff (1 + i@ [VF)I?).

Next using the Young’s inequality [33] for a ¢ > 0 we write

¥+ 2vay =) 450+ viEmyvav )|
(1+ %)HY A1+ VERNG T FY)? +

2 2
¥R+ TR 0 i)+ 1+ Y -

N

Thus, we have

2 « 2C¥
Vi) < 0+ VI - 760 + 53+ D+ T2

v AT +u(1+ )Y |2

Now using p(¢) given in the theorem statement, we can write

1Wa
\/_

Therefore, V(t) < —p(¢) V(t), for any ¢ € Rsg. Then, we can conclude that ¢t — Y and t + YV
converge asymptotically to, respectively x* and 0. Next, we show that this convergence is indeed
exponentially fast. To this end, using the Comparison Lemma [34, Lemma 3.4] we obtain

@) V(0) < V(50 VIRAW) = 160 + I + 2 =X+ J2 0+ EPIv AT

V(t) <e PV (0). (27)



Consequently, since f(Y(t))—f(x*) < 17 \/WV starting from any initial condition, we obtain f(Y (¢))—
f(x*) < 7 +\1/me_p*t V(0), showing that f(Y (t)) — f(x*) vanishes exponentially with a rate no worse

than p*. Next, using (D) we note that (recall V f(x*) = 0)

e "'V(0),

1 N 1
ST IVIY )P <F(Y (1) - f(x) < Ry

which indicates that V f(Y (¢)) converges exponentially to zero. On the other hand, using (Ic) we can
write

2
S XU < g VAP < FV )~ 566,

to conclude that Y converges exponentially to x*. To prove exponential convergence of t — & and
t — X to x* we proceed as follows. We let n = ¢. Now from (20al), we have

n==2yun— 1+ Vp)Vf(Y),

which is an internally exponentially stable system with input Vf(Y) driven by (22]). Since Vf(Y)
converges exponentially to zero, due to the input-to-state stability results [34], we can conclude that
n (equivalently €) converges exponentially fast to 0. As a result, it follows from (20D), (20d) and
exponential convergence of Y to x* that ¢t — X and ¢t — ¢ also converge to x*, exponentially fast.

Next, we note that under the initial condition (25]), by substitution we obtain

Y(0) =£(0) + Vaye(0) =

Moreover,

Y(0) = £(0) + vay&(0)
= £(0) — vy (2y/E(0) + (1 + Ea)V £(Yp)) = 0.

Substituting the initial condition Y (0) = Yy and Y (0) = 0 in (26)), we get

V(0) = (1 + ra)(f(Yo) = f(x) + EH?\/ﬁ(Yo —x) + (1 + VE)VaV f(Yo) [, (28)

After substituting for V(¢) from (26) and V(0) from (28], it follows from (27)) that

JO) = F6¢) < e (V) = FO) + s [2VA(Yo = X))+ (14 EWVaV S (Yo)]12).

(1+\/_)

Note that by invoking ||V f(Yo)|| < L||Yo—x*|| and f(Y) — f(x*) < &||Yy—x*||%, which hold for function
f by its definition, we obtain

12v/7(Yo = x*) +7(1 + Vaa)y/aV f(Yo)l[* < 2 (4ul[Yo —x||* +~2(1 + pa)*o| V£ (Y0) %)
< (8u+ 273 (1 + /pa)*aL?)|| Yo — x*|2.

Thus we have

2 [6]6] 2 *
F0) = 1) < (5 4 s + T ) o e



Note that using the parameters of the TM method in (@) we can write

L, 2 20+ /pajal?
2 (1+/pa) 2
(L5p* 4+ 3p® —3.5p> —4p+6) p>1 15
T a3 —dp+ 4) o

* 2 *
Therefore, f(Y) — f(x*) < w e Prm’, which completes the proof. |

Theorem AT shows that (20) has robustness to deviations from the TM parameters. But, an interesting
observation about our rate of convergence analysis is that our simulation study of the rate p in
Theorem (1] indicates that the best rate is obtained when we use «, 8,7 of the TM method given
in (@), see Fig. 2 for some example scenarios.
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Figure 2: Variation of p*/ V'L, where p* is given in [24), with x when we use 8 and v of the TM
method but implement different values for «. a7y corresponds to the o of the TM method.

Next, we note that the rate of convergence established for the ODE representation of the NAG
method (23] in [29] is @. Before, comparing this rate to the rate of the TM method that we estab-
lished in Theorem [4.1] we show that a tighter bound can be indeed obtained for the NAG method. For
brevity, we skip the details and comment only on the crucial steps required to establish this tighter

bound. We start by using the Lyapunov candidate function V defined as

V = (1 VATS)(F(YV) ~ F6) + 7V P
IV VEVF) + VALY )P
< 1+ VAT)(Y) = £ + 76+ IV
+ S0+ DNVIW)E + M+ DY x|

where ¢ € R-g. The upper-bound on V is established using the similar manipulations we used in the
proof of Theorem Il Now following similar steps given in the proof of Theorem [4.1] we can show that



derivative of V along trajectories of (23]) satisfies

V< —@(1 +VMs)(f(Y) = f(x)) = VM|]Y|]?

-y e - LS

IVFE)I*.

Thus, for the ODE NAG method, the convergence rate p{, , is
p;AG = max py,q(¢), (29)

P€ER>0
o [YE WL VI VL
Puaa O 2R 114 9) VR(L+ 5) VRGBT 2) |

Given % = M, we can write

1 3 1 4
Prore(0) = mm{2 ra) {1+ >’<3+%>}m'

Figure Bl shows how each of the four elements varies with ¢ and the optimal ¢ for which the minimum
among the four elements is at its maximum. As can be seen and also shown analytically p{, . = %\/M
is attained at ¢* = % = 0.75. Thus, p{,,, is a tighter bound than @ that is established in [29] as
the rate of convergence for the ODE NAG method. On the other hand, Fig. 4l compares pT—\/%I with

e NALG at different values of k. As we can see the TM method attains a better convergence rate than
the NAG method. In comparing the rate of convergences of the TM and NAG methods, it is worth to
remember () and ([@)). It is also interesting to note that similar to the gradient descent method, the
rate of convergence of the TM and the NAG methods decreases as « increases. Finally note that ¢*
corresponding to pJ can be obtained as

9L — 16urk + /256(pr)2 + 96ukL + 81L2

o= 320k

4.1 Analysis via IQC

We close this section by noting that the rate of convergence of the continuous-time TM can be also
obtained using an IQC method. To this end, note that algorithm (20]) can be cast as an LTI system

£(t) = AE(t) + Ba(t) (30a)
Y (t) = CE(t) + Dy(t) (30D)

with state £(t) = [6(t) e(t)]T € R®™, input ¢(t) = VF(Y(t)) € R?", and output Y (t) € R?", where

=
_ |72y 0 _|=1=y/pa 0  [Vay 1 B
A_[ ) 0:|®[n7 B_[ 0 o| @1 €= Va5 1| @I D = Ozuxze. When
f € Smn, [35] shows that the nonlinear map ¢(t) = Vf(Y') satisfies the so-called point-wise IQC

condition cast as
Y -Y* T Yy _y*
{Vf (Y)-Vf (Y*)} @ [Vf( Y)-V f(Y*)} =0, (31)

where Qf = <22+M]\§ L —_i_2M> ® I, and Y* = x*.
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Figure 4: A comparison between the rate of convergence of the ODE representations of the TM and
the NAG methods at different values of .

Remark 4.1 (An estimate on the rate of convergence of Y in (20) using an IQC based solution).
[36] Given the point-wise IQC condition for the LTI representation of the continuous-time TM,
using standard IQC stability results, the exponential convergence rate of ||Y (¢) — x*|| to zero in the
continuous-time TM algorithm (20)) is py,. if
A"P+PA+p,,.P PB ct o C D
<
BTP o |7 \pT 1|90 1|30 (32)

is feasible for some o € R>q, pigc € Rso, P = 0, P € R" ™. A tighter estimate pI*QC on the rate of
convergence can be obtained by maximizing p,,. subject to (32). O



Figure 5: Convergence rate of the TM method given by the IQC method of Remark 1]

Figure [l shows the convergence rate pr ., that we get from using the IQC method of Remark [.1] for
various values of M and . As we can see, the IQC approach also shows that similar to the gradient
descent method, the rate of convergence of the TM method also decreases as k increases. We should
mention here though that the IQC approach offers a sufficient condition for stability and convergence
analysis, which is not guaranteed to yield a solution for every value of M and L.

5 Simulation results

Let the cost function in (@) be given by f(z) = ﬁf) — . For this cost, we have M = 0.038 and
L = 1.443. Thus, x = 37.713. Figure shows the convergence error for the TM, NAG, gradient
descent with stepsize 1/L (GD), high-resolution ODE representations of TM (20) and NAG (23]
methods, and continuous-time gradient descent (ODE GD) algorithms. Figure shows the same
plot when a smaller stepsize is used for all the algorithms. As we can see in these plots, the high-
resolution ODE representation of the TM algorithm closely captures the characteristics of the discrete-
time TM. Moreover, we can see from the plots that for both cases, the TM algorithm converges faster
than the gradient descent and the NAG methods. We can also see that using a smaller stepsize
removes the oscillatory behavior that we see in the trajectories of the TM and NAG methods however

as expected and predicted by our analysis using a smaller stepsize results in a slower convergence.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented a second-order ODE for modeling the triple momentum method, which
is considered as the fastest first-order optimization method for strongly convex functions. The proposed
high-resolution ODE model has shown to accurately captures the higher-order characteristics of its
discrete-time counterpart. We presented a Lyapunov analysis to prove the exponential convergence
of the developed continuous-time model of the triple momentum algorithm. We compare the rate
of this ODE model of the triple momentum with that of the Nesterov method and showed that the
Lyapunov analysis also confirms that the triple momentum method has a faster convergence than the
Nesterov method. We also discuss how an IQC approach also can be used to obtain an estimate on



the rate of convergence of the ODE representation of the triple momentum method. We validate our
theoretical results through several numerical simulations. Since control theoretic tools in continuous-
domain generally provide a convenient framework for design and analysis of algorithms, our future
work includes first devising a distributed version of the continuous-time triple momentum method that
can be used for distributed optimizations. Then, our objective is to discretize this algorithm to obtain
an iterative solution that can be implemented over networks with wireless communication.
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Figure 6: Convergence error for the TM, NAG and gradient descent (GD) algorithms.
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