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A UNIFIED FRAMEWORK FOR DISTRIBUTED OPTIMIZATION
ALGORITHMS OVER TIME-VARYING DIRECTED GRAPHS

WOOCHEOL CHOI, DOHEON KIM, AND SEOK-BAE YUN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose a framework under which the decentralized optimization algo-
rithms suggested in [8] [IT] [I4] [I5] can be treated in a unified manner. More precisely, we show that
the distributed subgradient descent algorithms [8] 4], the subgradient-push algorithm [I5], and the
distributed algorithm with row-stochastic matrix [I1] can be derived by making suitable choices of con-
sensus matrices, step-size and subgradient from the decentralized subgradient descent proposed in [14].
As a result of such unified understanding, we provide a convergence proof that covers the algorithms
in [8] [T}, 14, [I5] under a novel algebraic condition that is strictly weaker than the conventional graph-
theoretic condition in [I4]. This unification also enables us to derive a new distributed optimization

scheme.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider N agents cooperating with each other to solve the following optimization
problem:

N
Find a minimizer z* € R? of the function f(z):= Z fi(z). (1.1)
i=1

Here, for each 1 < i < N, the function f; : R* — R is local cost known only to the i-th agent. The N
agents are connected by a network and each agent can receive information from its neighboring agents.
Distributed optimization has received a lot of attention due to its application for various problems
containing wireless sensor network, multi-agent control, machine learning. In distributed optimization,
many agents have their own local cost and try to find a minimizer of the sum of those local cost
functions in a collaborative way. The algorithms consist of optimization step for local function and
consensus step by communication.

In the seminal work [I4], Nedic et al introduced the concept of the decentralized (sub)gradient
descent (DGD) to solve ([L.II):

N
zi(t+1) = pi(H)a;(t) — 6(t)gi(t), i=1,....N, t=0,1,2,..., (1.2)
j=1

with the N x N row-stochastic matrices P(t) := (p;;(t)), the step-size d;(t), and the subgradients
gi(t) € Ofi(xi(t)) (1 < i < N, t =0,1,2,...). The matrix P contains the information on the
connectivity of the underlying network: p;;(t) vanishes if the i-th agent does not receive any information
from the j-th agent at time ¢. Otherwise p;; is always positive.
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Many varaints and extensions of (IL2Z]) were proposed in the literature, and their convergence prop-
erties were extensively studied. In [8], the authors designed a distributed subgradient algorithm to

solve ([LI]) given by
i(t+1) pr ) () = 3 (0);(1)). (1.3)

The convergence of the above algorithms were investigated for undirected graph under the assumption
that {p;;(t)} is a symmetric and doubly-stochastic matrix.

On the other hand, it is more practical to consider directed communications between agents under
certain environments. The network of agents is then represented by a directed graph. To handle the
distributed optimization on directed graph, Nedic-Olshevsky [I5] employed the push-sum protocol [9]
to design the subgradient-push method:

wi(t +1) Za,] )z;(t) eRY, i=1,...,N, t=0,1,2,...,

it+1) Z aij(t)y; (1) € Ry, (1.4)
w;(t+1
zi(t+1) = 71(2 n 1)) d

zit+1) =wi(t+1)—6;(t+1)gi(t+1), g(t+1)e€dfi(z(t+1)),

where {a;;(t)} is a column-stochastic matrix used for the direct communication. When stated in terms
of w;(t) and y;(t), (I4) can be reformulated in a more succinct form:

i(t+1) Z a,] 5j(t)gj(t))’ 9:(t) € Of; <Z)ZZ((;))>

(1.5)
yi(t +1) Za” )y;(t), 1<i<N, t>0.

This algorithm has been extended to various problems containing the stochastic distributed optimiza-
tion [16} 20], online distributed optimization [I].

Recently the authors in [11] designed a distributed subgradient algorithm for directed graph by using
row-stochastic matrix for communication

ot
(t+1) ZW] )= 2O _). i) € Ofiailt).
(1.6)
2i(t+ 1) Zp”z] z(0)=e;, 1<i<N, t>0.

We also refer to [12] for further details and the convergence analysis of the above algorithm.

The main goal of this paper is two-fold. First, we show that the algorithms (L3)) - (LG can be
exploited in a unified way in the framework (I2)). More pecisely, we show that the above mentioned
algorithms (IL3)-(L6) can all be derived from ([.2]) by making specific choices of the row-stochastic
matrix P(t) and the scalars ¢;(¢) in (L2]). This unified perspective also enables us to design a new
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algorithm which resembles the subgradient-push method [15], but differs in the order of the consensus
step and the gradient descent step:

N
wi(t+1) = Z aij(t)w;(t) — 0:(t)gi(t), gi(t) € Of; (Q;Z((tt))> ;
= ‘ (1.7)

N
it +1) = ag(t)y;(t), 1<i<N, t>0,
j=1

where A(t) = {a;;(t)} are column stochastic. We refer to [2} [7, 18] 22} 23] [24] for unifications of gradient
tracking type algorithms.

Secondly, as a result of such unified understanding of the above schemes, we provide a convergence
proof that covers the optimization schemes (L3 - (L7) in a unified manner. The novelty of this
convergence proof, aside from the unification itself, lies in providing the convergence of the distributed
algorithm (2] for which the matrices P(t) are row-stochastic, but not necessarily column-stochastic.
While the convergence analysis of (L2 is well-understood when P(t) are doubly stochastic (both row-
stochastic and column-stochastic) and the stepsize 0;(t) satisfies a sutiable decaying property and is
independent of 4, i.e., §;(t) = 0(¢), the convergence analysis of (L2]) for general row-stochastic P(t) is,
to the best knowledge of the authors, not established yet. Moreover, when P(t) is only row-stochastic
and 9;(t) = d(t), the distributed algorithm (2)) may fail to converge to an optimizer of the problem
even though a suitable decaying property is given.

We establish the convergence of (L.2) to a minimizer for row-stochastic P(¢) under a general condition
on the stepsize 0;(t) which is associated to the sequence of absolute probability vectors [10]. We mention
that the sequence of absolute probability vectors has been used importantly in the literature containing
consensus algorithms [I3] and distributed optimization algorithms [19].

Another contribution of our convergence result is that we successfully replace the conventional graph
theoretic condition [I5] on the underlying graph with an algebraic condition on the consensus matrix
in the convergence proof, and show that the latter is strictly more general than the former. More
precisely, the previous works assumed that each vertex of graph G(t) has a self-loop, and finite unions
of time-varying graphs,

U G(s) =V, U E(s) (Vt>0) for some fixed T' € N,
t<s<t+T t<s<t+T
are strongly connected. We replace these conditions with a strictly weaker non-vaninishing condition
on the time-varying consensus matrices up to a finite product:

P(t+T,t):=Pt+T—-1)P(t+T—-2)---P(t)>0 (Vt>0) for some fixed T'€ N.

We also provide an explicit example which satisfies the latter but not the former (see Section 4). Here
P(t+ T,t) > 0 means that every element of P(¢t + T,t) is positive. We note that our condition does
not require the existence of self-loop at each vertex of graph G(¢), which was necessary in most of the
previous works.

Notation. Before we finish this introduction we set up notational convention that is kept throughout
the paper.
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e For 1 <p<oo,v=(vy,...,04) € R and A = (a;;) € R™*", define

[Az]l,

]l

d »
[ollp := (Z |sz”> (L<p <o), [Jvlleo = max ful, [A]:= sup (1<p<oo)

<I<d
=1

Note that

1<i<n

n
lollz < loll,  1Allz = AT [lz2,  [1Alle = max Z jaijl, [l Al = max Z |aijl-
=1

e Unless a specification is needed, we use || -|| generically to denote any sub-multiplicative matrix
norm throughout the paper: If we write a statement with this norm, then it means that it
holds for any sub-multiplicative matrix norm since they are all equivalent.

e Lastly, we denote by Iy, On and 1y the N x NN identity matrix, the N x IN zero matrix and
the N x 1 matrix whose entries are all 1, respectively.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the algorithms (L3])-(L7)) from the distributed
algorithm ([.2]) choosing suitable parameters. In Section 3, we review some fundamental properties
of row-stochastic matrices. In Section 4, we state the convergence result for (2] and discuss the
assumptions used in the convergence result. In Section 5, we apply the result of Section 4 to derive
the convergence estimates of the algorithms (L3])-(L7). Section 6 is devoted to give the proof of the
convergence result stated in Section 4.

2. DERIVATION OF DISTRIBUTED ALGORITHMS FROM ([L2))

In this section, we show that the distributed algorithms (L3])-(L@) can be recovered from (L.2)) by
making specific choices of P(t) and §;(t). For this purpose, we write (L2) as

X(t+1)=Pt)X(t)— At)G(t), t=>0, (2.1)
with the following notations:
X(t) = [ (1) - o ()] € RN, P(t) = (pis (1) € RN, 02)
A(t) = diag(d1(t),...,0n(t)) € RNXN Gt) =[g1(t)...gn(t)] " € RNV, )

Example 2.1. Derivation of (L3]): We divide (Z1]) in odd and even cases:
X2t +1)=P(2t) X (2t) — A(2t)G(2t),

X2t +2)=P2t+1)X (2t +1) — A2t + 1)G(2t + 1). 23)
We choose P(2t) = Iy in (23]); to get
X(2t+1) = X(2t) — A(2t)G(2¢). (2.4)
On the other hand, we set A(2t + 1) = Oy to reduce (Z3)), into
X(2t+2)=P2t+1)X(2t +1). (2.5)

Inserting (2.4]) into (2.5]), we obtain
X(2t+2) = P2t +1)(X(2t) — A(2t)G(2t)).



Finally, we make the following choices of P(t), A(t), and G(t):
P(t) = (pij(1)) :== P2t + 1), A(t) = diag(61(t), ..., 0n (1)) := A(20),
G(t) == [31(t) ... gn ()] " == G(21).
and introduce the new optimizing variable:
X(t)=[E(t) ... an ()] = X(2t),
to obtain the distributed algorithm (IZ3):
X(t+1)=Pl)(X(t) - A®#)G(), t>0,

or equivalently,
N
i(t+1) Z —0;(03(1),  Gi(t) € 0fi(@i(t), 1<i< N, t>0.

Example 2.2. Derivation of (L@): We let the matrix P(t) of (2] independent of time, i.e.,
P(0)=P(1)=P(2)=---=:P,
and introduce a new variable Z(t) defined as the t-th power of P with the convention P := Iy:
Zt)=[z1(t)...2n@)]" == P!, with  z(t) = [za(t)...zin(®)]", 1<i< N, t>0.
Then, we have
Z(t+1) =P = PP = PZ(t). (2.6)

We then choose our new step-size by
4(t)

0i(t , )
®) i-th diagonal entry of Pt
for some scalars 6(t) (¢t > 0), to get from (ZI)) that

t>0

)

o(t)
Pt
From (2.6) and ([27), we derive the distributed algorithm (L.Q)):

4+ Zm% - 2060, a0 €0 0),

X(t+1) = PX(t) — 2L G(b). (2.7)

zi(t+1) Zpljz] 2zi(0)=¢€;, 1<i<N, t>0,

where e; € RY denotes the i-th standard unit vector.

Example 2.3. Derivation of a new algorithm: In this example, we propose a new algorithm that
generalizes the subgradient-push method in [I5] (see Example 2.4]). Let the sequence {A(t)}¢>o of
N x N column-stochastic matrices and the sequence {Y (t)};>0 of N x 1 matrices satisfying

Y(t+1) =AY (), Y(t)>0, t>0
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be given. Here we remark that one may replace the condition “Y(f) > 0 (¥ ¢t > 0)” by a stronger
condition “each A(t) (¢t > 0) has no zero row and Y (0) > 0”. Indeed, we have

N
t 1 — o (t . 1
12111 vilt + 1I<rzu<nN (Za” v (t ) 121<nN (;aw( )) (12%13Nyk(t)>’
]:

and by the assumption that A(¢) has no zero row, we have

N
12%11]\[ (; a,-j(t)) >0

So we can prove Y (t) > 0 by inducting on t.
We then make the following choice for {P(t)}+>o:

P(t) = diag(Y (t + 1)) ' A(t) diag(Y'(t)), t >0,

which is row-stochastic by construction:

P(t)1y = diag(Y (t + 1)) "L A(t) diag(Y (t)) 1y

= diag(Y (t + 1)) LAY (¢)

. B (2.8)
= diag(Y (¢t +1))"'Y (¢t +1)
= 1n.

We choose this P(t) in (2] and, finally we multiply diag(Y (¢ + 1)) to the left of both sides of (2.))

diag(Y(t+ 1)) X (t+ 1) = A(t) diag(Y (¢)) X (t) — diag(Y (t + 1))A(t)G(t), t >0,

and introduce

W(t) := diag(Y (1) X (t), O(t) := diag(Y (t + 1))A(t), t>0

to get
Y(t+1)=A@)Y (1), (2.9)
W(t+1) = AOW(t) — O1)G(t), t>0. '
If we denote
W) = [wr) - wn (], V() =) (0] 210
O(t) = diag(01(t) ... On (1)), A(t) = (ai5(t)),
then we can rewrite ([2.9]) as
yi(t +1) Zaw )y;(t), 1<i<N, t>0,
(2.11)
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Example 2.4. Derivation of ([4) As in the case of Example 21l we divide (2.9)) in the Example

into odd and even cases as

Y(2t+1) = A(2t)Y (2t)
W(2t+1) = A2t)W(2t) — ©(2t)G(2t)
Y(2t+2)=A@2t+1)Y (2t + 1)
We2t+2)=A2t+1)W(2t+1) —O02t+1)G(2t + 1)
and set
AQ2t) =1y, A(2t+1)=O0Opn, t=>0.
It leads to

(2t +1)

W (2t + 1) = W(2t) — ©(2t)G(2t)
(2t +2) = A2t + 1)V (2t + 1)
(2t +2) = A(

A2t + )W (2t + 1),

which is reduced to
Y(2t+2) = A2t + 1)Y (2t)
W2t +2) = A2t + 1)(W(2t) — O(2t)G(2t)).

This, together with the following choices:

X(t)=[@1(t)... an(t )] W2t + 1),
Y(t) = [5:(t).. z) QI Y(2t)
O(t) = diag(61(t).

lead to the subgradient-push method in [15]

which can be written as

In Table 1, we provide a systematic summary of this section.

N( ) ==0(2t),  W(t)=[i(t)...on1)]" =

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)
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TABLE 1. Summary of the derivations of optimization algorithms

Choice of P(t), 6;(t), x;(t) in (L2 Corresponding algorithm Ref.
P(t) = P(t) mi(t+1) = YN pi(t)z;(t) — 6(t)gi(t) | L4l
Si(t) = a(t) 9i(t) € Ofi (xi(t))
zi(t) = x(t) P: doubly-stochastic
P(2t) = Iy, P(2t+1) = P(} a(t+1) = 2 50 (35(0) - 5(05;0) | B
6i(2t +1) =0, 6;(2t) = &;(t) gi(t) € 0f; (Ti(t))
x;(2t) = z;(t) P: doubly-stochastic
zi(2t + 1) = &i(t) — 6i(1)7(t)
P(t)=P it +1) = SN pya(t) — 2hai(t) 1]
6i(t) = 0(t)/2i(t) zi(t+1) = 300 piyzi(t)
zi(t) = x;(t) 9i(t) € 0f; (zi(t))

P: row-stochastic
P(t) = diag(Y (t + 1)) L A(t)diag(Y () wit +1) = S ag(w;(8) — 0;(t)gs(t) | This
6i(t) = 0;(t)/yi(t) vit+1) = 370 ai(t)y;(t) bapet
zi(t) = wi(t)/yi(t) gi(t) € OF; (w?(t )

A: column—stcz)chastic
P(2t) = Iy it + 1) = Y0 ag (H)25(1) [15]
P(2t+1) = diag(V(t + 1)) P A(t)diag (Y (1)) | gt +1) = 30 ag;(£)3;(2)
5;(2t) = 0;(t)/9:(t), 6;(2t +1) = 0 Zi(t+1) = it + 1) — 0;5;(¢ + 1)
2i(2t) = @i(t)/l?i(t) A Gi(t+1) € Of; (wl ttill)))
(2t 4+1) = Z:((:)) — 228 gi(t) A: column-stochastic

3. PROPERTIES OF ROW-STOCHASTIC MATRICES

In this section, we study some properties of ergodic sequences of row-stochastic matrices, which is
crucially used in the sequel.

Definition 3.1.

(1) A matrix A is non-negative (positive) if all of its entries are non-negative (positive), and we
write A >0 (> 0).

(2) A non-negative square matrix is row-stochastic if all of its row has sum equal to 1.

(3) A non-negative vector is a probability vector if the sum of its entries is equal to 1.
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(4) A sequence {P(t)}+>0 of row-stochastic matrices is ergodic if there exists a sequence {v(t)}+>0
of probability vectors satisfying

lim P(t)P(t —1)... P(ty) = 1yv(ty) ", ¥ty >0.

t—o0

(5) A sequence {7(t)}>0 of probability vectors is a set of absolute probability vectors for the
sequence {P(t)};>0 of row stochastic matrices if

rt+1)"Pt)==@)", t>0. (3.1)

The following proposition establishes a relation between ergodic sequences and sets of absolute
probability vectors.

Proposition 3.2 ([10]). Let {P(t)}+>0 be a sequence of N x N row stochastic matrices, and let
{m(t) }+>0 be a sequence of N x 1 probability vectors. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) {P(t)}+>0 is ergodic and satisfies

lim P(t)P(t —1)... P(ty) = In7(tg)", ¥ to>0.

t—o00

(2) {m(t)}+>0 is a unique set of absolute probability vectors for {P(t)}+>0.
Next, we introduce a useful tool to study ergodicity of sequences of row-stochastic matrices.

Definition 3.3 ([5l [6]). For each N x N row-stochastic matrix P = (p;;), we define its ergodicity
coefficient by

T(P) : =3 21axz: |Dirj — Dioj| =1 — manmln{pZU,pm} (3.2)

122 e 11,02

The identity ([B:2) can be derived in the following way:

N N
1 1
B) max Z Pirj — Pisjl = Iznax Z Pirj + Pij — 2min{piyj, piss })

11,02 4

1
= 5 max 2 — QZmln{pZU,pm} =1- manmm{pw,pm}.

11,12 11,22
j=1

For any N x N row-stochastic matrix P, it is clear from the definition that 0 < 7(P) < 1, and that
7(P)=0 ifandonlyif P =1yv" forsome v RN*L

which reveals a close relationship between 7 and ergodicity. We finish this section by introducing some
useful properties of 7.

Lemma 3.4 ([5, [6]).
(1) For any row-stochastic matriz P, we have

PT
w0, llullx
ul 1xy=0
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(2) For any row-stochastic matrices Py, Py of the same size, we have
T(PLPy) < 7(P)7(P).
Lemma 3.5 ([4]). A sequence {P(t)}i>0 of N x N row stochastic matrices is ergodic if and only if

Jim 7(P(O)P(t—1)... P(to)) =0, ¥ty >0.

4. CONDITIONS FOR CONVERGENCE TO AN OPTIMUM

In this section, we present the main theorem of this paper, which states a general sufficient condition
for which the algorithm (2.1) finds a minimizer z* of the distributed optimization problem (L.IJ).
For our convergence result, we make the following assumptions for f;:

(1) For each i =1,..., N, f; is convex, and we have L; := sup sup | g|1 < oo.
2€R4 gedfi(z)
(2) There is at least one solution to the minimization problem z* € argmin,cga f(z).

From now on, to the sequence {P(t)};>0, we associate the backward products
P(t,ty) == P(t—1)P(t —2)... P(ty), t>1ty>0

with the convention P(to,to) := Iy (to > 0). Below, we introduce the main assumptions which
constitute a sufficient condition to guarantee the convergence of the algorithm (21I) to a minimizer of

f
e (Al): The sequence {P(t)}+>0 of N x N row-stochastic matrices satisfies

= inf i (1) >0 4.1
p* = inf L] I;}J_IENPJ( )} (4.1)
and there exists T € N such that

Pit+T,t)>0 Yt>0.

e (A2): Each §;(-) is nonnegative, and > 7% (|| A(2)[| supys, [|A(0)]]) < oo.
e (A3): The set of absolute probability vectors for {P(t)};>0 denoted by

7(t) = (mi(t),...,7n() " (t>0)

satisfies ti::g |A(t)m(t + 1) = oo and ti\/f <HZ12]LX |mi(t +1)0;(t) — m;(t 4+ 1)4; (t)|> < 0.

We remark that the existence and uniqueness of the vector 7(t) in (A3) is guaranteed by (A1) as
proved in Lemma 4.2 below.
Now we state the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. Let X (t) be a solution to [Z.1)). Suppose that (A1)-(A3) hold. Then there exists some
manimizer ©* of f such that tlim xi(t) =a* for all1 <i < N.
—00

In the following lemma, we prove that if there exists a sequence {P(t)};>1 satisfying (A1) is given,
then there exist sequences {A(t) }+>0 and {7(t) };>0 satisfying (A2)-(.A3).

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that (A1) holds. Then the following assertions hold.
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(1) For allt >ty >0, the function T defined in [B2) satisfies
7(P(t,tg)) < CA'T10

for some constants C >0 and 0 < XA < 1, both independent of t and ty.

(2) The set {m(t)}i>0 of absolute probability vectors defined in (A3) uniquely exists, and satisfies
() > ()T, V1<i<N, Vt>O0.

(8) If we set -

o(t

5i(t) = W
mi(t+ 1)+ €(t)

for some ¢ > 0, 6(t) > 0 satisfying >0 6(t) supys 0(t) < oo and >0 5(t) = oo, and

€i(t) € (—mi(t + 1),00) approaching zero geometrically fast as t — oo, then {A(t)}+>0 satisfies

(A2)-(A3).

VI<i<N,Vt>0 (4.2)

Proof. (1) For any row-stochastic @ = (qij) we deduce from (BJ]) the following inequality

T(Q)=1- mmZmln{qm, Qinj} < 1— len qij- (4.3)

11,22

For any s > 0, every entry of P(s+T,s) is greater than or equal to (pT)” defined in ([@I]). Combining
this with ([@3]) we deduce

T(P(s+T,s)) <1-NpHT =<1
Suppose t — tg = ¢T + m with ¢ € NU {0} and 0 < m < T. By Proposition 2.4, we have

T(P(t,to)) < 7(P(t,to + qT)) ﬁ P(to+ kT, to+ (k—1)T))

—tg-m m t—t t—t
Sfyq:fy% :fy_T- <fyT) 0 <’y_1' (’y%> O:C)\t_to.

(2) By (1), Lemma BB and Proposition [3:2] the existence and uniqueness of {7 (t)};>o are guaranteed.

By (A1), we have

mi(t) =7(t) e =w(t +T) Pt + T, t)e L (t +70)( = (pHT.

||Mz

(3) By (2) and ({2, there exist positive constants ¢, co 1ndepedent of t such that
c1(t) < 6;(t) < e20(t).

Combining this with the given assumptions, we have

> (IIA( )IISHPIIA( )H) < oo and ZHA m(t+1)| =

t=0 t=0

Also note that max; j |m;(t + 1)0;(t) — m;(t + 1)d;(t)| approaches zero geometrically fast, since

|

(t)
( it +1) +e(t)(m(t + 1) +¢(2))

|

C - (lej@®)] + lei(®)])

|mi(t +1)6i(t) — m;(t + 1)3;(t)] =

)
<; mi(t + 1)e;(t) — mi(t + 1)ei(t)]
)
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for some constant é > (0. Hence

Z Vi (max |73 (t +1)0;(t) — m;(t 4+ 1)4; (t)|> < 0. (4.4)
t=0 Z’]
The proof is finished. O
Remark 4.3.
(1) We may set 6;(t) = #il) with @ € [-1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0 in Lemma 2] (3).
en a t) are doubly-stochastic, then 7 =T = .. = x1ly. Do we may simply set
2) When all P doubl hastic, then (0 1 +1n. S impl

0i(t) = ct® with o € [-1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0 in Lemma 2] (3).

In the following proposition, we provide a sufficient condition (A1)" for {P(t)}:>0 to satisfy (A1),
described in terms of directed graphs. The condition (A1)" is adapted from [I5]. We mention that
however, (A1) is not equivalent to (A1)". (See the remark that follows Proposition below.) We
begin with the following definition.

Definition 4.4. For graph G = (V,E) with V = {1,--- ,N} and E C V x V, we call G strongly
connected if for any (i,j) € V x V, there exists a path from 7 to j, i.e., there exists a finite sequence
of vertices i = ig,41,...,i, = j in V such that (i;_1,4;) € Eforl=1,...,n.

Proposition 4.5. Given the sequence of N x N matrices {P(t)}4>0 with nonnegative entries, define
the directed graphs G(t) = (V,E(t)) (t > 0) with V ={1,...,N} and E(t) CV x V in the following
way:
(i,7) € E(t) if and only if p;;(t) > 0.
Then the following assumption implies (A1):
(A1) The sequence {P(t)}i>0 of N x N row-stochastic matrices with positive diagonal entries satisfy
pt = %gg L}j: 2338)>0pij(t)] >0 (4.5)

and there exists tg € N such that for all t > 0, the union graph

U G =|v. |J E®)

t<s<t+to t<s<t+to

is strongly connected.
Proof. Define A(t) = (a;j(t)) (t > 0) by

1 if (i,j) € E(t) and i# j,

a;j(t) =
Y 0 otherwise.

Then we have P(t) > p*(Iy + A(t)), for any ¢ > 0 by definition of p™ given in (£3H]), and so
P(t+to,t) > (ph)o(In + At +to — 1)) ... (In + A(t))

to—1
> (ph)l (IN - Z At + k)) =: B(t,to). (4.6)

k=0
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The (i, 7)-entry of B(t,tg) is positive if and only if
G.j)e |J E(t+k) or i=j
0<k<to—1
By the strong connectivity of (A1)’, the matrix B(t,tp) is an irreducible matrix, i.e., for any pair of
indices (i, j) there exists a finite sequence i = ig, i1, ...,i, = j such that (i,,—1, i, )-entry of the matrix
B(t,tp) is positive for all 1 < m < n, and has positive diagonal entries. So, the same is true for
P(t +tg,t) by (@I). Noting that P(t + (N — 1)tg,t) is equal to
N-1
P(t+ (N = Dto,t) = ] P(t+ (k + Dto, t + kto) (4.7)
k=0
which is a product of N — 1 irreducible matrices with positive diagonal entries, we can see that proving
the following claim would ensure the positivity of P(t 4+ (N — 1)tg,t), thereby finishing the proof. [

Lemma 4.6. Fach row of a product of k irreducible matrices with positive diagonal entries has at least
k+ 1 positive entries. (1 <k < N —1)

Proof. Let A® = (az(f)) (¢ =1,...,k) be such matrices, and consider the product A1) ... A®)  We

proceed by induction on k.
(1)

13

> 0, and the existence of j # ¢ satisfying al(jl-) > (0 can be shown

in the following way: Choose any ¢ # i. Since AM) is irreducible, there exists a finite sequence

(i) k = 1: For each i, we have a

i = ig,i1,...,%, = ¢ of indices such that az(-il)i . >0forall 1 <m <n. Set j=is, where s is the

11
minimal index satisfying is # i.

(ii) Suppose that the claim holds for k —1 < N — 2, Set A1) ... A®) = (al(.;’é)). Note that if a{*~"

s is
ij
positive then so is al(-Jl»’k), as can be seen in the following relation:
(Lk) _ (1,k=1) (k) (Lk=1) (k)
ai " =Y ey > e Vag) (4.8)
¢

Fix i. If the i-th row of AM ... A®~1) had at least k+1 positive entries, then by (1), the same is true
for A ... A®) Now suppose that the i-th row of A ... A®=1) has exactly k positive entries (k <

N —1). To complete the induction step, it suffices to show that there exists j with agjl-’k) > 0= agjl-’k_l).
Pick any ¢ with agl}’k_l) = 0. Since A®) is irreducible, there exists a finite sequence i = ig, i1, ...,in = ¢
of indices such that agi)il i, >0forall 1 <m <mn. Set j=is, where s is the minimal index satisfying
a@(il;k—l) = 0, whose existence is guaranteed by the fact that al(.l} k=1 — 0. Then
a = 0" Vay) 2 0 m Vel >0
P
Hence the claim holds for k£ + 1. O

We close this section with showing that the condition (A1) is strictly more general than the condition
(A1)’. For this, we consider time independent P(t) = P, where P is irreducible and aperiodic. In other
words, the corresponding directed graph G(t) = G = (V, E) (as described in Proposition [ is

(i) strongly connected: for any pair of vertices (i,j), G contains a path from i to j, i.e., a finite
sequence i = ig, i1, ... ,I, = j such that (i,_1,%,) € E for all 1 <m < n, and
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(ii) of period 1: for each vertex i € V, the greatest common divisor of the lengths of all paths from

1 to 7 is equal to 1,
which is necessary and sufficient for the matrix P to be primitive, i.e., PT > 0 for some T' € N (see
[17], for example). It implies that our example P(t) = P satisfies the condition (.A1). In addition, if P
has at least one zero diagonal entry, then our example does not satisfy the positive diagonal condition

of (A1"). Here is an example of such P:

01 0 0
0 01 0
P:1001
2 2
0 01 0

5. APPLICATION OF THE MAIN THEOREM TO SEVERAL ALGORITHMS

In this section, we apply the result of Theorem [A.1] to derive the convergence results for the four

examples discussed in Section 2.

5.1. Convergence theorem for Example 2.7

Corollary 5.1. Let X (t) be a solution to the following algorithm, originated from [§]:
N
(4= 3 C505). @) €0fGE(D), 1<i<N, >0

Suppose that the following conditions (A1), (A2), (A3) hold.
e (A1): The sequence {P(t)}r>0 of N x N row-stochastic matrices and its backward products
satisfy
P | 0] >0
and
P(t+T,t)>0 (Vt>0)

for some T € N.
e (A2): Each &;(-) is nonnegative, and Y ;°, (HA(?&)Hsungt ||A(€)H> < 00
e (A3): The set of absolute probability vectors for { P(t)}+>0, denoted by
w(t) = (1), ..., 7n(t)"  (t>0),
satisfy Y225 [ A1) = o0 and Y320V (maxi [7:(1)3,(t) = 75(1);(1)]) < oc.
Then there exists some minimizer x* of f such that tli)m Zi(t) =a* for all1 <i < N.
Proof. For t > 0 we set x;(2t) = #;(t) and z;(2t + 1) = Z;(t) — 6;(t)§i(t). We also define
P(2t)=1Iy, P(2t+1)=P(t), AQ2t+1)=0yN, A2t)=A(t) (t>0) (5.1)

and
52'(275) = 5Z(t) and 5i(2t + 1) =0. (5.2)
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Then X (t) = [z1(t),-- ,zn(t)]" satisfies
X(t+1)=Pt)X(t) — A@R)G(¢). (5.3)

Using (5.0)) it is direct to check that (A1) and (A2) are equivalent to (A1) and (A2) respectively. Since
P(2t) = Iy and P(2t + 1) = P(t) we find that (2t + 1) = 7(2t) = 7(t). Using this and (5.2)) we sce
that (A3) and (A3) are equivalent. Combining this with Theorem EI, we get the desired result. [

5.2. Convergence theorem for Example

Corollary 5.2. Let X(t) be a solution to the following algorithm, originated from [11]:
o) () € 0t (x,
i(t+1) szm ~ i, ai) € Ofilait)),
Zi(t+1) prz] z(0)=e;, 1<i<N, t>0.

Suppose that P = (p;;) is row-stochastic and primitive. Choose §(t) = ct* with o € [—1,—1/2) and
c > 0. Then there exists some minimizer x* of f such that tlim xi(t) =a* for all1 <i < N.
—00

Proof. In Example 2.2 we see that z;(t) satisfies (IL2)) with P(t) = P and 0;(t) = % The condition

(A1) is satisfied for any primitive P, and we have 7(0) = 7(1) = --- =: m. A standard theory of row-
stochastic matrices yields that as t — oo, Z(t) = P — 1y, i.e., 2;(t) — m; (V i) geometrically fast
(see [I7]). Hence if we choose §(t) = ct® with a € [-1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0, then (A2, 3) are satisfied. [

5.3. Convergence theorem for Example 2.3l

Corollary 5.3. Let Y (t), W(t) be a solution to the following algorithm:

yi(t+1) Zaw Jyi(t), 1<i<N, t>0,

t + 1 Z az] w] — Ctagi(t), g; (t) S 8f7, <wl

with o € [—1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0. Suppose that Y (0) > 0 and (Alx) hold.

o (Alx): The sequence {A(t)}i>0 of N x N column-stochastic matrices with no zero rows satisfy

at :=inf [ min aij(t)} >0
t>0 |1,5: aij(t)>0

and
At+T,t) =At+T—-1)...At+1)A(t) >0 (Vt>0)

for some T € N.

Then there exists some minimizer x* of f such that hm 1;1((;)) =z* forall1 <i < N.
(X) 1
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Proof. We may write the above scheme as

wi(t+1) Y a;i(t)y;(t) w;(t) ot
wilt+1) ; e+ 1 y;(t) T n® (5-4)

We set P(t) = diag(Y (t + 1))t A(t)diag(Y (t)) for t > 0. Then P(t) is row-stochastic as checked in

[Z8). We take 6;(t) = #—il) with o € [-1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0. Then z;(t) = ZZ((:)) satisfies

N

zi(t+1) =Y pig(t)z;(t) = Gi(t)gi(t),  gi(t) € Dfs(wilt)). (5.5)

j=1

We aim to show that P(t) and d;(t) satify the assumption (A1) —(A3). To find the absolute probability
vectors of P(t), we note that

Y(t+1) Pt) =Y (t+1)" diag(Y(t + 1)) LA(t) diag(Y ()
= (1n) T A(t) diag(Y (1))
= (1n) " diag(Y (¢))
=Y(@)".
By multiplying 1 to both sides, we also get
Yt+D)"ly=Yt) Iy =---=Y(0)"1n.

Therefore, to show that 7(t) = WlTlNY(t)’ it only remains to prove that the condition (Alx) combined

with Y(0) > 0 is a sufficient condition for (A1), which implies the uniqueness of the set of absolute
probability vectors. Indeed, we have

At +T,t) >0 = P(t+T,t)=diag(Y(t+T)) LAt +T,t)diag(Y(t)) > 0.
The condition p™ > 0 can be proved in the following way: for ¢t > T', we have

V() = At t = T)Y (= T) = (@) In (1) Y (E = T) = (@) (10) Y (0)) 1y

and
Y(t+1) <1n(1n)TY(E+1) = ((1N)TY(0)> 1y
P(t) = diag(Y (t 4+ 1)) "t A(t) diag(Y (¢)) > (a")TA(t), t>T.
Hence

T > min<{ min min  a;;(t aH)THL > 0.
p= 0<t<T |i,5: a;;(t)>0 U() ’( )

Finally, note that §;(t) = #j_l) with a € [-1,—1/2) and ¢ > 0, i.e., 6;(t) = ct® satisfy the condition

in Lemma (3), thereby satisfying (A2), (A3). Summing up, we obtain the desired result. O

Recall that in Example 2.3] we have used the substitution x;(t) = ZZ(%) . We remark that we can get

an analogous statement of Proposition 0] for (Alx) instead of (A1).
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5.4. Convergence theorem for Example 2.41

Corollary 5.4. Let X(t),Y (t),W(t) be a solution to the following algorithm, originated from [15]:

7

with o € [~1,-1/2) and ¢ > 0. Suppose that Y (0) > 0 and (Alx) hold.

o (Alx): The sequence {A(t)}i>0 of N x N column-stochastic matrices with no zero rows satisfy

at :=inf [ min dij(t)} >0
tZO i,j: (?Llj(t)>0

and
At +T,t) = At +T—1)... At +1)A{t) >0 (Vt>0)

for some T € N.

Then there exists some minimizer x* of f such that lim “:’_i(t) = lim xl—(t) =z* forall1 <i<N.
o0 Uil t—oo Ui(t)

Proof 1. We let
wi(2t) = wi(t), wi(2t+1)=2;() and y;(2t +1) =y;(2t) = 5i(t). (5.6)
We write down the first and the second lines of the algorithm as

yi(Zt + 1) = yi(Zt), 1<i<N, t>0,

wz(2t
w; (2t + 1) = w;(2t) — ct“g;(2t), (2t 681< >
( ) (2t) 9i(2t), gi(2t) € Of, i (2)

~—

Next we write the first and the third lines of the algorithm as

N
yi(2t+2) = ai;(ty; (2t +1), 1<i< N, t>0,
j=1

N
wi(2t + 2) = Z &ij(t)ZUj(Qt + 1).

=1

~

Now we set 6;(2t) = c(2t)*, 0;(2t +1) =0, A(2t) = Iy, and A(2t + 1) = A(?).
Then we see that W (t), Y (t) satisfies the algorithm (2ZI1]). By following the same argument as in
the proof of Corollary [5.3] we get the desired result. O

Proof 2. We let
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Then the scheme is written as

~ (5.8)
i (1) (t) ( - ct® ~
= - Tj(t) — —=3g;(t)), gi(t) € Of; (%i(t
By (830 = 55 5). - 6(0) €04 (@)
Thus we have
N ~
Bt 1) = 50550~ 508,(0)). Gi(t) € 07 (#(1) (5.9
j=1
where p;;(t) = &Zi(é)_ﬁ()t) and §;(t) = % It corresponds to the algorithm in Corollary Bl Moreover,
from the proof of Corollary we see that (A1) — (A3) are satisfied for P and A. Therefore we may
apply Corollary [5.1] to obtain the convergence result. O
Proof 3. We let
wi(t) Zi(t)
z;(2t) = — and x;(2t +1) = = . 5.10
(2) 9i(t) ( ) 9i(t) (510)
We write the second line of the algorithm as
:ﬁz(t) wz(t) ct® R R <1Z)Z(t)>
~ = = — = gi(t), @g;(t eﬁfl — . 5.11
W " wm  ami HOE G0 o4y

Now we set §;(2t) = gcit((:), gi(2t) = gi(t), and p;;(2t) = &;5. Then the above equality is written as

22t +1) = a5(20) - 5,(20)g:(28),  gu(28) € Ofi(wi(20)). (5.12)

Next we write down the third line of the algorithm as

N N . N N
gilt+1) = Gt +1) 9;(0)
Let p;;(2t +1) = % and 6;(2t + 1) = 0. Then this is written in terms of x; as
N
2i(2t+2) =Y (2t + )2t + 1). (5.14)

Jj=1

From (512) and (5.I4]) we see that z;(t) satisfies (I2)). Now it remains to check that P(t) = (pi;(t))
and A(t) = diag(d1(t),...,0n(t)) satisfy the conditions (A1), (A2), (A3). Note that

P(t) = diag(Y (t + 1)) "' A(t)diag(Y (t)),

where

A(2t) =TIy, AQRt+1)=A®1), Y@t+1)=Y(2t) =Y ().

By following the same argument as in the proof of Corollary [5.3] we can see that m(t) = Y(O)%l]vY(t),
and thus (A1) — (A3) hold. Thus we have the desired result.
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM (.11

In this section we give the proof of Theorem [£Jl For this aim, we state and prove preliminary
lemmas which are inspired by [15].

Lemma 6.1. Suppose (A1) hold. Assume that a sequence {b(t)};>0 of vectors in RN*! satisfy

sup|[b(t)||1 < oo and b(t)"1xy =0 (¥ t>0).
>0

Then the sequence {X (t)}+>0 generated by 1) satisfy the following:
(1) We have
t—1
[X®Tow)||, < ox+ > NTFTAR) oo
k=0

for some constant C > 0 independent of t > 1.
(2) If limy_soo ||A(t)]|oo = O holds, then

lim HX(t)Tb(t)H ~0.

t—o0 1

(3) If (A2) holds, then

S 1A@ | X080, < .
t=1

Proof. (1) Using (I2]) iteratively, we have

t—1
X(t) = P(t,0)X(0) = Y P(t,k+ DAK)G(K), t>1.
k=0

Multiplying b(t) to both sides and using the triangle inequality, we deduce

t—1
HX(t)Tb(t)Hl - |X(0)TP(t, 0)Tb(t) = > Gk) T AR) T P(t,k+1)Tb(1)
k=0 1
< X 0) T4 [1P(t,0) T b(t) 11 +ZIIG Tl AR TPk +1) ()| (6.1)

t—1
< IX(0) oo (P&, )01 + D G R [loo 1A R oo (P(E, k + 1)) [1b(E)] 1,
k=0
where we used Lemma [3:4] in the second inequality. By Lemma (1) we have 7(P(t,0)) < CAt for
some C'> 0 and 0 < X\ < 1. We also have

?gSHG(k)Hoo it;}glgligllgz(k)\ll < max L; <oo

Using this we bound the right hand side of (6.1]) as

HX(t)Tb(t)Hl < ON cti AEL A oo (6.2)
k=0
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(2) By (1), it suffices to show that

t—
: t—k—1 _
Jlim kZ_OA IA(K)||oo = 0.

For any 1 < m <t —1 we have

i —1
DN AR oo < 3N sup A1)
prrt k=0
L —1
< | sup ||A(4)]| o MF1 4 (Csup [|A() ]| o AR
< (swlla ) )kZZO + (s Al >;§m
/\t m 1

< -
< (s 1A0le) T + (p 180 ) 7=
By plugging in m = L%j and sending ¢t — oo, we can see that (6.3]) holds.

(3) We apply ([6.2)) to obtain
> 1A |X®7b0)|,
0o t—1
Z ()]s (CM +CY Ak At—’H)

k=0
co t—1

ZIA oA +C D7D IA@ ool AR oA .

t=1 k=0

We bound this as follows

f_oj IA®l X&) 760
i(S“P“A (Ollc )X +0 Zti(sup\m G TN
=t 1k=0 2

(SupHA Hoo)—l—C’Z Z (Sup||A Hoo)HA( J|oo AP

k=0t=k+1

— 0. f (s 180 ) + O Z (sup 1A IR < o

where we used (A2) in the last inequality. The proof is done.
Lemma 6.2. Suppose (A1)-(A2) holds. Then we have

X)) =0Wt), t— .
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Proof. Using (L.2) and the fact that L; = sup,cpa Supyepy,(2) l9ll1 < oo, we find

[X(# 4+ Dlloo = [IPHX(#) — ARG ()]0
< PO oo I X (E)lloo + 1A oo [G(E) |
= [[X(®)lloc + [A®) oo |G (E) [ co-

Iterating gives us the following estimate:
[X()lloe < 1X(0)]loo +Z IAE) oo |G (K)o

< X (0)o + (maxL)ZHA e

Now we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to deduce

D=

1X(0) o < 1X(0)]1oc + ( max L) (Z 1Ak 2 ) Vi= 0,

where (LA2) is used. The proof is done. O

Lemma 6.3. Suppose (A1)-(A2) holds. Then for any u € R, we have

HX(t T )T rt+1) - qu < HX(t)Tw(t) - uH2 NG (1@% L,~>2

TEAING t+1llz<fz (XM 7(1))

+2<max]m(t+1)5,~( ) —mi(t+1)6 >
i\j

D=
2

T(n(t) — )

N
+4A0) [l

Proof. We recall from (B0 that 7(t) satisfies 7(t + 1)" P(t) = 7(t)". Combining this with (L2]), we
find the following equality

Xt+)"rt+1) —u=Xt)"Pt) 7t +1) - Gt)"A®) "n(t+1) —
= X)) '7(t) - Gt)"A@W) w(t+1) -
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Using this identitiy, we compute

HX(t T )Tt +1) - qu - HX(t)Tw(t) G A Tx(t+1) — qu

N
> it + 1)6:()gi(t)
=1

2
— HX(t)Tw(t) - qu +

2
N

—2) m(t + 1)6(t) <X(t)T7r(t) " gi(t)>
i=1

2
=: HX(t)Tﬂ'(t) — UH2 + I + Is.

We estimate I; as

2
<Zm (t+1)0:(t) llgs(t )||2>
2
<A@ <th+1 >

2
< 1801 (g L)

where Zf\i 1 mi(t+1) = 11is used in the third inequality. Next we decompose I as follows:

N
I=-2Y m(t+ 1)8i(t) <X(t)TeZ- - u,gi(t)>
i=1

N
—2) mlt+ DA (X0 (n(t) — e gi(t))
i=1

=: Ig; + I2o.

By the convexity of f;, we obtain
N

Iy =—2) mi(t +1)6(t) (2i(t) — u, gi(1))

=1

<2th+1 (filu) = fi(zi(t)))

22(

+2 Z (m(t + 1)6;(t) —

N
> w(+ 19 ) (#:w) = £ix (@) Tm(e)

2 |

2| =

j=1

N
>t + 1) <>) (fiw) = Fi(X )T 7(1))

+2Zm+1 () (F(XOT7(0) ~ f(X(O) ).
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Here we recall that supgcsy, (2 [lgll1 < Li for all 2 € R? and achieve the following estimates:

N
I < oA+ DI (filw) — FXO ()

i=1
+2 (max|7ri(t—|—1)5i( ) —mi(t+1)6 > uH2
27]
N
+ 2[|A(#) [l (t) —e)
i=1
and
N
Ipo < 2[|A(#) oo ) (m(t) - e) .
Combining the above estimates finishes the proof. O

We recall from [15, Lemma 7] the following result.

Lemma 6.4. Consider a minimization problem mingcpa f(z), where f : RY — R is continuous.
Suppose that the solution set X* of the problem is nonempty, and let {z(t)}>0 be a sequence such that
forall z* € X* and t > 0,

lz(t +1) = 2" < 1+ b)) a(t) — 2" = at)(f ((t) = £(2) + c(t),

where
a(t), b(t), c(t) >0 (Vt>0), > a(t)=o0, Y b(t)<oo, Y c(t)<oo
t=0 t=0 t=0

Then the sequence {x(t)}+>0 converges to some solution z* € X*.
We conclude this section by presenting the proof of the main theorem.
Proof of Theorem [J1. We let x(t) := X ()" x(t). Then the estimate of Lemma [6.3] with u = 2* gives

lz(t +1) — 2> < [lz(t) — || = a(®)(f(z(t)) — f(z")) + (), (6.4)
where a(t) :== Z||A(t)7(t + 1)||; and

ot) = A% < Sieh Li>2

1<i<N

2 (maxlm (¢ + 166) — w0+ 1) ) 2

Z?]

2

N
+4[A0) [l
i=1

Tr(t) e

y (A3) we see that

> alt) = Z m(t+ 1) = (6.5)

t=0 =
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Next we estimate y ;2 c(t). It follows from (A2) that

ZHA Dl < 3 (18 sup JA@]) < oo. (6:6)

t=0

8

Combining Lemma [6.2] and (A3), we derive

§:2<n}z;x]m(t+l)5i( ) —mi(t+1); >

2 (o Tx() -7,
t (6.7)
< 202 Vit <max\7rz(t +1)0;(t) — m;(t + 1)(5j(t)]> < 0.
t=0
Next we apply Lemma [6.1] (3) to find

[e'¢) N
D AAB oo Y Lill X (@) (w(t) — €i)[|2 < oo, (6.8)
t=0 =1

where we used that (7(t) —e;)"1y =1 —1=0forall t >0 and 1 <i < N. Combining the above

estimates we find that
o

Zc(t) < 0. (6.9)

t=0
Given the estimates (G.5) and (6.9]), we may apply Lemma to conclude that z(t) = X (t) 7 (t)
converges to some minimizer z* € R%. In addition, we have

Jim (X0 r(0) — zi(t) 2 = Jim [ X(0)T (m(1) — )2 = 0. (6.10)
which yields that limy_, x;(t) = z*. The proof is complete. O
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