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Numerical Methods for Distributed Stochastic Compositional
Optimization Problems with Aggregative Structure

Shengchao Zhao and Yongchao Liu*

Abstract. The paper studies the distributed stochastic compositional optimization problems
over networks, where all the agents’ inner-level function is the sum of each agent’s private ex-
pectation function. Focusing on the aggregative structure of the inner-level function, we employ
the hybrid variance reduction method to obtain the information on each agent’s private ex-
pectation function, and apply the dynamic consensus mechanism to track the information on
each agent’s inner-level function. Then by combining with the standard distributed stochastic
gradient descent method, we propose a distributed aggregative stochastic compositional gra-
dient descent method. When the objective function is smooth, the proposed method achieves
the optimal convergence rate O (K -1/ 2). We further combine the proposed method with the
communication compression and propose the communication compressed variant distributed
aggregative stochastic compositional gradient descent method. The compressed variant of the
proposed method maintains the optimal convergence rate O (K -1/ 2). Simulated experiments
on decentralized reinforcement learning verify the effectiveness of the proposed methods.

Key words. Distributed stochastic compositional optimization, aggregative structure, hybrid
variance reduction technique, dynamic consensus mechanism, communication compression

1 Introduction

Stochastic compositional optimization problem has been widely studied due to its extensively
emerging applications in machine learning [3}, 14} [6, [7], risk-averse portfolio optimization [24] and
adaptive simulation [I3]. In this paper, we consider the distributed stochastic compositional
optimization problem
, 1 o 1

min h(z) = n;fg n;gj(w) (1)
over networks, where g;(z) := E[G;(x;¢;)] is the private expectation function and f;(y) =
E [Fj(y;¢;)] is the private outer-level function of agent j € [1,2,---,n], G;(:;¢;) : RY — RP
and Fj(-;¢) : RP — R are measurable functions parameterized by random variables ¢; and (;
respectively. Since the inner level function %2?21 gj(x) aggregates each agent’s private func-
tion g;(-),7 = 1,---,n, we call problem distributed stochastic compositional optimization
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problem with aggregative structure [16] and DSCA for short.

In the past decades, stochastic gradient decent methods have been well studied for solving
stochastic compositional optimization problem, such as, two-timescale scheme method [28] [29],
sing-timescale scheme method [4, 12] and variance reduction based method [I4] [I7, 25]. More
recently, Gao and Huang [10] study distributed stochastic compositional optimization problem
over undirected communication networks, where a gossip-based distributed stochastic gradient
descent method and its gradient-tracking version are proposed. Zhao and Liu [37] propose a
push-pull based distributed stochastic gradient descent method for distributed stochastic com-
positional optimization problem over directed communication networks. Both of works [10, [37]
achieve the optimal convergence rate O (K -1/ 2). The deterministic distributed optimization
problems with the aggregative structure have been studied in [16, 22]. Li et al. [16] consider
the distributed aggregative optimization problem, which allows each agent’s objective function
to be dependent not only on their own decision variables, but also on the average of summable
functions of decision variables of all other agents. Ram et al. [22] model the regression problem
as the distributed constrained optimization problem, where all agents cooperatively minimize a
nonlinear function of the sum of the individual agent’s objective functions over the constraint
set. Yang et al. [32] consider the distributed bilevel stochastic optimization problem, where
each agent’s objective depends not only on its own decision variable but also on the optimal
solution of an sum of the expect-valued functions held privately by all agents. The authors [32]
propose a gossip-based distributed bilevel learning algorithm that allows networked agents to
solve both the inner and outer optimization problems in a single timescale and share information
via network propagation.

In this paper, we focus on the numerical methods for distributed stochastic compositional opti-
mization problems with aggregative structure . We propose a distributed aggregative stochas-
tic compositional gradient descent method (D-ASCGD for short), which combines the distributed
stochastic gradient descent method with the hybrid variance reduction method [5] and the dy-
namic average consensus mechanism [21],38]. Specifically, we first construct the estimators of the
values and the gradients of each agent’s private expectation function with diminishing bias via
the hybrid variance reduction technique. Then we track the values and the gradients of the inner-
level function by employing dynamic average consensus mechanism. Finally, combined with the
standard distributed stochastic gradient method, we arrive at the D-ASCGD. The proposed
D-ASCGD achieves the convergence rate O (K -1/ 2), which matches the optimal convergence
rate of stochastic gradient descent method [11]. We further combine the D-ASCGD with the
compress procedure considered in [20], which induces the communication compressed variant
of distributed stochastic compositional gradient descent method (CD-ASCGD for short). The
CD-ASCGD compresses the decision variables, the trackers of the inner-level function value and
its corresponding gradient to provide a communication-efficient implementation. CD-ASCGD
also achieves the optimal convergence rate O (K -1/ 2).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2]introduces the proposed D-ASCGD and
some standard assumptions on problem , communication graphs and weighted matrices. Sec-
tion [3] focuses on the convergence analysis of D-ASCGD. Section [4] presents the communication
compressed variant CD-ASCGD and analyzes its convergence rate. Preliminary numerical test
is provided in section



Throughout this paper, we use the following notation. R? denotes the d-dimension Euclidean

space endowed with norm ||z|| = \/(z,z). |||z and [|-|| denote the Frobenius norm and matrix
norm introduced by || - || respectively. col(x1,x2, - ,x,) denotes the column vector by stacking
up vectors 1,29, , Ty, 1:= (1 1...1)T € R* and 0 := (0 0...0)T € R% I; € R¥*? stands

for the identity matrix and A ® B denotes the Kronecker product of matrices A and B. For
any positive sequences {ay} and {by}, ar = O(by) if there exists ¢ > 0 such that a < cby. The
communication relationship between agents is characterized by a directed graph G = (V,€),
where V = {1,2,...,n} is the node set and £ C V x V is the edge set. For any i € V, Py, and
Py, are the distributions of random variables ¢; and (; respectively. For a set S, |S| denotes its
cardinality.

2 D-ASCGD method

As we discussed in the introduction, the D-ASCGD uses hybrid variance reduction technique
[5] to estimate the value and the gradient of each agent’s private expectation function, and uses
the dynamic average consensus mechanism [21], 38] to track the value and the gradient of the

inner-level function, which reads as follows.

Algorithm 1 Distributed Aggregative Stochastic Compositional Gradient Descent (D-ASCGD):

Input: initial values z;; € R, yi1 = Gi1 € RP, 21 = C;’i,l € R¥*P; stepsizes ay > 0, [ >
0,7, > 0; nonnegative weight matrix W = {wj; }1<i j<n € R™*".
1: for k=1,2,--- do

2: fori=1,---,n in parallel do
3: Draw  ¢; j+1 i Py, Cikt1 ud Pr,. Compute function values G;(z;k; dirt1);

Gi(®i k415 Gi k1) and gradients VF;(ys ks Gikt1), VGi(@ik; Pikr1)s VGi( @i k15 Pijet1)-
4 Tikt1 = D51 WigTjk — 2k VI (Yi ki Git1)

5: Gikt1 = (1= Br) (Gig — Gi(Ti ks bik+1)) + Gi(Ti kot 1; Giet1)

6: Giri1 = (1 =) (sz — VGi( 3 ¢i,k+1)) + VGi(%ikt15 ikt1)

7 Yikt1 = D j—1 Wij¥ik + Giks1 — Gig

8 Zik+1 = Z?Zl Wik + Gi,k+1 - éi,k

9: end for

10: end for

In Algorithm [T} the key issue is to estimate the stochastic gradient
1 o R
- Zng(a:)VFi Ezgy‘(ﬂf);@kﬂ
j=1 J=1

for each agent j. We employ the hybrid variance reduction technique [5] to estimate local
function value g;(z) and gradient Vg;(z) in Lines [§] and [6} Taking G; 11 as an example, we
have

Gik+1 = (1= Br) (Gik + Gi(zi k15 Gikr1) — Gi(xik; i k1)) + BeGi( i ft15 i kt1)



where the first term plays the role of variance reduction and the second term is the stochastic
function value. The convex combination of the two terms may reduce the variance of Gj j41
estimating g(z) gradually. In Lines|7|and [8] we utilize the dynamic average consensus mechanism
[21] 38] to design the trackers of the inner level function. As a result of W being doubly
stochastic, we have

1 « 1« 1 « 1 = A

- Zyj,k = Z Gy Z %k = Z G-

7=1 7=1 J=1 Jj=1

Then if G, and sz converge to g¢;(x) and Vg;(x) respectively, y; and z;; could track
1 > i-19j(z) and 1 > j=1 Vgj(z) successfully.

For the sake of notational convenience, we denote

Gl k1 = col (G1(T1 k415 P1k+1)s G2(T2, k115 P2k41), > Gr(Tn g 15 Prt1)) 5

Grg1k = Ol (G1(T115 D1 k41), G2(T2k5 P2 k11)s - 5 Gr(Tnks Prk+1)) 5

VGiiiht1 = (VG1(21 k415 0184+1) T, VG222 k11 P2441) T, VG (Tn k13 Pnps1)T)T
VGit1k = (VGi1(21k; 01441)T, VG2(22k; P2541)T, - s VG (T s Pe+1)T)T

~ ~ ~ ~ T
G = col (Gr g Gaps - G, Gr = (G Gl G

U1 = col (21 ,VEL (Y1163 Ckt1)s 226 VEF2 (Y215 Ckt1), 5 2k VER (Unkes Cakt1))
Xp; = COUT1 ks D2 ks 5 T k)y Vi = COLYLEs Y2 ks s Unk)s Bk = (2] s 25 1o 5 20 )T
gr = col (g1(z1 k), 92(w2k), - 5 gn(Tnk)) 5
Ver = (Vai(z1r)T, Vaa(z21)T, -, Vgn(2nk)T)T,

n

- 1 @ 1 1 @
= I, U, — — - ) 2 = Z3 7{i‘ = — Til.
W W ® Ly, yk njEI Yiks 2k nj§1 iks Tk nj§1 ik

Then steps [48 in Algorithm [I] can be rewritten as

X1 = Wxp — U (2)
Gr+1= (1= Bk) (Gk — Grs1.k) + Gry1k+1, (3)
Grpr = (1— ) (Gk - VGk+1,k) + VGiit,k+1,

Yit1 = Wyi + Gi1 — Gy, (4)

zpy1 = Wz, + Gy — G
Throughout our analysis in the paper, we make the following two assumptions on objective
functions, networks and weight matrices.

Assumption 1 (Objective function). Let Cy, Cf,V,, Ly and Ly be positive scalars. For Vi € V,
Vac,x/ € R, Vy,y/ € RP,

(a) functions G;(+; ¢;) and Fj(+; (;) are smooth, that is,

VGi(x; i) — VGi(x'5 67)

!
< Lyl =o'

and
IVFEi(y; G) — VEi(y Gl < Lelly — v |I;
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(b) E[Gi(z;¢i)|G] = gi(x), E[VGi(w;6:)|G] = Vai(x), E[VFi(y: G)|és] = Vi(y);

(c) the gradients of G;(-; ¢;) and F;(+; (;) are bounded in mean square sense, that is,

e [IVGi(z: 00 I%G] < Cr E[IVEG: GIP|6i] < C:

(d) G(z;¢;) and VG(x; ¢;) have bounded variances,

E [IGi(w3 00) — gi(@)IP[6] < Vi E[IIVGitas60) = Vail)IP|G] < V),

Assumption (1| is standard for stochastic compositional optimization problem [4, 10, 28]. Con-
ditions (a) and (c) require both the functions and the gradients to be Lipschitz continuity,
conditions (b) and (d) are analogous to the unbiasedness and bounded variance assumptions for
non-compositional stochastic optimization problems.

Assumption 2 (weight matrices and networks). The directed graph G is strongly connected
and permits a nonnegative doubly stochastic weight matrix W = {w;;}1<ij<n € R™", ie.
Wl=1and 1TW =1T.

Assumption [2| implies that (%11T)W = W(%llT) = %11T and the spectral norm p :=
[|W — LL1||| satisfies p < 1 [16, Lemma 4].

3 Convergence analysis for D-ASCGD

In this section, we study the convergence of D-ASCGD. Before the presentation of the conver-
gence rate of D-ASCGD in Theorem 1, we first quantify the estimating errors for the value and
gradient of each agent’s private expected function. Throughout the paper, the proof of all the
lemmas are relegated to Appendix [A]

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions[1] and[3,
2 2 2 2 - 112
E (Gt — ges1ll?] < (1= B0)2E [I1GK — gull?] +48(1 — B)2CoE |Ixe — 1@ ]
+12(1 = B)2CoafCE [llzell7] + 362V, (5)

and
e[| €ws — o |[1] < - e[| e - v} + 150 rerpLzE [l — 107017

+12(1 = ) *PLEECIE [[lzil7| + 342V, (6)

The next lemma studies the asymptotic consensus of D-ASCGD.

Lemma 2. Suppose (a) Assumptions hold; (b) {Br} and {yx} are nonincreasing sequences
such that B1 <1 and v1 < 1. Then

_ 1+ p?
2 2
=L@ zll] + 1 0RCE [llaelly] ()

1+p2E[|

E |llxp1 — 1 ®ik+1||2} S



2 (s [le - gl

+2C, (46 [Ixk - 1o @] + afC/E [IlmllF]) + 82v,)  ®)

_ 1+ p? _
E [Iyier — 10 Gl < —2E [lye - 1@ 5] +4

and

_ 1+ p? _ 1+ p? . 2
€ [l — 10 5l < 2528 llm - 10 a0 + 37 (o2 || @ - v

+2L2 (4 [Ixi = 1o 3l + aFChE [lzell}]) +42V, ) - (9)

Lemma 3. Suppose (a) Assumptions hold; (b) {Br} and {yx} are nonincreasing sequences
such that 81 <1 and v1 < 1. Denote

1—p? 1—p? 1—p? 1—p?
_ 24 co = 242 =24 o= A
1+p2 ’ 1+ I ) 27
3277 Cy 327725 L2 48C, 48pL (10)
1+p 1+
cs = 12C,Crc3 + 12pL? sCrea + 8 C’ ' Crer + 81 CfCQ,
= 1-— 6
ag max{ 3 < 9 + o , (( ﬂk) + Bk) 5
3p05
<(1 —)* 4+ 6pri + —— i) } (11)

1
7 2V ca + 3V 64) ’y]%,
— p?

2 1+ p?
by, = 3npcsCyoy, + 41_7/)21/;,01 +3Vyes | B +
Vi =E [l — 1@ 3l] + 1B [llyn = 10 5ll’] + 2 [l — 1. 2)17]
2 A : (12)
+ E [|Gy — gil?] + c4E [H\Gk - ngHu .

Then

Vier1 < ax Vi + bg. (13)
Lemmal3]is a technical result, which characterizes a recursive inequality relation of the estimating
errors of hybrid variance reduction method and the dynamic average consensus method.
We are ready to present the convergence rate of D-ASCGD.
Theorem 1. Let ¢1,--- ,c5 be defined in (10). Suppose that (a) Assumptions hold, (b)

ap = %, Br = j—%, Vi = \;—3?, where positive constants s1, S2,S3 are small enough such that
ap < 1,6, < 1,v <1 and

2 9 2 9 2
51 _ (1—p )02’ 2 _ 2(1 +,02)’ <1 n 6pLy(1 2p )) 53 3pcs 8T ' (14)
K 6pcs VK =~ T—=5p L+p VK 83\/»
Then for any i €V,
1 E [h(i‘l)] —E [h(i’[ﬂ_ﬁ] 24pLCfC S1 866(‘/1 + b)
=S E[|Vh(zip)|?] < + § , 15
K kzl “| (‘T ,k)” ] = 51\/E ’I’L\/E K(]. — aK) ( )



where ag is defined in , L=CyLs+ C}/2Lg and

+p

b—3np05081+3< +pVC1+V03>52+3< p2V62+VC4) (16)

n n 8 |7 mmin{cy,c3}’ 2min{ce,cy}n

Proof. We first provide an upper bound for E [||Vh(Z)|?]. Noting that Vh(z) is L (:: CyLs + C}/QLQ)—
smooth [35],
_ _ - _ L. 2
h(Zp1) < 7(zx) + (VAEE), Trar = Ti) + S l1Ze1 — 2x
L
= h(zy) — (Vh(zy), Oék:Uk+1> + = HakUkﬂH

= h(zy) — OzkHVh(.fk)HQ + b) HO‘kUk:-&-lH + <Vh(§3k), Qay, (Vh(i”k) — Uk+1)> ,

where Uy 1 = (% ® Id) U}, 1, the first equality follows from the fact that Zp1 = T — pUpy1.
Take expectation on both sides of above inequality,
_ _ _ 2 L = 2
E [h(@141)] < E[h(#0)] = ak [IVA@)I] + SE | x|’
E [(VA(ZR), o (VA(ZR) — Ury1))] - (17)

For the third term on the right hand side of ,

L _ 2 Lo? Lo?
SE [leaia|’] < S2E [0 )] < 2 CHE [laell?]

where the second inequality follows from the definition of U1 and Assumption [Ifc). For the
term E [|sz\||%}, it is easy to observe that

r 2

1 ¢ 1 ¢
E [lzell}] =E |||z —1@n+10a-10 | =3 Vo) | +16 | -3 Vo)

L J=1 J=1 F
- 2

1 n n
<3E[ —1-2} Elllz— =S Vg(z; E[v-~ 2}
hS |z ® Zil|p| +n Zk n; 95(xj k) +jzl Il gj(xy,k‘”“F
L - F -

<3 (E [|sz 1w zk|||§] tE [H Gy — ngum + ang>

<o (E [l -1 a07] +€ |

2
vial[] )
Then

gE [HakUkHHZ] < 3p70f <E [mzk 19 zkm?} VE “HGk _ ngHﬂ n ncg) . (18)



For the fourth term on the right hand side of ,

E [<Vh(i‘k), ay (Vh(,fk) - ﬁk+1)>]

= E[(axVh(Zk), Py + P2+ Ps + Py + Ps + Ps + Pr)]

| Pal|*] + E [1P5]°] + E [ Ps]1?])
(19)

< SFE[IVR@)I?] + 37 (E[IP?) +E [IP2]?] +E [IPs”] +E [
+E[(VA(zx), Pr)].

where 7 is any positive scalar,
1 n
= Vh(zy Z ( ZVgJ ) /i (n ngxj,k)) ,
==Y (nz Vy;(Zk) ng(ﬂfj,k))> V; (n Zgj(%,k)) :
j=1

=1 =1

3\'—‘
<.
<.

1 — 1 & 1 Lo
53:1 (n g:lvgj Zjk ) (Vfi (n ;gj(xjyk)) -V (n;Gj,k)) ’
Y R . 00—

Ejzl Eg:1 95(@sk) | (VI3(0k) = V5 (uin))

n

Z 5, k) Vii(yk), Po= 711 > G = z) Vi(yn),

n

1 1 —
5 - ;ZIVQJ :E]k
=

Jj=1

3\H

Jj=1

3

n

1
== 2k (Vi Wx) — VE Wi Grr) s
=1

3

E|the inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the fact ab < 2 a’+ Tb2 Defining
Fi=o <96z‘,17yz‘,1,zi,bGi,l,Gi,l S V) ;

Fe=0{i1,yi1,21,Gi1, Gty dig, G 11 €V, 2 <t <k}(k>2),

5 (ks Gkl ‘fk] V fj(y; ) and then the third term on the right hand side of

we have E |V F}
inequality ((19)) is equal to 0. Moreover, by Assumptlonl ) and (c),
E KVh(ﬁck),ak (Vh(.’i’k) - Uk+1)>]

CZLZ- C L2
qTf+% E[|lxx — 1 ® 2% +

il anE UHng - kai} + %E [|||zk 18 5k|“2] . (20

2

2
TTE [llgk — Gil?]

< ;‘—jE [IIVR(zk)|?] + 37 <

3rC,L
+T”E [lyx — 1@ 5l*] +

By the iterations of y; k, 2; r in Algorithm |1l and the definitions of §x and zx, we have gr = % 22:1 Gj, and

= 1 n A
2k =5 j:lG]»k



Plug ’ into and set 7 = 2%k

E[A(Zry1)]
2712 2
< E[h(zy)] — %E [IIVR(z)?] + 20y (Cf’an + CfnLg> E [|lxr — 1@ 2)%]

QOZkC kC
+4j%JEm&—GM} ——fJme—1®mHhﬁp Ly,

N (4C¢ + 3pLCray) ak UHngGk’H } (4C¢ + 3LCyayx) pay

E [|||zk 1 zkm?] .21

2n 2n

Next, we provide an upper bound of E [Vh(z;)]. By the Lipschitz continuity of VA(-),

%E VA0 1?] < E[IVA(@ik) — VR(@) ] + E [ VA@)|]

< L%E [||lzig — Zx|*] + E [|VA(ZR)||]
< L%E [||xx — 1@ 7)) + E [[IVA(Z)]]

where the second inequality follows from the Lipschitz continuity of VA(:). Then
_ 1 _
—E[IVA@N)I*] < =3B [IVR(iR)IIP] + L°E [l — 1© 21%]
Substitute the above inequality into ,

E[A(Zry1)]

C2L3 C;L? 2
(0%
sammn—kfmvm%wm+a%<-;f+-;g+8E[m—1®mw}

20,C, L 2a,Cy L% _
—w—ét%m&—cm]A—IL%mm—1®mu+@ Loy,

4Cy + 3pLCray) « (4C¢ 4+ 3LCray) pa _
(4Cs + 3pLCyak) o ’vak_GkH‘ f § ) POtk [|||zk—1®zk\\\2]
2n 2n
o Oé
< E[h(z)] - ng IV R(zi)]1?] + Sp—nkcfog + e Vi, (22)

where

212 2
¢6 — max {2 (CgLf LGk L2> 2CgLy  (ACr+ 3LCf)p}
n

n 8 nmin{cy,c3}’ 2min{cy, ca}n

c1,c3,c3,cq4 are defined in and Vj is defined in (12)). Reordering the terms of and

summing over k from 1 to K,

K K K
g [IVh(zix)|?] <E[h(Z1)] — E[h(Zrs1)] + 3pLCsCy daitey aVi  (23)

n
k=1 k=1 k=1

Note that definitions of ayg, Bk, Vi guarantee ar = a < 1E| by, = b/ K where b is defined in .
Then by Lemma

b

k—
< b _ b/K < - kl bK kil —_—.
Vi <ag—1Vig—1+bg—1 =aVi—1+b/ Vit (b/ Z V1+K(1—a)

t=0

2For any fixed K, ay is a constant dependent on K.



Substitute the above inequality into and multiply both sides of by . \S/E’
1
K K
8E [h(.fl)} —E [h(f}(.{.l)} 24pLCngsl 8cg ( E—1 b >
[IVA(z;, < + + — i+
z:: H JJ k H ] 81\/? TL\/? K 2 a 1 K(l—a)
8E [h(fl)} —E [h(jK-i-l)} 24pLCngsl 866(‘/1 + b)
< - + : 24
< oV WE T K(1-a) 2y
The proof is complete. O

By the definitions of a, b, V1, the third term on the right hand side of could be expressed
more exactly,

max { L7, VK |

© K

Then similar to the more recent work [32], the order of magnitude of inequality is O(1/VK),
which achieves the optimal convergence rate of stochastic gradient descent method [I1]. The
DSBO method [32] combines the gossip communication with weighted average stochastic ap-
proximation and D-ASCGD combines the distributed stochastic gradient descent method with
hybrid variance reduction method and dynamic consensus mechanism.

4 Compressed D-ASCGD method

In recent years, various techniques have been developed to reduce communication costs [27,
31]. They are extensively incorporated into centralized optimization methods [I} 23] 0] and
decentralized methods [8] 9, 18, 20} [33]. This motivates us to provide an extension of D-ASCGD
by combining it with communication compressed method, which reads as follows.

Algorithm 2 Compressed Distributed Aggregative Stochastic Compositional Gradient Descent
(CD-ASCGD)P}
Input: initial values xl,Gl,Gl,Hf,Hi’,H:f, yvi = G,z = Gl; stepsizes ag > 0, B > 0,9 > 0;

scaling parameters o, € (0,1); nonnegative weight matrix W € R"*", W = W @ I,

1. HY" = WHY HY" = WHY, H}" = WH;

2: for k=1,2,--- do
3 X, X, H, +1,Hif1 = COMM (xk,Hi,H}z’w)
4 ¥ ¥i Hiyy, HYY) = COMM (v, HY, HE®)

5. Zp, 2y, Hi o, H;fl = COMM (zk, Hj, H;w)

6: For any i € V, draw ¢; 11 ad Py, Gigs1 i P, and compute function values
Gi(xik; Gikt1), Gi(Tigt1;Pipt1) and gradients VFi(y; x; Grr1), VGi(Tig; dipy1) and
VGi(Tik+1; Pik+1)

D Xpp1 =X — o (X — X)) — apUpy
8 Gpy1=(1—05) (G — Gryrk) + Grg1ht1
9 Gpp1=(1—m) (Gk - va—H,k) + VGri1k+1
10: Vi1 = Yr = 0w (V& — ¥i) + Gry1 — G
11: Zj41 = Zj — Oy (2/€ — 2%}) + Gk+1 — Gy,
12: end for
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*In Lines 3-5 of Algorithm [2] set scaling parameter o and compressor C as a, and C; for xi, a, and Cz for yy,
a and Cs for z in procedure COMM (v, H, H").

Algorithm 3 procedure COMM [20)]
Input: v, H, H"
1: Q = Compress (v — H) > Compression
v=H+Q
v =H"Y + WQ > Communication
H—— (1-aoH+av
HY +— (1 — o)HY + av"”
Return: v,v¥ H, HY

We first explain how COMM (v, H, H") in Algorithm |3| works by taking decision variable xj
as an example. With inputs including decision variable x; and its two auxiliary variables HJ,
and H;”", COMM (v,H,H") compress x; — H} as a low-bit variable Q. Next, all agents
communicate low-bit variable Q with their neighbors and obtain X = H;" + WQ. Auxiliary
variables Hj, and Hi’w are updated in Lines |4 and [5|to improve the stability of the compression
procedure.

Now we explain the relationship between the Algorithm [2land Algorithm [T Denoting Ef ; :=
X — Xp, the iteration x; in line [7| can be reformulated as

Xpt1 = [(1 — ) g + awVNV} X — pUgy1 + |:Ind — VNV} E;, . (25)

Compared with the iterations of x; in Algorithm there is a term ay, [Ind — W} E; | induced

by the compress errors Ey ;. Similarly, denote EZH = yr — Yr and Ef | := zp — 2z, the
iterations yx11 and zg;1 in lines [10] and [11] of Algorithm [2 can be reformulated as

Yk+1 = |:(1 - aw)Ind + aww] Ve + Gy — Gi + ay [Ind - W} EZ—&-l’ (26)

Zpy1l = [(1 — aw)Ind + Osz} Zi + G’k+1 — G’k =+ [Ind — W] EZJrl. (27)
Again, the difference between — and the iterations of yx11,2x 1 in Algorithm |1} are the
terms induced by compress errors Ej_; and Ej_,.

In the next, we establish the convergence of CD-ASCGD. The following conditions on the com-
pressors are needed.

Assumption 3. The compressors C; : R — R%, Cy : RP — RP and C3 : R¥™*P — RIXP satisfy

- [HCM) o < (L—v)fel?, VreR (28)
T

- U | < (1-a)ll2l?, VzeRP, (29)
r2

3A complete algorithm description from the agent’s perspective can be found in Appendix
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aw

|l

for some constants 11,109,135 € (0,1] and r1,71,7r3 € (0,+00). Here E[-] denotes the expectation
over the internal randomness of the stochastic compression operator.

2
] < (L= 3)llyll, vy € RZP (30)
F

For vector z € R% or z € RP, the class of compressors satisfying or is broad, such
as random quantization [23| 26], sparsification [I5] [19], the norm-sign compressor [I8 [33]. For
matrix y € R¥*P, we may construct the dp-length vector by stacking up the columns of y and
then implement predetermined compressors to compress the new constructed vector.

Similar to the analysis of D-ASCGD, we first provide the upper bounds of the local inner-level

function estimating errors and the consensus errors of the CD-ASCGD in Lemmas [4] and
respectively.

Lemma 4. Under Assumptions I3

E [||Gk+1 - gk—l—l“ﬂ
< (1= BO%E [ Ge — gil?] + 387V, + 72(1 = B)*Cyal M | — HE ||
+18(1 = B)2Cyaf CrE [llanllt] + 7201 = B)*CyolE [Ixi — 10 2P

and
A 2
E UHGkH - ngﬂw }
< (1— ) UHGk—ngH) ] + 392V, + 72(1 = ) pLAEAE |[x, — HE|?|
+18(1 = ) *pLE0RCAE [llanll}] + 7201 — w)*pL202E [Ixe — 1@ ], (31)

where 1 = 2r3(1 — 1) +2 (1 — 7”1)2, Y1 and r are defined in Assumption @

Lemma 5. Suppose (a) Assumptions hold; (b) {Br} and {yx} are nonincreasing sequences
such that f1 <1 and y1 < 1. Then

. 1+ p? _ 1+
E [l 1@ 50al?] < 2P0 [l — 10 2] + L2020/ [l
_pw
1+ p, o2 2
ARl E [x, — HEIP)
T3, g

E [||Yk+1 -1® 171@+1H2}

< TP [y — 1o ul] + 472 (s [l - mal] + 62,
30, (102 [k — 10 ] —|—0¢kC'fE [mz;fm )

1
+48C, 5 +pw 2

FIE [ — HF[1*] +4 ; #2E [y — HYJ]

w

12



and

E [llzr41 — 1@ 21 l°]

1+ 02 _ 1+ 03, - ? ’
SRR RS Y N [ o

#a1; (102 [l 10 71°]  oioE [Iml]))

1402 5 . L+p% 5 2
LG ol A [ — B + 4y 0 o [ B

where Pw = H‘(l - Oéw)Ind + Oéww - % ®Id ), 7*1 = 27‘%(1 - ¢1) + 2 (1 — T1)2, 7%2 = 27‘%(1 —

Po)+2 (1 — 7‘2)2, Tg = 27“%(1—1/13)—{—2 (1— 1“3)2, and Y, 9,13, 71,11, T3 are defined in Assumption
3

The following lemma characterizes the upper bound of compression errors.

Lemma 6. Let o, € (0, %), ay € (0’ %)’ a, € (0’ i) and

oY €<0 min (aar19h1)? (oyr2ha)? (azrsips)? ]
N 2471 (1+ aprin) \| 247 (1 + ogratha)” \| 2475 (1 + arstis) [ |7

where 1,72 and 75 are defined in Lemma [3, 11,2,13, 71,711,753 are defined in Assumption [3

Suppose (a) Assumptions hold; (b) {Br} and {vi} are nonincreasing sequences such that
61 <1and~y <1. Then

2T11) 1+ a,
e (e~ Figa ] < (1= 20 ) e - 1]+ 52 0 [l
1+ azryr o 2

oy |12 _ (ayT2¢2)2 = 1+ ayraths 02
E [[[yes HHJ}S(liZEMm By | +90,— L ERaRCE [l

1
4360, — T2t ay;m (402 [Ixi = 1@ )] + 402 E [Ix - HEJ?] )
2
14+ ayraths o _ 1+ ayrate o
+12— ¥ =2, E[ -1® }—&-3607 CE[ }
P lys Y| T2 E |yl m
1+ ayroths 2 + ayrate o
41p- T2t E[G— }+127y v, 33
P BLE |IGk — gkl P By (33)
and
2 (oargips)? 2 ol +ta,rsvs , 2
O Y (R P TS PP EL TR T
€ e - 3] < (1- s~ BEI] + 923 2= 0 0 [
1 2 _ o ;
+9L27+a rsys (4a72UE [ka -1 ®ka2} +4a12Ur1E [ka — ",§||2D
Q,T313
14+ a.rss 4 — 2 ol +a,r3hs 4 2
12—« E[ -1 } 6L ——""a;C E[ }
L a—— llzx — 1 ® 2" | +36L; airats O llyllz
1+ a.rsys - 2 1+ a.rs 5 0
Lot g fllg, g [[F] 4 1ol 0oty ’
* a,T313 g Skl M a,T33 Tk (34)
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Lemma 7. Denote

1-p2, 1—p3, 1—p3, 1-p3,
Y 42 o 42 o 42 Y 42
= —"—F> »C=——"5 ——,CB=7 55,C=55755 5>
48 1+Zw C, az 48%[/30412” 72C 02, 2pLiaZ
1-p2, 1—p2 1—p2,
O = Ty Ce = Trargs 5 7= EY]
QT ? QyT QT
R T 144G, =, o i (35)
5 1+ 14 p2 . 1+ p2 y y v
g = (1 — p;} Cf + 12%6}6}01 + 121 — p;” L;CfCQ + 18Cng03 + 18pL30fC4
Pw Pw Pw
1+ azrﬂm o 1+« 7”21/)2 o 2 14 a,r3ys o
4+ - 3C+¢s + 36C, ——L == Crlg + 36 L2 —— 2120y |
0191 ! 7 ayroths ! 9 aLraty !

y 2+ p2  3piad UL
ak=max{ 3” + k(- B + 667, 1_%7
2

v 2 2 2
(1?6 B0k -y (Caratal -y (0eTsts) } |
(36)
v 1 1
b = 3npcsCyai; + (4 P v, 4 36,V + 12+%T21/’2V> B2
L=ri Qyrats
1 +a, ,
+ <4 ey 2V, + 384V, +12+‘”3¢3V> 2
1 - pw azr3’(/}3

Ve =€ [lxn — 1@ )] + 4E [llyn — 1@ 5l*] + &E [l — 1@ 2)1°]
N 2
+ &E [|IGr — gl?] + &E UHGk - ngH’F] +&E {kaﬂ - Hi+1|ﬂ
4 &E [Hka - Hz+1|}2] +&E [||Zk+1 - H;HHQ} .

Suppose (a) Assumptions hold, (b) o, oz, oy g, B, Yk and ay are positive and satisfy

1 1
Oy < —, 0 < —, ay <
! T2

(37)

1
77 Oék<1, 6k<17 7k<17 ak<1>
3

(¢) v, is positive and satisfies

41 + Pw a? < 1- Pi; . (azr191)? (a.ratba)?3 (o r393)3
w — ? Ay S min 9 9 9 9 9 )
1-— pw 6 247‘1 (]. + 0@7‘1’(/}1) 487”2 (1 + azrg¢2) 487"3 (]. + ayr3¢3)

1
4a72v<1+pw+12( — B)? gl+pwhfl+12( )L2 +pw“
— Pw C5

é
2 +18(1 — Br)?Cyity =
5 Cs

1+ ayroths 06 1+ 04z7“3¢3 . C7 (azritpr)?
18(1 — L2F 360, —L="=F 362 22T L) < 2T
+18(1 =)’ Tl ¢ + Qoo Y * 9 a,ras E és) 4
Then
Vi1 < agVi + by

Similar to Lemma [3] Lemma [0] is a technical result, which characterizes a recursive inequality

relation of the compression errors and the estimating errors of hybrid variance reduction method
and the dynamic average consensus method.

We are ready to study the convergence rate of CD-ASCGD.
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Theorem 2. Let ay, = —, Br = , Ve = \;3? Under the conditions of Lemma@

K . . 8¢ (Vi+b
1 8E [h(Z1)] — E[h(ZK+1)] = 24pLC;Cys1 9 ( 1 ) .
=Y E[||[Vh(zip)|?] < - I+ — L, VieV,
K; VA1) s1VK nvK K(1-ak)
where L = CyLy + 01/2
y 5 1+ p2 . 1+ ayrathy
b = 3npisCyst + ( 4 LV + 383V, + 12——L=2V, ) 53 38
npcsCyst + < =2 ¢1Vy + 3¢V, + oy g) S5 (38)
+ pw y 1+ OZZTS@Z}?) / 2
4 12———=——=
+( 1—p2 2V +SC4V + Q33 Yo ) 55 (39
CiL3  CyL2 12 2C, L3 ACs + 3LC
do = max { 2 9= L fg+7 ’ 'gvfu ’< f""u Uf)l? ‘
n n 8 nmin{¢i, ¢}’ 2min{éa, éa}n
Proof. Similar to the analysis of (22| in the proof of Theorem (1} we have
_ _ Qg 9 Lai 9 o
Eh(@r1)] < E[A(@)] = FE[IVA(@in)[°] + 3p=2CsCy + Vi, (40)

where

ég—max{Q (CEL?C_F%_FB) 209[’?” (4Cf+3LCf)p}
n

n 8 |7 mmin{¢,é}  2min{éy, és4}n

C1,- - ,Cq are defined in , Vj, is defined in 1) Reordering the terms of and summing

over k from 1 to K,

N 3PLCCy =
“; 1V (s )IP] < [h(a:l)]—E[h(xKH)Hgg;azm;am (41)

M=

Note that definitions of ag, Bk, v could guarantee ar = a < 1 by, = 5/ K where b is defined in
. Then by Lemma

k—2 o
Vi <apaVia +bpg =@V +a/K <. <ad" Wi+ (a/K) Y at <a v+ K(1—a)
t=0
8
Substituting the above inequality in to and multiplying both sides of by VK
K 8E [h(71)] ~ E[h(Txs1)] | 24pLCsCos1 , 8o K b
[IVA(; = + = a1V +
g H kH] VK WK K; 1 K(1-a)
< BE[(@)] ~E[h(Ex1)] | 24pLCsCysy | 59 (V1 F b) )
- siVK K K(-a) -
The proof is complete. O

14 is dependent on K.
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Similar with D-ASCGD, CD-ASCGD achieves the optimal convergence rate O (1 VK ) The

only difference is the third term w in and the third term w in . By the

definition of a, Vl, b and the fact p,, < 1, the order of magnitude of % is

1 1 1 1 /
Hax { =72 Taeran)? (ayreta)®” Garaga)® VI }

© K

By the similar analysis, the order of magnitude of % is

max { L7, VK |
K

O

It is easy to observe that the order of magnitude of the two terms is O <1 /VEK )

5 Experimental results

We consider a multi-agent Markov Decision Processes problem arising in reinforcement learning
132]

2
|S|

A
xeRd2|S’Z ‘M_*ZE’[ ) 46T als] + 5 llzll?, (43)

G )

where S is a finite state space, ¢s € R? is the state feature, T denotes the random reward

of transition from s to s for agent j, v € (0,1) is a discount factor, A is the coefficient for the
lo-regular. In the setting of federated learning, each agent j has access to its own data with
G

/
heterogeneous random reward rsjz, for any s,s € S. Denote

0i(@) = (+7Ey [r +adlals =1] - By [r) 7ol als = 18]])]
5 L, A )
fi(y) 2\5|Z ¢ly(L:d) —y(d+5))" + 5 ly(1: )7,

where y(d) and y(1 : d) are the (d)-th component and the first to d-th components of vector y
respectively. Then problem can be reformulated as the form of problem .

Similar to [32], we set regular parameter A = 1, the number of states |S| = 100. For any state

=(9)

s € S, the feature ¢4 € [0,1]¢ and the mean of rewards 7 os € [0,1] are uniformly distributed.

Moreover, the transition probabilities P ¢ are uniformly generated and are standardized such

that Z'S‘ P, ¢ =1. In each s1mulat10n, we simulate a random transition from state s to state

s using the transition probability PS7S/, generate a random reward Tiii’ ~ N (fiii,, 1) for agent i.

)

We compare D-ASCGD with centralized algorithm SCSC [4] and distributed algorithm DSBO
[32] with stepsizes a = 0.01, 8 = 0.01 and 7 = 0.01. In each iteration, D-ASCGD and
DSBO utilize 5 samples to calculate gradients and function values for each agent and SCSC
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utilizes 5n samples to calculate gradients and function value. We test D-ASCGD and DSBO
over exponential networks and ring networks with varying network sizes n = 6,12,24. The
weight matrices related to the exponential networks are generated by the way described in [34],
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wij =

and the ones related to the ring graphs are set as

0.5, ifi=yj,

0.25, if|i—j| =1,

0.25, if (i,7) = (1,n) or (i,7)
0, otherwise.

= (n,1),

1

We record the performance on the average of the norm square of gradients ; 37, |Vh(z)k)]?

and the averaged residual = >°

10 times for the algorithms and report the average performance. We can observe from Figures

n
J=1

n

(h(xjk) — h(x*)) in Figures |1 and [2)P’| where the optimal solu-
tion x* is obtained by standard gradient descent method. Similar to [32], we run the simulations

and [2| that the three algorithms converge fast and have the comparable residuals of optimal
values and gradients. Note also that SCSC uses the information of global function, its perfor-
mance is slightly better than the distributed algorithms D-ASCGD and DSBO. For the two
distributed algorithms D-ASCGD and DSBO, they have the comparable convergence over the

networks with different types and sizes, which matches the conclusion of Theorem

e [-bits quantizer [36]:

C(x)

For CD-ASCGD, we consider the following two compressors.

xmaa:

- 201

signs) © |

xmax

®h(x) denotes the objective function of problem .

19

2l_1]az\

+u.



where sign(x) is the sign function, ® is the Hadamard product, |x| is the element-wise
absolute value of =, and u is a random perturbation vector uniformly distributed in [0, 1]¢,
Tmaz refers to the largest absolute value of the elements of . In the test, we choose | = 2,4
and b = 64.

e Top-t sparsifier [2):

Clz) =) [aliei,

=1

where {ey,--- ,eq} is the standard basis of R? and iy,--- ,i; are the indices of largest ¢
coordinates in magnitude of x. We consider the cases that t = d/2,10 (d > 20).

In Figure we record the average performance on ;- 37 [|[Vh(z;x)|* and ;37 (A(2j%) — h(z*))
with 10 times simulation. As shown in |3, CD-ASCGD has comparable convergence speeds with
D-ASCGD, which is consistent with our theoretical results. In Figures [4 and [f, we record the
convergence performances of CD-ASCGD and D-ASCGD with respect to the number of bits
transmitted between agents. It is easy to observe that CD-ASCGD transmits less bits than
D-ASCGD, which becomes more obvious as the size of network increasing and the needed trans-
mitted bits of compressors decreasing. Moreover, the CD-ASCGD needs to transmit more bits
between agents with the increasing of the network size.
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Appendix

A

Proof of Lemma [1]

Proof. By the iteration ({3)),

[Gry1 — gk+1H2 = [(1 = Br) (G — 8&) + (Grs1kt1 — 8ry1) + (1 — Br)(8r — Gryrk)

2
|

= (1 - B)?IGk — gkll* + (Grs1 st — 8rr1) + (1 — Br)(gr — Grsrp)|)?
+2((1 = Be)(Gk — 8k), (Grt1,h+1 — 8rr1) + (1 — Br)(8k — Gra1k)) - (44)

Note that

El(Grt1h+1 — 8rt1) + (1= Br)(8k — Gry1,k)]

=E |:E [(Gk+1,k+1 — gk-+1) + (1 - Bk)(gk - Gk+1,k')

‘Fkv Cl,k-‘rla T aCn,k+1:|:| = 07

where

Fi=o (wi,layi,laZz',bGz‘,laGi,l RS V) ;

) (45)
Fre = 0{i1,9i1, %1, Gin, Git, @iy G 21 €V, 2 <t < kp(k > 2).

Then, taking expectation on both sides of ,

E [IGks1 — graal?] = (1= B [I1GK — gxll?] +E [I(Grsr i — grsn) + (1= B)(gr — Grra )]
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By Assumption [Ifc) and (d),
E |[1(Grsrirr — 1) + (1= Bi)(gr — Crar)]

=E[||(1 = Br)(Grtri+1 — Grrrp) + Br(Grstprr — 8rr1) + (1= Br) (8 — 8rr1)l]

< 3(1 = Bi)?E [||Grr1b+1 — Grarkll?] + 3BRE [|Grs1 o1 — 8rt1l?] +3(1 — Be)E [|lgr — grs1?]
< 6(1— B)2CyE [[Ixisr — xxll?] + 362V,

Note that

2
E [|Ixkt1 — k] [H( - Ind) X, —1®I) — OékUk;+1H ]

A

<2 (48 [lboy — 1@ 2] + o€ [0k )]
<2 (48 Ioe — 1@ 24l] + 02CE [lmll3] ) (46)

where the equality follows from the row stochasticity of W, the first inequality follows from the
facts [|[W — L[| < 2 and [|[W]|| = 1, the second inequality follows from the definition of U4
and Assumption [I|(c). Then

E (Gt — ges1ll?] < (1= B0)E [IGK — grll?] +6(1 — B)2CoE [Ixsr — xil?] + 362V,
< (1= B)E (G — gell?] +48(1 = B)2CoE [k — 1@ ]
+12(1 = B)*CyafCHE [llzellz] + 367V,
which verifies (5)).

Inequality @ could be obtained by the similar analysis of . The proof is complete. O
Proof of Lemma 2]

Proof. We first provide the upper bound of consensus error E |:HXk+1 -1® i:kHHQ} By the
definition of Ty, and the row stochasticity of weight matrix W,

17 17 < 1T
Tpy1 = ( ® Id> Xpt1 = ( ® Id) (ka - OékUkH) = < ® Id) (xx — g Upq1) .

Combining the above equality with the iteration ([2)),

[Xp41 —1® T

~ 117 117
(W - ® Id> X — o <Idn -—® Id) Ukt

117 117
= H(W_®Id> (xp —1®@ k) — oy (Idn_n®1d> Ukt

2

2

- 11T P 1 117 2
@A) \W-——&la) (xp—1@3)| + (14 )k (Lan — == @ La ) Upps
1 117
§(1—|—’7’),02||Xk—1®i‘]€|2+<1+T>
_ 1
— (147 b = 1@l 4 (14 ) o [Uraal” (47)
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where p := !HW - ITIT}H < 1 [16, Lemma 4], the second equality follows from the row stochas-

ticity of W, the first inequality follows from that (a + b)? < (1 + 7)a® + (1 + 1/7)b? for any

11T

7 > 0, the last equality follows from the fact H|I" — }H = 1. Taking expectation on both sides

of inequality ,
_ 2 2 —_ 12 1 2 2
E [l — 10 2il?] < (14 7)0%E [l — L@l ?] + (1 ¥ ) o7 [ U]
B 1
< @+ [l - 1o ] + (14 1) atCoe [lml].

where the last inequality follows from the definition of Uy;; and Assumption I(c Setting
1—p?
2p2 )

T= we obtain 1)

Next, we provide the upper bound of consensus error E |:”y1€+1 -1® gjk+1||2}. Similar to the
analysis of , it follows from the definition of 4, and iteration that

1
[y5e1 = 1@ el < (470 Iy — L@ gil” + <1 + T> [Grin = Gel®- (49)

By iteration (3],

Grt1 — Gy
= —BkGr + (1 — Br) (Gr+1,k+1 — Grt1.k) + BruGrti ht1
= Bk (Gr — gr) + (1 = Br) (Grg1.k+1 — Grr1.k) + Br (Grg1,k+1 — 8r+1) + Br (8k+1 — ) -

Then
[¥ke1 — 1@ G ||
1
< by~ 1oml 4 (1+ 1) (816 -
2 2 2 2 2 2
+ (1= Bk)" Grtrrh+1 — G gll” + B |Gr1,k41 — 8rr1ll” + By 18r+1 — 8l ) :
Taking expectation on both sides of the inequality above,
E [lyer — 1@ goo?] (49)
1
< (e [y - 1ol +4 (141 ) (2 160 - il
2 2 2 2 2 2
+ (1= B E [|Grst et — Groral] + BE [ Grsrnsr — gull” + B lgers — &el?))
1
< (e [y - 1ol +4 (14 1) (€ 16 - gl
+C4E [ka—H — Xg|| } + ﬁivg)
1
2 . - 2 o 2
< (e [y - 1ol +4 (141 ) (2 16k - ml?]

+20, (4E || — 1© 24l*] + o CrE [llzellF] ) + 5274 ) (50)
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where the second inequality follows from Assumption I (d) and the fact Br > 1, the last
8.

Inequality @ could be obtained by the similar analysis of . The proof is complete. O

inequality follows from . Setting 7 = 1 p2

Proof of Lemma [3

Proof. Multiplying c1,--- ,cq on both sides of , @, and @ respectively, and then adding
up them to (7)), we have

Vi1
2 2
S24—p 1+

1+ p° _ 5
i [lye - 1@ 5)7] + =52 czE{|||Zk—1®zk|\\2}

E [Ixe — 1@ a*] +
2 1- Pz 2 2 P
+ | (1= B) +671+p26’“ sE[|Ge —gill?] + { (1 —w)? +6pL e pﬂk caE Gk—ng
1+p2 1+p2 ’ ’
+ C50éiE |:|||ka2F:| + 3 (]_—pQ‘/“(]Cl + %C3> ﬁ]z =+ 3 (]_—p22‘/902 + ‘/;704 ’}/i
Note that

2
es0fE Il ]
2

1 & 1 —
2 _ _
— c502E 1 1oz 10 - Vel 10|~ Vg;(z;
c50, Z; RZL+1Q Zk ® 2 gi(zjre) | +1® o - 95(xj k)
= = F
- 2

- ~ 1 n n
< 3cs0} | E [llae — 10 23] +nE |||z — = > Vit || | + D E [IVgitzn %]
j=1 pl =t

~ 2
< 3esa (E [l - 10 2llE] + € || G - V||| + o)

< 3pcsas (E “sz -1® EkHﬂ +E U ngHﬂ + an> .

Then

2
+p .
2

2
n (Hp 3p05 2) coE [lek —1® z| ] ((1 — Bi)? + 1 5k> 3E [[Gr — gll”]

2+ p? _ .
Vier < —2E [ - 1o m] + E [llyx — 1@ 5l?]

2

P2 9, 3pcs o
+ (1 —)? +6pLgl+ 5k +?ak B ||||Gr = Vs

1
+ 3npcsCy ak+3< + 0 Vcl+V63>ﬂk+3< + 0 2V02+VC4>
< arpVi + bg.

The proof is complete. ]
Proof of Lemma [
Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma O
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Proof of Lemma [5]
Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma ]
Proof of Lemma

Proof. We first provide the upper bound of compression error E |:HX]€+1 -Hi,, HQ} . By the Line
of Algorithm
k1 = Hi + a2C (xx — H),

and then

E [ka+1 - H%+1}|2}

= B {1 — 0 + % — (B + 0, (i — HE)|P|

< (1 7 [l = (8 + € G~ HDI] + (142 ) € [l =]

C (x; — HZ ?
= (14708 [aom (- 1 = O 4 1) G - B ]
1 2
# (1 2) € [l ]
.
C (xx — HY)||?
< (1+17)E |azm Xk—Hi—(lek) + (1 — agry) [[xk — i!’QI
(10 2 ) E (s — el
. +1 k
T2 1 2
< (17 [(1 = awraw) o~ B+ (14 1) € [l = ] (51)

where the first inequality follows from that (a + b)? < (1 + 7)a® + (1 + 1/7)b? for any 7 > 0,

the second inequality follows from the convexity of | - |? and the last inequality follows from

Assumption For the term E [HX;CH - kaQ] on the right hand side of above inequality,
E [|Ixks1 — x|?]
- - 2
= [Haw (W L] (0, = 1@ 30) = kU + @ [Tua = W) B, | ]
_ 2
<3 (102E [l — 1@ el?] + o2E [[Ukial?] + 402 [ B2, |])
<3 (402E [l — 1@ 2il?] + 0FC/E [llzallF] + 402 7E [ — HRIP]) . (52)

where the first equality follows from and the row stochasticity of W, the first inequality
follows from the fact ||W — L[| < 2, the second inequality follows from Assumption [Ifc), the
fact Bf,, = x; — Hj — C (xx — Hj) and . Substituting the above inequality into and
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setting 7 = a1,

2 14 a,r .
e (s — B 7] < (1= Gearaon? + 1222205 e — ]
a1

i 1 + Oélei/Jl
Q11

Noting that o2 < %, holds.

(1202E [l — 1@ 22| + 302G [[lell3] )

Next, we provide the upper bound of compression error E [Hykﬂ - H] 1 ‘ﬂ . By the Line {4 of
Algorithm
H) , =H}+a,C (y: —H}),

and then
E |[yirs — B[] = B [[yis = v+ ve = (B + 0y (v — HY)) |

< (14 7 [|lys — (B + 0y (vi — H)|*] + (1 + i) € [lyes 3l

2

C yk—Hy
=(1+7)E |: QT <y;g —H% — (le) + (1 — ayr) (yk—HZ)
1 2
+ 1+; E[HYk-l—l—YkH}
¢ (yx—HY) [’
<(l1+7)E |:ozyr1 yk—H,‘Z— Ykrl k —i—(l—ayrl)Hyk—HZHQ

1
+ <1 + - E [||Yk+1 — m”z}

2 1
< (L4+m)E (L= ayrien) [lye — HY|J] + (1 + ) E [lyes — vul?]
(53)
where the first inequality follows from that (a + b)? < (1 + 7)a® + (1 + 1/7)b? for any 7 > 0,

the second inequality follows from the convexity of | - |? and the last inequality follows from

Assumption |3, Similar to ,
E [llyker — vil?) <3 (402E [ly — 1@ 5l +402E [y - HYI))

+9C, (402E [l — 1 © al*] + aPC/E [llzellf] + 402 E [Ixe —HII]) . (54)

Substituting into and setting 7 = a9,

14+ azriy N
E D|Yk+1 - H%HHQ} < (1 — (ayratbe)? + 126)@?“1?,/)111%2”7"2) E [HYk - HZHQ]

1+ OéyTng
QyToto

1+ Ozy’r‘g’gbg

Oy T21)2

+9C, (402E Iy — 1@ 24 ?] + 4027E [I1x — FE|?] )

1+ O@’Fg’(ﬁg

+ 12
Oy T21)2

o2E [y — 1@ 2] +9¢, o3 CE [llzelIF] -
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: 2 (ayratpa)?
Noting that oz, < m, holds.

Inequality could be obtained by the similar analysis of .
Proof of Lemma

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma
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B

Here we present CD-ASCGD method from each agent’s perspective.

Algorithm 4 D-ASCGD method from agents’ view:

Input: initial values z;1, HY; € RY, HY, € RP, H; € R™P, y; 1 = Giy €RP, 21 = Giy € RO,
stepsizes ap > 0, B > 0,7 > 0; scahng parameters ay € (0,); nonnegative weight matrix
W = {wij }1<ijen € R

1: Hl =20 wUH 1 HY =300 wiHY B =300 wiHE
2. for k = 1, 2 - do
3t ¢j), = Compress (xzk - ka> > Compression
4: i’zk:lek—f—qfk
5 Iy = kaw + Z —1 Wi Q5 g, > Communication
6:  Hfpyy = =(1- ozw)HZ a1 T Qg
7: ka“jrl =(1- ax)Hf,:jrl + a7}
8: qi,k = Compress (yi,k - Hh) > Compression
9: yi,k = Hgk + qich
100 g = Hf/}Cw + Z?Zl Wy q?,k > Communication
11 szkJrl (1 - O‘y)sz,kJrl + ay?juk
12: Hj’k“jr1 =(1- ay)Hff;c“jrl + ay, g,
13: ¢, = Compress (Zi,k —H, > Compression
14: 51-7;6 :Hikﬁ-qik
15: 2% = H5" + 300 wigqiy, > Communication
16: Hfpy = (1-— az)szch + azéi k
1 Hi, =01 ozz)szug_l + az z w
18: Draw ¢; p+1 ~ i Py, Cik+1 g P¢,, and compute function values G;(z; x; ¢ir+1), and gradients

VE;(Yik; Gikr1), VGi(2ik; Gikr1) and VGi(24 k415 Pikr1)
19: X k41 = Tik — Qu (i‘zk - fﬁ’k) — a2 KV F; (Yi k5 Gkt 1)
20:  Gigg1 = (1= Br) (Gig — Gi(@ik; bik+1)) + Gi(Ti k15 Pikr1)
21: Giper = (1—m) (Gig — VGi<xi,k§¢i,k+1)) + VGi(ipv1; Pikr1)

N

22: Yikt1 = Yik — Oy ( Vi k — U k) +Gikr1 — Gig
23:  Zig+1 = Zik — Oy ( Zik — Z””k) +Gikt1 —Gik

24: end for
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