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Abstract We firstly propose the new stochastic gradient estimate of unbi-
asedness and minimized variance in this paper. Secondly, we propose the two
algorithms: Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 which apply the new stochastic gra-
dient estimate to modern stochastic conjugate gradient algorithms SCGA [7]
and CGVR [8]. Then we prove that the proposed algorithms can obtain linear
convergence rate under assumptions of strong convexity and smoothness. Fi-
nally, numerical experiments show that the new stochastic gradient estimate
can reduce variance of stochastic gradient effectively. And our algorithms com-
pared with SCGA and CGVR can convergent faster in numerical experiments
on ridge regression model.

Keywords Stochastic conjugate gradient · Variance reduction · Linear
convergence

1 Introduction

With the development of big data, machine learning and deep learning is
widely used in various fields. Many machine learning and deep learning prob-
lems can be described by the following finite-sum minimization problem.

min
ω∈Rd

f(ω) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

fi(ω) (1)

Here ω is the decision variable, fi(ω) : Rd → R is the loss function of i-th
sample. When sample size n is very large, it takes a lot of time calculating the
gradient of the objective function to solve (1). Therefore, in order to reduce
computation cost, a natural idea is that the full gradient at each iteration is
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replaced by calculating gradient of a random sample or average gradient over
a mini-batch of random sample.

The earliest algorithm using this idea is stochastic gradient descent algo-
rithm (SGD) [1]. SGD and its variants [2] [3] is widely used to minimize the loss
function in large-scale machine learning problems for its advantages of the low
computation cost. However, due to the variance of stochastic gradient, SGD
can only reach an approximate solution if fixed step sizes are used, or it only
obtains a slower sub-linear convergence rate if decreasing step sizes are used.
In order to improve the convergence rate of SGD, many researchers design
methods which can reduce the variance of stochastic gradient using historical
information or periodically calculated full gradient information, such as SAG
[4], SAGA [5], SVRG [6] et al.

The stochastic gradient with variance reduction used in SVRG and SAGA
algorithms is an unbiased estimate of the full gradient, but its variance is larger
than SAG which is biased. A desired gradient estimate should be unbiased and
has small variance. So we propose the new stochastic gradient estimate with
unbiasedness and minimal vriance named. Based on our research interests, we
mainly focus on applying the new stochastic gradient estimate in stochastic
conjugate gradient methods.

Conjugate gradient methods is one class of the main methods for solving
large-scale optimization problems. They have different formulas of βk among
various conjugate gradient methods. The best-known standard formulas for βk

are called the Fletcher–Reeves (FR) [9], Polak–Ribière–Polyak (PRP) [10][11],
Hestenes–Stiefel (HS) [12], Liu–Storey (LS) [13] and Dai-Yuan (DY) [14] for-
mulas. Moreover, there is a large variety of hybrid conjugate gradient methods,
such as TAS [15], PRP-FR [16], GN [17] et al. The hybrid conjugate gradient
methods combine the properties of the standard ones in order to get new ones,
rapid convergent to the solution [21]. By mining the second-order information
and analyzing the relationship between the conjugate direction and the quasi-
Newton direction, proposed conjugate gradient methods includes: Dai and Kou
[18] and Hager and Zhang [19] [20]. More details about conjugate gradients can
be found in [21] [22]. Recently, CGVR [8] and SCGA [7] which is two kinds of
stochastic conjugate gradient algorithms with variance reduction is proposed.
The researchers find that stochastic conjugate gradient method can reach the
convergence point faster than stochastic gradient descent algorithms. so we
propose the two improved stochastic conjugate gradient algorithms which ap-
ply the new stochastic gradient estimate mentioned above in SCGA [7] and
CGVR algorithms [8].

The rest of this paper organize is as follows: Section 2 proposes the new
stochastic gradient estimate with the unbiasedness and minimized variance.
Section 3 describes the details of Algorithm1 and Algorithm2. The convergence
of our algorithms are proved in Section 4. In the end, Section 5 shows the
results of our numerical experiments and Section 6 concludes this paper.
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2 A New Stochastic Gradient Estimate with Unbiasedness and
Minimized Variance (SGMV)

Firstly, let’s review the characteristics of stochastic gradient estimate with
variance reduction in the literature. The stochastic gradient estimates of SAGA
and SVRG is simplified to

gk = ∇fSk
(ωk)−∇fSk

(φk) +
1

n

n
∑

i=1

∇fi(φ
k
i ) (2)

where there is a high correlation between ∇fSk
(ωk) and ∇fSk

(φk). The selec-
tion of φk in SVRG and SAGA is different. Based on ∇fSk

(ωk), gk includes
the difference between the stochastic gradient of mini-batch sample Sk and
full gradient, so it can correct ∇fSk

(ωk) and make it closer to the full gradient
1
n

∑n
i=1∇fi(ω

k
i ).

For the convenience of analysis, we define that

Xj = ∇fj(ωk), Yj = ∇fj(φk) (3)

X̄ = ∇fSk
(ωk), Ȳ = ∇fSk

(φk), E(Ȳ ) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

∇fi(φ
k
i ) (4)

where Xj and Yj are respectively the stochastic gradient of sample j at iter-
ation point ωk and φk, X̄ and Ȳ is the mean of Xj and Yj , j ∈ Sk. In order
to find unbiased stochastic gradient estimate, we define the general form of
stochastic gradient estimate

θγ = X̄ − γ(Ȳ − E(Ȳ ))

Specifically, the θγ=1 is stochastic gradient estimate (2). Next, through the
following analysis of the expectation and variance of θγ , a better stochastic
gradient estimate γ∗ which minimize the variance of θγ is found in this general
form.

Firstly, θγ is an unbiased estimate to E(X̄) .i.e.

E(θγ) = E(X̄) = ∇f(ωk) (5)

And the variance of θγ is

V ar(θγ) = V ar(X̄ − γ(Ȳ − E(Ȳ )))

= V ar(X̄) + V ar(γ(Ȳ − E(Ȳ )))− 2Cov(X̄, γ(Ȳ − E(Ȳ )))

= V ar(X̄) + γ2V ar(Ȳ )− 2γCov(X̄, Ȳ )

(6)

V ar(θγ) is a quadratic function about γ , so we can easily obtain its minimizer

γ∗ =
Cov(X̄, Ȳ )

V ar(Ȳ )
(7)
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When γ is taken to γ∗,

V ar(θγ=γ∗) = V ar(X̄)(1 − ρ2
X̄Ȳ

) (8)

where ρX̄Ȳ is correlation coefficient of random variable X̄ and Ȳ . Because
ρX̄Ȳ ∈ [−1, 1] yields V ar(θγ=γ∗) ≤ V ar(X̄), so θγ=γ∗ is a stochastic gradient
estimate of variance reduction. In addition, as iteration number k increases
and ρX̄Ȳ increases, then V ar(θγ=γ∗) decreases. In particular, if ωk is near the
optimal value ω∗, ρX̄Ȳ → 1, V ar(θγ=γ∗) → 0. In a word, iterating around
the optimal value, θγ=γ∗ is less affected by variance. Furthermore, due to
V ar(θγ=γ∗) ≤ V ar(θγ=1), we see easily that θγ=γ∗ is the better stochastic
gradient estimate than θγ=1 in SAGA/SVRG.

In order to calculate γ∗, we need to estimate Cov(X̄, Ȳ ) and V ar(Ȳ ) with
known sample data. We mainly use the basic statistic theory about survey
sampling to estimate them. We assume that mini-batch sample Sk is sampled
with replacement and each mini-batch sample is of size |S|. it is easy to obtain
that

Cov(X̄, Ȳ ) = Cov(
1

|S|

∑

j∈Sk

Xj ,
1

|S|

∑

j∈Sk

Yj)

=
1

|S|2
Cov(

∑

j∈Sk

Xj ,
∑

j∈Sk

Yj)

=
1

|S|2

∑

j∈Sk

Cov(Xj , Yj)

≈
1

|S|
sXY

(9)

V ar(Ȳ ) = V ar(
1

|S|

∑

j∈Sk

Yj)

=
1

|S|2
V ar(

∑

j∈Sk

Yj)

=
1

|S|2

∑

j∈Sk

V ar(Yj)

≈
1

|S|
s2Y

(10)

(9) and (10) show the process of Cov(X̄, Ȳ ) and V ar(Ȳ ) estimated. Inside,
the variance and covariance calculations are the elementwise operation. The
estimation process of Cov(X̄, Ȳ ) is described as follows: the first equality
use the definition of X̄ and Ȳ .Then by using the properties of covariance,
it yields the second equality. Xi and Xj (i 6= j) are independent that yield
Cov(Xi, Xj) = 0, so the third equality hold. Finally,in fourth equality the
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covariance Cov(Xj , Yj) is estimated by the sample covariance sXY approxi-
matively. Similarly, V ar(Ȳ ) is estimated by the sample variance sXY . Note
that sXY and s2Y is defined as (11).

sXY =
1

|S| − 1

∑

j∈Sk

(Xj − X̄)(Yj − Ȳ )

s2Y =
1

|S| − 1

∑

j∈Sk

(Yj − Ȳ )2
(11)

To sum up, γ∗ can be estimated by ratio of sXY and s2Y

γ∗ =
Cov(X̄, Ȳ )

V ar(Ȳ )
≈

sXY

s2Y
(12)

Based on the above analysis, the new stochastic gradient estimate θγ=γ∗ with
unbiasedness and minimal variance is as follows:

gk = ∇fSk
(ωk)− γ∗(∇fSk

(φk)−
1

n

n
∑

i=1

∇fi(φ
k
i ))

where γ∗ ≈
sXY

s2Y

(13)

The new estimate can generate many algorithms based on φk which can be flex-
ibly designed. The stronger the correlation between ∇fSk

(ωk) and ∇fSk
(φk),

the better the effect of the new stochastic gradient estimate.

Compared with γ = 1, vector γ = γ∗ can be adjusted by each component
of gradient and information of every iterations. Therefore, the new stochastic
gradient estimate has adaptive parameter.

3 Algorithm

Appling the new stochastic gradient estimate to SCGA and CGVR, we propose
the improvement algorithms of SCGA and CGVR. In this section, we describe
the details of two new algorithms.
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3.1 SCGA with the minimal variance stochastic gradient estimate

The main framework of Algorithm1 is as follows:

Algorithm 1: SCGA with the minimal variance stochastic gradient
estimate

1 Initialization: Given ω0 ∈ Rd, compute the full gradient matix at
initial iterate ω0 and store it:

2 for i = 1, 2...n do
3 Compute ∇fi(ω0)
4 Store ∇f(ω[0])← ∇fi(ω0)

5 µ0 = 1
n

∑n
i=1∇fi(ω[0])

6 Set the initial stochastic gradient g0 = µ0.
7 Set the initial direction d0 = −g0
8 Iteration:
9 for k = 1, 2... do

10 Compute the stepsize αk−1 satisfying (14) and (15)
11 Update ωk = ωk−1 + αk−1dk−1

12 Randomly sample a mini-batch sample Sk

13 for j : Sk do
14 Compute ∇fj(ωk) and store it into matrix ∇f[Sk](ωk)
15 Select ∇fj(ω[k−1]) in ∇f(ω[k−1]) and store it into matrix

∇f[Sk](ω[k−1])

16 for r = 1, 2...d do

17 Using (11), compute the sample covariance of ∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ωk) and

∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ω[k−1]), the sample variance of ∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ω[k−1])

18 Using (13) Compute γ∗(r)

19 Compute

∇fSk
(ωk) =

1
|S|

∑

j∈Sk
∇fj(ωk), µSk

= 1
|S|

∑

j∈Sk
∇fj(ω[k−1])

20 Compute gk = ∇fSk
(ωk)− γ∗(µSk

− µk−1)

21 Compute βk = βPRP−FR
k , βPRP−FR

k using (16)
22 Update dk = −gk + βkdk−1

23 Update ∇f(ω[k]) using (18)

24 Update µk = 1
n

∑n
j=1∇fj(ω[k])

Algorithm1 is mainly divided into two parts: initialization and iteration.
In initialization, we compute gradient ∇fi(ω[0]) of each samples i at the initial
iteration point ω0 and store in the matrix

∇f(ω[0]) = (∇f1(ω[0]),∇f2(ω[0]), ...,∇fn(ω[0]))

Then, we compute the full gradient µ0 at ω0, set initial stochastic gradient
g0 = µ0 and initial direction d0 = −g0 to compute the first iteration point ω1.
In iteration, the step size αk−1 satisfies the following strong Wolfe conditions:

fSk
(ωk + αkdk) ≤ fSk

(ωk) + σ1αkg
T
k dk (14)
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|gTk+1dk| ≤ −σ2g
T
k dk (15)

where 0 < σ1 < σ2 < 1. Then, it is easy to obtain the next iteration point
ωk = ωk−1 + αk−1dk−1. Next, we determine the next search direction. The
search direction dk is updated by dk = −gk + βkdk−1. For the choice of βk ,
our algorithm uses βPRP−FR

k [16] which performs better than other hyhid con-

jugate gradient algorithms[21] such as βTAS
k [15] and βGN

k [17]. βPRP−FR
k [16].

It combines the properties of βPRP and βFR in order to be convergent rapidly.
And the upperbound of |βPRP−FR

k | is βFR
k so that the proof of convergence

in section 4 holds. βPRP−FR
k is implemented as

βPRP−FR
k = max{0,min{βPRP , βFR}} (16)

where

βPRP
k =

gTk (gk − gk−1)

‖gk−1‖2
, βFR

k =
‖gk‖

2

‖gk−1‖2
(17)

For the computation of stochastic gradient, our algorithm use the new stochas-
tic gradient estimate which is proposed in Section 2. In the end of each itera-
tion, we update the gradient matrix with that

∇f(ω[k]) =

{

∇fj(ωk), ∀j ∈ Sk

∇fj(ω[k−1]), ∀j /∈ Sk
(18)

and compute the full gradient µk at k-th iteration.
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3.2 CGVR with the minimal variance stochastic gradient estimate

The main framework of Algorithm2 is as follows:

Algorithm 2: CGVR with the minimal variance stochastic gradient
estimate

1 Initialization: Given x0 ∈ Rd, compute h0 = 1
n

∑n
i=1∇fi(x0):

2 Iteration:
3 for l = 1, 2...T do
4 µl−1 = 1

n

∑n
i=1∇fi(xl−1)

5 Update ω0 = xl−1, g0 = hl−1, d0 = −g0
6 for k = 1, 2...m do
7 Compute the stepsize αk−1 satisfying (14) and (15)
8 Update ωk = ωk−1 + αkdk−1

9 Randomly sampling a mini-batch sample Sk

10 for j : Sk do
11 Compute ∇fj(ωk),∇fj(ω0)
12 Store ∇f[Sk](ωk)← ∇fj(ωk),∇f[Sk](ω0)← ∇fj(ω0)

13 for r = 1, 2...d do

14 Using (11), compute the sample covariance ∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ωk) and

∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ω0), the sample variance of ∇f
(r)
[Sk]

(ω0)

15 Compute γ∗(r) using (13)

16 Compute ∇fSk
(ωk),∇fSk

(ω0)
17 Compute gk = ∇fSk

(ωk)− γ∗(∇fSk
(ω0)− µl−1)

18 Compute βk = βPRP−FR
k , βPRP−FR

k using (16)
19 Update dk = −gk + βkdk−1

20 Update hl = gm
21 Option I:xl = ωm

22 Option II:xl = ωk for randomly chosen k ∈ {1, 2...,m}

The iteration of Algorithm2 is composed of inner loop and outer loop. The
outer loop periodically updates the full gradient of iteration point xl−1. In
the inner loop iteration, according to the iteration direction dk−1 of the pre-
vious step, we firstly get the new step size αk with the inexact line search
satisfying the strong Wolfe condition (14)(15). Second, we use stochastic con-
jugate gradient algorithm to determine the direction dk of the next iteration.
Inside, Algorithm2 uses the new the stochastic gradient estimate, whereas
CGVR uses the same stochastic gradient as SAGA. This is the main differ-
ence between Algorithm2 and CGVR. Due to the excellent characteristics of
the new stochastic gradient estimate in variance reduction, Algorithm2 is a
better stochastic conjugate gradient algorithm than CGVR.

Compared with Algorithm1,Algorithm2 has mainly the following differ-
ences. First, Algorithm2 needs to calculate full gradient for each outer loop,
but does not need to store the gradient of each sample (see line 4 of the Algo-
rithm2). Algorithm1 does not need to calculate the full gradient, but needs to
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use a large matrix to store the latest gradient of each sample (see line 2-4 of
Algorithm1). So Algorithm2 has the characteristics of large computation and
small storage, while Algorithm1 has the characteristics of low computation
and large storage. Second, in the stochastic gradient estimate step of Algo-
rithm2, the checkpoint is the initial point w0 of the inner loop (see line 17 of
Algorithm2), Algorithm1 use virtual checkpoint ω[k−1] in stochastic gradient
estimate(see line 20 of Algorithm1). Other details of Algorithm2 are similar
to Algorithm1, so we don’t repeat them.

4 Convergence

Assumption 1(µ -strong convexity and L -smoothness) fi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n is
strongly convex and has Lipschitz continuous gradients, i.e.,

µI ≺ ∇2fi(w) ≺ LI (19)

For ω ∈ Rd, µ is strong convexity constant and L is Lipschitz constant.
Assumption 2 (lower and upper bounds of step size) Every step size
αk in Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 satisfies α1 ≤ αk ≤ α2

Assumption 3 (upper bound of scalar βk ) There exists constant β such
that

βk ≤
‖gk‖

2

‖gk−1‖2
≤ β (20)

Lemma 1 Under Assumption1, we have

2µ(f(ω)− f(ω∗)) ≤ ‖∇f(w)‖2 ≤ 2L(f(ω)− f(ω∗)) (21)

Where ω ∈ Rd, ω∗ is the unique minimizer

Lemma 2 Consider that Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 (CG) algorithm, where
step size αk satisfies strong Wolfe condition with 0 < σ2 < 1

2 and βk satisfies
|βk| ≤ βFR

k , then it generates descent directions dk satisfying

−
1

1− σ2
≤
〈gk, dk〉

‖gk‖2
≤

2σ2 − 1

1− σ2
(22)

The proof of Lemma 2 is can be found in [17, lemma 3.1]. This lemma can

give the lower and upper bound 〈gk,dk〉
‖gk‖2 , if the parameter βk is appropriately

bounded in magnitude and αk satisfies strong Wolfe conditions (14)(15). This
conclusion is very important for the following proof of convergence. The fol-
lowing Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 show respectively the linear convergence of
Algorithm1 and Algorithm2.
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Theorem 1 Let Assumption 1,2,3 hold. If the bound of the step-size in Algo-
rithm1 satisfies:

0 < α1 <
1− β

2Lσ1
(23)

Then we have: ∀k > 0

E(f(ωk))− f(ω∗) ≤ Cξk(E(f(ω0))− f(ω∗)) (24)

where ξ = (1−σ1)(1−β)+2Lασ1σ2(1−βm)
2µσ1m(1−σ2)(1−β) < 1, ω∗ is the unique minimizer of f

Proof It follows from strong Wolfe conditions (14) that

fSk
(ωk+1)− fSk

(ωk) ≤ σ1αkg
T
k dk (25)

Taking expectation on both sides of (25), we get

E(f(ωk+1))− f(ωk) ≤ σ1E(αkg
T
k dk) (26)

Then the definition of dk is used in (26), we have

E(f(ωk+1))− f(ωk) ≤ −σ1E(αk‖gk‖
2) + σ1E(αkβkg

T
k dk−1) (27)

Next, we apply Assumption 2 and strong Wolfe conditions (20) to get

E(f(ωk+1))− f(ωk) ≤ −σ1α1E(‖gk‖
2) + σ1σ2E(αkβkg

T
k−1dk−1) (28)

By Assumption 2, 3 and Lemma 2, we have that

E(f(ωk+1))− f(ωk) ≤ −σ1α1‖E(gk)‖
2 +

α2σ1σ2β

1− σ2
E(‖gk−1‖

2) (29)

Note that gk is an unbiased estimate of the full gradient ∇f(ωk) ,i.e.

E(gk) = ∇f(ωk) (30)

Then by (30) and Lemma1, we have that

‖E(gk)‖
2 = ‖∇f(ωk)‖

2 ≥ 2µ(f(ωk)− f(ω∗)) (31)

On the other hand, Assumption 3 imples that

E(‖gk‖
2) ≤ βE(‖gk−1‖

2) (32)

Then we unfold gk−1 in (32) until reaching g0 and use (30), Lemma 1, i.e.

E(‖gk−1‖
2) ≤ βk−1E(‖g0‖

2)

≤ βk−1‖E(g0)‖
2

≤ βk−1‖∇f(ω0)‖
2

≤ 2βk−1L(f(ω0)− f(ω∗))

(33)
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Now using (31) and (33) in (29) we obtain that

E(f(ωk+1))−f(ωk) ≤ −2µσ1α1(f(ωk)−f(ω
∗))+

2Lα2σ1σ2β
k

1− σ2
(f(ω0)−f(ω

∗))

(34)
Taking expectation on the both sides of (34) and rearranging, we obtain that

E(f(ωk+1))−f(ω
∗) ≤ (1−2µσ1α1)(E(f(ωk))−f(ω

∗))+
2Lα2σ1σ2β

k

1− σ2
(E(f(ω0))−f(ω

∗))

(35)
For the convenience of discussion, we define

∆k+1 = E(f(ωk+1))− f(ω∗), ξ = 1− 2µσ1α1, ζ =
2Lα2σ1σ2

1− σ2
(36)

We rewrite (35) as (37),

∆k+1 = ξ∆k + ζ∆0β
k (37)

Then we unfold ∆k in (37) until reaching ∆0,i.e.

∆k+1 = ξk+1∆0 +∆0ζ
k

∑

i=0

βiξk−i

≤ ξk+1∆0(1 + ζ
1− (β

ξ
)k+1

ξ − β
)

≤ ξk+1∆0(1 +
ζ

ξ − β
)

(38)

In the end, according to (38) and the definition of ∆k in (36) , we have

E(f(ωk+1))− f(ω∗) ≤ (1 +
ζ

ξ − β
)ξk+1(E(f(ω0))− f(ω∗)) (39)

let 0 ≤ α1 ≤
1−β
2µσ1

,then it follows that β ≤ ξ ≤ 1. Hence, the Algorithm1 has
the linear convergence rate.

Theorem 2 Let Assumption 1,2,3 hold. If number of outer loop iterations in
Algorithm2 satisfies:

m >
(1 − σ1) + 2Lα2σ1σ2β

2µσ1α1(1− σ2)

We have: ∀l > 0

E(f(xl))− f(ω∗) ≤ ξl(E(f(x0))− f(ω∗)) (40)

where

ξ =
(1− σ1)(1− β) + 2Lασ1σ2(1− βm)

2µσ1m(1 − σ2)(1 − β)
< 1

and ω∗ is the unique minimizer of f
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Proof The first half of the proof is the same as that of Theorem 1, so we’ll
skip this part.
Taking expectation on the both sides of (34), summing over k = 0, 1...m− 1,
we know

E(f(ωm)− f(ω0)) ≤− 2µσ1α1

m
∑

i=1

E(f(ωi)− f(ω∗))

+
2Lα2σ1σ2

1− σ2
E(f(ω0)− f(ω∗))

m
∑

i=1

βi

=− 2µσ1α1mE(f(xl+1)− f(ω∗))

+
2Lα2σ1σ2β

1− σ2
E(f(ω0)− f(ω∗))

1 − βm

1− β

(41)

Rearranging (41) and using f(ω∗) ≤ E(f(ωm)) and f(xl) = f(ω0) we obtains

0 ≤E(f(ω0)− f(ωm))− 2µσ1α1mE(f(xl+1)− f(ω∗))

+
2Lα2σ1σ2β(1 − βm)

(1 − σ2)(1 − β)
E(f(ω0)− f(ω∗))

≤E(f(xl)− f(ω∗))− 2µσ1α1mE(f(xl+1)− f(ω∗))

+
2Lα2σ1σ2β(1 − βm)

(1 − σ2)(1 − β)
E(f(xl)− f(ω∗))

(42)

Then, we have that

E(f(xl+1)− f(ω∗)) ≤ ξE(f(xl)− f(ω∗))

where ξ =
(1− σ2)(1− β) + 2Lα2σ1σ2β(1 − βm)

2µσ1α1m(1− σ2)(1− β)
(43)

Let ξ ≤ 1; it follows that

m >
(1− σ1)(1 − β) + 2Lα2σ1σ2β(1− βm)

2µσ1α1(1− σ2)(1 − β)
>

(1− σ1) + 2Lα2σ1σ2β

2µσ1α1(1 − σ2)
(44)

Hence, when m is large enough, the Algorithm2 has the linear convergence
rate.

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we use the twelve data sets and the ridge regression model
to reveal promising performance of the proposed stochastic gradient estimate
and two improved algorithms. The summary of data sets is shown in table 1.
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Table 1 Summary of data sets used in numerical experiments

dataset d n type

A9a 123 32561 binary classification
Ijcnn1 22 49990 binary classification
Protein 74 145751 binary classification
Quantum 78 50000 binary classification
W8a 300 49749 binary classification
Covtype 54 581012 binary classification
YearPredictionMSD 90 463715 regression
Pyrim 27 74 regression
Bodyfat 24 252 regression
Triazines 60 180 regression
Eunite2001 16 336 regression
Cpusmall 12 8192 regression

Protein, Quantum can be found in the KDD Cup 2004 website1, and other
datasets are available in LIBSVM2. In A9a and W8a data sets, all feature
vectors are 0-1 variables, so we do not normalize them. All feature vectors of
the remaining data sets are scale into the range of [-1,1] by the max-min scaler.

The ridge regression model are presented as follows:

min
ω

1

n

n
∑

i=1

(yi − xiω)
2 + λ‖ω‖2 (45)

where xi ∈ Rd is denoted the feature vector of the i-th data sample, yi ∈ R is
denoted the actual value of the i-th data sample, and λ is the regularization
parameter.

5.1 Variance Comparison of Stochastic Gradient Estimate

In this subsection, we designed the experiments to demonstrate the efficiency
of the new stochastic gradient estimate. Here are the steps. Firstly, we use
the conjugate gradient method to find the minimum of the ridge regression
model on the Ijcnn1 dataset. The initial point ω0 and first 100 iteration points
ωk, k = 1, 2..., 100 are stored. Secondly, randomly sample 100 mini-batch sam-
ples on Ijcnn1, denoted by Sl, l = 1, 2...100. Thirdly, the full gradient at w101

is estimated approximately by (46) at γ = 1 and γ = γ∗, respectively. Finally,
variance comparison of gkSl

(γ = γ∗) and gkSl
(γ = 1) are shown in Figure 1 for

each k. Variance of gkSl
is denoted by (47).

1 http://osmot.cs.cornell.edu/kddcup
2 https://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/ cjlin/libsvmtools/datasets/
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Fig. 1 Variance comparison of stochastic gradient estimate: gk
Sl
(γ = γ∗) and gk

Sl
(γ = 1)(x-

axis is k, y-axis is variance of gk
Sl
)

As observed in Figure 1, the variances of gkSl
(γ = γ∗) and gkSl

(γ = 1)

decrease as k increases. In addition, the variance of gkSl
(γ = γ∗) is smaller

than gkSl
(γ = 1). This result shows that the variance reduction effect of the

new stochastic gradient estimate (γ = γ∗) is better than stochastic gradient
estimate (γ = 1).

gkSl
(γ) = ∇fSl

(w101)− γ(∇fSl
(wk)−

1

n

n
∑

i=1

∇fi(wk))

k = 0, 1, 2...100, l = 1, 2...100

(46)

V ar(gkSl
(γ)) =

1

100

100
∑

l=1

(gkSl
(γ)−

1

100

100
∑

l=1

gkSl
(γ))2, k = 0, 1, 2...100 (47)

5.2 Experimental Result of Algorithm1 and Algorithm2

Figure 2 and Figure 3 plot the performance profile of SCGA, Algorithm1,
CGVR and Algorithm2 on data sets of binary classification and regression.
Two figures show that the Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 can converge faster
than SCGA and CGVR.

Finally, Table 2 shows runtimes of the above experiments through 100 it-
erations. Note that runtime of Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 have no significant
difference in runtime, compare to SCGA and CGVR.
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Fig. 2 performance profiles of SCGA,CGVR,Algorithm1,Algorithm2 on the six data sets
of binary classification (x-axis is times of iteration, y-axis is loss value in terms of log10)

0 20 40 60 80 100
2

3

4

5

6

7
YearPredictionMSD

0 20 40 60 80 100
-2

-1

0

1

2

lo
ss

 v
al

ue

Pyrim

0 20 40 60 80 100
-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

lo
ss

 v
al

ue

Bodyfat

0 20 40 60 80 100
-2

-1

0

1

2

3

lo
ss

 v
al

ue
 in

 lo
g1

0

Triazines

0 20 40 60 80 100
3

3.5

4

4.5

5

5.5

6

lo
ss

 v
al

ue
 in

 lo
g1

0

Eunite2001

SCGA CGVR SCGA_mv CGVR_mv

0 20 40 60 80 100
iteration

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

lo
ss

 v
al

ue
 in

 lo
g1

0

Cpusmall

Fig. 3 performance profiles of SCGA,CGVR,Algorithm1,Algorithm2 on the six data sets
of regression (x-axis is times of iteration, y-axis is loss value in terms of log10)

Table 2 Runtime in 100 iterations

Dataset SCGA Algorithm1 CGVR Algorithm2

A9a 4.53 4.60 3.92 4.26
Ijcnn1 5.86 5.75 5.13 5.09
Protein 16.12 15.89 14.54 14.59
Quantum 6.06 6.01 5.42 5.56
W8a 7.94 8.3 6.12 6.54 0
Covtype 61.53 62.47 54.48 55.50
YearPredictionMSD 49.85 50.71 44.90 46.34
Pyrim 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.14
Bodyfat 0.15 0.1 0.15 0.15 5
Triazines 0.14 0.21 0.15 0.23
Eunite2001 0.16 0.18 0.18 0.22
Cpusmall 1.20 1.19 1.02 1.05
Total 136.13 139.67 153.65 155.60



16 Feifei Gao, Caixia Kou

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a new variance reduction stochastic gradient esti-
mate. It is a more desirable estimate than estimate in SCGA and CGVR for its
unbiasedness and minimal variance. Then we apply it to SCGA and CGVR,
and propose two improved algorithms: Algorithm1 and Algorithm2. Next, the
linear convergence rate of the new algorithms is proved under strong convex-
ity and smoothness. Finally, we compare the convergence rate of the SCGA,
Algorithm1, CGVR, Algorithm2 in numerical experiments. The results show
that Algorithm1 and Algorithm2 have significant advantages in convergence
rate than SCGA and CGVR. Besides, their runtime is not obvious difference.
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