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Abstract

The nonconvex and nonsmooth finite-sum optimization problem with linear constraint has attracted
much attention in the fields of artificial intelligence, computer, and mathematics, due to its wide appli-
cations in machine learning and the lack of efficient algorithms with convincing convergence theories.
A popular approach to solve it is the stochastic Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM),
but most stochastic ADMM-type methods focus on convex models. In addition, the variance reduction
(VR) and acceleration techniques are useful tools in the development of stochastic methods due to
their simplicity and practicability in providing acceleration characteristics of various machine learning
models. However, it remains unclear whether accelerated SVRG-ADMM algorithm (ASVRG-ADMM),
which extends SVRG-ADMM by incorporating momentum techniques, exhibits a comparable acceleration
characteristic or convergence rate in the nonconvex setting. To fill this gap, we consider a general
nonconvex nonsmooth optimization problem and study the convergence of ASVRG-ADMM. By utilizing
a well-defined potential energy function, we establish its sublinear convergence rate O(1/T), where T
denotes the iteration number. Furthermore, under the additional Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) property
which is less stringent than the frequently used conditions for showcasing linear convergence rates, such
as strong convexity, we show that the ASVRG-ADMM sequence almost surely has a finite length and
converges to a stationary solution with a linear convergence rate. Several experiments on solving the
graph-guided fused lasso problem and regularized logistic regression problem validate that the proposed
ASVRG-ADMM performs better than the state-of-the-art methods.

Keywords— Nonconvex and nonsmooth optimization, acceleration techinque, stochastic ADMM, con-
vergence.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, machine learning has been studied and applied extensively in system identification

[1], and automatic control [2]. In this paper, we consider a class of the nonconvex nonsmooth finite-sum
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optimization problems with a linear constraint in machine learning, as follows:

min  f(x) 4+ ¢(y), s.t. Ax + By =c, (1)
x€R41,y€R42

where f(x) consists of the summation of n components, i.e., f(x) := = > | fi(x) and f; : RD — R is
assumed smooth, but can be nonconvex; g(y) is convex but possibly nonsmooth; the constraint is used
for encoding the structure pattern of model parameters, where A € R¥>*% B ¢ R¥% ¢ ¢ R? To
motivate our work, we first briefly discuss one common setting related to problem (1).

Let us consider a binary classification task. Specifically, given a set of training samples (a;, b;),
i =1,...,n, where qa; is the input data and its corresponding label is b; € {1, —1}. Then we use the

famous graph-guided fused Lasso model [3] to learn the parameter, which can be represented as

1
m;nﬁ ;fz(x) + )‘1HAX||1’ (2)

1

Trop(baT=)’ which is a nonconvex function.

where the sigmoid loss function f; is as defined by f;(x) =
A is a given matrix decoded the sparsity pattern of the graph, which is obtained by sparse inverse
covariance matrix estimation [4]. In order to solve (2), we can introduce an additional primal variable

y, and reformulate the problem (2) as a special case of (1)

min f(x) + g(y) st. Ax—y =0,

x?y

where f(x) =237 | fi(x) and g(y) = M |y|]:.

The problem (1) also attracts attention and arises in many other fields such as statistical learning
[5], computer vision [6] and 3D CT image reconstruction [7]. In the following text, we focus on the
composite finite-sum equality-constrained optimization problem (1) and check the efficiency of this paper

from both algorithmic and theoretical perspectives.

A. Related work
One of the popular methods to solve the general optimization (1) is ADMM algorithm [8]-[10].
Specifically, at the ¢-th iteration, the typical sequential update steps are
Yi+1 = arg nr;in Ly (Xt, ¥, At),
Xi+1 = argmin Ly (X, Y141, At) )
At+1 = At — p(AX¢t41 + Byt — ©)

where A\ is the dual variable and

Ly(x,y,2) =f(x) + 9(y) = (A, Ax+ By —¢) + £ || Ax + By — | )



is an augmented Lagrangian (AL) function and p > 0 is a penalty parameter. Many ADMM-type algo-
rithms, such as proximal ADMM [9], [11], [12], inexact ADMM [8], [13], linearized/relaxed ADMM
[14], [15], and consensus ADMM [16], [17] have been proposed to solve the subproblem in (3) efficiently.
Recently, a proximal AL method with an exponential averaging scheme was proposed by [18] to handle
nonconvex optimizations.

Large-scale optimization problems (1) typically involve a large sum of n component functions,
making it infeasible for deterministic ADMMs to compute the full gradient on all training samples at each
iteration. Stochastic gradient descent (SGD) has a much lower per-iteration complexity than deterministic
methods by utilizing only one sample’s gradient at each iteration. Stochastic ADMM (SADMM), proposed
in [19], combines SGD and ADMM, and the update step of variable x;41 in SADMM is approximated

as follows:
T 1 2 P At 2
X1 = argmin x° Vf;, (x¢) + 5—[|x — x¢[[o + S[[Ax + Byty1 —c— — |5, 5)
x 2m; 2 p

where we selet the random variable 7; uniformly at random from [n] := {1,...,n}, n, o< 1//t is the
step-size, and ||x||2Q = xT(Qx with given positive semi-definite matrix Q.

However, when the objective function is convex, stochastic ADMMs have been proved to own the
worst-case O(1/+v/T) convergence rate, which is lower than the deterministic ADMMs with O(1/T)
convergence rate. The gap in convergence caused by the high variances of stochastic gradients can be
tackled by combining stochastic variance reduction gradient (SVRG) methods [20] with ADMM, resulting
in the SVRG-ADMM in [21]. Unlike SADMM, variance-reduced ADMM aims to find an unbiased
gradient estimator whose variance will vanish as the algorithm converges. This encourages the selection
of a larger step-size, such as a constant step-size 7, to improve the convergence rate. Specifically, we

compute the gradient V f (xf“) for each iteration as follows:

VI = V() = V(R + V), (6)

where i, is defined in the equation (5), and V f(x:*1) is an unbiased estimator of the gradient V f(x:*1),

e E[VS()] = f(xiH).

The Nesterov acceleration technique [22] enjoys a fast convergence rate and has been successfully
applied to train many large-scale machine learning models, including deep network models. Directly
extending the Nesterov acceleration technique to the stochastic settings may aggravate the inaccuracy
of the stochastic gradient and harm the convergence performance. [13] proposed ASVRG-ADMM, an
accelerated SVRG-ADMM method by introducing a new Katyusha momentum acceleration trick [23] into

SVRG-ADMM. Table I presents a comparison of several stochastic ADMM algorithms. All algorithms



TABLE I: Comparison of convergence rates

of some stochastic ADMM algorithms.

Algorithms Strongly convex Convex Nonconvex Momentum | KL property
SAG-ADMM [21] N N O(1)T) X X
SDCA-ADMM [20] Linear Rate N N X X
SVRG-ADMM [21] \ . O1/7T) X X
SPIDER-ADMM [26] N N O(1)T) X X
ASVRG-ADMM [13] Linear Rate O(1/T?) N v X
AS-ADMM [8] Linear Rate o1/T) N v X
ASVRG-ADMM (ours) \ \ O(1/T) & linear rate v v

in the table incorporate the VR technique, while only the last three employ momentum acceleration

techniques.

Although ASVRG-ADMM has been successful in convex problems, its behavior in nonconvex nons-
mooth problems remains largely unknown. Many important applications, such as signal/image processing
[24], computer vision [6], and video surveillance [25], involve nonconvex objective functions that are
beyond the scope of the theoretical conditions under which ASVRG-ADMM [13] has been proven to

converge. Therefore, there exists a gap in the theoretical convergence analysis between extant ASVRG-

ADMM in the convex scenario and ASVRG-ADMM in the nonconvex scenario.

To fill this gap, this paper addresses two crucial problems:

QI. Whether the ASVRG-ADMM algorithm can converge to the stationary point for the common

nonconvex nonsmooth finite-sum optimization?

Q2. If the algorithm converges, can we establish its linear convergence rate such as R-linear!

convergence?

B. Contributions

In this paper, we develop ASVRG-ADMM for the nonconvex and nonsmooth problems (1). ASVRG-
ADMM is inspired by the momentum [8], [13], [23] and the variance reduction [20], [21] technique.

1

The sequence {x}, o converges to 2™ R-linearly if

for all n, and the sequence {yn}, oy converges to zero Q-linearly. Then one can always find a suitable sequence {yn}, oy as

Yn = cx£", such that

for all n, where 0 < £ < 1.

||513n - 517*“ < Yn,

lzn — 2" < ex£,




In addition, it has several new features. First, compared with [13], we consider the nonconvex objective
function rather than the convex function, which poses a major obstacle to establishing the convergence
of our algorithm without the sufficiently decreasing property of the AL function. Second, compared with
SVRG-ADMM in [21], our proposed algorithm employs the Katyusha momentum technique to improve
the accuracy of the stochastic gradient and facilitate faster convergence in practice. In summary, our main

contributions include four folds as follows:

(C1) We propose a novel accelerated stochastic ADMM (ASVRG-ADMM) for the nonconvex and
nonsmooth problem (1), which enjoys the advantages of both the momentum acceleration technique
[13], [23] and the variance reduction technique [20], [21].

(C2) By introducing a potential energy function related to the AL function of (1), we establish the
sublinear convergence rate O(1/T’), then we answer Q1. While ASVRG-ADMM has the same
convergence rate as SVRG-ADMM [21], theoretically, we can achieve faster decay of the potential
energy function than SVRG-ADMM by selecting the optimal momentum parameter. Furthermore,
our algorithm achieves better convergence in numerical experiments.

(C3) We establish the almost sure R-linear convergence rate of ASVRG-ADMM by utilizing the extra
KL property to answer Q2, as listed in Table I and demonstrated in Theorem 2. Answering Q2
under the nonconvex and nonsmooth setting is not a trivial task due to the inclusion of both the
momentum term and variance reduction technique. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
almost sure linear convergence result for the accelerated stochastic ADMM algorithm with variance

reduction technique.

Various numerical experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of our ASVRG-ADMM, as it exhibits
both lower variance and faster convergence compared to several advanced stochastic ADMM-type methods
[19], [21].

Synopsis: The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the notations and
mild assumptions. We present the framework of ASVRG-ADMM in Section III. We study its convergence
and extends the theoretical analysis of the almost sure linear convergence rate under the extra KL. property
in Section IV. Section V presents some numerical results to demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency
of the method. Finally, we conclude the paper with discussions.

Notation: The symbol || - || denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector (or the spectral norm of a
matrix), and || - |1 is the ¢; -norm, i.e., ||x[1 = >, [|lzi||. We use R, R%, and R¥? to denote the sets of
real numbers, d dimensional real column vectors, and d x d; real matrices, respectively. Let (£, F, P)

be the probability space, x : 2 — R? be a random variable, E[x] denote the expectation, E[x | F7]



denote the conditional expectation of x given sub-o-algebra 7, and employ the abbreviations “a.s.” for
“almost surely”. Let I denote the identity matrix and O denote the zero matrix. We denote by V f(x)
the gradient of f(x) if it is differentiable, or Of any of the subgradients of the function f(.). Let o1,

and o2  be the smallest and largest eigenvalues of matrix AAT, respectively; and let ¢nmin and Pmax

max

denote the smallest and largest eigenvalues of positive matrix (), respectively. For a nonempty closed set

C,dist(x,C) = infyec ||x — y|| denotes the distance from x to set C.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Basic Assumptions and Definitions

Before establishing the convergence analysis, we clarify the following proper assumptions.

Assumption 1 For Vi € {1,2,--- ,n}, each function f; possesses a Lipschitz continuous gradient with

the constant L; > 0, that is
IV fi(x1) — Vfi(x2)|| < L||x1 — xal|, Vx1,x2 € R",

where L = max; L;.
Assumption 2 f(x) and g(y) are lower bounded.
Assumption 3 (feasibility) (Im(B) U c) C Im(A), where Im(-) returns the image of a matrix.

Assumption 4 (Lipschitz sub-minimization paths) For any fixed x, argmin,{f(x) + g(y) : By = u}
has a unique minimizer. In addition, H : Im(B) — R% defined by H(u) £ argmin {f(x) + g(y) :

By = u} is a Lipschitz continuous map.

Assumption 1 is a standard smoothness assumption. Note that Assumptions 1-2 are satisfied for the
case of f(x) = ﬁp(x), 9(y) = Aillyl|1. Assumptions 3-4 are proposed in [27], which weaken the full
column rank assumption typically imposed on matrices A and B. Moreover, Assumptions 3-4 are the
mild assumptions commonly used to ensure that the dual variable A is controlled by the primal variable,
see Lemma 1.

Next, we introduce the critical point and KL property used in this paper.



Definition 1 The point (X*,Y*) is denoted as the feasible solution set of the problem (1). When there
exist a optimal point (x*,y*) and a dual variable X* for the problem (4), the KKT conditions are satisfied
as follows:

ATX* =V f (x%),

BTX* € 9g(y*),

Ax* + By* —c=0.
We also say that (x*,y*, X*) satisfy the KKT conditions is exactly a critical point of the AL function,

denoted as crit L.

Definition 2 (KL property [28]) A proper lower semicontinuous function F : R™ — RU {400} is said
to possess the KL property at x* € dom OF if there exist a constant n € (0, 00|, a neighborhood U of
x* and a continuous concave function ¢ : [0,n) — R, satisfying the following requirements:
e 0(0) =0, p€C(0,n)), and V(s) > 0 for all s € (0,n);
e forall x e UN[F(x*) < F < F(x*) + 1], the KL inequality holds:
Vo(F(x) — F(x"))dist(0,0F (x)) > 1. @)

2

b}

Ax—Db

Many effective functions satisfy the KL property, including but not limited to ||x||1,
log-exp, and the logistic loss function 1 (t) = log (1 + e_t). For more examples, readers can refer to
[28], [29], [30], [31], and [32](see Page 919). Therefore, the potential energy function defined in (15)

can easily satisfy the KL property.

Remark 1 When function F in Definition 2 is differentiable, then the KL property becomes the PL
property [33], which is much weaker than the strongly convex property, and widely used to show the
global convergence in the field of deep learning. However, the PL property only deals with smooth
differentiable functions. In this paper, the considered problem (1) not only has the smooth term but also

has the nonsmooth term, thus we use the KL property to show the linear convergence.

III. DEVELOPMENTS OF ASVRG-ADMM

We propose ASVRG-ADMM, which incorporates momentum and variance reduction techniques
to ensure fast convergence of the nonsmooth and nonconvex problem (1). The algorithm, presented in

Algorithm 1, consists of S epochs, each containing m iterations with m typically chosen to be O(n).



Algorithm 1: ASVRG-ADMM for solving (1)

Input: parameter m, T, S = [T//m],n,7,p,0 < < 1, and initial values of X = x¥ , y0

z0 = x% and AU .

Output: Iterate x and y chosen from {(x3 y>)}.

for s=0,1,---,5—1do

V(x5 in (6) ;

s+1

xpt = x5 yo T =y and AT = X5
VIE) = X V)
fort=0,1,--- ,m—1do
Uniformly and randomly choose a random variable i; from {1,--- ,n} , and compute

vl = argmin £, y, Ar; (8)
N e s+1
aifi = ot = VIO pAT (A g By —e - TS O
xifl = 0271 + (1 - 0)x*; (10)
X1 =X - oAzl + Byl - o); (11)
end
%s—‘rl — Xs—i—l
SR
end
A. Update of Primal Variable y
The first step is to update the primal variable y in (8) by solving
yfill = arg m}in Ep(fo, y, )\fH) (12)

p AS+1
= argmin g(y) + 5!\AX5“ + By —c— tTHQ-

If g(y) = Ai]|y||1, one can observe that the optimization (12) has closed form solution with

AT M

+1 +1
y;li =max <O,Axs -, g

> — max (O, —AxSt 4 P

where A; is the regularization parameter.

AT M

;)



B. Update of Auxiliary Variable z

Inspired by Katyusha [13], [23] acceleration tricks, the second step is adopting an auxiliary variable
z before updating the primal variable x. A surrogate function is first introduced to approximate the

objective function in (3) and the update rule of z is formulated as follows:

~ 0 As+1
2l = argmin (a— 2 VTG + oLl 2t + Sls + Byit - e- 2oy

where 17 > 0 is the learning rate or step-size, and v f (xf“) is the stochastic variance reduced gradient

estimator defined in (6).

In general, the direct solution of (13) can be challenging or even infeasible since it requires the
inversion of %Q + pAT A. To alleviate this computational burden, the inexact Uzawa method can be
employed to linearize the last term (13). Specifically, we can select ) = ~I — %ATA with v >

1+ %TA”Q to ensure that Q > I, which results in the simpler closed-form solution of (13) as (9).

C. Momentum Accelerated Update Rule for x

The next step is our momentum accelerated update rule for the primal variable x, as given below:
xH =025 + (1 - 0)x° =x° +0(z] 1] —%°), (14)

where 6 is a momentum parameter, and Q(Zfill — x%) is a momentum term, which uses the final output

iterate from the previous epoch (updated every m iterations in the inner loop), i.e., X*, to speed up our
algorithm. In (14), we leverage the Katyusha momentum technique [23], which uses a convex combination
of the latest ztsill and snapshot x°, whereas the Nesterov-type momentum technique uses a nonconvex
extrapolation of the two latest iterates. Compared with Nesterov momentum, Katyusha momentum ensures

that the iterates do not deviate too far from x°, which ensures accurate gradient estimation.

D. Update of Dual Variable A

The final step is to update the dual variable by

X = At — p(AziH + ByiH - o).

Note that we use auxiliary variable zfill rather than the primal variable xfill [19] in the dual update

scheme, which helps us to establish the convergence of the proposed algorithm under nonconvex setting.

Before ending the section, let’s make a few remarks about ASVRG-ADMM.

Remark 2 Compared with SVRG-ADMM [21], our ASVRG-ADMM incorporates a new acceleration

step (14) and its sublinear and linear convergence have been established under weaker Assumption 3-



4. Additionally, if we set 0 in the update step of ijrrll to 1, it results in the algorithm degenerating into
SVRG-ADMM [21], where xfill = zfill which can be evidenced by the overlapping descent curves of

ASVRG-ADMM1 (0 = 1) and SVRG-ADMM in Figure 3 (left).

IV. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

This section establishes the sublinear and linear convergence of our proposed ASVRG-ADMM for
nonconvex and nonsmooth problems. In the literature, the AL function [27] is frequently used as the
potential energy function with sufficiently decreasing property (see [27]). However, in the nonconvex
setting, our Algorithm 1 deviates from this approach. To ensure sufficient decrease and convergence,
we present the following lemmas and theorems with a practical sequence of potential energy functions

{(UH)i~ 1} _, defined as follows:
WS =L (k8 yE D) + sl — xi |+ B3l — R i, — R, (9)

where the positive sequence {(h3)7,}5_, and the parameter 85 > 0 will be decided in the following
Lemma 2.

Let {(x{)/,}2_, be a stochastic process adapted to the filtration {(F7)/™,}5_,, where F} =

s=1>
o (x},%x3,...x{), o(-) is the o-field, and we abbreviate E[- | F;] as Ej[-], see more details in [7],
[30]. Additionally, we define U* as min,; Vi. Now, we first provide an outline of the proof in this

section.

« Firstly, we propose a new potential energy function, which differs from the one in [21], and prove
the monotonicity of this function.

o Next, we leverage the monotonicity property of the potential energy function to establish the
convergence rate of the newly defined sequence in (24).

o Lastly, we leverage the KL property along with finite-length property in Lemma 3 to achieve a

almost sure linear convergence result for ASVRG-ADMM.

s+1 )‘erlHQ

Our convergence analysis will utilize a bound on the term E ||\ iy

, which is given by

Lemma 1.

Lemma 1 (Upper bound of EfHH)\fill — XiTY1?) Given Assumptions 1-3, for {(x§,y5, A5},

generated by the Algorithm I, we can have the following result

512 _ 512 ~ 5¢m y
B FUIAE = AR <2 [t = R0 2+ it = R+ S E e g — i
min min mm
2,2
+ 5<L 77 + ¢max) H s+1 s+1H2 (16)

Umzn



Proof 1 See Appendix A.

Lemma 2 For the sequence {(x§,y35, \{),}5_| generated by Algorithm I, assuming that Assumptions
1-3 hold, and the positive sequences {(h{)™,}5_, and {(T3)7, }5_, exist, we choose positive parameters

n, 0, 11, lo, I3, a1, and p such that
Iy >0, Vt € [m], Vs € [9],
then the sequence {(V3)™,}5_, is sufficiently decreasing:

By O] < O = DR — x P = (A + (U an) (BT + B)] [T — X%
A7)

Proof 2 The specific expression of the tuple (B, B2, B3, Ba, Bs, B6) and the sequences {(h$)7,}5_,,
{(T)™,}5_, are provided in Appendix B.

Remark 3 As we see, there are some crucial parameters in Lemma 2. In this remark, we further clarify
how to choose these parameters 0,1, p. One can observe that there exists a parameter I'; in the right

side of the inequality (17). If T promotes larger, then the sequence {(V§)7,}5_, decreases faster.

o Firstly, we rewritten '} defined in (S.5) as follows:

s L 1 1Y\ 5L 1
U7 =F0)+ 1)~ 5~ (54 57 ) S b+ ) (19)
where
A 2
po. (Il — (1 —0)) p+1h 1-0 A 1
— P min _ 1 - 1
F(Q) 0212 9 [ Umzzm( + 041)7 ( 9)
quin 1O¢max 1
H(n) = — + =) 20
() = o) (20)

e Secondly, in order to obtain the maximum value of I'{, then the optimal parameters 0* and n* can

be obtained

0 — 2l2(p + ll)(l + al) Omax zalpamzn(lz + 1)
2l2(p+l1)(1+a1) Omax +a1pamzn(l2+1)
A
i* o ¢m1n0'mm : (22)
N 2O¢max (7 + 2%1>

e Finally, from (21) and (22), we can see that the optimal 0* and n* become larger, the parameter p

2D

should be adjusted to smaller.



Remark 4 Now we show that there also exit a lower bound for the dual step size p. Taking the optimal
value of n* in (22) into '} in (18), we study the requirement of p with the inequality I'; > 0, which is

simplified as follows:

2 A A
. ) L . (lg—(1—106
0< minZmin o + pgmzn( 2 ( ))
2021,

W06 (A +47) 2

1 1\ 5L2 1
=4+ =) = —(h$ 1+ —).
<p + 211) U;?wjn (hi 1+ B+ a1)

Considering the setting of 0;4“-”,0 > 1, the parameter p should satisfy the following inequality

1
1
2 oA 021y 4 4004, [y — (1 — 6)] @2

< min~ min min max

8062, 621, ’

max

which indicates
8002060 [1022 + (hiyy + 1) (1+ L )]
@2 ol 021y + 4004, [la — (1 —6)] ¢2

min~ min min max

p >

(23)

Based on the above important descending Lemma 2, we next analyze the convergence and iteration

complexity of the ASVRG-ADMM with the aid of a simple notation:
S .__ s >s—112 s >s—1112 s s112 s s 2
R} =E|xi —x" || + E[[xj_; — x| +E||Xt+1 = x|+ Ellxi — x4 (24)

We also denote

(t,8) = argmin Ry.
1<t<m, 1<s<S

Theorem 1 Assuming that Assumptions 1-3 hold, let {(x$,y3, A;)™}5_, be the sequence generated by

Algorithm 1, using the identical notations as in Lemma 2. For T = min {'y, w} > 0, where v = ngin Iy
)8

5L2

and w = ik’

the following can be derived:

5 1
g 1 S < — 1 — *
Rf = min R} < —E(V] - 0"), (25)

where U* denotes a lower bound of the sequence {(¥3)™ }5_,.

Proof 3 See Appendix C.

Theorem 1 shows that Algorithm 1 converges with the worst-case O(1/7T") convergence rate, where

T =mS.

Lemma 3 (The Finite Length Property) Let the sequence {w; = (x¢,y¢, A\¢)} be generated by Algo-
rithm 1 under Assumptions 1-4 and VU, has the KL property at the stationary point (x*,y*, X*) with KL



exponent [i € [0;1) (see the Definition 2). Suppose that f and g are semi-algebraic functions satisfying

the KL inequality, then {w.} has a finite length, that is,

400

Z HWH_l — Wt” < 400  a.s.
t=0

Moreover, {w;} converges a.s. to a critical point of L,(-) .

Proof 4 See Appendix F.

Now, combined with the KL property defined in Definition 2 (see [28]), we can obtain the linear
convergence rate of ASVRG-ADMM.

Theorem 2 (Linear Convergence) For notational simplicity, we also omit the upper script s. The se-
quence {w; = (X4, ¥, \t)} is generated by Algorithm 1, and it converges to {w* = (x*,y*, \*)}. Addi-
tionally, we define ¢(s) = és'=F i €10,1),& > 0. Assume that U, defined in (15) has the KL property
at the stationary point (X*,y*, X*) with an exponent [i. Then, we draw the following estimations under
Assumptions [-4:

i) If L =0, then the sequence {w; = (Xt,yt, A¢)} converges a.s. in a finite number of steps.

i) If i € (0, %}, then there exists ¢ > 0 and &3 € [0, 1), such that
H(Xt7th )‘t) - (X*7y*7 )‘*)H < éfg a.s.
iii) If o € (%, 1), then there exists ¢ > 0, such that

(e, yi, Ar) — (X5, y*, A%)|| < @A=D/Ca=h g

Proof 5 We also give a sketch of the proof and refer to Appendix G for more details. This proof is
structured by two main steps which contain:
o First, we define a new sequence and prove it converges a.s. to zero Q-linearly.
e Second, we conclude that the sequence {w; = (X¢,y¢, A\¢)} is bounded by the newly defined sequence
which converges a.s. Q-linearly, thus the sequence {w; = (X¢,yt, A¢)} converges a.s. to (x*,y*, X\*)

R-linearly.

Remark 5 We prove in Theorem 2 that our ASVRG-ADMM almost surely achieves R-linear convergence
at the rate of &3 for nonconvex nonsmooth optimization, in accordance with the definition of R-linear
convergence presented in Section 1. We construct a potential energy function Ui in (15) that satisfies
the KL property to ensure convergence when i € (0,1/2]. This is the first demonstration of linear

convergence for a stochastic ADMM incorporating momentum and variance reduction techniques.
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Fig. 1: Comparison of the SADMM, SVRG-ADMM, and ASVRG-ADMM algorithms for the nonconvex

quadratic problem in the synthetic setting. The objective values (left) and variances of gradient (right).

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we examine the numerical performance of the proposed ASVRG-ADMM algorithm
and present comparison results with the existing methods. We conducted several different real dataset
experiments to validate our theoretical results and show the high efficiency of the implementation of
our proposed ASVRG-ADMM algorithmic framework. We compare ASVRG-ADMM with the following
state-of-the-art methods for nonconvex problems: SADMM in [19], SVRG-ADMM in [21], and SAG-
ADMM in [21]. In the following, all algorithms were implemented in MATLAB, and the experiments
were performed on a PC with an Intel i7-12700F CPU and 16GB memory.

A. Synthetic Data For the Nonconvex Quadratic Problem

Our setup for the synthetic nonconvex quadratic problem is as follows. We first generate the
symmetric matrix A; from the standard d; x di Gaussian distribution. Next, the matrix A = [ or
A = [G; 1], where G is obtained from a sparse inverse covariance estimation given in [3]. Then we solve

the following nonconvex quadratic problem:

1 = xTA;x
S EAX L Myl sty = Ax,
n 2

where \; = 10~* is a positive regularization parameter. Finally, all experimental results are averaged
over 300 Monte Carlo experiments.

From Fig.1, we can see the training loss (i.e., the training objective value minus the best value) and
the variance of SADMM [19], SVRG-ADMM [21], and ASVRG-ADMM for the nonconvex quadratic

problem. All the experimental results show that our ASVRG-ADMM method with smaller variance



converges consistently much faster than both SADMM and SVRG-ADMM, which empirically verifies

our theoretical results of the effectiveness of the momentum technique resulting in faster convergence.

B. Graph-Guided Fused Lasso
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Fig. 2: Comparison of different stochastic ADMM methods for graph-guided fused lasso problems on

the two data sets: ijcnnl (left) and w8a (right).

We first evaluate the proposed method for solving the graph-guided fused Lasso problem (2). We set
n=2 p=6, A\ =107 and Q = I, similar to [21]. Two cases are taken into account in Algorithm 1,
particularly: a time-varying stepsize parameter 1; = 21/t + 2 for the SADMM; a fixed parameter 7 = 2
for the SADMM-F. The parameter m = n has been set for the SVRG-ADMM algorithm. At last, the
result of all experiments is averaged over 30 Monte Carlos experiments.

We use real datasets ijennl, a9a, and w8a downloaded from LIBSVM to test our proposed method.
The training error of all the methods is shown in Fig.2. The results indicate that compared to algorithms
without variance reduction techniques, e.g., SADMM and SADMM-F, the variance reduced stochastic
ADMM algorithms (including both SVRG-ADMM and ASVRG-ADMM) converge substantially more
quickly. Notably, in terms of the experimental convergence performance, ASVRG-ADMM consistently
outperforms all comparison algorithms under all datasets, which is consistent with our theoretical analysis.

We compare various values of momentum 6 in Figure 3, namely the larger value 6 = 0.9 (ASVRG-
ADMM?2), the smaller but empirically superior value § = 0.19 (ASVRG-ADMM3), and the Nesterov-type
momentum parameter [13], [22] (ASVRG-ADMM-Nes). The results indicate that smaller values of ¢ lead
to improved experimental outcomes while employing the Nesterov-type decaying momentum parameter

results in optimal performance. Furthermore, we conduct additional comparisons using different values
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Fig. 3: Comparison of ASVRG-ADMM algorithm for different 6 (left) and p (right) on Graph-Guided

Fused Lasso using synthetic data.

of p as shown in Figure 3. The value of p = 60 in ASVRG-ADMMI1 exceeded the experimentally
optimal value of p = 6 in ASVRG-ADMM2. To satisfy the lower bound inequality (23), an adaptive
approach known as ASVRG-ADMM-Adap [34] can be employed. This approach gradually increases p
by setting py+1 = K * py, where k > 1, to ensure the validity of (23). Smaller values of p yield improved

experimental performance, with the adaptive approach achieving the best results.

C. Regularized Logistic Regression

In this subsection, we evaluate the test data performance of ASVRG-ADMM for solving the non-

convex Regularized Logistic Regression (RLR) problem
1 n
min ;fi(x) + A1,

where f;(x) is defined the same as in (2), and the parameter A\; = 2 * 10~°. In addition, we randomly
select 60% of the data to train the models and the rest to test the performance.

Fig.4 shows the experimental results of datasets w8a (left) and a9a (right) respectively. Fig.4 indicates
that both the algorithm SADMM and SADMM-F consistently converge more slowly than the others and
the variances of these two algorithms are larger than the others in all settings, which empirically verifies
that variance reduced stochastic ADMM algorithms with smaller variance can perform better. We observe
that SVRG-ADMM and ASVRG-ADMM consistently outperform the others. Moreover, ASVRG-ADMM
performs much better than the other methods in all settings, which again verifies the effectiveness of our

ASVRG-ADMM method with the accelerated momentum technique.
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problems.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we integrated both momentum acceleration and the variance reduction trick into
stochastic ADMM and proposed an efficient accelerated stochastic variance reduced ADMM for solving
the common nonconvex nonsmooth problems. Furthermore, we theoretically proved that ASVRG-ADMM
obtains a similar convergence to SVRG-ADMM [21] for nonconvex problems. Especially under the KL
property, the convergence rate of ASVRG-ADMM can be improved to the almost sure linear convergence
rate. Compared to those of the state-of-the-art stochastic ADMM methods such as SVRG-ADMM, massive
experimental results validate the numerical advantages of our proposed algorithm. For future work, there
are some interesting directions such as the research of applying the momentum acceleration trick to other
algorithms like SAG-ADMM and SAGA-ADMM [21], and the research of the theoretical improvement of
the convergence rate of the proposed method. In addition, it is also interesting to extend ASVRG-ADMM

and theoretical results to the distributed optimization and nonsmooth and nonconvex optimization.
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APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THE LEMMA 1

Proof:  For notational simplicity, we denote the stochastic gradient AS™! := V f(x3+1) -V f(x5*1),
where Vf(x;t) = Vf;, (xiT1) = V i, (X°) + V f(X*). We also denote the variance of stochastic gradient
VIt as Et[HAfHHQ}, and omit the label s as [|ASTH2 := || A%, xiT! = x4, ¥y =y,
Xt := Ay, X° := X, and the conditional expectation operator Ej := ;. By the optimal condition of

z-update (9) in Algorithm 1, we have
. 0
0=Vf(x)+ pAT (Azi11 + Byiy1 —c) — AT + EQ (Ze41 — 2¢)

. 0
=V f(xt) - AT}\tH + ;Q (Zt41 — 2Z¢)

where the second equality follows from the update of A (11) in Algorithm 1. Thus, we have AT X; ;1 =

@f(xt) + %Q (zt+1 — 2z¢) . Recall that x;11 = 0z¢11 + (1 — 6)X, then it yields x;1 —x¢ = 0(241 — Z¢).
AT = Vf(x) — ;Q(Xt — X¢41)- (S.1)
Combining (S.1) and the properties of || - ||
A1 = Al
<(0fnin) AT A1 — AT
(i) VA 0) = V5 (em1) = Qe = x101) = ~Qxe = 1)
=(0phin) IV (k) = V(%) + V(%) = Vi (x0-1) + Vi (xe-1) = V(xe1) + ;Q(Xt—i—l - X¢)

- ;Q(Xt —x-1)|1?

i) 5 5 52 52
S—— AP + —— A1 ® + Tm’; % — x| + UA““XQ %41 — x|

+ Ai ||Vf(Xt) - Vf(xt71)||2 ’

min

(S.2)

and applying the conditional expectation operator [E;, we obtain

Eel|Ar1 — el
0 2 0 2 5 12nax 2 5 12nax 2
S AT + [ AeI7 + 755 lIxe = xeall” + 5 B %1 — x|
man min Omin O minl

+ Ai HVf(Xt) - Vf(xt—l)H2 )

man
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where the first inequality is based on Assumption 3 and the update rule of dual variable given by
AT — AH = p(AzfH] + ByiH — ¢) € Im(A), the inequality (i) holds by the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality, ¢max denotes the largest eigenvalue of positive matrix @, and |Q(z —y)||? < 02 ../lz — y|%.

We recall the [21, Lemma 1] as follows:
B [IIAFHP] < L2[lg+ — %1% (8.3)

By inserting (S.3) and Assumption 1 to the above inequality (S.2), we can estimate the upper bound of
E; [||)\t+1 — )\t||2] in (16). This completes the proof of Lemma 1. [ |

Remark 6 Huang and Chen [35] employed a general unbiased stochastic gradient estimator with
bounded variance:

E |[IG (x,&2) = VF()|I?| < o?/M,

where G(x,&1) = 17 > ez G(x,&;) represents the stochastic gradient estimator, M denotes the mini-
batch size, and &7 = {&1,&2, -+ , &} represents a set of i.i.d. random variables.

Compared to the stochastic gradient estimator with bounded variance in [35], the variance-reduced
stochastic gradient defined in Equation (6) exhibits a decrease in variance with an increasing iteration
number, as shown in Equation (S.3). In contrast, the variance of the general stochastic gradient does
not decrease. Our paper leverages the property of variance reduction in the gradient to achieve a linear

convergence rate superior to sublinear using the KL property in subsequent analysis.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

We first define the positive sequences {(h;)™, }5_,, {(T'$)7, }5_, and the tuple (31, B2, B3, B4, Bs, B6)
to be used in constructing the potential energy function and proving the sufficient descent inequality of

the potential energy function:

2+a)hi +[Bs+ (1 +a)p], 1 <t<m-—1,
=950 2 1 (S4)
A Gtg) t=m

O min

1
ﬁz—ﬁs—(h§+1+ﬁl)(1+—), 1<t<m-1,
If = a (S.5)

Be — Bs — hi, t=m.
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CpHh (10N 4
e (259) (5%

G L 5Ra 1 1 po(la—(1-0))

B2 n 2 UémUQ (; 20, 2021, ’
A 1-6\? (1-0) 1 1)\ 5L2
By = —E2min ( )—( e +<+>A,
2 0 0 p o 20) olin
1 1)\ 5L2
8y = (p + 211> ot (S.6)
g (14 L)L 4 50
> p 2l aémn2 ’
/8_¢min_£_ l_’_i 5¢12nax _i_UTILrlLinp_O.A p+l1 1-90 ’
T 2 \p ) oA 2 202 Tmam 2 0 )

Proof: This proof is structured by two main parts which contain:

o First, we will prove that {(W¥§)™,}5_, is sufficiently and monotonically decreasing over t &
{1,2,--- ,m} in each iteration s € {1,2,---,S}.
o Second, we will prove that ¥$, > EqW$™ for any s € {1,2,---,S}.

For notational simplicity, we omit the superscript s in the first part, i.e., let Xf“ = Xy, nyr1 =

Vi, )\fH = A¢, X* = X. By the y-update (8) in Algorithm 1, we have
Lo(Xe, Y41, M) < Lp(Xe, ¥t At). (S.7)
The optimal condition of z-update (9) in Algorithm 1 implies
0=(x¢ — x141)" [Vf(xs) = A"\ + pAT (Azy 41 + Byi1 — ¢) + f]Q (241 — 20) ]
=(x¢ — x¢41)" [@f(xt) — Vf(xe) + VF(x) — ATA] + pAT (Az4 11 + By — ¢
— (% — Xt+1)T717Q(Xt — Xt+1)
<f(xt) = f (ko) + (x0 = x41) (VF(x) = V(x0)) + gHXtH — x> = A (Ax; — Axp11)
- 717th+1 — i3 + p(Ax; — Axi11)" (Azig1 + Byig1 — c),
(S.8)

where the inequality holds by the Assumption 1. Inserting the equality (a — b))’ (c —d) = %(Ha —d||?> -

b —d||? 4+ ||b — ¢||> — ||c — al|?) on the term p(Ax; — Axyy1)T (Az4i1 + Byssr1 — ¢) into the above
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inequality (S.8), we have the following trivial inequality
0= (x) = Flxrin) + (= xes0) (97 0) = V) + G xesn =l =+ xess =l
— A(Ax; + Byiy1 — ¢) + AT (Ax 11 + Byiy1 —c)
+ 2145 + By — ol + [ Azes — Axa|* = [ A1 + Byesr — e = [ Azes — Axi|*)
:ﬁp(xta Vitls Ae) — £p(xt+17 Yir1, Ae) + (x¢ — Xt+1)T(@f(Xt> = Vf(xt)) + g”xtﬂ - Xt”2
+ 8 (41 = Al = Az = Axil?) =~ xess = il (59)
By inserting —¢min ||Xi11 — x¢||2 > —||x¢e1 — xtHé into the above inequality (S.9), we have

0< Lo(xe, Y41, M) — Lop(Xes 1, ¥es 1, Ae) + (%0 — xe401) T (VF(x0) — VF(x0))

d)min

L
+ £ (142001 = A | = [ Azes1 = Axi]?) + 5 i1 = x> = 222 sy = (5.10)

Then, applying conditioned expectation [, on information i, to (S.10), and using E,[V f(x;)] =
V f(x¢), we have

L min
Et[Lp(Xe41, Y1, Ae)] < Lp(Xt, i1, Ar) + (* - ¢77

B 2
5 >t”xt+1 x|

+ g (Et |Azy 1 — Axpar||® — Ee || Aze 1 — Axt\|2> . (S.11)

By the A-update (11) in Algorithm 1, and applying conditioned expectation [E; on information i; again,

we have

Bt L) (%41, Vi1, A1) — Lp(Xe 15 Vi1, At)]

1
:;Et||}\t+1 - >\t||2 + Et <>\t - )\t+17 AXt+1 — AZt+1> . (812)

Combine (S.7), (S.11) and (S.12) to get

L min
B, 1, ¥ )] <60y ) + (5 - 2

5 )Et xe+1 — x|

+ 2 (Bu Az — Axpia|]* — By || Azig = Axi|)
1
OB A - A1l 4+ Ee (A — A1, Axppr — Az 1) (S.13)

Apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to the term (A; — Ay41, Axy41 — Azpq1) to drive

1 {
(At — A1, Axp — Azpp) S2Tl||)\t — A2+ 51 | Axsy1 — Az |)*, Vi > 0.
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Combining the above inequality with (S.13), we have

E¢[Lp(Xe41, Vi1, Aer1)]

L min
<Ly(xt, ¥t Ae) + (5 - ¢?7 )Et 1 — x¢||* + gEt <||Azt+1 — Axpi1|? — | Azer — AXt||2)

1 1 l
# (54 g7 ) I = AP+ s Lz = A

(@) +1 min L 1 5 max
21 oy M)+ LB A — A = [ 92 D (L ) S

1 5172 5172
~ PB: || Azesa — Al + ( +2l )( et =% + 5 [xi- Tk
mln

mwn

5L2 2+5 2
4 OLT 5 ax s, 1), (S.14)

where the inequality () holds by Lemma 1.
Notice by the update of x;; in Algorithm 1 that z;; —x; = %(Xt.}rl —X¢)+ 1Tﬁe(i—xt) and z;41 —

%(Xtﬂ — X). Substitute these two equations into || Az 1 — Ax; 1|* and ||Az., 1 — Ax¢|]* to

Xt+1 =
have
+1

Eo 1Az — Axea | = £ | Azp — Axi|f
P‘i' I oA P A 2

9 Omazx ||Zt+1 - Xt+1|| 20min ||Zt+1 - Xt”

A 2 A
. 1 1—-6 _ ) 1 -
= — poéﬁ [92 HXH-l - XtH2 —+ <9> ||Xt — XH2] — % (]. - 9> < Xi41 — X¢, X — X >
2

P + ll A 1 - 9 ~n2

2 0e (57) T - I,
(S.15)
then we can drive
+1

P Az — Axen|* = £ || Azes — Axi]?
@ p+l (1-0\> 4 _o pod o1 9 1-6)\2 12
ST (157 ot i~ 1P = 27 | s =l 4 (157 ) eI

A A
g (1 —0 g (1 —0) -
4 2 O g — P min L s, (s.16)

where the first equality holds by the equality x;+1 = 0z;41 + (1 — #)X and the inequality (i) holds by

using the Cauchy-Schwartz on the term < X;11 — X¢, X — X >.



25

Thus, by the inequalities (S.13), (S.14) and (S.16), we have

E¢[Lo(Xe41, Vi1, Aer1)]

min L 5 2 1 1 o lo—(1—-10
¢ o ¢max po_mzn( 2 ( )))Et th—‘rl . Xt”2

n 2 oA n? p 24 20215

1 1Y\ 5L pod,  (1-60\> (1-0) i
(30 () -5

min

1 1Y 5L2 _ 1 1)\ 5L+ 5¢2
ot ) ke =%+ (= + —WA o X% — xi—1?
p 2l) ol p 2 o

+1 1—0\2 N
+ (p 5 1) <0> ol By |lxep1 — X7 (S.17)

The definitions of 51, 82, 83, 84, and B5 given in Lemma 2, (S.17) can be rewritten as

<Lp(xe, 76 Ae) — (

_l’_

min

B¢ [Lo(Xig1, Vi1 Aig1)]
<Lo(xe, 1, At) — BBy [[xe1 — x¢l|” + Bs |3 — XII” + Ba [[xe—1 — X|?
+ Bs |Ixt — xe1||* 4 BiEe ||xep1 — X2

For notational simplicity, we let £,(t) := L,(x¢,¥t, At), Lp(t+1) := ELy(X¢41, Y41, Ae1) then

we have
Lo(t+1) + BB [1xe41 — xill” + B (e lxesn — %I + 1 — %I
<Ly(t) = (B2 — B5)Ee ki1 — xe[|* + (B + B1)Ey [|xisr — X[ + (b + B5) [[x — =2||”
+ Ba || xe1 — 2|+ Bs lIxe — 31 % (S.18)
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality again, for any a; > 0 we have
(h+ B1) lIxe41 = X||* <(h+ B1) {(1 + 031) eer =3¢ ]* + (L + a1 [l — >~<|2} :
Plugging it into (S.18) is to derive
Lot +1) + BBy i1 — x| + P (Es [xe41 — XI|* + [|x: — %[1*)
<L,(t) + Bs ||Ixe — xe—1]|> — [Bo — Bs — (h+ B1) (1 + ;)}Et %11 — xe)?
— [l + B3 = Ba+ (14 a1) (h+ )] [Ixe—1 — |

B+ (L ) (B0 (I = %I + e = %7 ). (5.19)
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Using the definition of {(¥§)7,}5_,, h = h{,, and inserting both (S.4) and (S.5) into (S.19), we

have
B Uiy < O — B+ Bs — Bat+ (1+0n) (hify + B0)] x5y — %712 = TP Ee gy — =71,
(S.20)

for any s € {0,1,---,S — 1}. Since I'; > 0, Vt € {1,2,--- ,m}, we have proved the first part.

In the following, we will prove the second part. We begin by estimating the upper bound of
YD YARED Vand i

Since AJ™ = A3, yit! = ys and x5T! = x3, = X°, we have

EolING™ = AT = Eol A7, — ATH?

<(ommin) " EollATAS, — ATATT?
i) _ A 1 1
=(0min) " Eoll V. (x5_1) = V(5 — EQ(X;Z_l —Xp) — 77Q(XS+1 xi I

(42)

—~

= (omin) " EollVf(x5-1) — Vf(an_l)Jer(an_l)—Vf(Xiq)—;Q(X%_l—x;"’n)

1
_ ;Q(XS—H s+1)H2

(iii) 52 ~ 5L%n% 4+ 5¢2
O e e T S e s 2y e st et sy
mwn mwn m’Ln

where the equality (z) holds by the equality (S.1), the inequality (éi7) holds by Assumption 1 and the
(S.3), and the equality (ii) holds by the following result:

VI = Vi () = Vi, (X7) + VF(R®)
= Vi (x5,) = Vi, (x5,) + VF(x5,)
= Vf(x5,).

By (S.7), we have
L ( S+1,y1+1 }\5-}-1) Sﬁp( 5+1,y0+1 )\s—i-l)

=L,(Xp, Yo An)- (8.22)

Similarly, using (S.11), we have

L .
Bal, (™ ¥ AT < o537 A5 + (5 — 2 ) B ! — x5

+ £ (Bo || 421 — Axi|” — Eo || A — Ax||%) (823)
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For the update of A (11):
o[£, (x ( s+1’ys+1 )\erl)]
<Fo[L, (X§+1,y1+1 )\erl)] + h IE HA s+1 AXTHHZ + (1 o > o H)\s+1 )\?»JJAH?7 (S.24)
where the inequality holds by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality just like in (S.13). Combine (S.22), (S.23)
with (S.24) and use similar tricks, we have

EO[ﬁp( s+1’y1+1 AS+1)]

£, (v ) + (5 - ¢I§f“) [ =+ (1

<E
<Ko 2 ,

1 s s41112
b ) 1A =

T Ryl ] PR §

() d)min L 1 1 5¢max 0-11741inp p+l1 1-0 2 s+1 _ 5+1 2
-t (Grap) o % - (070) (7)) el |

mZ’I’LT/

+ L, (xgyo AT + <1+ : > oL e —;CS_IHQ

2l1 Umzn
1 1\ 5L*%+5¢
b (54 g ) L s g
204 oA n? mn mn
<L, (x5 ygtLASTY) — BoEo ||xiT — XSHHQ + Ba %51 — is*lHQ + B || X1 — X5 %, (525
where [ is given in Lemma 2, the equality (7) holds by using the (S.21), the equality xfill =0z fill +

(1 — #)x* and the following Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for the last two terms of the first inequality:

1_9< s+1 s+1 ~5_X5+1> < 1

x? — x5t % _262< s+1 s+1H2 ( 9)2His s+1H>

(bS]
Also, for notational simplicity, let £,(0) := £, (X0, Y0, Ao)s L,(1) := EoL(x1,¥1, A1), and sum
B i — 7 g [Bo [t -+ g -]
to both sides of the (S.25) then we have
£(0) + Ao [ — #1744 [ ]
<.2,(0) — 8580 [P+ x5+ Bty % [ — e 0 [ x5
1 o ™~ + s — ]
—2,(0) — (B — 5 — ™) Bo ™ st g s, — 1 [y — ]

o 5 |1 = X3l = (3 = Ba) [y = 7 = B [, =
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By the notation h{t! = <2 + i) U5ALQ in (S.4) and the definition of the sequence {(¥3)™,}5_,, we
have
s+1 s s s+1 s+112 5L2 s ZFs—1)2
EoWi™ < W5, =I5 Eollxi™ —xg7 I = —— x50 =X [|%. (5.26)

min

Since I}, > 0, Vs > 1, we can obtain the above result of the second part.

Thus, we prove the above conclusion. |

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof:  Using the above proofs, inequalities (S.20) and (S.26), we have

By O] <Ot = DBy — =P = (A + (U en) (B + B)] [t — X1

t+1 41
(S.27)
The above inequality requires 83 — 54 > 0 which can be ensured if we take I3 > 1 — 6, and
s+11g,5+1 s s s+l s+1 s+112 5L2 s Ss—112
EG Wi < W5, = DLEG [llxg™ — %7 17] = —— x5, — x| (5.28)
min
for any s € {1,2,---,S} and ¢t € {1,2,--- ,m}. To establish the convergence of the sequence defined

in equation (24), we calculate the above conditional expectations in expressions (S.27) and (S.28). By
leveraging the property E[E[- | F/]] = E[-], we then evaluate the full expectation of (S.27) and (S.28).
Additionally, we sum up the resulting expressions for (S.27) and (S.28) over the ranges t =1,2,...,m
and s =1,2,...,5 to obtain

S m S m
B BV < Y Bl —xiaf e S B - 529
s=1t=1 s=1t=1

where the parameter v = min,;I'}, and

' 5L2
w =min{[A + (1+a1) (b + )], —5—)
) min
517
O-rézinp

From Assumption 2, there exists a low bound ¥* of the sequence {¥{}, i.e., U7 > U*. Using the

definition of R}, we have

3 : S 1 1 *
R: = min R; < T—TIE(\Ill —0), (5.30)

where 7 = min(v,w) and T' = m.S. This completes the whole proof. [
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APPENDIX D

PROOF OF THE PROPERTY OF ||wj — w?, ||

In this section, we establish the linear convergence rate of our ASVRG-ADMM under the so-called

?, where w = (x,y,A)

KL condition. We first draw the following Lemma of the property of wa 1 Wf‘

represents the sequence generated by our algorithm.

Lemma 4 Let {w; = (x{,y;, AJ)} be the sequence generated by ADMM Algorithm 1 under Assumptions

1-4. Then
+00 400

ZZE waH — WfH2 < 4o00.

s=1t=1
Proof:  From the inequality (S.29), it follows that

S m
7Y > R} <EU] —E¥, < +o0,
s=1t=1

S m
> D R < oo,
s=1 t=1
where 7 = min(y,w) with v and w mentioned in the proof of Lemma 1. By the definitions of R} in

(24), we can have that
+o00 +00

ZZEHX?H —fo2 < 400

s=1t=1

It follows from Lemma 1 that A can be bounded by Rj. Thus,
“+00 400

SIS EAL - P < e

s=1 t=1
Next, we give an upper bound of
+00 400

ZZE Hyfﬂ - YfHQ

s=1t=1
based on the following equations

Afy1 = A —p(Azi, + Byiy — ¢,

Al = Ay —p(Az] + By —¢)

Afpr = A= (A = ALy) + o (Azf — Az,) +p (By] — Byiy) -
Together with x;41 = 0z;41 + (1 — 0)x, simple algebra shows that

E||p (By; - Byi) |’

<E||(Xfpr = XF) = (AF = Xiy) — p (Az] — Az, ||

A
<S3E || Ajy — NP+ 3E (A - Ay )P+ 3p2"gl;XE x50 — x| (S.31)
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Then we can use (S.31) drive

3M?

30 3M3cA
E|y: —YfHHQ < 2 E[|A - AfHQ + 7E [AF — )‘fleQ + y

2 x|

where the inequality is derived from [27, Lemma 1] with the Assumption 4.

5 M2eA
We set (11 = 3= and (9 = 39% such that

p
+00 400 “+o0o +00 +o00o 400
DY Elyt il < 3D B[N - X 30D B x|
s=1 t=1 s=1 t=1 s=1 t=1
“+00 400
+C2 Y Y E|x - x5 (S.32)
s=1t=1

Recall that R} defined in (24) is
Ry =E[llxf — %P+ [Ixgoy = X+ fxy — %312+ [IxF — x5 7]

By Lemma 1, the first term

T I 400 +o0
n ZZE [ AT = AfHZ +Cu ZZE A1 — Af”z
s=1 t=1 s=1 t=1

can be bounded as follows:

+00 +o0 “+00 +00
MY S BN X Y E A - g
s=1 t=1 s=1t=1
< Gl (S.33)

2 2 2724 42 2
where (i3 = 2Cl1max{ 5L Sfmax S LI Gma) } The second term (12> .5 ST E l|x¢ — x4 |

) 29 2
Omin = TminTl TminTl

in (S.32) can be bounded by

“+00 +0o0

G2 Y Y E|xi - x5 |° < Ry (S.34)

s=1t=1
Every term on the right-hand side of (S.32) can be bounded by R;. Thus, there exists 14 > 0 such that

the upper bound of all above terms on the right-hand side can be limited by

+00 400 ) +00 400
ZZEH}’f—YfHH S(MZZR? < o0, (S.35)
s=1t=1 s=1t=1

where (14 = (12 + (13. As a result, we obtain

+oo +oo

Y3 Elyi —vial® < +oo,
s=1t=1
+00 400
S5 B —wip [ < 0.
s=1t=1

This completes the whole proof. |
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APPENDIX E

PROOF OF LEMMA 5

Now, based on Lemma 4 we can demonstrate the upper bound of E ||0L, (wW¢1)|| which is important

for the linear convergence of ASVRG-ADMM.

Lemma 5 Let {w; = (x},y;,A])} be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1 under Assumptions 1-4.
For notational simplicity, we omit the upper script s with setting (xj,y;,Nj) = (X{,yi, ), where

7 = sxm +t. Then, there exists & > 0 such that

Ei 0L, (Wit
<& (Eelllxrsr — X+ llxe—1 = X[ + [xe — X + [xe = xe1 ]| + Eelllx41 — x[]).-

Lemma 5 shows that |[0L, (w;41)|| in the Definition 2 deducing the linear convergence with the
KL property, is upper bounded by some primal/iterative residuals. Based on this Lemma, we will show
that the sequence {wj} converges to a critical point of the problem (1).

Proof: ~ From the definition of £,(.) in (4), it follows

oL

pngl) =V (xt41) — A" A1 + pAT (Axi41 + Byis1 — ),
oL

;évyVHl) =09 (yt+1) — B  Aey1 + pB' (Axp41 + Byis1 — ),
E)Epg;’prl) = — (Ax¢41 + Byi+1 —c¢).

Recalling the first-order optimality conditions of the subproblems in Algorithm1 together with the

update of A;11, we have
R - 9
x: Vf(x)=A A1 - EQ (Ze41 — 2t),
y: B'Xy1—pBTA(x; — 2¢41) € 09 (yir1),
A A=A —0p (AZt+1 + By¢y1 — C) . (S.36)

Invoking the above optimality conditions of the Algorithml yields

Ati1 — A 1—460 ~
t+1p L+ A 7 (Xt41 —X) € ONLp (Wis1), (8.37)

BT ()\t — )\t—i-l) — pBTA (Zt — Xt+1) € 8y£p (Wt+1) s (S.38)

Vf (xes1) - VF (x0) + j}@ (0 — x01) + AT (A = Arya)

1-6 _
- pTATA (X — X¢11) € OxLp (Wig1) - (S.39)
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Thus, we can obtain

Eidist (0,0L, (Wii1))

=E¢ [|ONL)y (Wig1)|| + Ey |0y Ly (Wer1)[] + By |0xLp (W)

A A
Ht‘*‘lt + HBT (At — Aeg1) H + HPBTA (2t _Xt—&-l)H

HA (X1 — X)

98 ) = 95 |+ 057 ATA G =) +]|AT = 2|

1
‘ + HQ (Xt — X¢41)
n
<E¢[Cor [Aer1 = Aell + Goz %1 — X + Cos [Ix41 — x¢]| + H@f(xt) - Vf(Xt+1)H ]
<GB xee = I+ llxe = %I+ e =3l + At = Al + | VFGe) = V()| )

(@) - - .
<Cou (Ex i1 — R + e = Rl + Er i1 — el + Ee [V Gxen) = V()| )

+ CoaCosBe [[x—1 — x¢ || + Coalos (|Ix¢ — X[| + [|x¢—1 — X|| + E¢ |xe41 — x¢]| ), (5.40)
where o2 is the largest positive eigenvalue of B' B (or equivalently the smallest positive eigenvalue

of BB ), max is the largest positive eigenvalue of the matrix @, and the inequality (i) is due to Lemma

1 and and the inequality Va2 + b2 +c2 +d2 < a+b+c+d,forany a,b,c,d > 0.

We can further obtain

E,[dist (0,0L, (w'™)) ]

(Si)C24LWXt = X[[] + CaaLEq[||lxe1 — x¢[|] + C24Et< l[xe41 = X[| 4 [l = X[| + [[xe41 — x|
o Gas(IIxe = K| + et = K+ e = xell + -1 = xil)

<(CaL + o4 + CaaCos)[lIxe — X||] + CaaEe[|lxe+1 — X[] + C2aos[[x1—1 — X]|]
+ (CaaL + Cou + C24o5) B [lxe11 — x¢|] + C2aCosllxe — xe—1]]]

<& (Bt [[xer1 = X[+ [Ixe—1 = X[ + By x40 — x| + [l = X[| + [Ix¢ = x¢-1]] ),

where the parameters (21, (22 and (23 are

,

C?l = + Urﬁax + max?

_ 1—0 A
C22 = P79 Omaxs

Gos = 5=+ p\/o otk
(o4 = max {(21, (22, (23,1},

L2 502,ax (n2L2+¢2,..)
C25 - maX{ ; fnn2’ \/ n X)T(]b }

§1 = Cul + C24 + C24C25,

(8.41)
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where the inequality (i) is due to the triangle inequality ||a + b|| < ||a|| + ||b]|, Assumption 1, the
inequality (E|x||)? < E(]|x]|?) and the inequality (S.3).
This completes the proof. |

APPENDIX F

PROOF OF LEMMA 3

The convergence properties of the stochastic sequence {w; = (x;,y:, A¢)} under the Kurdyka-
Lojasiewicz (KL) inequality condition will be investigated in the following sections. It is important to
acknowledge that the implementation of the KL technique displays slight differences between stochastic
and deterministic algorithms. For further details, readers are encouraged to refer to [30], [31].

Before proving the key Lemma 3, we first prove the Lemma 6.

Lemma 6 Let {w; = (X¢,yt,At)} (for notational simplicity, we omit the label s) be the stochastic
sequence generated by ADMM procedure. Let S (wq) denote the set of its limit points. With Definition

1, then we have

i) S(wo) is a.s. a nonempty compact set, and dist (wy, S (wq)) converges a.s. to 0,
ii) S (wo) C crit £, a.s.;

iii) L,(-) is a.s. finite and constant on S (wy), equal to infien L, (W) = limy_, o0 £, (W) a.s.

Proof: ~ We prove the results item by item.
1) By applying the descent inequalities (S.27) and (S.28) along with the supermartingale convergence
theorem, we can establish that
2
S % — x5]|T < 400 as,,
S lyia - villf < 4o as, 542
) .
U A = AT < oo as,,

{ ::O;cf z;of |Wf+1 — WfH2 < 400 as.,

then we can further have ||wy11 —wy|| - 0 as.

Consequently, for any sequence satisfying ||w;+1 — wy|| — 0  a.s., claim i) holds. And we refer
to [31, propisition 2.3], [7, Lemma A.14] for more details.

ii) Let (x*,y*,A*) € S (wp), then there exists a subsequence {(x¢,,yt,,Ar,)} of {(x¢,y¢,Ae)}
converging a.s. to (x*,y*, A*). Note that (S.42) implies

[Wip1 —wil| =0 as, (5.43)
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which means w1 converges a.s. to w; and {(xth, Vi, 415 )\tj+1)} also converges a.s. to (x*,y*, A*).
It is important to highlight that the convergence of random variables in an almost sure manner is observed
in wepp — Wy a.s. As a result, any newly derived conclusions based on this convergence will also hold
with an almost sure guarantee. As a result, many of the conclusions presented in the subsequent chapters
differ from those in the previous chapters but can be considered almost surely valid. Since y;, 41 is a

minimizer of £, (xtj )Y, Atj) for the variable y, it holds that
L, (Xt.j7Ytj+1’ )‘tj) <L, (thy*? )\t_,») : (S.44)

Then, it follows from Equations (5.43), (5.44) and the continuity of £,(-) with respect to x and A
that

lim sup Ep (th y Yt;+1, A25.7’)

Jj—+oo

=limsup L, (Xt,41, Yt,41, A, 41) < Lo (x5, 5", A%) a.s. (5.45)

j—+oo

On the other hand, by the lower semicontinuity of £,(-), we know

liminf £, (xt].Jrl, Vi, +1, )\th) > L, (x",y", A a.s. (S.46)

Jj—+oo
The above two relations (S.45) and (S.46) show that lim; , o0 g (y¢,41) = ¢ (y*) a.s. Because of
the continuity of V f and the closeness of dg, taking limits in Equation (S.36) along the subsequence

{(Xt_7-+1, Vi, +1, )\t_,»+1>} and using Equation (S.43) again, we almost surely have
AT = Of (x7),
B'X" € Vg (y"),
Ax* + By* —c=0.

Then, (x*,y*, A*) is a.s. a critical point of the problem (1), hence w* € crit L3 a.s.

iii) For any point (x*, y*, A*) € S (w”), there exists a subsequence { (x,,yt,, At,) } of {(x¢,yt, A¢)}
converging to (x*,y*, A*). Combining Equations (,S.45) and (5.46), we obtain

lim £, (x¢t,,yt,,A,) = L, (x5, ¥y, X%)  as.

Jj—+oo

Therefore, £,(-) is a.s. constant on S (w”). Moreover, infyey £, (W) = limy— 400 £, (w¢) a.s. W

With the established conclusions, we are now prepared to give the proof of Lemma 3.
Proof:  From the proof of Lemma 6, it follows that £, (w;) <=5 £, (w*) for all w* € S (w?) .

We consider two cases.
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(i)We first consider this case: there exists an finite positive discrete random variable ¢y for which
Uy =L, (W) as.
Taking full expectation operator to the inequality (S.27), we can have
(@) 9 2
E\I’t+1 < E\I}t — FtE ||Xt+1 — XtH — wkE ||Xt_1 — XH s
TR [[x¢11 — x¢))* + wE ||x;—1 — X|)* < BY; — BV, <EUy —EL, (w*) =0 as., (S.47)
where the parameters I'y, w are defined in (S.29). Then we can drive
TyE [|xt41 — x| * + w1 — %[> = 0,
Xi+1 = X¢, Xg—1 = X a.s.,
At—i—l = At, Yi+1 = ¥y a.s. (848)

Thus, for any ¢ > to, we have X411 = X¢ , X¢—1 = X, A¢+1 = At and yy11 = y¢  a.s. Then the
assertion holds.

(i) We define IT = liminfy , o {w € Q| ¥y = Uy(w) > L, (W*(w))}. We assume P(II) = 1 and
Wy > L, (w*) for all t over the set IL. Since dist (wy, S (w?)) 22, 0, it follows that for all € > 0, there
exists a finite positive discrete random variable £y > 0, such that for any ¢ > ki, dist (wt, S (WO)) < €
a.s. Again since ¥, =% L, (w*), it follows for all n > 0, there exists a finite positive discrete random
variable ky > 0, such that for any t > ko, ¥; < L, (W*) + 1 a.s. Consequently, for all ¢, > 0, when
t > k = max {ki, k2}, we almost surely have dist (wy, S (W°)) < ¢, £, (W*) < Uy < L, (W*) + 1.
Since S (w”) is a.s. a nonempty compact set and £,(-) is a.s. constant on S (w"), applying the definition

of KL property with Q = S (wo), we deduce that for any ¢ > k
Vo (U, — L, (w"))dist (0,0¥;) > 1 as.
We denote the ¥* = £, (w*), then the above inequality becomes
Vo (U, — ¥*)dist (0,0¥;) > 1 as. (S.49)
From the concavity of ¢, we get that
(U —U") — o (Ey Wy — %) 2V (U — U%) (U, — EyWyqq)  as., (S.50)
and it amount to

@ (U —U) — @ (EWy g — UF)

Uy —EWiq <

i

< [g@ (\I/t — \I’*) — @ (Et\pt+1 — \IJ*)] X dist (O, a\Ijt) a.s.,

—~
=
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where the inequality (i) holds by the inequality (S.49), and we set
pq = (Vp = ¥") — (Vg —0F). (S.51)
Moreover, recalling the equations (S.27) and (S.28), we have
\I’t — Et‘l’t+1 ) T (Et ||Xt+1 — Xt||2 + ||Xt71 — i"2> s (852)

where 7 = min(y,w) with v and w being given by Theorem 1.
S

5—1, We obtain

From the definition of the sequence {(U)™,}
dist (0,09;) = dist(0, (0L, (w¢) + 2h (x¢ — X) + 285 (x¢ — X¢-1)))
< dist (0,0L, (wi)) + 2hy [|x¢ — X[| + 2B5[x¢ — x¢—1]]- (5.53)
Combine the (S.50)-(S.53) we have
T (Et e 1 — xe|* + |1 — 52”2)
<[e (Uy — ") — o (EBWyyy — ¥F) ] [dz’st (0,0L, (W) + 2hy || x¢ — X[ + 285/ x¢ — xt_lH] a.s.

(S.54)

Taking the full expectation and inserting Lemma 5 into the above inequality, we see that
E[dist (0,0%,)] + 2hE ||x; — X|| 4+ 285E ||x: — x¢_1|

Smaz | B X1 = X[+ Eflxt1 = X[ + Ellxe1 — x| + Elx¢ = X[ + E [|x¢ — x| ] o (855)

where &0 = &1 + 2hy + 2065 and the inequality (S.55) becomes
Eldist (0,09)] <&maa {E [xe1 = X[+ Elxi1 — X[ + Eflxe1 — x|
+E|x; — x| + E||x¢ _Xt1||]- (S.56)
Now, combine (S.54) and (S.56) and take the full expectation on (S.54) to obtain
™ (B lxe1 = xill” +E [xi-1 — %)
<EmaaB[p (U = T7) — ¢ (B Tyyq — T |E [ %ot = X[+ llxe—1 = X[+ [Jxe01 = x|

+ ||x¢ — X|| + ||x¢ — xt_lH} a.s.



37

It follows from the inequality va? + b? > @(a + b) that

A(E (%41 — ¢l + E [x¢—1 — X[)

=

2

2 ~ ~ ~
§4\/£mj\/: [E %41 — X[ + E|lx¢—1 = X[| + E[|xx441 — x¢|| + Ef|x¢ — X[| + E || — %41 ]|
x {E[@ (U — U*) — o (B Wpyy — U*)]}2  as, (S.57)
which by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality 2v/ab < a + b further gives

4 (E[|xxt+1 — x¢]| + Ef|x-1 — X[])
2 2 * * oy =
<(2Emary) ) Blo (0 - ) — o (Buss = 9]+ Bl ~ R+ B s ~ ]

1 E x4t — 0]l + Ellxc = K]+ E [lxc — 01 ]

(4) 2\ 2 - ~
< (2ven \f) Elp (U — %) — o (Prq — 0] + [E Ixest — %[+ E [xe—1 — |

FE [xes1 = xil| + E x0 — %] + E [ — x01] ]

2\2 - - ~
=(2\/smax\[) E(ly411) + [E Ixt+1 = X+ E -1 = X+ E [xes1 — x|l +E [[x¢ — X
+ E ||x¢ — x¢—1]] ] a.s. (S.58)

In the above analysis, we use the abbreviation of E[- | 73] as E.[], and apply the conditional Jensen’s

inequality to concave function ¢ as
Elp (W1 — ) | =E[p (ECpy1 — 0" | F) |
>E[E[p (Vi1 — V) | Fi]] =E[p (T — 7).
Summing up (S.58) from t = £+ 1,--- ,m yields

m m
2 x; — Xl + E|xpr — %] +2 Y Ellxies = xill + Y Ellxit — K| + El|xms1 — X
t=i+1 t=i+1

~ ~ 2 * *
g 2E ”Xm - XH + E ”Xm+1 - XH + (2 V fma:r:\/;)2 X E[@ (1/1£+1 - 1/} ) — ¥ (¢m+l - 1/] )]
+BJxzy — xq
< 400 as. (S.59)

Let m be 400, by the equation (S.48), it yields

+00 +oo
Z E ||x¢41 — x¢|| < 00 a.s. and Z E||x¢41 — X|| < +00  as.
t=t+1 t=i+1
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Similarly we can obtain that

+oo +o0
Z E|lyir1 — yil < +oo0 as. and Z E || Atr1 — Ae| < 400 aus.
t=i+1 t=t+1

Hence, >/ S E|jx;41 — x¢|| < +0o  as. Besides, we note that

E[[wipr — we
1/2
= (Jxeer = %el> + [yee = vl + [Acer = Adl)

<E||x¢41 — %¢|| + Ellyee1 — yell F E A1 — Al as.

Consequently,

+oo

ZE |Wit1 — W] < +o00  as.,

t=0

+oo

Z |[Wip1 — Wl < 400 as. (S.60)
t=0

This completes the whole proof. |

Remark 7 In Lemma 1, we have presented the framework of convergence analysis and obtained

+o0o

Z Wit —wil|? < 400 as.
=0

However, it is unclear whether their results can be extended to

“+o00

Z |[Wit1 — W] < 400 a.s.
=0

Lemma 3 gives some sufficient conditions to guarantee the finite length property. Combining Lemma

4 and Lemma 3, we can draw the gradient can be bounded by the iteration points.

G PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Now, under the KL property defined in Definition 2 (see [28]), we make full use of the decreasing
property of the potential energy function W7 and the boundedness of dist (0,0¥;) (see Lemma 5) to
prove Theorem 2.

Proof:  First, we prove a newly defined sequence NN, in (S.73) converges a.s. to zero Q-linearly.

By the KL property at (x*,y*, A*) we have

Vo (Vg — V) dist (0,095,,) > 1 as. (S.61)
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Using the definition of ¢(s) = és'~# i € [0,1),é > 0 in Theorem 2, we can insert Vi(s) =
é(1 — fi)s~" into (S.61) to deduce

&1 — ) (Ugy — U*) Fdist (0,007,,) > 1 as.,
(W, — ) < &1 — f)dist (0,0¢;+1)  as. (S.62)
Using the expression for ¢(s) = és'~#, and the equation (S.55) again to obtain

Ee (‘PEH - ‘I’*)

<AE| [|xzy1 = X|| + (=21 = X|| + (=0 — x| + x5 — %] + [|x; — x4 | ' a.s., (S5.63)

1-p

where v = ¢ [6(1 - ﬂ)gmax] e

Next, we focus on the case where [i € (0, %] and % > 1. When ¢ — 400, the number under the

1?‘ root is infinitely small. And other cases can be proved similarly, which has been studied in [29]. In

this case, it follows from Equation (S.63) that
B (Ugy, — W) <y [E 71 = X[ + By = X[ + Ejxzyy — x| + E [x; - %|

+ [EHXt~ — Xfl”] a.s. (S.64)

Setting m in the equation (S.59) to be +o00 with limy,, 400 E || X, — X|| = 0, limyy—s 100 B || X1 — Xim || =

0 a.s., then we can see that

+o00o +o00
2 ) Elxen —xil + Y Ellxy — X[ +E ||xzy — X|| + 2E [x; — X|

t=i+1 t=t+1
2
<E HXngl — XgH + (2\/£mam\/:)2]E<p (\IllgJrl — \Il*) < +o0o  as. (8.65)

Now set

+0o0
A=) Exip — i,

i=t
“+o0o

A7 =) Bl — %], (S.66)
1=t

and L, = (2v/&max \/2)2, it follows from Equations (S.64) and (S.65) that

1 2 2 2 2 2
2A£+1 + AE + QAE B 2Ai+1 + A1E+1 B AE+2

1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2
SAE — Ai—i—l + L@V[Af—‘rl — Af—f—z + Af — Af—i—l + At: — Af—f—l + Af—l — Af + Af—l — Af] a.s.

To simplify this expression, let’s replace the label ¢ with ¢ and set

a == A}, b= AZ, (S.67)
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the above inequality can rewritten as the following form
0 < —(Lyy + 3)as41 + ar + Loyas—1 + Loybi—1 — 3bg + by + (1 — Loy)biro as. (S5.68)

Let us introduce some constants A, B,C, D, E., F, and G satisfied the following conditions, which

is the key trick to driving the linear convergence rate

A= Ly,
B-AC =1,

—BC = —(Lyy +3),
B=1+Ly,yxC,

(S.69)
D = Ly,
E—-GD = -3,
F—-GE =1,
—GF =1— L.

Then (S.68) can be rewritten as

0<—BCap1 + (B — AC)at + Aa;_1 + Dby1 + (E — GD)bt + (F — GE)bt+1 — GFbys as.
(S.70)
We can rearrange the terms in the above inequality (S.70) to obtain
C (A(lt + Bat+1) + G (Dbt + Ebt+1 + Fbt+2) <(A6Lt71 + B(lt) + (Dbtfl + Eb; + Fbt+1) a.s.
(S8.71)

Let I = min{C,G} > 1, from (S.71), we have
I [(Aat + BaHl) + (_Dbt + Ebt+1 + Fbt+2)] gACLt_l + Bat + (Dbt_l + Ebt + Fbt+1) a.s. (572)

Denote

Nt = Aat,1 + B(It + (Dbt,1 + Ebt + Fbt+1) 5 (873)

and insert the symbol Ny and N;_; into the inequality (S.72) we get the desired result

Nitq
Ny

1
< 7 a.s. (8.74)

Then we prove the existence of the parameter. First, we obtain the part of the solution in the equation
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(S.69):
LyyC? +C = (Lyy +3) =0,
B=LAC+]1,

Also, we have the rest part of the solution in the equation (S.69):

.
D = Ly,
E—-GD = -3,
(8.75)
F-GE =1,
1—Lyy) = —-GF.

Using the equation (S.75), we have

E = L,G -3,
F=GE+1,
LyyG? —3G? + G+ (1 — Lyy) = 0.

Set H(G) = L,/G? —3G% + G + (1 — Lyy), H(1) < 0, H(400) > 0. Thus we can choose the
root G > 1 of H(G). Since the parameters G and C' defined in (S.69) are both greater than 1, we can
obtain that [ satisfies this condition I = min{C, G} > 1. The existence of these parameters defined in
(S.69) and I are proved.

Second, the above shows that the sequence {INV;} converges a.s. to zero Q-linearly?. As a result, we

can use the triangle inequality with the notations in (S.66) and (S.67) to yield:

—+00
AR ||x* — x| =AE || (xi41 — xi) |,
1=t
—+00
<A E|xip1 —xil)
1=t
<N; a.s., (S.76)

and it is sufficient to say the sequence {x;} converges a.s. to x* R-linearly from the definition of R-linear

convergence in Section I. Furthermore, from the formulas (S.32) and (16) we can see the sequences {y;}

“For the sequence {#n},en With lim z, =z~ if
n— oo

i s = 7|

e |

<

where 0 < v < 1, then the sequence {xn}, -yis said to converge to =™ Q-linearly, and the constant  is called the rate of

(linear) convergence.
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and {\;} can be controlled by the sequence {x;} and converge a.s. to y* and A* R-linearly, respectively.
Combing the R-linear convergences of the sequences {x;}, {y:}, and {\;} and the definition of R-linear
convergence in Section I, we can derive the desired result: the sequence {(x;,y¢, A\r)} converges a.s. to

(x*,y*, A*) R-linearly with a existing sequence {éfé} as follows:

E H(Xt7yt7>‘t) - (x*7y*JA*)|| S égé a.s.

and

Gty ye, ) — (X5, ¥, A%)[| < é€ as.

This completes the whole proof.



