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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we introduce an accelerated distributed stochastic gradient method with momentum for
solving the distributed optimization problem, where a group of n agents collaboratively minimize the
average of the local objective functions over a connected network. The method, termed “Distributed
Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT)”, is a single-loop algorithm that utilizes the momentum
tracking technique as well as the Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration (LCA) method. We show
that DSMT can asymptotically achieve comparable convergence rates as centralized stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) method under a general variance condition regarding the stochastic gradients.
Moreover, the number of iterations (transient times) required for DSMT to achieve such rates behaves
as O(n®/3 /(1 — X)) for minimizing general smooth objective functions, and O(y/n/(1 — X)) under
the Polyak-tL.ojasiewicz (PL) condition. Here, the term 1 — X denotes the spectral gap of the mixing
matrix related to the underlying network topology. Notably, the obtained results do not rely on multiple
inter-node communications or stochastic gradient accumulation per iteration, and the transient times
are the shortest under the setting to the best of our knowledge.

1 Introduction

We investigate how a group of networked agents N := {1,2,...,n} collaborate to solve the following distributed
optimization problem:
1 n
. N (), |
min f(z) ==~ _Eﬂ fi(x) M

where each agent ¢ has access only to its local objective function f; : RP — R. Problem (1) arises in various fields,
including signal processing, distributed estimation, and machine learning. Specifically, solving large-scale problems
such as training foundation models [3, 6, 54, 30] in specialized and centralized clusters can be costly [50, 44], while
decentralized training offers a promising alternative that relieves the robustness bottleneck and reduces the high latency
at the central server [28]. In this paper, we consider the typical setting where each agent can query unbiased noisy
gradients of f;(x) in the form of g;(x; &) that satisfies a certain variance condition, where & represents a random sample
or a batch of random samples.
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Decentralization may slow down the optimization process due to the partial communication over sparse networks.
For instance, the number of iterations required for the distributed subgradient descent (DGD) method [29] to reach
certain accuracy threshold significantly grows with the network size [36], downgrading its performance compared to
the centralized subgradient method. When stochastic gradients are used, however, several distributed methods such as
those in [21, 37, 11,42, 40, 34, 1, 51,47, 12, 17] have exhibited the so-called “asymptotic network independent (ANI)”
property [36]. In other words, these methods achieve the same convergence rates as their centralized counterparts after a
finite transient time has passed. Such a property ensures that the required number of iterations to achieve high accuracy
do not increase significantly with the network size. Nevertheless, it is still critical to develop algorithms with shorter
transient times that typically depend on the network size and topology. Currently, the best known transient times for
minimizing general smooth objective functions are O(n3/(1 — A)?) [1, 12] and O(n/(1 — X)) [11, 1, 51] with and
without the strong convexity (or the Polyak-F.ojasiewicz condition) on the objective functions, respectively.

Chebyshev Acceleration (CA) has been a popular technique for achieving faster consensus among networked agents
during the distributed optimization process [38]. When CA is combined with stochastic gradient accumulation using
a large batch size at every iteration, the optimal convergence guarantee can be achieved [24, 53]. However, CA
requires inner loops of multiple communication steps which may affect the practical performance of the algorithms,
and large batches are not always available. Inspired by the recently developed Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration
(LCA) technique that works without inner loops [39], we consider in this paper a new method termed “Distributed
Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT)” that incorporates two key features. First, the LCA technique is utilized to
accelerate the communication process and avoids multiple communication steps between two successive stochastic
gradient computations. Second, each agent employs an auxiliary variable to track the average momentum parameter
over the network. We show that DSMT improves the transient times over the existing works for minimizing smooth
objective functions, with or without the Polyak-t.ojasiewicz (PL) condition. In particular, the convergence rates of
DSMT are derived under the most general condition on the stochastic gradients under the distributed setting [ 15, 20, 19],
enhancing the applicability of the method.

It is worth noting that, the convergence result of DSMT implies the momentum parameter can benefit the algorithmic
convergence of distributed stochastic gradient methods, particularly related to the network topology. Such an observation
can potentially inspire future development of distributed optimization algorithms.

1.1 Related Works

There exists a rich literature on the distributed implementation of stochastic gradient methods over networks. For
example, early works including [4, 27, 5, 32, 33] suggest that distributed stochastic gradient methods may achieve
comparable performance with centralized SGD under specific settings. More recently, the paper [21] first demonstrates
the ANI property enjoyed by the distributed stochastic gradient descent (DSGD) method, followed by the study in
[35, 17, 36]. Subsequent research that considers gradient tracking based methods [47, 34, 16, 46, 49] and primal-dual
like methods [11, 51, 43, 12] also demonstrate the ANI property while relieving from the data heterogeneity challenge
encountered by DSGD. Both types of methods are unified in [1].

Recently, there exists a line of works that achieve the optimal iteration complexity in distributed stochastic optimization
by integrating stochastic gradient accumulation and accelerated communication techniques such as Chebyshev Accel-
eration (CA) [53, 24]. In particular, the works in [53] and [24] obtain the optimal iteration complexity under smooth
objective functions with and without the PL condition, respectively. For finite sum problems, the work in [25] achieves
the optimal guarantee by further incorporating a variance reduction technique.' Nevertheless, CA that relies on inner
loops of multiple communication steps may not be communication-efficient, and sampling large batches for computing
the stochastic gradients is not always practical [46]. Therefore, we are motivated to develop an efficient distributed
stochastic gradient method that samples constant batches for computing the stochastic gradients and performs one
round of communication at every iteration.

The momentum method [31] is popular for accelerating the convergence of first-order methods. Recently, it has been
applied to the distributed setting [7, 52, 45, 22], resulting in practical improvements. However, it remains unclear
whether momentum parameters can benefit the convergence of distributed stochastic gradient methods theoretically.

1.2 Main Contribution

The main contribution of this paper is two-fold.

't is worth mentioning that when the objective functions take a finite sum form, distributed random reshuffling (RR) methods
can further improve the iteration complexity [9, 13].
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Method Additional Transient Time Transient Time
ctho & Assumption Nonconvex PL condition
DSGD 211 (6%,0)  (¢,0)-BGD @ (ﬁ) O (s
DSGD [37] (e%,n7?)  (¢%,0)-BGD / O (a5
’I’LS n
EDASI[11] (02, 1?) / / O
n? n 1 n'/3
DSGT-HB [7]  (02,0) / O (e /
QG-DSGDm [22] (02,0)  (¢2,0)-BGD O (755 /
Momentum 9 nd
Tracking [41] (@*,0) / o (7@_»8) /
DSMT n5/3 n
(This paper) ~ ABC i lower bounded o (%5) o (/%)

Table 1: Comparison of different methods regarding the assumptions and the transient times for minimizing smooth
objective functions. The “g” column describes the conditions assumed on the stochastic gradients, where the notation
(02, %) represents the relaxed growth condition, i.e., E[||g; (x: &) — V fi(2)|2|2] < 02 4+ 02 ||V f;(z)||°, Vi € N, and
ABC stands for Assumption 1.2. The notation (¢?2,1?)-BGD stands for the bounded gradient dissimilarity assumption

that L S |V fi(z) — f(@)])? < 2+ 92|V f(2)]>

Firstly, the proposed DSMT method achieves improved convergence rates and better transient times over the existing
distributed stochastic gradient methods (see Table 1). Specifically, for general smooth objective functions, DSMT
shortens the state-of-the-art transient time from O(n?/(1 — \)2) to O(n®/3 /(1 — X)), where 1 — \ denotes the spectral
gap of the mixing matrix that may scale as O(1/n?) for sparse networks. When the objective functions further satisfy

the PL condition, DSMT shortens the state-of-the-art transient time from O(n/(1 — X)) to O(y/n/(1 — \)).

Secondly, the convergence results of DSMT only assumes the so-called ABC condition [15, 20, 19] on the stochastic
gradients, which is the most general variance condition under the distributed settings to our knowledge. By comparison,
existing works depend on the relaxed growth condition (RGC) or the bounded variance [2] regarding the stochastic
gradients or the bounded gradient dissimilarity (BGD) assumption concerning the data heterogeneity among the agents.
Such a generalization expands the practical applicability of DSMT given that the ABC condition covers counterexamples
that do not satisfy RGC [10, 15].

1.3 Notation and Assumptions

Throughout this paper, column vectors are considered by default unless specified otherwise. We use x; ;. € R” to denote
the iterate of agent ¢ at the k-th iteration. For the sake of clarity and presentation, we introduce the stacked variables as
follows:

X = (T1k, Toky - - Tnk)T € RMFP,
VE(xx) == (Vfi(@1k), Via(22k)s o, Vnl(znr)T € R®P,

tpe () e

We use Z € RP to denote the averaged variables of x; among the agents. For instance, the variable Z, :== 1/ny .| 2;
stands for the average of all the agents’ iterates at the k-th iteration. We use ||-|| to denote the Frobenius norm for a
matrix by default and the ¢ norm for a vector. The term {a, b) stands for the inner product of two vectors a,b € R?. For
two matrices A, B € R"*P, (A, B) is defined as (A, B) := > | (A;, B;), where A; (and B;) represents the i-row of
A (and B).

We next introduce the standing assumptions. Assumption 1.1 is common that requires the objective functions to be
smooth and lower bounded.



Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking A PREPRINT

Assumption 1.1. Each f;(z) : RP — R is L-smooth, i.e.,
|V fi(x) = Vfi(a")|| < Lz —2|, Vo,2" € RP.

In addition, each f;(x) is bounded from below, i.e., fi(x) > fF := inf, fi(z) > —oo,Vz € RP. We also denote

f*:=inf, f(x).

Let the filtration {F}},~, be generated by {§; ¢|i € N,¢ = 0,1,...,k — 1}. We consider the ABC condition in
Assumption 1.2 regarding the stochastic gradients.

Assumption 1.2. Assume each agent has access to an conditionally unbiased stochastic gradient g;(x;&;) of V f;(z),
i.e., Elg;(z; & 1) | Fr] = Vfi(x), and there exist constants C, o > 0 such that for any k € N, i € N,

E [llgi (w3 6i) = V@) |Fe] < C @) = ]+ 0% @
In addition, the stochastic gradients are independent across different agents at each k > 0.

It is noteworthy that the relaxed growth condition (RGC) implies (2) given that each f; has Lipschitz continuous
gradients and is lower bounded [15], however, there exist examples that only satisfy the ABC condition but not RGC
[15, 10]. Moreover, Assumption 1.2 generally holds for the empirical risk minimization problems if the stochastic
gradients are queried through uniformly sampling with replacement [10].

We assume the agents in the network are connected via a graph G = (N, &) with € C N x N representing the set
of edges connecting the agents. In particular, (i,4) € £ for all i« € N. The set of neighbors for agent 4 is denoted
by N; = {j € N': (i,5) € £}. The element w;; in the weight matrix W € R™*™ represents the weight of the edge
between agents ¢ and j. Regarding the network topology, we consider Assumption 1.3 that is standard in the distributed
optimization literature. The condition guarantees that the spectral norm A of the matrix (W — 117 /n) is strictly less
than one.

Assumption 1.3. The graph G is undirected and connected, i.e., there exists a path between any two nodes in G. There
is a direct link between i and j (i # j) in G if and only if w;; > 0 and wj; > 0; otherwise, w;; = wj; = 0. The mixing
matrix W is nonnegative and doubly stochastic, i.e., 1TW = 17 and W1 = 1. In addition, we assume w;; > 0 for any

i€ N.

1.4 Organization
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the proposed DSMT algorithm starting with
its motivation. We then proceed to conduct a preliminary analysis in Section 3. The main convergence results of

DSMT under smooth objective functions with or without the PL condition are presented in Section 4. We then provide
numerical experiments in Section 5 and conclude the paper in Section 6.

2 A Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking Method

In this section, we introduce the proposed algorithm, Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT). We start
with the motivation and the intuition behind DSMT.

2.1 Motivation

The proposed algorithm relies heavily on the so-called Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration (LCA) technique stated in
Lemma 2.1 below.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 11 in [39]). Suppose the mixing matrix W is symmetric and positive semidefinite. Define

Nw = 1/(L+ V1 — A\2), then py, := \/Thw ~ O(1 — V1 — A2), and for any A € R"*P and k > 0,
L 2
HHW}CHA#H < coppy [TTA|*, ¢o = 14,

where

M -— 1 o — 117 — A 1 — (1+nw)W — Nl
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The above lemma implies that, by employing an augmented mixing matrix W, the consensus rate among multiple
agents can be accelerated compared to applying the basic consensus procedure using the matrix W. In addition,
when LCA is employed in distributed optimization algorithms, there is no need to perform inner loops of multiple
communication rounds. For instance, the Optimal Gradient Tracking (OGT) method proposed in [39] achieves the
optimal communication and computation complexities simultaneously without inner loops of multiple communication
rounds for minimizing smooth strongly convex objective functions using full gradients.

In the following discussion, we adhere to the notations introduced in Lemma 2.1. Additionally, we use [Xj]1.,, to
represent the first n rows of X € R2"*P,

It is noteworthy that applying the LCA technique to distributed stochastic gradient methods while achieving improved
transient times is a nontrivial task. A recent attempt in [49] realized the same transient time O(n/(1 — \)) as
those presented in [11, 1, 51]. We discuss the reasons of this result as follows. In [49], the LCA technique is
directly combined with the Distributed Stochastic Gradient Tracking (DSGT) method described in (3), where g, :=
(g1(x1,85610)5 > n(Tn ks €n k)T € R™*P denotes the stacked stochastic gradient at the k-th iteration.

Xp+1 = W (xx — ayi), (3a)
Yit1 =W (yr + 8k+1 — 8k) s Yo = 8o- (3b)
Here, the auxiliary variables yy, track the averaged stochastic gradients among the agents since ¢, = gx based on

Assumption .3 and induction from (3b). One common approach for analyzing the convergence of DSGT involves
estimating the following term (see, e.g., [34, 49] or (29)):

a?C _
2 [lye — 1], @

E [”Xk - 1@“2} + TG

for some constant Cy > 0 that is independent of n and (1 — A). However, this leads to an unsatisfactory performance of
the algorithm, primarily due to the bias in yy, i.e., E[yx — gx|Fx] # 0.

To alleviate the bias in yj, we introduce alternative variables, zy, for y; to track. Specifically, the update y;, is as
follows:

Vit1 =W (Yr + 21 — 2) - (5)

Simultaneously, the variables z; follow the update defined in (6):

zpp1 — 2k = —(1 =) (z2e — VF(Xx11)) + (1 = B) [@rs1 — VF(Xp41)] (6)

where /3 € (0, 1). With the help of the additional term (1 — ) in (6), the impact of the stochastic gradient variance
is better controlled, as detailed in Lemma 3.7. Such a strategic adjustment enables the cancellation of the extra term
1/(1 = ) introduced by (4).

Remark 2.1. Substituting the update (5) and (6) into the DSGT method (3) leads to the following relations.

Xkl = W(Xk - OZYk) )
Zp+1 = Pz + (1 — B)8r+1, @)
Yit1 =W (Yr + Zk41 — 2k), Yo = 2o = (1 — 5)8go.

Invoking Assumption 1.3, we can deduce that i, = Zj, by induction. Consequently, the behavior of , as described in
(8) resembles the update of the Stochastic Gradient Descent with Momentum (SGDM) method [31]. It turns out that yy,
tracks the momentum variable zy, and this is why the proposed method is named “distributed stochastic momentum
tracking”.

Tpy1 = Tk — AZg,

Ziy1 = Bk + (1 — B)gk- ®

The above discussions motivate the proposed method in the next part.
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2.2 The Proposed Method

We begin by presenting the compact form of the Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT) method in (9). In
essence, DSMT leverages the Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration (LCA) technique for the update (7).

Xp1 = W (Xg — a(ye)#) (9a)
Xkl = [Xkt1]1m (9b)
Zir1 = Bzr + (1 — B)8r41 %)
Vi1 =W (Fi + (zrs1) 4 — (22) %) (Od)
Yit1 = [Yrt1)1ins (%e)

where W defined in Lemma 2.1 signifies the application of the LCA technique, and (yj)x = (y],y})T € R¥"*P,
Consequently, the updates in (9b) and (9¢) are required to obtain xjy1 and (Y1) in the subsequent iterations.
The updates in (9c) and (9d) align with the rationale explained for (7), representing a critical step in improving the
convergence rate compared to the method outlined in [49].

The formal description of the DSMT method is outlined in Algorithm 1. At each iteration, agent ¢ first performs an

approximate gradient descent step in Line 4 to obtain z; |, +1 and a:i Jpl- Then, after communicating with neighboring
; 1

agents the updated x; ;| 1 in Line 5, the new iterates ; 1 and a:i x41 are obtained. Subsequently, agent i queries a
noisy gradient based on z; ;1 and completes the update of z; ;1 in Line 7. The remaining procedures aim to track
the averaged variable Zj, given the initialization yo = z¢g = (1 — 8)go-

Algorithm 1 Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT)
1: Initialize x; 0 = 1‘270 € RP for all agent ¢ € N, determine W = [w;;] € R"*™, stepsize o and parameter /3.
Initialize y; 0 = y! o = zi,0 = (1 — 53)gs,0- Input 7.

2: fork=0,1,2,...., K — 1 do

3 for Agent: = 1,2, ...,n in parallel do

4 Update ;5,1 = ;) — ay;; and x;,ﬁ% =k, — oy

5: Communicate and update @; k1 = (1 + 7w) D2 jen; WijTjppt — ”wxi,k+% and x§7k+1 =Tippl
6 Acquires a stochastic gradient g; x+1 = ¢i (@i k+1; i k+1) € RP.

7 Update Zikt1 = 522'7]€ + (]. — 5)gi,k+1'

8 Update Yik4L = Yik + 2 k+1 — Zik and y§7k+% = yé,k + Zi k41 — Zi k-

9: Communicate and update yi j+1 = (1 +7u) 30 jeps Wij¥jpel — nwyi“% andy! ., = Yidt L
10: end for

11: end for

12: Output z; 7 for all agent i € N.

Remark 2.2. We compare DSMT method with the DSGT method. It is worth noting that DSMT necessitates additional
information of X compared to DSGT. This is common for constructing accelerated or optimal methods including those
in [24, 53, 38]. Regarding the communication cost per iteration, each agent in the DSMT method communicates
variables (z; 1., Vi k) k>0, which aligns with the communication load of DSGT. The additional cost primarily stems from

the storage of variables (xﬁk, yfk, Zi k) k>0-

Remark 2.3. In the analysis, we introduce the definition z_1 := 0. It is worth noting that the relation zo =
Bz_1 + (1 — B)go remains valid due to the initialization zo = (1 — 8)gg in Algorithm 1. As a consequence, the
subsequent analysis involving z_1 is valid.

3 Preliminary Analysis

In this section, we present several preliminary results. We start with establishing the recursions involving the averaged
variables Ty, ¥, and Zj.

Lemma 3.1. Let Assumption 1.3 hold and 'y = zo = (1 — )80, we have for any k > 0 that
Th+1 = Tk — Yk,
Zrt1 = Bz + (1 = B)Fr+1,
Yk+1 = Zk+1-
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Proof. See Appendix A.1. O

As highlighted in Remark 2.1, the update of Z;, can be viewed as an approximate version of the SGDM method. Such
an observation prompts us to investigate the behavior of a series of auxiliary variables {dy } defined as follows:

T KD k=0
e {lfk — L E, k>, (19)

The behavior of dj, is more like the update of SGD compared to that of Z;; see Lemma 3.2 below. Similar arguments
have been explored in prior works, including [48, 8, 23].

Lemma 3.2. Let Assumption 1.3 hold. Define d, as in (10), we have
dit1 = dy — agy, k>0,

and

J,ffk:fla Z1, k> 0. (11)

- p
Proof. See Appendix A.2. O

Next, we consider the relation between E[f(dy) — f*] and E[f(Zy) — f*] in light of (11) in Lemma 3.2. As a

consequence, the follow-up analysis needs not involve the term E[f(Z) — f*] which may appear due to Assumption
1.2.

Lemma 3.3. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize o to satisfy o < (1 — 8)/(38L). We have

2B 19 @] + 1258 [l ]

E[f(zx) — f ] <E[f(dr) — f*] +
Proof. See Appendix A.3. O

Our primary goal in this section is to locate and analyze a Lyapunov function to facilitate the convergence analysis. We
start with Lemma 3.4 that presents the recursion of E[f(dj) — f*] in light of Assumption 1.1 and Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.4. Let Assumptions |.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize « to satisfy o < min{1/(4L),1/(2C)}. We have

B () -] < (1+ 22V B a0 - 71 - 5 (1- 200 E 197Gl

al? 2] BBLL+2C) 1. o1 @°L(2Co% + %)
+— E[an;cll ] T aoar [H | ] + - ;
where 0 = f* — LS LI
Proof. See Appendix A 4. O

Lemma 3.4 inspires us to consider the recursion of E[|| 2 ||?] as follows.
Lemma 3.5. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize « to satisfy < min{(1 — 3)/(26L),1/(4CpB)}. We have

E[1507) < 228 [jna?] « 22 lg (1@ - ] + 30 - [V s@01]
. (1-5)*(2Co} +0?) N 2(1-pB)L <L N Cc(1— 5)) E [||ka\|2] .

n

Proof. See Appendix A.5. O

We next consider the recursion of E[||z;, — VF (1z])]?].
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Lemma 3.6. Ler Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize « to satisfy « < (1 — 3)/(3L). We have for any k > 0 that
E |||z — VF(lz;)ﬂ < BE [||zk L~ VFazEL )| ] +2an(L + O)E [||2k,1||2]
+2(1 = B)L(L + C)E [|xe]*] +2n(1 - WOE [£(d) = 1] +2an(1 = B)CE ||V f(@)|]]
+n(l - B)*(2Ca} + 0?),
where Xx_1 := xXgand z_, = 0.

Proof. See Appendix A.6. O

Next, we consider the consensus error terms E[||IIx[|?] and E[||ITyy||?] similar to those in [39]. One of the key steps
in the derivation of Lemma 3.7 involves identifying the error term E[||z;, — VF(1z])||?], as discussed in Subsection
2.1. This particular step is essential for preserving the benefits of the gradient tracking technique, which reduces the
impact of data heterogeneity.

Lemma 3.7. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize o and the parameter (3 to satisfy

1—py
< mi 1 > Pw-
O‘—mm{2(L+0)’ 62L(L +C)’ 4CL} >hzp

Then, there exist sequences {R} and {R}} such that

- 2
E [mx]?] <E [HnsckH } <R,

e [Imy?] < |5 <=t

and

~ a?cg
Rit1 < pwRy + 1_ pw

sz (12)

1w 151—2LLC 3co(1 — B)?
RY, < L Pery o DOl S+ Oy 300D By, - wraal )]
+ 9ancy(1 — B)(C + L)E [szflu]+12nco( — B)*CE [f(dx) — 1]
+20anco(1 = B)(C + L)E [ [V f (@) ] +6neo(1 - B2(2Ca; + 0*), (13)

where cy = 14 is defined in Lemma 2.1 and

o’ wg
5 < collMxol? + S22 [ty 2]
Puw

(14)
RY = oo [||Hy0||2} + ncopu(l — B)*(2Co7 + o).
Proof. See Appendix A.7. O
We are now ready to introduce the Lyapunov function £, defined in (15):
- N 3al? 12a3copy, L*
Lo =E[f(dy) - f*] + __RT 4 0Pu s RY
n(l = pw) n(1— pw) (15)
AP L 200 [zpca)?] + B0 [y — w1 ]
(1-B) (= pu)?

Lemma 3.8 below presents the recursion for £;, by combining the results in Lemmas 3.4-3.7.
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Lemma 3.8. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize o and the parameter (3 to satisfy

. (1-pw)?  1-8 (1= pu)? v
o < min { 2002L(L+C)' 24(L + C)’ <4032cg(1 —BYL2(C + L)) ’

1> 82 py.
We have
40?CL  24003c2p,CL*(1 — 3)? o o1 a?L(2Cco% + 0?)
Lii1< (1 0Pw = 1 L. —%g [ = } f
e s (1492 PO b1 SR [V +
72e2poL%(1 — B)2  AL(L+ 20)] . )
= + a’(2Co% + o°).
R ey ecei 4o
Moreover, denote Ao := f(Zo) — f*, the term Ly can be upper bounded by
3al? 12a3copy L2 48a3ctp,, L? 2
Lo=A RE R Yr=||VE
0= A T T T a0 T i g IV E ) 6
< 9A, 4 9aL? ||HX0||2 N 27a3c3 L2 (1 — 6)2(200} +0?) 7203 LA Y ||Vfi(a‘:0)||2
=TT (=) (1= puw)? n(l— pu)?
Proof. See Appendix A.8. 0

In summary, Lemma 3.4 inspires us to derive the recursions of the corresponding error terms, outlined in Lemmas
3.5-3.7, and to consider the Lyapunov function in (15). Moreover, due to the fact that ||ITIW || may greater than one, the
consensus error terms E[||IIxy ||?] and E[||TLy||?] are proved to be R-linear sequences with “additional errors” similar
as those in [39]. Notably, the analysis of DSMT differs from [39] mainly due to the need for dealing with the stochastic
gradients under the general variance condition (2) and the momentum variable z.

4 Main Results

In this section, we present the main results, which outline the convergence rates and the transient times of the DSMT
method for minimizing smooth objective functions with or without the PL condition. These results are detailed in

Subsections 4.1 and 4.2, respectively. The formal definitions of transient times Kéiﬁ;’gz and KT(“f;)siem under general

smooth objective functions and smooth objective functions satisfying the PL condition are defined, as follows:

(NCVX) . -12] < 1 S
Kvansien: = 1n2f {t—o,?}l.?k_l]E [I\Vf(xt)ll } <0 (M) ) k> K} (17a)
TS . 1
K framen = inf {n Y E[f(zix) — f1<0O (nk> k> K} . (17b)
=1

Note that O(1/v/'nk) and O(1/(nk)) represent the convergence rates of the centralized stochastic gradient method
under the two considered conditions, respectively.

4.1 General Nonconvex Case

We begin by presenting the convergence result of DSMT for minimizing smooth nonconvex objective functions, as
demonstrated in Theorem 4.1 below.

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. For a given K > 1, let the stepsize « and the parameter [3 to satisfy

< . (1 B ﬁw)2 1- ﬁ (1 B p~w)3 e
C=EEWN 20T+ 0) 24+ O) (403%3(1 —BYL2(C + L)) ’

n (1= pw)? 1/3 ~
> Dw-
8CLK’ (480c%CL2(1 — B2K ) 1> 82 pw
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Then, we have

247,  108L2 ||lIxo|? = 324c3a’L?*(1 — B)*(2Co% + o?)

E[IVf@IP) <

min

k=0,1, ,K aK n(l — py) K (1—pw)?K
* 2 2 2712 n N 2
N 4aL(2Co%} + 0?) N 864c3a’ L Eifl IV fi(Zo)| (18)
n n(l — py )3 K
L(L+20)  18¢2p,L%(1 — ﬂ)r"} , )
- 16a“(2Co% + 07).
e oz + o)
In addition, if we set
B 1 _q 1 1—3
@= L(2Co; +o?)K , B=1- nl/3 (1= puw), (19)
3nlAg + v
where
(40323 L*(C + L)\ ? | 2en'/YL+C) | [BOLK | (480GCL7K 1/3
ERNEEI T WE 1~ u Vo 2B p,))
then
AgL(2Co*% + 02) A2CL Ao(CL?)/3
: = V12| f 0 0
min_ E|[Vi@)*] =0 % - R Ry T e Ve T
(20)

+n1/3Ao(L +C) + |[Txo|* L2 /n n n'BAL AL YR, |V i(@o)]?
(1 — pu)K K2 (I - 50?2007 + 02)K?2 |’

where O(-) hides the numerical constants.

Proof. We first state Lemma 4.1 from [26, Lemma 6] that provides a direct link connecting Lemma 3.8 to the desired

results.

Lemma 4.1. If there exist constants a, b, ¢ > 0 and non-negative sequences {si},{q:} such that for any t, we have
St41 < (14 a)sy — bgr + ¢,

then it holds that

. (1+a)T c
< — —.
t:o,?,l.l.?Tq 4= bT so + b

Applying Lemma 4.1 to Lemma 3.8 leads to

o2 24003625, CL>(1-8)2 \ &
4(1+4 CL+ 0P (1-8) ) 40[.[/(200';2—"-0'2)

. _ 2 n (1—pw)?
<
k:O,{?.l.n,K—lE [HVf(xk)H } - aK ot n 21)
L(L+2C)  18c¢p,L*(1 — 5)2] 9 9

— 16a=(2Co% 4+ o).

e e (2Cos+ o)
Letting

_ ~ \3 1/3
a < min n , (1= pu)
8CLK '\ 480c3CL?(1 — B)*K
yields

|, 402CL | 2400°Gp,CL*(1 - B)? K < exp 402CL  24003¢25,CL2 (1 — B)?
(1= puw)? N n (1= puw)?

| 1} < i)
(22)

10
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Substituting (22) and the expression of L in (16) into (21) yields (18).
Set «v as in (19), then

Ay [AoL(2Co} +0?) A BCL Ao(480c2CL2)1/3
aK 3nK OV nK " n2/9(1 = p,) 1 /3K2/3
Ao[4032¢2L2(C' + L))V 24coAgnt/3(L + O) 23)
n'/9(1 — pu)?PK (1-pu)K
* 2 *
4aL(2Co} +0*) <4 3L(2Co} + 02)A0’ o2 < 3nA -
n nK L(2Co} + 0K
Substituting (23) into (18) yields the desired result (20).
O

Subsequently, we compute the transient time required for DSMT to achieve comparable performance to the centralized
SGD method when minimizing smooth objective functions, as detailed in Corollary 4.2 below.

Corollary 4.2. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold. Set the stepsize o and the parameter 3 to satisfy (19). Then the transient

time K. }Ir\;ﬁxfzt required for DSMT method to achieve comparable performance as the centralized SGD method behaves
as

/ : Ve (s, IV AGeol?)
5/3 n = i(Zo
EMO0 _ max{ O (1”_ A) O <(|1H_X°A|gn> O 11 — . 24)

In addition, if we initialize all agents at the same solution and assume that ., ||V f;(Zo)||* = O(n?), the transient
time K. (NCVX) stated in (24) further reduces to

Transient
5/3
KW _ o ( " ) .

Transient ~— 1—\

Remark 4.1. It is worth noting that initializing all the agents at the same solution and assuming >, ||V f;(Zo)||* =

O(n?) are mild conditions. In practice, the term >, |V f;(Zo)||* often behaves as O(n) assuming Ty is fixed.

Proof. We hide the constants that are independent of n and (1 — \) in the following. From (20), we have

v elvieart —o(—L o1 e e
oo i {HVf(iUk)” ] = (W) ( T A= BT T (1 - pu)VK
" i (25)
A .| R/ o £ (G
(1= pu)VnEK K327 (1= pu K32 )
Noting that
) ! Nieoy
a1 No(\/ﬁ>. (26)

T+VI=N T+ V=07 (14 V1T VT=22)

According to the definition for transient times in (17a), we obtain the desired result (24) by invoking (25) and (26).

O
4.2 PL Condition
In this part, we will consider a specific nonconvex condition known as the Polyak-Lojasiewicz (PL) condition in

Assumption 4.3. Overparameterized models often satisfy this condition. Notably, the strong convexity condition implies
the PL condition [14].

11
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Assumption 4.3. There exists ju > 0, such that the aggregate function f(x) = L 3" | fi(x) satisfies

2u (f(x) = f7) < |IVF(@)II7, 27
Sorall x € RP, where f* := inf cro f(2).

In light of Assumption 4.3, we construct a “contractive” recursion for the quantity E[f(d}) — f*].

Lemma 4.4. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 and 4.3 hold, and let K > 0. Set dj, as in (10) and let the stepsize o to satisfy
a < min{u/(4LC), (1 — B)/(2L)}. We have

_ a _ al? 2 L(2Ca% + o2
E[f(d1) ~ '] < (1= ) E () - ] + SB[ Imx?] + (nf )
OésﬂL(L + C) _ 2
=g E[IAal]
Proof. See Appendix B.1. O

Thanks to Assumption 4.3, we are now able to show that £, is a (-linear sequence with “additional errors” in Lemma
4.5. The derivation is similar to those in the proof of Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 4.5. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 and 4.3 hold, and let k > 0. Set the stepsize o and the parameter (3 to satisfy

a < min 1_6 1_6 (1_/3111)2 1_l5w /‘(1_/8)2
= 3u " 486¢2(L + C)"\| 2402L(L + C) \| 324(L + )27\ 960c2L(L + C)2 [’
11(1 — pu)
12 '

1>8>1-
We have

ajp L  72actp,L*(1—B)?  4aL(L+20)] , . o
L‘k+1§(1—4)£;€+[n+ (1= pu)? + w1 =5) }a (2Co} +07). (28)

Proof. See Appendix B.2. O

We can obtain the convergence rate of DSMT in Theorem 4.2 by noting another Lyapunov function Hy:
3a2copuw RY 4 405a3nc3(C' + L) {H _ H2:| 5402 copw
~ k-1 TEETEY)
(1= pw)? (1= pw)? (1= puw
Theorem 4.2. Let Assumptions 1.1-1.3 and 4.3 hold. Set the stepsize o and the parameter 3 to satisfy

- 3p 74862 (L +C)\| 240c3L(L + C) 7\ 324¢2(L + C)27\| 960c2L(L+ C)? [’

My = RE + o[PS e £ )

1>8>1-— w an
We have
3 ko 20aL(2C0% + o2
lz:ﬂ‘:[f(ﬂ%,k)—f*]§33130(1—7”) +5LH0 <5+ﬂ> il (2Co} +07)
i3 4 n 6 np
{48&91 504c3(1 4+ S5)(1— B) | 32(6L + C)(1 — pu,)} 102L(2007% + 0?)
+ + - + . ,
H 1= puw nu(l — B) 1= u
where
8 e 182(1—B)2 (L +2C)(1 - pu) 5 L LS
(1= puw)? nL(1—p) ' myLTL
and
3a?copu 54023 puy
Ho =R§ + _700’]39 _700 |VF( )”
(1= pw)? (1= puw)? .
< 200 HHX0||2 + 120427'1,0%(1 - B)Q(CAO + 200‘} + O'2> N 720{263 E;l:l va;(i'O)HQ
B (1 - ﬁw)2 (1 — ﬁw)Q

12
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Proof. See Appendix B.3. O

Based on Theorem 4.2, we can first compare the non-exponentially decreasing terms in the error bounds for different
distributed stochastic gradient methods under a constant stepsize «; see Table 2. It can be seen that the DSMT method

exhibits the lowest static error when compared to the state-of-art methods by choosing 8 = O ( 1—+v/(1=X)/ n),
n > 2.
Method Static Error
DSGD [37] O(2+85 + 2 W)
ED [1] @ *+1A+ 1,\)3
DSGT [1] O 2+ 155 + e
a 1-8
DSMT O(2+ |1+ xikp]

DSMT N o2
8=0(1—/T-N/n) O(n* m)

Table 2: Comparison of different methods regarding the non-exponentially decreasing terms for minimizing smooth
objective functions satisfying the PL condition.

Table 2 also shows that proper choice of 5 improves the final error of DSMT, demonstrating the benefits of momentum
acceleration in decentralized optimization methods.

By considering specific stepsize . and parameter 5, we can write down the following convergence result of DSMT
based on Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.6. Let the conditions in Theorem 4.2 hold. Furthermore, let the stepsize o and parameter 3 satisfy

4 3371#2]:{[:0 (1 - ﬁw)
=ap=—|——_—-— =1-—*n>2 33
= uKn<(2Ca}+02)L P Jn "2 (33)
for some given K > 1. Then, the final iterates x; x for all i € N satisfy
apK 5LHg (1—pw)K
it E E[f(zirx) — "] <33Loexp (—4) o exp T
(34)

6 ((200; +0%) (200} +0?) )

nk V(1 = NK?

where (5() hides the term In (%) and some constants that are independent of n and (1 — X\). In particular,
we have

(8o +Coy+02) S0 |V i(70)||* L2

“HXOH? 212 2 = \2 2
7 K M (1 7pw) K

%ZE[JC(%K) - []= @{
L x|, L2(2C0} +0%)  L2SL V@] (0= pu)uK
np(l = pu) K npd K3 13 (1 = pu)? K3 P 4L

L(Co% + a?) L(Co} + a?)
wPK VAl = pu) K

Ay +

(35)
Proof. Since 3 =1— (1 — p,)/+/n, the constants S; and Sy become
18¢§ L +2C L  18GL  L+2C
S : Sy=— 0 :
T TR T T T

13
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Denote
48L (18¢3 L +2C 32(6L + C)
33;:(0+ >+504c21+81 +———>~0(1),
-\ T o ) . (
we have
K 5L 1—puw)K
fZE (xix) — [*] < 33Lyexp _2 + o exp —%
4 n 6y/1 36)
20aL(2Co} + a?) N 40(283L(20<7;§ +0?)
ny \/ﬁ(l - ﬁw) '
Let & satisfy (30). It suffices to discuss the following two cases:
Case I: If @ < a7, then we substitute & into (36) and obtain
apK S5LH 1—puw)K
fZIE (2i,K) ]§33£06Xp(i)+ noexp( ( 6}) >
* 33nu’K Lo * o2\ 1..2 [ 33nu’ KL (37
N 80L(2C0} +0%) In (35, ) N 64L85(2C0} + o) In® (3ihe )
nu? K V(1 = py)u2K?

In this case, we have & ~ O((1 — py)/[v/n(L + C)]). Then,
n 0_* 0_2 n (7 2 s
LS E(fix) - 1= 0 { (Cho+ Coj 407 | SV ] oxp (200

P prK? 121 = puw)? K2 6v/n
2 2 * 2 n _ 2 ~
L2 ||TIxo | L (2Co% +0?) N L2 IV i)l 1@( (_ (1 —pw)uK>

ITIxo |* +

+ | Ag +

np(l — puw) K npd K3 13 (1 = pu)P K3 4v/n(L+C)
L(Co} + o?) (C’a} +0?) }

nu?K + V(1 = Py ) u2K?
(33)
Case II: If & > a4, then we substitute 1 into (36) and obtain

o (2Co% +0*)L  5LH, (1= pu)K
,ZE (wig)— ] < 2K + exp( 6/ )

. 33l KL « 33nu’ KL
80L(2Co} + 0?)In ((S‘é(j;ifg&) 64LS3(2C0} + 0?) In® ((és(?:*;;ifgi‘)%)

WK " Vil = pu)i2K?

(39)

+
In this case, we have from (39) that
L Z E(f(rix) — ] = O {

L(Co%} +0?) N L(Co% +0?)
Wl K a0 = p) 2K

(Bo+Coj+0%) | 3L VA" L

H 2
Moll” + =% 21— 52K

(-5

(40)
Combining (37) and (39) yields the desired result (34). Combining (38) and (40) leads to the desired result (35).

O

Finally, we are able to derive the transient time of DSMT under smooth objective functions satisfying the PL condition.

Corollary 4.7. Let the conditions in Corollary 4.6 hold. Then the transient time K. ;mn)wm required for DSMT to achieve

comparable performance as centralized SGD method when minimizing smooth objective functions satisfying the PL

condition behaves as
PL 2 n
K;ran)siem = O < 1— )\) ’ (41)

14
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Figure 1: Illustration of ring graph topology with n = 16.
where O(-) hides the following logarithm terms and other constants that are independent of n and (1 — \):
33042 K Lo n n i [V £i(@o)|® | TTxo||*
1 ( I 21(),1 MR ) (—),1 i=1 1 .
max{ n (o] "\eoor+onr ) \E )T\ T (- 0RK \vioa
Proof. We hide the constants that are independent of n and (1 — \) in the following. Based on (35), we have

fZIE )~ 5120 () o{ n, Vfi<mo>|2] RS

n
nK |[Ixo)* + — +

K (1—pw)?K vn
“2)
Ixol® 1 a0 IVA@E)I| (= pu)K vn
| T R ] (-5 )“*(1—@%}'

Invoking the definition of K. (PL) and the relation (1 = pw) ~ O(V/1 = X) in (26) yields the desired result (41). O

Transient

5 Simulations

This section presents two numerical examples that illustrate the performance of DSMT compared with the existing
methods over a ring graph (Figure 1). We evaluate these algorithms on a strongly convex problem (43) (satisfying the
PL condition) and a general nonconvex problem (44) to verify the theoretical findings. Overall, the results demonstrate
that the incorporation of either the momentum tracking technique or Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration (LCA) enhances
the performance of distributed stochastic gradient methods. Furthermore, the DSMT method outperforms existing
methods due to the effective combination of these two techniques.

5.1 Logistic Regression

We consider a binary classification problem using logistic regression (43) on the CIFAR-10 [18] dataset. Each agent
possesses a distinct local dataset S; = {(u;, v;)} selected from the whole dataset S. Here, the variable u; € RP denotes
the image input and v; € R represents the label. In particular, we consider a heterogeneous data setting, where data
samples are sorted based on their labels and partitioned among the agents. The classifier can then be obtained by solving
the following optimization problem using all the agents’ local datasets S;,i = 1,2, ...,n

min Z
min f(z fi(@

(43)

> log[1+ exp(—aTuyvy)] + § |l
JES;

ISI
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where p is set as 0.2.

We evaluate the performance of several methods, including DSMT, DSGT [37], EDAS [11], DSGD [37], DSGT-HB
[7], centralized SGD (CSGD), and centralized SGDM (CSGDM), in the context of classifying airplanes and trucks
on the CIFAR-10 dataset using a constant step size. The results are presented in Figure 2. Additionally, to facilitate
comparison, we implement the DSMT method without the LCA technique, denoted as DSMT_noLCA in subsequent
discussions.

102 4 102 4
" 0 “x
A 10 : 100 «
é —< CSGDM % —<4— CSGDM
~10-2 4 —+ CSGD ~_ | — csep
tﬁﬂ DSGD tl:i-! 1072+ DSGD
—¥— EDAS —¥— EDAS
—e— DSGT —&— DSGT
10-4 4 —m— DSMT _, | - psmT
—e— DSGT-HB 1071 _o— DsGTHB
—&— DSMT_nolLCA —&— DSMT_noLCA
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
# Iterations # lterations
(a) Ring graph, n = 100, 1 — A = 6.6 x 10™*. (b) Ring graph, n = 50,1 — XA = 2.6 x 1073,

Figure 2: Comparison among DSMT, DSGT, EDAS, DSGD, CSGD, and CSGDM for solving Problem (43) on the
CIFAR-10 dataset using a constant stepsize. The stepsize is set as « = 0.01 for all the methods. The momentum
parameter is set as 5 = p,, for DSMT, DSMT_noLCA, and SGDM. The results are averaged over 10 repeated
experiments.

The performance of decentralized methods shown in Figures 2a and 2b reveals that, as the network size decreases
(resulting in a larger value of (1 — X)), the methods tend to exhibit more comparable performance to centralized SGD.
Among these decentralized methods, DSMT achieves the most similar accuracy compared to centralized methods,
especially when the network topology is not well-connected (Figure 2a).

Comparing those decentralized methods incorporating momentum acceleration, they all behave more similar to CSGDM
than CSGD, aligning with the arguments in Subsection 2.1. However, a comparison between DSMT_noLCA and
DSGT-HB reveals the importance of appropriately employing the momentum technique to enhance the practical
performance. Straightforward combination may not yield significant improvements, as seen from the performance
comparison of DSGT and DSGT-HB in Figure 2. Such a comparison implies the effectiveness of the momentum
tracking technique.

Comparing the performance of DSMT and DSMT_noLCA in Figure 2, it can be concluded that the LCA technique
indeed accelerates the convergence process. Such an effect becomes more pronounced when the network topology
degrades, as evidenced in the transition from Figure 2b to Figure 2a.

In summary, the incorporation of either the momentum tracking technique or LCA method proves effective in enhancing
the practical performance of distributed stochastic gradient methods. Notably, the DSMT method outperforms the
aforementioned alternatives by combining these two techniques. Such a comparison corroborates the theoretical findings
in Section 4.

5.2 Nonconvex Logistic Regression

In this part, we consider a binary classification problem (44) classifying airplanes and trucks on the CIFAR-10 dataset.
The parameter w is set as w = 0.05 and [x], denotes the g—element of =z € RP. The other settings follow the same as
those in Subsection 5.1. We compared the aforementioned methods over ring graphs with n = 100 (Figure 3a) and

16
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n = 50 (Figure 3b), respectively.

. 1 n
min f@) = 53 Site)

x Z_ w2 (44)
fz(l‘) = S log [1 "‘eXP(—xTujUj)] + 5 Z 7(;}3'

JES: g=1 1+ [

It can be seen from Figure 3 that solely applying momentum technique to DSGT does not enhance its performance.
In Figure 3b, DSMT_noLCA demonstrates a slight improvement over DSGT-HB. However, DSMT consistently
outperforms other methods, capitalizing on the combined efficacy of momentum tracking technique and LCA method.
Notably, the difference between DSMT and EDAS becomes negligible as the number of iteration increases, suggesting
that the application of LCA to EDAS could potentially enhance its convergence. Such a phenomenon inspires further
research of interest.

—<« CSGDM
1071 4 10-14 —< CSGD
DSGD
2] —¥— EDAS
10 1072 o —e— DSGT
—— DSMT
~ 10-34 N —e— DSGT-HB
= =103+ —A— DSMT_noLCA
X X
= | =
5 1074y S
T T 107y
1075
1075 o
1076
1076 +
DSMT_noLCA
1077 L) L) L) L) L) L) L) L L) L L L)
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
# lterations # Iterations
(a) Ring graph, n = 100, 1 — A = 6.6 x 10™%. (b) Ring graph, n = 50,1 — A = 2.6 x 1075,

Figure 3: Comparison among DSMT, DSGT, EDAS, DSGD, CSGD, and CSGDM for solving Problem (44) on the
CIFAR-10 dataset using a constant stepsize. The stepsizes are set as 0.02 for all methods. The momentum parameter
issetas =1 — (1 — p,)/n'/3 for DSMT, DSMT_noLCA, and SGDM. The results are averaged over 10 repeated
experiments.

6 Conclusion

This paper focuses on addressing the distributed stochastic optimization problem over networked agents. The proposed
algorithm, Distributed Stochastic Momentum Tracking (DSMT), leverages momentum tracking technique as well as the
Loopless Chebyshev Acceleration (LCA) method to enhance the performance of distributed stochastic gradient methods
over networks. In particular, DSMT shortens the transient times for decentralized stochastic gradient methods without
requiring multiple communication per iteration for smooth objective functions with or without the Polyak-Lojasiewicz
(PL) condition under the most general variance condition in distributed settings. Such a condition for stochastic gradients
enables the wide range of application of DSMT. Experimental results also corroborate to such theoretical findings.
The momentum tracking technique is also of independent interest and can potentially inspire future development of
distributed optimization algorithms.
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A Proofs for the General Nonconvex Case

A.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Define z] := %].T[ik]n+1:2n and Z] = ilTik. From (9a), we have
_ 1 _ _
Ti1 = 5 (24 70) Tk — Nuiy] — A,
X1 = (14 70)W (% — ayi) = 0o (Rilnsr2n — a¥5) (“45)
[ik+l]n+1:2n =X — QYg.

Therefore, it suffices to show Zy, = x;, = Z;, for any k£ > 0, which we prove by induction. When k = 0, g = 2, = Z,
since Xg = (X¢)x. Suppose Ty, = &, = Z;, for some k > 0, then (45) leads to

Ek—‘—l =Tk — QYk,
i’k-&-l = (1 + nw)fk — Nwxy — Ol:[,_/k =T — O‘yk’a
Ty = T — Yk

Hence, we have z), = z;,, = Z;, for any £ > 0. Similar line of analysis can show that ng = Ypt1 = Ypyr =
Yr + Zk+1 — Zi. The update form for ;. and the initialization yo = zg imply 4, = zj, for any k£ > 0.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Recall from Lemma 3.1 that ;1 = T — aZg. We first show Jk+1 =d, — agr. When k£ = 0, we have

- 1 1
d1*do:m5€1* 1_650*50: 1_6@0*0450)* 1_6950:*0@0,
where the last equlity holds by initializing zg = (1 — 5)go.
For the case &k > 1, we have
- - 1 _ _ _ 1 _ i _
i1 — dyp = 7= 3 (Trt1 — BT — T + BT—1) = T3 (—azy + Pazy_1) = —ag.
Next we show dj, — T, = — ffﬁ Zr—1, which is because for k > 1,
- 1 B _ g af _
dy — T = — 1 — T = —Tp_1) = — 1. 46
ke 1_5(331@ Tp-1) 1= 5kt (46)
Due toz_; = 0 and dg = T, the relation (46) also holds for k& = 0.
A.3 Proof of Lemma 3.3
Given that 7y, = d, + a%,_1/(1 — ), k > 0 from Lemma 3.2, we have
_ . 5 . af = _ o oL o
f(mk) - f< f(dk) -+ m <vf(dk) - vf(xk) + vf(xk)a Zk—1> + W sz—lH 47
7 . ap 2, @BL+3aBL/(A-B)] e
< f(dy) — _— _ 48

where we invoke ||V f(Zx) — Vf(di)| < aBL||Zk—1]|/(1 — B) for k > 0. Taking the full expectation on both sides
yields the desired result.
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A.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4

In light of Lemma 3.2 that dj,., = di — agy, for k > 0, we have from the descent lemma and Assumption 1.2 that
_ _ - 1
E [f(drs1)|Fr] < fdr) —a <Vf(dk) = VF(@), Z Vfi(xz‘,k)>
<Vf sz i k>> + SE [ag? yfk}
Z vfl T, k
RS o oY [
X —_ — i\
k n 2 &

< () +a||[Vid) = Vi@ + 5

Zv.fz xzk

Lo 2 (49)
Jk — - ; V fi(zi k)

(0% _ 2 (0%
IV Al + 5 A

< f(dy) 4+ oL? ||di — $k|| -5 ||Vf(

vaz zzk

N R
- Tk — Ti,k
2n p

«a
8

+7

)

C n
*Z fzwzk )+G2
n =1

where we let o« < 1/(4L) and invoke Assumption 1.2 for the last inequality.

Noting that
L
filwin) — f7 < filzr) — f7+ (Vfi(Zr), zig — Tr) + 5 |z — kaQ
1
< Ji@) = £+ 57 IVE@I + Llleor - 7 0
<2(fi(@) = f7) + Lwiw — 3l
we have
1 & . ~ L
- S (filwin) — f7) <2(f(@n) — f*) + 205 + = — llxk — B (51)
i=1

In light of the relation dy, — Z, = —afZx_1/(1 — §) and z_; = 0, we have

a®p?

- _ 2
Hdk_ka (1-B)

Lz k> 0. (52)

Combing (49)-(52), taking the full expectation, letting & < 1/(2C'), and invoking Lemma 3.3 yield the desired result
for k£ > 0.

A.5 Proof of Lemma 3.5

According to Lemma 3.1, we have

2 =B+ (1—B) (gk - % Zwsci,k)) +(1-B) [711 D Viiwin) = V@) | + (1= BV (@)
i=1 =1
(53)
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Then, by Assumption 1.2 and Jensen’s inequality, we have

— B)2 n
& [l |7] < szl + 220 [g S (it = £7) 02| +201 = B) 19 @)

i=1
_ 2
2 20 e 1)
< Blaal? + 229l ) - 1 20 - ) 19 @I + :
L2 ;’B)L <L+ C(ln_ b’)) e — 12T

Taking the full expectation on both sides and invoking Lemma 3.3 yield the desired result.

A.6 Proof of Lemma 3.6
First consider
2, — VF(13]) = a1 + (1 — B)g — VF(12])
=B |ze-1 — VF1z]_ )] + (1 —B)[gr — VF(xx)] + (1 = ) [VF(xx) — VF(1z])] (55)
- B[VF(1z]) - VFQ1z]_))], k> 1.

From (55) and Jensen’s inequality, we have

[IIZk—VF DIP| 7] < 8lm-s — VFA]_y)|* + 20— 8) | VF(x) — VF(L2])*
+—HVF D = VFQ]_ )" + (1 = B)E [lgx — VF (o) || 7]
202, 72 (56)
< B oy — VPP + 22 2 4 20— )2 i P

1-p
(1= 8200} + ) + (1 - 82C {21f@) - £+ = [}

where Assumption 1.2 and the upper bound (57) are invoked for the last inequality. The inequality (57) holds due to
Lemma 3.1 that T, = Tp—1 — aZr_1

E [||VF(11~;) - VF(m;_l)Hz] < nL’E [ka - :zk,lnz] < a?nI’E [sz,l\ﬂ : (57)
Taking full expectation on both sides of (56), and substituting the result of Lemmas 3.3 yield that
2 L
E [z ~ VF2D)|?] < 6B [||m- — VFQzL)|] + “5*2
- y ozﬁ _ o] L 2
1 oyc {26 1) - 1] + 2= [||Vf< O]+ 225 [l ] + 2 [jmoee ]}
1-B)*(2Co} +0?)

[I1z-117) + 21 = B)L2E [ |
2a6

+n(
+n(
al? _ 2 2
< BE [||zk —VFazl )| } +2an (1_[3 +(1- 5)0) E [||z,H|| ] +2(1 - B)L(L + C)E [||kau }
+n(1 = B)2(2Ca} + %) + 2n(1 = B)*CE [f(dy) - ] + 2an(1 = B)CE |V f(@)I*] , k> 1.

Letting o < (1 — 3)/L leads to the desired result for k¥ > 1. For the case k = 0, recall that x_; = X9, z_; = 0 and
Zy = (1 - 5)30, then

20— VF(1z]) = § [z-1 — VF(12T )] + (1 = 8) [go — VF(x0)] + (1 = §) [VF (x0) = VF(127)]

- B [VF(1z]) - VF(1zT,)] . (58)
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Since [VF(1z]) — VF(1zT )] = 0 due to x_; = X, similar to the derivations of (56), we have
E [||z0 - VF(lj(T))HQ} < BE [Hz | — VF(1zT,)| } B)L? |[TIxo |2
n(1 = P00} +0%) +nl1 - HPC {2E @) = 1+ i} )
< BE [Hz,l - vp(mll)\ﬂ + (1= B)L(L + C) || x|
+n(l - B)*(2Co% + 0%) + 2n(1 — B)’CE [f(do) — f*] ,

where we invoke that Z_1 = Ty = dy. As a consequence, combining the recursions for £k = 0 and k£ > 1 yields the
desired result.

A.7 Proof of Lemma 3.7

Note that TW = IWI. Then,

- 2
s s

]-',C} _E U]ﬁwmk _ aﬁVvﬁ(yk)#Hz’ﬁ]
(60)
s 0% ).

where we invoke Jensen’s inequality for some ¢ > 0 (to be determined later) and Lemma 2.1 for the last inequality.

For the term ||TTWTI%y %, we have

2, =4
Q" Co Py

q(1—q)

1 o 2
R [HHWHS(,CH
q

_ } < qu Hf{Wﬁik,lHQ + E [Hnyk,lH?‘fk,l] : 61)

Choosing ¢ = p,, in (60) and (61) and repeating such procedures lead to

o Lfe e 2 9 . k-1
E [ankH ] < - ||tz | +MZ5£‘@E [Ty
Pw

1- Pw
. (62)
- a?copuw N
< cofly [Tixo | + T2 Z B [I0y)*] = R,
Pw 0
where we apply Lemma 2.1 for the last inequality. For the term R, we have
2. 2
T ~ Dz CopPy 2 ~ o? Copw
Riq1 = PwRy + 1-5 E [”HYkH } < pwRj + 1_ {HH}%H } . (63)
w

Similarly, we can construct a sequence {RY} that bounds the term E[||Iy||?] as follows.

Relation (55) guides us to rewrite (zx11 — 2g) as in (64), so that we can take advantage of the additional coefficient
(1 — 3) and reduce the impact of the data heterogeneity due to >, ||V f;(z; )||* as mentioned in Subsection 2.1.

Zs1 — 2 = —(1— B) (21 — VF(ZD) + (1 - B) [ghs1 — VF(xs1)]

_ _ _ (64)
+ (1= B) [VF(xk41) — VF(Z] )] + (1 = B) [VF(1z],,) — VF(1z])] .
The above relation follows from (9¢). Therefore, we can rewrite the update of y as follows.
Vi1 =Wk — (1= OW [z, = VEQAZ))], + (1= H)W [grr1 — VF(xp11)] ©5)

+ (1= B)W [VF(xp11) = VE(AZ],)], + (1= W [VF(1z],,) - VFQAz])], .
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\DNCH(I)IteJ‘;l::yk (1=R)zx—=VFQAz[)]4+(1=B)[VF (Xp41) - VF Az )]+ (1=B)[VF (12, ) - VF(12])] 4.
e then have

© [t ] = i« o7 [ g - 9t |
+9E KﬁVT/ﬁA, (1 — AW gyt — VF(xk+1)]#>‘fk+1}
< L ovitg, |+ S0P [y P 2 Ml o]

+ncap (1~ 0 (2007 + %) 4 neoC(1 = B {2 @) = 14 1 Mo}

where we invoke Lemma 2.1, Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2, and (51) for the last inequality. Similarly, we can obtain the
recursion for E[||TIW Ly ||| Fx]:

.~ 2 T 2 )
—F [HHWHSrk } <= HHW2Hyk_1H +neod (1 — B)*(200% + 02)
3(1 — B)2cop>
+(1_ﬂ)ﬁop“’ [sz—l VEz]_)||” + L2 |Txp|* + a?nL? ||z | } (67)

+ a1 - 8P {201(@) - 11+ % o}

Taking the full expectation in (66) and (67) and using the similar steps as in the preceding analysis lead to
k-1

e s ] < 5 [tz |+ neai 1 — 52007 401 3 gt
y Y Bl "Of’wz* B [l — V)] + L [T ] + 0?220E [12)7] }
ey (1 cz~“{ (@) - 571+ 22 I
< ol Imiyol] + 2 “"’”wz* =t B [la: — VE@T)I] + L [Mxesa ] + 0?220E [12)7] }
+ o (1 - BY(200} + %) kzp Sy o1 B cz~kt{ 051+ Lo ]}

=Ry, k>1,
(68)
where we invoke Lemma 2.1 for the last inequality. Then we can obtain the recursion for RY according to (68):

5 3(1-p 2¢ ﬁfu _
Riy = puRY+ ‘1),) {E [l2x = VEQID)I®| + L2 x| + 02 L20E [|12)°] }
_ . N _ o L
+neop?, (1 - B)2(2C0% + ) + neopl, (1 — )°C {2E [F(@e1) = £+ B [ x| } k>
(69)
Note that (68) defines RY as follows

3(1 - B)*copn,

~ 2
RY = copu [Iyol*] + =725

{E [lz0 - VFQ))I’| + L*E |11 || + o2 L2nE [|20]] }
+ncaf (1= P20 +0%) + neai (1 - 90 {2B 7o) - ]+ £ o]}

Hence, we can define Rf := ¢oE[|[Tyo||*] + ncopw (1 — 3)*(2C0} + ¢2) so that the recursion (69) also holds for
k=0.
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Noting that E[[|Tx441 1] < E[[|TXk+11?] < Rf.; and E[|[ILy[|*] < RY, the desired result follows by invoking (63)
and Lemmas 3.3-3.6:

. 3co(1—B)°LIL+C) (. . <a*copw 30(1—5)
Rip1 < puRY+ - 1= puwRy + 1_0 R}, i_iﬁ{ﬂE[HZk 1 —VF(1 H}

+2an(L + C)E |21 |*| + 201 = B)L(L + C)E || xy||*| + 2n(1 — B*CE [£(dy) ~ f]

+2an(1 — B)CE [||Vf(y‘ck)||2] +n(1— B)%(2Co7 + 02)} +a(l - Bneo (20 + W) {IE [||zk_1||2}

1—p
9 o 2 o* 0.2 _
+2C(ln_ B) E[f(d) - 1] + 31— A)E [\\Vf(:ik)llg} L 1=5) (25 pro0) 20 ﬁ)i(L+C)R£}
202CL - R 402CL — 2
+ 2nco(1 6)20{<1 +— > E[f(dy) — ] — 3 (1 - M) E {I\Vf(xk)ll }
a a3B? a?L(2Co% + o
+i1a (I 7] + W [1ze-117] + f+ )}+nc0ﬁ?u(1—ﬁ)2(2ca;+02)
e i)
< |:,5w 3a2c%(1(1_”3/)32§§L+C)] RY + 3C°§_pﬁ)2L [L+C+2(L+C)+2a(L + C)? + aCL] RE
co(1 — B)? - o’ 2
i WI@ [sz_l - VF(lfL_l)HQ} +3an(1 — B)co(L + C) {21(1_ ﬁf) +1+ 34<1 _Cg)] E [ka—lll }
+ 2nco(1 — B)%C [3(11__;)2 + Sl = 571)(0 ) + 2} E [f(dk) — f*]
6(1— B)°C  9(C+L)(1—B) )
daneo(1 - 9) [+ G20 HCH DO =D g 19 s ]
31-8)2 3a(1-pB)(L+C) 2a°CL .
+neo(1 — B)? {1+ s + - +— ] (2Co} +0?)
L4 puw. oy  15co(1—B)’L(L+C) ., = 3co(1—B)*8
< ey s BRI Oy 0 oy - v ]

+9anco(L = )(C + L)E [||z-1]*| +12neo(1 — B)*CE [(dy) - ]
+20anco(1 = B)(C + LIE [V f(@)[]*] + 6neo(1 - B)2(2Ca} + 02),

where we let 1 — 5 < 1 — p,, and the stepsize satisfy

a < min L= fu
- 2(L+C)"\| 62L(L+ C)’ 4CL
A.8 Proof of Lemma 3.8
We define the Lyapunov function L, as
3 * _ _ 2
Ly, =E [f(dy) — f] + aCiRE + aPCaRY + aPCsE [sz,luﬂ +aPCiE [sz,l ~-vFrazl )| ] ., (70)
where C;-C,4 are positive constants to be determined later.
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Combing the results of Lemmas 3.4-3.7 and (70) leads to

Lii1 < |1+ 20°CL +12a3ConC (1 — B)%co + M + 2na’Cy (1 — 5)20] E [f(dx) — f*]

r 2 3 _ 2 3 _

N % ol 15a3Cy(1 : ?)ﬁCOL(LJrC) N 203C3(1 5)L(L+C) +20%C,(1 ﬂ)(L+C)L} R:
:a?’cOﬁwCl (14 py)a®Cy

e e Y
r 352 3

4 [ L+ 20) 5(1L£L67;22C) +90%Con(C + L)(1~ Beo + TG 4 gntein(c L)] E [lIz-11]
- _ 2\2,.3

+ 3(]. f)_z CQCOB + 0[304ﬁ:| ]E |:sz71 o vF(lfL_l)HQ}

o __%ﬁgi_mm%cu_gxc+mc_ﬁu—ﬁm%-mu—ﬁm%c7EMVﬂfnﬂ
2 n(l—p5) 0 2 8 ! g
r A2

+ % + 6aConco(l — B)* + M + naCys(1l — 6)2} a2(2003§ +0?).

(71)
Therefore, it suffices to determine C;-C4 and the parameters « and 3 such that
al? n 15a3C2(1 — B)%coL(L + O) N 203C3(1 — B)L(L + O)

+203C4(1 — B)(L + C)L < (1 — py)aCy,

n 1= puw n
(722)
a%gﬁgf@+@¢@mc+mu—m%+“*@W%HJMQMC+MSa%& (720)
3(1 - f)?;Zcchﬁ .8 < %, (72d)

From (72d), it is sufficient to choose C; = 4c¢oCs given that 3 > p,,. According to (72b), we can choose Cy =
4copuwCi/(1 — puw)?. Substituting the above Co and Cy into (722) and (72c¢) leads to

Ly 2GU-ALLTO) (1 5, 80021 = BPGpu (L +C)  3207c(1— F)(L + C)Lﬁw) C,

n n (1—pw)? (1= pw)?
(73a)
B2L(L +2C)  36an(l — B)cACCipw ~ 8acin(C + L)Cipw < (1-75)Cs (73b)
(1-p)? (1= pw)? (1= pw)? -2
Note that (1 — 8) < (1 — j,). Letting the stepsize « satisfy
. (1= pw)? (1= pw)?
< 74
o= {\/240ch(L +0) \| 128¢2L(L + O) 74)
leads to 5 20 o
2L 4 1—B)L(L
e > ] a”Cs(1 = HL(L +C) (75)
n(l — py) (1 — puw)
According to (73b), (74), and (75), we can choose C; and C3 as follows:
3L? 4L(L +20)
Cil=—7—,C=———" (76)
- pw) T @B
To make such a choice feasible, it is sufficient to let the stepsize « and the parameter /3 satisfy
1= pu 1 ~
< >
amm{ 48L ’216(C+L)}’ B2 bu,
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so that the following inequality, which is derived from (73b), holds

108a(1 — B)coCL? n 24aco(C + L)L?  L(L+20)
(1= puw)? (1= puw)? (1-p)?
Therefore, we have determined the constants C1-Cy
3L2 1200[)wl)2 4L(L 4 2C) 4803;3wL2
T R M T 3 A (B R R R 3 7

Hence, the inequality (71) becomes

3¢2p,CL?*(1 - )2 8a*CL(L +2C) r

(1= pu)? n(1—B) }

—B)L2(C+ L) 24a2L(L +20) 2
- 2 2 g 19 s@ore]

IN

{1 202CL 240«

L1
(78)

[ 402CL B 67202 pu (1

n(l - 5) (1 - ﬁw)?’
L  T72ackp,L*(1—-B8)?  4aL(L+2C)] , . 9
" {n M TR n(1—B) ] @ (@2Coj + 7).

Letting the stepsize satisfy
1 3
[ 1-8 (1= 7u)° ! [1-
"\ 4032¢3(1 — B)L2(C + L 144L L + 20)’ 24C’L

<
a_m1n{4(L+2C)

yields the desired result for the recursion of Ly.
We next consider the term £ in the following. Noting the definition of RZ, RY in (14) and that

E [Iyo|*] < (1 = 8)°E [llgoll’
y -<fo>||2}, 79

2nC [f(Z0) — £*] + 2nCo} + no”® + 2L(L + C) |[Txo|* + 2 |V f;
1=1

<(1-p)°

—

|z—1 — VF(1zT)||* = |VF(1 Z IV fi(z0) ]I,

we have

4803 ConL VF(li“Il)HQ

_ " 3al? . 12a3¢op, L? y
Lo = f(zo) — f erRoJr 21— pu)? 0T (1= pu)? |Z-1 -
[1 6’ L*C(1—B)? | 240°ciL*C(1 — 5)2] Ay
(1— pw)? (1—pw)?
8a2ciL(L + O)
(1 - ﬁw)
2« C()L2 Z?:1 vai(‘icO)H2
(1 - ﬁw)g
27a°cZL%(1 — B)?(2Co%s + 02) 7203212, IV £i(Zo)|)?
f + 0 i=1 ASedCVA I
n(1— py)3

<

2a2¢o(1 — B)2L(L + C 1—3)27] 3aL? ||xo|*

y [y, 20%0l=BPLELC) (1= 5)"] 3aL? x| 50
1_pw 2 n(l_p’w)

2703312 (1 — 5)2(200;2 +0?) N

(1_ﬁw)3

90 |TTxo

< 2A¢g + - p

0 n(l — pw) (1 - pw)2
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B Proofs for the PL Condition Case

B.1 Proof of Lemma 4.4

Similar to the derivation of (49), we have

B [f(din) = £ 5] < f(dy) = 17— a <Vf (), sz (a: k>> + 7E (g |
2

< f(d) = f* ——HVfdk I” - Zw;m

2 2
- 1 & a’L S I 81
= di) — — i(@i — - = i(wi
V(i) -~ gw (wik) o= — ZW (@) | F
a’L(2Co% +0%)  a2L2C
f 2
< (1—ap) [f(dr) - Z i — @ii]|” + + 7 x|
a’LC apfL - af(l+aBL/(1-B)) 2
— 1+ — di) — [~ Zh—
v {<+(15))[f<k> e LU O gy e},
where we invoke L-smoothness of f;, Assumptions 1.2 and 4.3, and (47) for the last inequality.
In light of the relation dj, — Zj, = —a3z,_1/(1 — j3), we have
= Z |di — wis” = T gy - 2+ = HkaHQ. (82)

Combing (81)-(82), letting o < (1 — 8)/L, and taking the full expectation lead to
azL(QCJ;Z +0?)

n

JE (@) - 1] + 2k ] +

@’BL[C(1 - B) + Lf] - 2
G Ellaal].

Letting o < u/(4LC) yields the desired result.

B.2 Proof of Lemma 4.5

Similar to the derivation of (71), we determine the new recursion of Ly, in light of Assumption 4.3 as follows:

24003c2p,CL?>  8a*CL(L +2C - .
L1 < 1*%+ 2 %P + 2 ( )}E[f(dk)f]

1- pw n(l - B)
[al?  3al?p,  180a3c3p,L3(L+C) 8alL*(L+2C)(L+C) = 96a3c3p, (L + C)L?’] R
T TR ) n(1— pu) e n(l— pu)? ¢
[3a3coL?py  12(1 + py)adcopu L? Y
g e R
N [a3BL(L + 20) N 108a*L*(C + L) pu N 41+ B)aPL(L+2C)  96a*c3p, L?(C + L)} [||2 ”2]
L -8 (1= pw)? 21— B)? (1= pu)® o
[3603c2p,BLA (1 — )2 48a3¢2p,L20
* ”(1 - /5112)4 * ”(1 - /5111)3 :| MZk b VF H ]
4803 L(L + C) - L. 2028 L2
BT {4LE[f(dk)_f]+ 15 |zk P }
L  72actp,L*(1 - B)?  4aL(L +20)
! [n T el } 0o+ 3
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where we consider o < 1/(28c2L), B > pu,, and the estimate in (84). The estimate (84) holds due to (52)
20262 L2 2022 L2

g7 12 |? < 4L [f(dx) — ] + =g [ (84)

To derive the desired result in (28), it is then sufficient to determine « and 3 such that

IV f@E)lI* < 2|V Ao +

240032 p,CL?  8a3CL(L+2C) 192a3L*(L+C) _ ap

- + + <—, (85a)
= n(1—B) (1- By 1
s 8a?(L+2C)(L+C)1 - pw) 3202 pw(L+C)L _ 2(1 —py) ap
2 2~3 w oFw < w)
12a°cgpy, LC + 301 = 5)2 + T < 3 e (85b)
1- p~w apf
< w7
0< 1 T (85¢)
27aL(C + L)cipw(1 — B) = 24acdp,L(C+ L) 240*(L+ C)L*B? J1=B an 85d)
L+2C L+2C (L+2C)1-p8) — 4 4’
3(1-B)? ap
o <1-8— . 85e
=<' (#39)
To ensure (852) holds, it suffices to have
24003 L(L + C)? _ ap 11
<L B>1—2(1=py).

Then, we let o < \/u(1 — 8)2/[960c2L(L + C)2].
For (85b) to hold, it suffices to let the stepsize « satisfy

Ja-pw) [ 1-pu (1— pu)? (1-p)
a < min { 3 y \/1086(2)1107 \/28800L(L + C)’ \/48(L + 0)2 } '

For (85¢), it is sufficient to let o < (1 — py,) /.

For (85d), it suffices to have

f{1-8 1 1-8 [a-pp
a < min , 5 , .
;. 486¢2L° 432¢L’ V' 432L2
Finally, we choose 8 > (1 + 115,,)/12 such that (85¢) holds and obtain the desired result.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 4.2

We first derive an upper bound for E[f(d)) — f*]. Unrolling the recursion (28) in Lemma 4.5 and rearranging the terms
yield

) . apyk L T72ac2p,L*(1—B)2 4aL(L+20C)] 4a(2Co} + 0?)
E[f(dk)*f]gﬁkg(lfj) £0+[ (El_ﬁw)fi n(l—pB) I

k 4aL(2Co*% + o2 1602 L2S; (2Co*% + o2
é(l—%) £y 4 dal(2Coj+07) 1(200} + o)
np (1= puw)p

(86)

)

where
5 o BRU=B? | (L+20)1=4)
(1= pw)? nL(1-p)

We next construct a new Lyapunov function #Hy, in (87) such that the consensus error E[||TIxy ||?] can be bounded.

Hi = R + a?’CsRY + o*C6E [||zk,1||2} + o?C;E [szq — VF(1£L_1)||2] . (87)
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Combing the results of Lemmas 3.5-3.7, invoking (84), and rearranging the terms yield

15a2C5(1 — B)%coL(C + L) N 203(1 — B)L(L + C)Cs

Hir1 < | pw + T +2a2C;(1 — B)L(L + C)| R§
— Pw n
[a2cop a?Cs(1 + py)
i T 2 } ¢

+ _9043C5nco(1 —B)(C+ L)

— Y
L [3a 051(1_ ﬁf) cof8 +ﬁa2C7] E [sz_l - VF(mg,l)Hz} (88)

3
L LD s 1y B ]

| 20°C;C(1— )’
n

+ [12a%Csnco(1 — B)*C +20%Con(1 — ﬁ)“'c} Ly

202712
+ [200°Csnco(1 — B)(C + L) + 30°Ce(1 — B) 4 2a°Crn(1 — B)C] {4L/3k + 2Ly {sz_luz] }

(1-p5)2
aCs(1 - B)

2
+ |6Csnco(1 — B)? + +Cmn(1 — 5)2} 012(200'3; +0?).

Letting o < (1 — 8)/(5L), it is sufficient to determine C5-C7, and 3 such that

1502C5(1 — B)?coL(C + L 2a3(1 — B)L(L + C)C 5
o + 229G 1@;‘) @41, 2% mn( O | 9021 - B)L(L + C) < —Jgﬂ, (89a)
2 Nu} 2 1 ~’U)
oc0pw | (Lt Pu) 5FB a0 (89b)
1—puw 2 6
1 3¢ 5
903Csnco(1 — B)(C + L) + % +203Cm(C+ L) < %%306, (89c)
2 1— 2
307Cs(1 = B)coB | 205 < 5B 20 (89d)
1 — puw 6
For (89d), we can choose C7 = 18¢¢Cs. For (89b) it suffices that
copu _ (546 L+ pu)o
1—pw — 6 2
We can then choose
3¢0Pw 54685711 ~
Cyi=———=,Cri=—=, B> puw.
ST T T g 27
Substituting C5 and C7 into (89c) yields
27¢2p,nC(1 — B)  108¢2pn(C + L) - (1=8)Cs ©0)
(1= pu)? 1-pa? — 3
Therefore, we can choose
405nc3(C + L) .
Co = ——20" " B> 5. 91
6 (1 — ﬁw)d ’ ﬁ Zp ( )
Substituting C5 — C7 into (89a) and noting 8 > p,, lead to
4502(1 — B)2AL(C + L)pw  910c2a®(1 — B)L(L + C)?  108c3pa?(1 — B)L(L+C) _ 5(1 — pu)
—3 + — + — < . (92)
(1_pw> (1_pw> (1_pw) 6
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It suffices to let aw < (1 — py,)/[160co (L + C)] for (92) to hold. Then, the inequality (88) becomes

5+ 83 2ncia?(1 — 6)2(200} +0?) 450(C + L)
Hi+1 < K+ —3 Y
6 (1= pw) 8(1 = fw)
144a?ncd (1 — B)2(C + L)(1 + 5aL/(1 — B))  6370a*nci(1 — B)C(C + L)
) + 7 Ly (93)
(1= pw) (1= pw)
5+ 3 1680%(1 — B)*ncg(2Ca; +0%)  288a2c2(1 — )2n(C + L)Ly,
< Hi + — + > ;
6 (1 - Pw) (1 - pw)
where the last inequality follows from o < (1 — 3)/[234(C + L)].
Unrolling (93) and substituting (86) yield
54+ 68\F 1008a%(1 — 6)7163(200; +0?)
< -
Hes (P57) ok CEr
| 288063 (1 — §)’n(C + L)Ly (1 - oz/z)ki: 118\
(1= pw)? 4 —\ 1- &
! (94)
172802(1 — B)@n(C + L) [ 4aL(2Co} +0*)  160*L*S:1(2C07} + 0?)
(1—pw)? npy (1= puw)n
5 k 25n.L ko 1008a2(1 + S5)(1 — B)nc(2Ca*% + o2
< + 7 Uy + n 0(1_%> I ( 2)( ~ﬂ) ol f )’
6 L+C 4 (1 = pw)?
where the following relations are noted:
B\ J i
OV e S P Y’
) T\ueg) 1= o
J=0 4 j=0 (95)

oo [1-8 1
C=M\ TR

Substituting (86) and (94) into the result of Lemma 3.5 and invoking (84) yield that, for o < (1 — 3)/(2L+/3), there
holds

3+5 (1-5)*(2Co} +0?)

4

E [sz\ﬂ < E [||zk_1||2] i

4

k 4aL(2Co% 4 o2 16a2L%S:(2C % + o2
+2(1-5)(C+6L){(1—°"”‘) £y 2oL(Co} o) 1200 )}

nu (1= puw)i

21— BL(L+C) {(5 . 5)’“ L0l () anyk 1008070 ¢ 82151_—;))?3(200; + o?)}

* 4

o o* 0.2
)k+4(1 B)(2Co} +0?)

n

n

k
< LT+ O)Ho (52ﬁ) +24L0(C+ L) (1- 2

[6L+C 4aLS(C +6L)  252a(1+ S83)(1 — B)(L+C)
+ - + =
np (1= puwn (1—pw)?

] 32aL(2Ca} + a?).
(96)

From Lemma 3.3, we have

(1 - g) E[f(@) ~ [ <E[f(dr) - ] + 1266/3

E [[1ze-]°].
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Therefore, we have for « < (1 — 3)/(45L) that

I L
=Y E[f@in) - ] < 2E[f (@) - £+ ZE [
i=1 o7

4(16 _ 2 L
< — .
<AL+ 7o 5B [12-1l?] + ~ 7

Substituting (86), (94), and (96) into (97) and setting

aSmin{

1-p 1-p
32(C+ L) 4(C+6L)
yields the desired result.
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