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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we investigate the influence of noise giving an estimate of the gradi-
ent having a acute angle with the original. Noise amplitude has a relative model.
The work offers both theoretical calculations and theorems, as well as experimental
results. Classic machine learning problems were chosen as experiments - linear and
logistic regression, computer vision and natural language processing.

1. Introduction
We consider global optimization problem:

min f(z). (1)

We define f* - as minimum value of f or solution for problem [} and z*: f(z*) = f*,
also for iterative methods with starting point 2° we can define R = [|2° — z*||o. We
assume that the objective f is L-smooth i.e., for all x,y € R™:

IVf(y) = V(@)ll2 < Ly — zll2,
Or equivalent and more usefull:, 2)

L
Fy) < f(@) +(Vf(@),y —2)+ e =yl
Also we consider stochastic optimization:
f(z) — min,

reR"

E [6]0(3:)]3:} = V§(2).




The classical formulation of the machine learning problem is the sum-structured prob-
lem:

FO)= > £(6) > in. (@)

%8

Here 0 - model parameters and f; - loss function on sample i. Stochastic optimization
in this problem is defined as follows:

I~U{l...m} x---xU{Ll...m},
F6) =5 > 5i(6).

el
Where B - batch size. We introduce two model errors in gradient:

IVf(z) — Vf(z)|2 <6, (absolute error) or (5)

IVf(z) = Vf(z)|2 < | VF(x)||2, (relative error). (6)
For [6] model we will use the following condition:
(Vz € R") : (Vf(2),Vf(2)) 27V (@)2|VF()ll2, ~ € (0,1] (7)

We can interpret the condition [7]as lower bound for cosine angle between gradient and
it is estimation. Follow [2, [15] we can define (v, p) — noise growth condition:

(Vz € R") : v|Vf()2 < IV/(@)ll2 < IV f()]l2 (8)

We can note, that relative model [f] with o € [0;1) implies[7] and growth model [§] with:
y=V1-a?2v=1—a,p=1+a. 9)

We propose studies of the convergence of first-order methods with conditions

We will prove, that classic gradient procedure 1| will preserves the order of convergence
up to constants:

2 LRZ
fa) - f* =0( ; 2)
véys N
In Sections [f] [6] provided motivation and relevant to [10], [6] results, associated with
\/% , where u - constant of strong convexity
Paper contains a sufficient number of experiments with modern deep learning models
with coefficients «,~ estimation. Sufficient conditions for the dataset are also given
that guarantee the conditions [6]



2. Ideas behind the results

Most papers consider absolute model [5, but what § should we choose for theoreti-
cal estimation of convergence. For example Algorithm (1| has convergence (for convex
function with :

f(xN)—f*:O<LNRQ+5>.

If estimation for § is large the theoretical convergence will be uninformative, but if
we plot convergence plot we will see decreasing graph. As an example we can take
dataset CIFAR-10 [11] for classification problem. Dataset consist of 50k training sam-
ples and 10k test samples of 32x32 images with 10 classes. We will use ResNet-18 [§]
as classification model and PyTorch framework [12], because it provides batching. We
will estimate a,d and 7 coefficient on each iteration by transforming epochs to iter-
ations. Iterate over all batches (dataloader in PyTorch) we can summarize gradients

per batches to gradient for whole train dataset, then choosing single batch we can
evaluate required values.

Train loss. 6 - noise magnitude

0 10 20 30 a0 50 0 10 20 30 a0 50

lterations
o - relative noise coefficient ¥ - comrelation coefficient

0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
lterations lterations

Figure 1. Convergence and coefficient evaluation per iterations for ResNet-18 CIFAR-10.

We can see, that v - 0.45, gives intuition to explore convergence with such condi-
tions. More experiments provided at Section [8] We should note, that for stochastic
optimization convergence can be much better, using only 6, = E||V f(z*)||2, more
details at [16].

3. Motivation for relative noise
Most works consider an absolute noise model |5 for example [I, 4, 5]. However there

are many papers consider relative model |§| - [6l, [10L [14), 15]. These noise models can be
approached from the point of view of stochastic differential equations, since the origin



of the standard gradient procedure can be perceived as a discretization corresponding
to an autonomous system. For models [5] [0 consider the following autonomous SDEs,
respectively.

dX, = —Vf(X,)dt + 6 - AW, (10)

dX; = =V f(Xy)dt + a||[V f(Xy)]2 - dW;. (11)
For SDE:
dXi = b(Xy)dt + X(X)dWr,
we can define infinitesimal operator:

A6 = Lo+ 2 (55720 | Lig — i), o)) (12)
=1, 5T 522 | vd = (b(x), z)).

One can show:

2%

For the distribution solution of the stochastic differential equation, the Fokker-Planck
equation is valid:

P = A*P. (13)
According to [17] stationary solution of Fokker-Planck equation [13| for

2];(23:)>‘

p*(z) ox exp (—

Where P is probability measure and p* - density of this measure (if it exists). For
equation 11| we can obtain:

2
At = Lovso + 5| V113 29,

We will look for a stationary solution to the Fokker-Planck equation for the equa-

tion [I1t

Vo € C (R [ (Aad) P*(dr) 0.

We can note, that any distribution P* concentrated on X* = {z | Vf(z) = 0} will be
solution. Thus, assuming a model [6] we can expect same convergence as for models

without noise. Note, that [II] does not assume a < 1, this effect will be noted in
Section Bl



4. Gradient descent

In this section, we consider problem [I] We will use conditions [5|and[7] Let us introduce
classic procedure

Algorithm 1 Gradient Descent (h, )

1: Input: Starting point 2%, number of steps N, h - learning rate.
2 fork=1...N do_

3 ok = k=1 — RV f(2F 1)

4: end for

5. Output: z?V.

Lemma 4.1. Let f function satisfies condition @ and %f satisfies @ and E Then
Algorithm with h < %Z produce:

IVF@IE < 7 (£ - F@HH)

Where:
Lhp?
1 — —
T —h<1/’y 5 >
Proof.
P < FaR) + (V7 R), 25— k) 4 ke ok,
k+1 k k V. k h2L V. ky(2
Fa™) < f@0) +(Vf ("), =hV f (%)) + ==V @)z,
k+1 k k2, WPLp kv (12
Fa™) < f@®) = by IV (@02 + ==V (2")l2
Then we obtain desired inequality. O

Lemma 4.2. Let f function satisfies conditions Lemmal[4.1], then:
2% — 2*||3 < 2 (Lh?p*1 + 1) R?
Proof. Using Lemma [4.1| and telescopic sum:

l* — 213 < 2))a* — 2|13 + 2)|2° — 2|3,

k—1 k—1
lz* = 213 < Ik Y V@3 <2020y IV f(@)II3 < 20°p*rdo < Lh*p*TR?,
j=0 j=0

|2k — 2*)|3 < 2 (Lh2p27' +1) R?



Theorem 4.3. Let f - convex function and satisfies condition@ and 6]" satisﬁea‘@

and H then Algorithm . Then with h < i’;l we obtain:

. 2(Lh?p*r+1) R?
fa) - < 2T B
L 2
R= Hazo — |2, 1= <V’y— f;p >

Proof. Let us define: A, = f(2*) — f*. Using convexity of function f and Cauchy
Bunyakovsky Schwarz inequality we obtain:

F@®) + (V[ (), 2" —ab) < 1,
Ay <[V F@F)2lla® = 2

Let us define A = 2 (Lh2,027' + 1). Using Lemma and Lemma

A
k 2> k
IV f(z%)l3 Nk
1
Apyg < A — —— A2
RS SR NTR2 TR

Then, using previous relation we will prove by induction convergence rate: Base N = 2,
because 7 minimum takes place with h = L”—;:

* L *
[ < f7+ et -2,

2 2 2
Ay < ALR < 2A\LR < ATR
2 3 3

Step N +1 > 2:
A 2
Assume: Ay < NT—l—Rl’
AT R? AT R?
If: Ay < A < ,
NS NI = AN+1 N2
AT R?
If: A —_—
1
Function: g(z) = — — —5 - decreasing for z > 2,
T
AT R? AT R? AT R? AT R?

= Ay < T
N+1 N +2

N+l (N+1? "Ntz
O

Thus we obtain convergence.
Theorem 4.4. Let f - function and satisfies condition@ 6]‘ satisﬁes@ cmdlj then



procedure . Then with h < %Z we obtain:

: f) =1
min HVf(a:k)HZ < - .
0<k<N T (w _ Lhp? ) (N +1)

Proof. Using Lemma [£.1] and summarize it from 0 to N:

N

YIVIE)E <Y (fad) = @) =7 (fa) = f@) <7 (£(2°) - 1),
5=0

§=0

=2

(N +1) min [[VF(=")3 <7 (f(=°) —f*),

0<k<N
. kD12 T(f(mo)_f*)
P A
OgglganlVf(x iz Nl

Remark 4.1. In conditions of Theorem [1.3] we can choice

vy
Lp?*

Then:

2Lp?
A =2 (Lh2p27' +1) =6,
N ok R A — o o Ar 4
F@) =1 < s+ 1) O(I/Q’)/QN—Fl ’
2 2L (f(°) — f*)
. k2 < P .
Og]lclélNIIVf(ﬂﬁ Mz < 22 N +1

Theorem 4.5. Let f - function and satisfies condition @ and %f satisfies @ then

Algorithm [1] with
1—a): 1
h= -
<1+a) L’

has convergence:

f@™) = fr <

12L(1 + a)R? l+a LR?
(1—a)3(N+1) ((l—a)3N+1)’

. N 1+a 2L (f(z°) — f*)
o2in [V /()5 < 1-a)p N+l

Proof. Continuing Remark and note [9] we obtain theorem above. O



Remark 4.2. We provide not default proof for gradient descent convergence. The
reason for this may be the Lyapunov function tool for a dynamic system:

i =—Vf(z).

Function f - will be Lyapunov function for system above, if v f satisfies condition
However |z — z*||3 will not:

Le,f = —(Vf(@), V(@) < =v|VI(@)]2l|Vf(2)]l2 <0,

L§f|]9: — 2|3 = —(Vf(x),z — 2*) = sign of this product is ambiguous .

5. Similar triangle methods and stochastic optimization

For constrained optimization with set () we can provide such method:

Algorithm 2 STM (L, Zs4rt), @ € R”
1: Input: Starting point xs¢q,¢, number of steps N.
2: Set SEO = Tstart, X0 = %, AO = %

5 Set o(e) = bl — 200 +ao ((3°) + (V£(2°), 2~ 1)),

4: Set zo = argming g Yo(y), 20 = 20,

5: for k=1...N do

6: Find oy, from (1 + Ag_1)(Ax—1 + ag) = Laz,

T

8: or equivalently oy = i + ﬁ + A’“L*,

9: Ap = A1 + oy,

10: :Z»k — %:W’

1 p(x) = Yr_1(x) + o (f(:f?k) + (Vf(E*), a2 — 92’“)) ,
12: 2k = argming e Vr(y),

13: k= M

Ag
14: end for

15: OQutput: zy.

For not constrained optimization we can rewrite it as implicit method.



Algorithm 3 STM (implicit) (L, Zstart)

1: Input: Starting point xs¢¢, number of steps N.
2. Set 40 = xgpart, 0 = %, Ay = %

3. Set 29 = 1y° — aoﬁf(yo), z0 = 20,

4: for k=1...N do

5: ak:%—i- ﬁ"ﬁ‘AIEI,

6:  Ap=Ap 1+ oy,

- yk _ Ak,lxk::-akzk*’

8 2k = 2F o V()

0. aF=yf —1Vf(yF)

10: end for

11: Output: zy.

5.1. Stochastic optimization

In this section we will consider stochastic optimization:
EeVf(z,€) = V().
With analogue growth condition:
Ee|[Vf (2,65 < x| Vf(@)]3.

In paper [I5], Theorem 2 was proved about the convergence of a method similar to

with step correction:

2k%L
N2

Ef(a™) - f* < Iz — 3.

The condition of unbiased gradient turned out to be very important in the proof of
this theorem. First of all it is easy to get lower bound of growth condition

E[Vf(2,&)ll2 > [EVf(2,&)ll2 = [V f(@)]>-

Gradient direction condition [7] can be interpreted a little differently. We assume that
v corresponds to the coordinate x1. Define Sﬁ;l - top hemisphere for direction v. Let
us define simple noised gradient model for analysis:

Eu = v,
u~wld (S + (1 —w) (SPZ1), we [0;1).



Then we can calculate norm of vector v, it can be done, because it has only x; non

zero coordinate:
(n) L / dA
n=———— T ,

T area (8370 Jom

Jollz = (20 = gn) = w0 = 5 +5 05

1
P ((u,v) >0) =w > 7
Then we can move to batching estimation to study direction of batched estimation:

1
Sm = —uj, uj —iid (batching),

P(<Smav> > 0) =P (;ZCOSQ@C > O) s 9k ~ Dy,
k=1

o, =t (0 5] + - (5],

22w —1
aw:EchosqS:(cjr),

. 1
02 = Varp_ sin¢g = 3~ a’,

Such model gives us, that wunbiased uniformly distributed v f(z, &) gives
and using batching this probability can be in-

P((Vf(,6), V(@) >0) =w >
G 1) and we can note as the V f(z) norm increases, so

creased to 1 — % (§(240T)2 —
does the probability.

5.2. Strongly convex case, not stochastic
We call function f p-strongly convex, if:

(Va,y €R"): f(@)+ (Vf(a)y — ) + Slle =yl < £(y) (14)

In [I0] convergence of analogue of Algorithm [3| for strongly convex case using

N=O(\/ZlogMR%) = f(a™) - f* <e,
7 €

restarts:

~I=

If a(relative error level) = O <

10



We can give motivation for \/% bound, which appeared in [6], [10] proofs. Firstly one
solid geometry fact:

Lemma 5.1 (Cosine R?® theorem). Let OABC - tetrahedron, a = /BOC,3 =
LAOC,y = LAOB, 6 = L(AOB, AOC), then

cos a = cos 3 cos y + sin f siny cos 6.

Lemma 5.2. We call function f - noised 3, u-strongly quasiconvex at points x,x*, if:

flx)+ 871V f(2),a" —z) + gl!w* — |3 < [ B e (0;1). (15)

If f - p-strongly com)ea: and smooth@ ﬁf satisﬁes@ a < \/%, then f satisﬁes
with § = %

Proof. As f is convex, then:
f@)+(Vf(@),2" —2) < [ = (Vf(x),z—z%) = f(z) - [".

Using p, L constants conditions:

(Vi(@),z —a%) = y(@)|Vf(@)]2lle" = zll2 < Q’Y(Q?)\/E(f(x) -1

Then we get y(x) > %\/% We can decompose:

V@) = V@) +r(), [[r@)l2 < a| V()]s

Let us define ¥(x) such as:

[z — %2
2

<;Vf(x) +r(x),z — a:*> =7(x)

1
VI @)

Using Lemma [5.1}
Sa) s 1o e
T2 sV 2 AL
That is, (3Vf(z) + r(z),z —2*) > 0 <= a < \/E. Then:

F@) +2(V (@) +r(@),a" = 2) + Slla” 2}

= 1(a) + (VSa)o — ) + Bl = ol + 2 (391(0) + rlaha” — )

< fr

11



6. Conjugate Gradients
In this section we will provide accelerated method [ for model We will limit the

set of functions to the simplified strong convex condition. We will say, that function
f satisfies quadratic growth condition with parameter u at point x if:

Slle =3 < flz) - . (16)

This condition was taken from [7] as well as the algorithm 4| We will use this condition
to prove analogues of the results from the papers [6l [10, [14].

Algorithm 4 CG (h, xstqrt)

1: Input: Starting point stert, number of steps N.

2: Set u? = 0.

3: Set y = 0.

4 for k=1...N do

5 2=yt V()

6: ub = ub =t 4 Vf(yFl)

7: Yk = argmin f(x).
x=x~+Lin{z*—z°uk}

8: end for

9: Output: z%.

Theorem 6.1. Let f - convex function and satisfies condz’tion@ %f satisﬁes@ and@
starting point 20 satisfies then pmcedure with h < %Z produce:

F@N) = £ <w(f@°) - £, w=".

Where:

2 4p%\/1 — 2 Lhp?
N>max{p\/?,p277},71:h<u’y— ,0)
1

w Hw 2
Proof. Let’s conduct a proof against the contrary, assume:
F@) = > w(f (@) = ).
Using Lemma and f(z%) < f(y*) we obtain:
IVF@HIE <7 (flab) - flat)

Summing up inequalities above:

=

VI < (£ - 1)

0

B
I

12



From definition of y* and first order condition we obtain:

(VIW), 2" — 2% = (Vf(y*),u") =0.

Using convexity:
W(f(@%) = ) < FWN) = 1< (V)2 =) = (VYY) 2" —2°).
Summing up inequalities above:
wN(f(2°) = £*) < (W, 2" = 2%).

Using condition {7, Lemma [5.1{ and (u*, V f(y*)) = 0:

(VFy <V =2V lallu®(l2-

Then:

a5 < IIVf(N1)|!2+|!N1||2+\/ P V)
<AIVIEY IR+ ™ mzw 2 (IVFWHI3+ 19 13)

N-1
<P Y INFGIIE+ V1 - Z — DIV
k=0

2

<p? <1 + 41— ’Y?N) IV £y )H% < 2p? max{1, MN}T(f(xO) — )

0

il

Using quadratic growth at point z°:

Llla® = "} < £(a°) - f(a").

Then:
WN() — ) < \/gp a1, VI 2N} () — 1) =
jNgmaX{2p\f,4ﬂw;fﬂf}
w 7 Uw
This ends the proof. O

Theorem 6.2. Let f - function and satisfies condition@ %f satisﬁesla and x° sat-
isfies [16] then procedure [§) with
3
_(l1—=a)21
\l+4a) L’

13




and:

a <

~I=

produce:

PNy~ 1< ) - ),

6401+ a)’ |L
9(1—a)? '
Proof. Using Theorem and defined step h we obtain the result. We should note,
that

O

Theorem allows us to obtain an accelerated method that preserves convergence
under conditions of relative noise with o« = O (\/% ) This result corresponds papers [0,
10]. The disadvantage of this approach is the need to use the oracle of low-dimensional
optimization.

7. Sufficient conditions for datasets

7.1. Logistic regression

In this section we will provide some sufficient conditions for [7], [§] Consider sum-
structured optimization problemwith dataset D = {(zx, yk)}ﬁi 1» where x, - features
of object k and y; € {0,1} - object‘s class, for model we consider logistic regression
for simplicity:

1
o) = e

fx(0) =yplno (:zgé’) +(1—yg)In (1 —0 (xge)) ,

| M (17)
1) =47 ;fkw),
ur(0) = Vf1(0) =z (yx (1 — o (20)) — (1 — yi)o (26)) .
We define features consistency property for dataset D:
(3T € (0;1])(Vi, k € {1...M}),
Yi = yk = (@i, ox) = Tllail2llzrl2, (18)

Z
Yi # Yk = (@i xk) < =Ylzillallzr2,

14



Theorem 7.1. If dataset D satisfies features consistency[18 then single element gra-
dient estimation satisfies condition [7

Proof. Let Vf(z) = ue(x), e {1...M}.

1 M
ur(0)) = 77 Z<U£(9) u

(ug(6), 7

IE

Il
—_
e

J

Ye =y = 1 = (ue(0), ugp(0)) = (z¢, zg) (1 o (¢£6)) (1 -0 (x19)),
ye = Liye = 0= (ue(0), ur(0)) = —(we, 21) (1 — 0 (z£0)) o (z£0) = Tlue(8)ll2ur(0)]l2,
Analogically for ye =y = 0,

1 M

7 D (e(®), ur(9) > Ylue(6) Zuk
k=1
= (V/(2), V() > TIIVf(w)IIQHVf(fﬂ)Hz-

—~

O

Theorem 7.2. If dataset D satisfies features consistency[18 then batch gradient esti-
mation satisfies condition[7.

Proof. Using linearity of scalar product and Theorem easy to obtain theorem. [

7.2. Linear inverse problem

Consider a system of linear equations with respect to 6:
X0 =Y, X € GL,,(R) — invertable matrix, ¥ € R™. (19)

We can map the convex optimization problem to a system

m

1 1
f(0) = %||X9—YH§ = %Z(w%—yﬁ- (20)

k=1

Since the matrix is non-generated, then 30* : X6* =Y, then:

1 m
= 1;1 PyAY,

AO =0 — 6,

Py, = mpay,
1 m
13
m
k=1
Theorem 7.3. If matrizx X € GL,,(R) and satisfies:

Vik: 1<,k <m: (g, x5) = Tl|agl|2z;l2.

15



Then single element gradient estimation %f(&) = P:A0 satisfies ﬁ
Proof.
~ 1 &
(V1(0),VF(0)) = (SA0, PeAO) = — (PuA0, PeAD) >
k=1

1
T E P.A P:A > T||SA P:AG)||2.
£ ” k 6)HQH 3 Oll2 > ”S 9H2|| 5 0ll2

O

Unfortunately using batching we can not provide gradient estimations satisfying
condition [8 because PyAf can equals 0 for some k.

8. Numerical experiments
In this section we provide several experiments with an example of real deep learn-

ing problems with parameter estimation from definitions [5] [6] [7] We will use Adam
optimization algorithm [9].

8.1. Computer Vision

Firstly we examine ResNet18 [8]:

Resnet18 CIFAR10, batch size 16, learning rate 0.0010

Train loss. 6 - noise magnitude
32
200000
30
175000
28
26 150000
125000
24
22 100000
20 75000
18 50000
16 25000
0 10 20 30 a0 50 &0 ] a0 0 10 20 30 40 50 &0 70 &0
Iterations
a - relative noise coefficient ¥ - cosine coefficient
16 06
4 05
12 04
10 03
02
8
01
3
0.0
a
0.1
2 —02
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
lterations Iterations

Figure 2. ResNet-18 CIFAR-10 batch size - 16

16



Resnetl8 CIFAR1O, batch size 128, learning rate 0.0010

Train loss. 6 - noise magnitude
26
10000
24
22 8000
20 6000
18
4000
16
14 2000
0 20 a0 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Iterations
o - relative noise coefficient y - cosine coefficient
7 07
6 06
05
5
04
4
03
3
02
2
01
1
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
lterations Iterations
Figure 3. ResNet-18 CIFAR-10 batch size - 128
ResNet-18 CIFAR10O, batch size 1024, learning rate 0.0010
Train loss & - noise magnitude
220
20 200
180
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(|
140
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120 i
0s 100
a0
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
Iterations
@ - relative noise coefficient ¥ - cosine coefficient
225
09
2.00
08
175
07
150
06
125
I 0s
100
1 04
075
| 03
0.50
02
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
lterations Iterations

Figure 4. ResNet-18 CIFAR-10 batch size - 1024

8.2. Natural Language Processing

Let us examine NLP classification problem on AG News dataset [I8]. Firstly consider
LSTM [13] with 3 layers:

17
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LSTM hidden dim 64 AG NEWS, batch size 1024, learning rate 0.0010

Train loss
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Figure 5. LSTM AG-News batch size - 1024

LSTM hidden dim 64 AG NEWS, batch size 8192, learning rate 0.0010

Train loss
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Figure 6. LSTM AG-News batch size - 8192

Then we investigate GRU [3] with 1 layer:
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Train loss

Iterations

GRU hidden dim 16 AG NEWS, batch size 1024, learning rate 0.0010

300 400 500
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Train loss
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Figure 7. GRU AG-News

GRU hidden dim 16 AG NEWS, batch size 8192, learning rate 0.0010

300 400 500

5
@ - relative noise coefficient
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Figure 8. GRU AG-News batch size - 8192
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8.3. Dataset consistency

We can reformulate condition for arbitrary machine learning problem

= 3RO,
k=1
(V1(0). V£5(6) = YV 5u(O)al| T F5(6) -

Such condition may be motivated by consistency of dataset similarly to Then
we can guarantee (Vf(0),Vfe(0)) = T||Vf(0)]2]|Vfe(0)]2. We calculate empirical
distribution of cosine between two gradient samples on different epochs. We choose
random 50 samples and calculate cosine if ¢ £ j.

ResNet18 CIFAR10 50 batch size 1024, random samples dataset consistency
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Figure 9. ResNet-18 CIFAR-10 dataset consistency
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We can note, that empirical density can be described as mixture of two distribu-
tions. First is similar centered normal distribution, and the second one, which can
corresponds to group of elements corresponds local convergence of method.
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