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Graphon Particle Systems, Part II: Dynamics of

Distributed Stochastic Continuum Optimization

Yan Chen and Tao Li, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract

We study the distributed optimization problem over a graphon with a continuum of nodes, which is

regarded as the limit of the distributed networked optimization as the number of nodes goes to infinity.

Each node has a private local cost function. The global cost function, which all nodes cooperatively

minimize, is the integral of the local cost functions on the node set. We propose stochastic gradient

descent and gradient tracking algorithms over the graphon. We establish a general lemma for the upper

bound estimation related to a class of time-varying differential inequalities with negative linear terms,

based upon which, we prove that for both kinds of algorithms, the second moments of the nodes’

states are uniformly bounded. Especially, for the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm, we transform

the convergence analysis into the asymptotic property of coupled nonlinear differential inequalities with

time-varying coefficients and develop a decoupling method. For both kinds of algorithms, we show that

by choosing the time-varying algorithm gains properly, all nodes’ states achieve L ∞-consensus for a

connected graphon. Furthermore, if the local cost functions are strongly convex, then all nodes’ states

converge to the minimizer of the global cost function and the auxiliary states in the stochastic gradient

tracking algorithm converge to the gradient value of the global cost function at the minimizer uniformly

in mean square.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a distributed optimization problem over a network, all nodes cooperatively optimize a

global cost function which is the sum of local cost functions, and each node only knows its

own local cost function. Distributed optimization involving information exchange among nodes

over a large-scale network can be found applications in distributed machine learning ([1]), multi-

agent target tracking ([2]), distributed resource allocation ([3]), and so on. The dimensions of

these algorithms explode as the number of nodes increases, and it is of interest to investigate

the limiting case as the number of nodes tends to infinity. In fact, games and optimal control

problems with a continuum of individuals have been studied intensively in the field called mean

field games, which was pioneered independently by Huang, Caines and Malhamé ([4]) and

Lasry and Lions ([5]), respectively. They attempt to understand the behaviors of the limiting

systems of the dynamic games with a large number of individuals. In the past decades, there has

been an increasing intention in mean field games and their applications ([6]-[13]). Motivated by

the distributed optimization over large-scale networks and the developing theory of mean-field

control and games, we investigate the limiting model of the distributed optimization problem

as the number of nodes tends to infinity, that is, the distributed optimization problem over a

graphon with a continuum of nodes.

Let [0,1] be the set of a continuum of nodes, each element of which corresponds to a node. The

connecting structure among nodes is given by the graphon A, which is a symmetric measurable

function from [0,1]× [0,1] to [0,1] ([14]). Any node p ∈ [0,1] has a private local cost function

V (p,x) : [0,1]×R
n → R, which is strongly convex and continuously differentiable w.r.t. x ∈

R
n and is integrable w.r.t. p ∈ [0,1]. The objective of all nodes is to cooperatively solve the

optimization problem

min
x∈Rn

V (x),

∫

[0,1]
V (p,x)dp, (1)

for which there is a unique minimizer of V (x) denoted by x∗.

In the distributed optimization over the network with finite nodes, all nodes interact through

the underlying network. The interactions among nodes depend on their labels and so are het-

erogeneous. In the graphon mean field theory, the concept of graph limit is introduced into the
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mean field theory, which provides a powerful tool for modeling the heterogeneous interactions

among a large number of individuals ([15]-[24]). Representing the heterogeneous interactions

among nodes in terms of the coupled mean field terms based on the graphon, we propose the

following distributed stochastic gradient descent algorithm for the problem (1). For any node

p ∈ [0,1],

dxp(t) =α1(t)

∫

Rn×[0,1]
A(p,q)(x− xp(t))µt(dx,dq)dt −α2(t)∇xV (p,xp(t))dt

−α2(t)Σ1dwp(t), (2)

where xp(t)∈R
n is the state of node p at time t, representing its local estimate of x∗; ∇xV (p,xp(t))

∈R
n is the gradient value of the local cost function at xp(t);

∫
Rn×[0,1]A(p,q)(x−xp(t))µt(dx,dq)

is the coupled mean field term based on the graphon A. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability

space with a family of non-decreasing σ -algebras {Ft , t > 0} ⊆F . For any t > 0, µt(dx,dq) is

the distribution on R
n× [0,1] and satisfies the following conditions. (i) The marginal distribution

µt(dq) is always the uniform distribution on [0,1], that is, µt(dq) = dq, ∀ t > 0. (ii) Given

q ∈ [0,1], the conditional distribution µt(dx|q) is the distribution of xq(t). Here, {(wp(t),Ft), t >

0, p ∈ [0,1]} is a family of independent n-dimensional standard Brownian motions and the initial

states {xp(0), p ∈ [0,1]} are adapted to F0 and independent of {wp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]}. The

terms α1(t) and α2(t) are time-varying algorithm gains and Σ1 ∈ R
n×n. We also propose the

following stochastic gradient tracking algorithm




dzp(t) = β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(z− zp(t))µt,q(dz)dqdt −β1(t)yp(t)dt

−β1(t)β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(y− yp(t))νt,q(dy)dqdt,

dyp(t) = β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(y− yp(t))νt,q(dy)dqdt +β2(t)H (V (p,zp(t)))dzp(t)

+β2(t)ηp(t)dt+β
′
2(t)∇xV (p,zp(t))dt,

(3)

∀ p∈ [0,1], where zp(t)∈R
n is the state of node p at time t, representing its local estimate of x∗;

yp(t)∈R
n is the auxiliary state of node p at time t, tracking the average ∇x

(∫
[0,1]V (p,zp(t))dp

)

and satisfying that E [yp(0)] = E [V (p,zp(0))]; ∇xV (p,zp(t))∈R
n is the gradient value of the lo-

cal cost function at zp(t); H (V (p,zp(t))) is the Hessian matrix of the local cost function at zp(t);

µt,q(dz) and νt,q(dy) are the distributions of zq(t) and yq(t);
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(z−zp(t))µt,q(dz)dq

and
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(y− yp(t))νt,q(dy)dq are the coupled mean field terms of the states and

the auxiliary states based on the graphon A. Here,
{
(ηp(t),Ft), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]

}
is a family

of independent n-dimensional stochastic processes, the processes {wp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]} and
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{ηp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]} are mutually independent, and the initial states {zp(0), p ∈ [0,1]} and

auxiliary states {yp(0), p ∈ [0,1]} are adapted to F0 and independent of
{

ηp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]
}

and {wp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]}. The terms β1(t), β2(t) and β3(t) are time-varying algorithm gains

and β
′
2(t) is the derivative of β2(t) w.r.t. t.

Both the systems (2) and (3) belong to the following graphon particle system

dzp(t) =

[
c1(t)

∫

[0,1]×Rm
A(p,q)(z− zp(t))µt,q(dz)dq+ c2(t)

∫

[0,1]×Rm
A(p,q)( f (q,z, t)

− f (p,zp(t), t))µt,q(dz)dq+ c3(t)g(p,zp(t), t)+ c4(t)ξp(t)

]
dt + c5(t)Σdwp(t), (4)

∀ p ∈ [0,1], where f (p,z, t) : [0,1]×R
m× [0,∞)→ R

m and g(p,z, t) : [0,1]×R
m × [0,∞)→ R

m

are the functions satisfying appropriate conditions;
{
(ξp(t),Ft), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]

}
is a family

of independent m-dimensional stochastic processes; the processes {wp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]} and

{ξp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]} are mutually independent; the initial states {zp(0), p∈ [0,1]} are adapted

to F0 and independent of
{

ξp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]
}

and {wp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]}; ci(t), i =

1, . . . , 5 are the time-varying coefficients, Σ ∈ R
m×m and m is a positive integer.

Up to now, most of existing works ([15]-[17]) focused on the existence and uniqueness of the

solutions for different graphon particle systems and the convergence of finite particle systems

to graphon particle systems. Only few works ([18]-[19]) are concerned with the asymptotic

properties of the graphon particle systems. Bayraktar and Wu ([18]) showed that the distribution

of each node’s state converges to a limiting distribution as time goes to infinity. They also

provided an exponential concentration bound for the Wasserstein distance between the empirical

distribution and the integral of the limiting distributions on the node set in [19]. Note that

all aforementioned works on the graphon particle systems only prove the existence of limiting

distributions but do not characterize what these limiting distributions specifically are, particularly,

they do not reveal the relation between the limiting distributions and system dynamics. However,

for many practical problems, people are more interested in how the limiting distribution is

related to the system dynamics. In particular, for the problem (1) and the algorithms (2) and (3),

people expect to figure out whether the states {xp(t), t > 0, p∈ [0,1]} and {zp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]}
converge to the minimizer of the global cost function under some proper assumptions.

Motivated by the above, we investigate the asymptotic properties of the graphon particle

systems (2) and (3). We prove that if the graphon is connected and the local cost functions are

strongly convex, then by properly choosing algorithm gains, both the states {xp(t), t > 0, p ∈
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[0,1]} in (2) and {zp(t), t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]} in (3) converge to the minimizer of the global cost

function in mean square. Different from Bayraktar and Wu ([18]), we weaken the assumptions

on the local cost functions and obtain stronger results. Bayraktar and Wu ([18]) assumed that

the dissipativity of the drift term is strictly twice greater than the Lipschitz constant of the

interaction term. For the systems (2) and (3), this assumption is equivalent to the strong convexity

constant of the local cost functions being greater than two, which is not reasonable for distributed

optimization problems. In this paper, the local cost functions are only assumed to be strongly

convex and there is no further requirement on the strong convexity constant. Bayraktar and Wu

([18]) proved the existence of the limiting distributions of the nodes’ states, while we not only

prove the existence of the limiting distributions but also reveal that the limiting distribution is

right the Dirac measure at the minimizer of the global cost function. Besides, Bayraktar and Wu

([18]) proved that all nodes’ states converge in distribution, while we prove the convergence in

mean square, which is stronger than convergence in distribution.

The introducing of time-varying algorithm gains removes the requirement on the strong

convexity constant of the local cost functions in (2) and (3), which is introduced in [18] for

time-invariant graphon particle systems. This leads to a time-varying general system (4) and it

poses difficulties in establishing the relationship between the L 2-consensus lim
t→∞

∫
[0,1] ‖E[zp(t)]−

∫
[0,1]E[zq(t)]dq‖2dp = 0 and L ∞-consensus lim

t→∞
supp∈[0,1]‖E[zp(t)]−

∫
[0,1]E[zq(t)]dq‖2 = 0. To

this end, we give a key lemma to estimate the upper bounds of a class of functions satisfying time-

varying differential inequalities with negative linear terms, based upon which, by coordinating the

decaying rates of the time-varying coefficients and combining the connectivity of the graphon,

we prove that the L 2-consensus implies L ∞-consensus for the system (4) if the integral of the

second moments of all nodes’ states on the node set is uniformly bounded.

For the stochastic gradient decent algorithm (2), by choosing the algorithm gains properly, we

obtain that if the graphon is connected, then the L 2-consensus is achieved. By the key lemma

established, we prove that if the local cost functions are strongly convex, then
∫
[0,1]E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
dp

is uniformly bounded, which together with the L 2-consensus implies that the L ∞-consensus

is also achieved. This in turn derives that all nodes’ states converge to the minimizer of the

global cost function uniformly in mean square. Besides, we qualify how the convergence rate

of L 2-consensus relates to the parameters of the system dynamics (2), especially the algebraic

connectivity of the graphon.

For the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (3), which is indeed a double-variable system, the
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convergence analysis is more challenging. Since the states and the auxiliary states are coupled by

the time-varying algorithm gains, the analysis method for the system (2) is no longer applicable.

At first, we use a transformation of the auxiliary states and transform the convergence analysis

into the asymptotic properties of a class of coupled nonlinear differential inequalities with time-

varying coefficients. Then we give a general lemma, in which we develop a decoupling method

for the asymptotic properties of this kinds of coupled differential inequalities. We prove that if the

graphon is connected and the local cost functions are strongly convex, then the L 2-consensus of

the states and the transformed auxiliary states is achieved. In combination with the comparison

theorem, we prove that the integral of the expectations of the nodes’ states on the node set

tends to the minimizer of the global cost function. Furthermore, by the relationship between the

L 2-consensus and L ∞-consensus for the general system (4), we prove that if the local cost

functions are strongly convex, then the nodes’ states converge to the minimizer of the global

cost function and the auxiliary states converge to the gradient value of the global cost function

at the minimizer uniformly in mean square, respectively.

This work is the companion paper of [35], in which we have proved the existence and

uniqueness of the solution to the system (4) and the law of large numbers.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the relationship between the L 2-

consensus and L ∞-consensus for the system (4) is established. In Section III, the convergence

of the stochastic gradient descent algorithm (2) is proved. In Section IV, the convergence of the

stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (3) is proved. In Section IV, the conclusions and future

works are given.

The following notations will be used throughout this paper. Denote the set of all real numbers

by R. Denote the n-dimensional Euclidean space by R
n and the Euclidean norm by ‖·‖. For a

given matrix A∈R
n×n, Tr(A) denotes its trace. For a given vector x∈R

n, xT denotes its transpose.

For a given random vector X ∈R
n, denote its mathematical expectation and distribution by E[X ]

and L (X), respectively. Denote the set of probability measures on R
n by P(Rn). For a given

measurable space (F, G ) and x ∈ F , where G is a σ -algebra on F , the Dirac measure δx at x is

the measure defined by δx(A) :=





1, x ∈ A

0, x /∈ A

, ∀ A ∈ G .
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II. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN L 2-CONSENSUS AND L ∞-CONSENSUS

In this section, we prove that the L 2-consensus implies L ∞-consensus for the system (4)

under some conditions. See Appendix B for the proofs.

We make the following assumptions on the graphon, the local cost functions in (1) and the

system (4).

Assumption 2.1:

(i) Graphon A is connected.

(ii) There exists a constant κ > 0, such that ‖∇xV (p,x1)−∇xV (p,x2)‖6 κ‖x1−x2‖, ∀ x1, x2 ∈
R

n, p ∈ [0,1]. There exist constants σv > 0 and Cv > 0, such that ‖∇xV (p,x)‖6 σv‖x‖+Cv,

∀ x ∈ R
n, p ∈ [0,1].

(iii) The local cost function V (p,x) is uniformly strongly convex w.r.t. x, that is, there exists

κ2 > 0, such that (x1 −x2)
T(∇xV (p,x1)−∇xV (p,x2))> κ2‖x1−x2‖2, ∀ x1, x2 ∈ R

n, p ∈
[0,1].

Assumption 2.2: There exists a nonnegative constant λ1, such that ‖ f (p,z1, t)− f (p,z2, t)‖+
‖g(p,z1, t)− g(p,z2, t)‖ 6 λ1‖z1 − z2‖, ∀ z1, z2 ∈ R

m, t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]; there exist nonnega-

tive constants λ11 and λ12 such that ‖ f (p,z, t)‖+ ‖g(p,z, t)‖ 6 λ11‖z‖+ λ12, ∀ z ∈ R
m, t >

0, p ∈ [0,1]; there exist nonnegative constants λ3 and λ4, such that for any ε > 0, there exists

δ > 0, such that if ‖t1 − t2‖ < δ , then ‖ f (p,z, t1)− f (p,z, t2)‖2 + ‖g(p,z, t1)− g(p,z, t2)‖2 <

ε
(
λ3‖z‖2 +λ4

)
,∀ t1, t2 > 0, z ∈ R

m, p ∈ [0,1]; f (p,z, t) and g(p,z, t) are measurable w.r.t. p,

∀ z ∈R
m, t > 0; the map [0,1]∋ p 7→ µ0,p =L (zp(0))∈P(Rm) is measurable and there exists

a constant ς > 0 such that supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖zp(0)‖2

]
6 ς .

Assumption 2.3: The map [0,1]∋ p 7→L (ξp(0))∈P(Rm) is measurable; E [ξp(t)] = 0,∀ p ∈
[0,1], t > 0; there exists r1 > 0, such that supt>0, p∈[0,1]E

[
‖ξp(t)‖2

]
6 r1; ξp(·) satisfies that, for

any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0, such that if |t1− t2|< δ , then E
[
‖ξp(t1)−ξp(t2)‖2

]
< ε,∀ t1, t2 ∈

[0,∞), p ∈ [0,1].

Assumption 2.4: The time-varying coefficients satisfy that c1(t) > 0, c2(t) > 0, c3(t) > 0,

c4(t)> 0, c5(t)> 0, ∀ t > 0, ci(t), i= 1, . . . ,5 are continuous w.r.t. t, limt→∞
ci(t)
c1(t)

= 0, i= 2, . . . ,5,
∫ ∞

0 c2
5(t)dt < ∞,

∫ ∞
0 c1(t) = +∞ and limt→∞ c1(t) = 0.

The following lemma illustrates that the variances of the nodes’ states tend to zero.
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Lemma 2.1: For the graphon particle system (4), if Assumption 2.1 (i) and Assumptions

2.2-2.4 hold, then

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖2

]
= 0. (5)

To give the relation between the L 2-consensus and L ∞-consensus, we also need the following

lemma to show the time-varying upper bounds of a class of functions satisfying time-varying

differential inequalities with negative linear terms.

Lemma 2.2: If y(·) : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) satisfy

y′(t)6−a1(t)y(t)+a2(t)
√

y(t)+a3(t), ∀ t > 0, (6)

where a1(·) : [0,∞)→ (0,∞), a2(·), a3(·) : [0,∞)→ [0,∞), and ai(·), i = 1,2,3 are continuous,

then

y(t)6

(
a2(t)

2a1(t)
+

√
1

4

a2
2(t)

a2
1(t)

+
a3(t)

a1(t)

)2

, ∀ t > 0 (7)

and

y(t)6max

{
y(0),

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

a2(s)

2a1(s)
+

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

1

4

a2
2(s)

a2
1(s)

+ sup
s∈[0,t]

a3(s)

a1(s)

) 1
2
)2
}
, ∀ t > 0. (8)

By Lemmas 2.1-2.2, we give the following theorem which shows that the L 2-consensus

implies L ∞-consensus for the system (4) if the integral of the second moments of all nodes’

states on the node set is uniformly bounded.

Theorem 2.1: For the graphon particle system (4), if Assumption 2.1 (i) and Assumptions 2.2-

2.4 hold, limt→∞
∫
[0,1]

∥∥E[zp(t)]−
∫
[0,1]E[zq(t)]dq

∥∥2
dp = 0 and supt>0

∫
[0,1]E

[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
dp < ∞,

then

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

∥∥∥E[zp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

∥∥∥
2

= 0. (9)

III. CONVERGENCE OF STOCHASTIC GRADIENT DESCENT ALGORITHM

In this section, we prove the convergence of the stochastic gradient descent algorithm (2).

Denote µt(dx|q) = µt,q(dx). Then µt(dx,dq) = µt,q(dx)dq. Therefore, (2) can be written as

dxp(t) =α1(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(∫

Rn
(x− xp(t))µt,q(dx)

)
dqdt

−α2(t)∇xV (p,xp(t))dt−α2(t)Σ1dwp(t). (10)
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We give the following assumptions on the algorithm (2).

Assumption 3.1: The map [0,1] ∋ p 7→ µ0,p = L (zp(0)) ∈ P(Rn) is measurable and there

exists ζ2 > 0 such that supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖xp(0)‖2

]
6 ζ2.

Assumption 3.2: The time-varying algorithm gains satisfy that α1(t)> 0, α2(t)> 0, ∀ t > 0,

α1(t) and α2(t) are continuous w.r.t. t,
∫ ∞

0 α2(t)dt = ∞,
∫ ∞

0 α2
2 (t)dt < ∞, limt→∞

α2(t)
α1(t)

= 0 and

limt→∞ α1(t) = 0.

The following lemma illustrates that all nodes’ states achieve L ∞-consensus.

Lemma 3.1: For the problem (1) and the algorithm (10), if Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions

3.1-3.2 hold, then there exists K0 > 0, such that

sup
t>0,p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
6 K0, (11)

∫

[0,1]

∥∥∥E[xp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E[xq(t)]dq

∥∥∥
2

dp

6Ψ0(0, t)ζ +
∫ t

0
8

(
σvK0 +CvK

1
2

0

)
α2(s)Ψ0(s, t)ds, (12)

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

∥∥∥E[xp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E[xq(t)]dq

∥∥∥
2

= 0, (13)

where Ψ0(s, t) = e−2λ2(LA)
∫ t

s α1(s
′)ds′ and λ2(LA) is the algebraic connectivity of the graphon A

defined by (A.1).

Proof 1: See Appendix C for the proof.

Then we prove that the integral of the expectations of the states on the node set converges to

the minimizer of the global cost function. By Assumption 2.1 (iii), we know that V (x) is strongly

convex w.r.t. x and ∇xV (p,x) is continuous w.r.t. x. Then, ∇xV (x∗) =
∫
[0,1]∇xV (p,x∗)dp = 0.

Lemma 3.2: For the problem (1) and the algorithm (10), if Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions

3.1-3.2 hold, then limt→∞ ‖
∫
[0,1]E[xp(t)]dp− x∗‖2 = 0.

Proof 2: See Appendix C for the proof.

Finally, we show that the state of each node converges to the minimizer of the global cost

function in mean quare.
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Theorem 3.1: For the problem (1) and the algorithm (2), if Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions

3.1-3.2 hold, then

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖xp(t)− x∗‖2

]
= 0. (14)

Proof 3: By Cr inequality, we have sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖xp(t)−x∗‖2

]
6 3 sup

p∈[0,1]
E
[
‖xp(t)−E[xp(t)]‖2

]
+

3supp∈[0,1]
∥∥E[xp(t)]−

∫
[0,1]E[xq(t)]dq

∥∥2
+3
∥∥∫

[0,1]E[xq(t)]dq−x∗
∥∥2
. This together with Lemmas

3.1-3.2 and Lemma C.1 gives (14).

Remark 3.1: The graphon particle system (2) is equivalent to the following system in the sense

of weak solution. Given the initial state x(0) = xP(0),

dx(t) =α1(t)

∫

Rn×[0,1]
A(P,q)(x− x(t))µt(dx,dq)dt −α2(t)∇xV (P,x(t))dt−α2(t)Σ1dw(t), (15)

where P is uniformly distributed on [0,1] and for any t > 0, µt(dx,dq) is the distribution on

R
n × [0,1] and satisfies the following conditions. (i) The marginal distribution µt(dq) is always

the uniform distribution on [0,1], that is, µt(dq) = dq, ∀ t > 0. (ii) The marginal distribution

µt(dx) =
∫
[0,1] µt(dx|q)dq is the distribution of x(t). Here, {w(t), t > 0} is an n-dimensional

standard Brownian motion. From Theorem 3.1, we know that µt(dx|q) in (15) converges to

δx∗(dx) uniformly. Then, the distribution µt(dx) converges to δx∗(dx).

IV. CONVERGENCE OF STOCHASTIC GRADIENT TRACKING ALGORITHM

In this section, we prove the convergence of the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (3).

We give some assumptions on the system (3).

Assumption 4.1: The time-varying algorithm gains satisfy that β1(t)> 0, β2(t)> 0, β3(t)>

0, ∀ t > 0, β2(0) = 1, β1(t) and β3(t) are continuous w.r.t. t, β2(t) is differentiable w.r.t. t,
∫ ∞

0 β3(t)dt = ∞,
∫ ∞

0 β1(t)β2(t)dt = ∞, limt→∞
β1(t)
β3(t)

= 0, limt→∞
β2(t)
β3(t)

= 0 and limt→∞ β3(t) = 0.

Assumption 4.2: The map [0,1] ∋ p 7→ L (zp(0),yp(0)) ∈ P(R2n) is measurable and there

exist ζ and ζ0 > 0 such that supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖zp(0)‖2

]
6 ζ and supp∈[0,1]E

[
‖yp(0)‖2

]
6 ζ0.

Assumption 4.3: The map [0,1]∋ p 7→L (ηp(0))∈P(Rn) is measurable; E [ηp(t)] = 0,∀ p ∈
[0,1], t > 0; there exists b1 > 0 such that supt>0, p∈[0,1]E

[
‖ηp(t)‖2

]
6 b1; for any ε > 0, there

exists δ > 0, such that if |t1− t2|< δ , then E
[
‖ηp(t1)−ηp(t2)‖2

]
< ε,∀ t1, t2 ∈ [0,∞), p ∈ [0,1].
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Inspired by [25], by the transformation ỹp(t) = yp(t)−β2(t)∇xV (p,zp(t)), we have the fol-

lowing transformed graphon particle system



dzp(t) =
(
−β1(t)ỹp(t)−β1(t)β2(t)∇xV (p,zp(t))

)
dt

+β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(z− zp(t))µt,q(dz)dqdt

−β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)

(
∇xV (q,z)−∇xV (p,zp(t))

)
µt,q(dz)dqdt

−β1(t)β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(y− ỹp(t)) ν̃t,q(dy)dqdt,

dỹp(t) = β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)(y− ỹp(t)) ν̃t,q(dy)dqdt +β2(t)ηp(t)dt

+β2(t)β3(t)
∫
[0,1]×Rn A(p,q)

(
∇xV (q,z)−∇xV (p,zp(t))

)
µt,q(dz)dqdt,

(16)

where µt,q(dz) and ν̃t,q(dy) are the distributions of zp(t) and ỹp(t). Here, ỹp(t) is called the

transformed auxiliary state.

We transform the convergence analysis of the algorithm (16) into the asymptotic properties of a

class of coupled differential inequalities with time-varying coefficients and develop a decoupling

method in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1: If Y1(·),Y2(·) : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) are differentiable and

dY1(t)

dt
6(−a1(t)+a2(t))Y1(t)+a3(t)Y2(t)+a4(t), (17)

dY2(t)

dt
6−b1(t)Y2(t)+b2(t)Y

1
2

2 (t)
(

Y
1
2

1 (t)+Y3(t)
)

(18)

hold, where the time-varying coefficients satisfy that a1(t)> 0, ai(t)> 0, i= 2,3,4, limt→∞
a2(t)
a1(t)

=

0, limt→∞
a3(t)
a1(t)

= 0, limt→∞
a4(t)
a1(t)

= 0,
∫ ∞

0 a1(t)dt = ∞, b1(t) > 0, b2(t) > 0, b1(t) and b2(t) are

continuous w.r.t. t,
∫ ∞

0 b1(t) = ∞, limsupt→∞
b2(t)
b1(t)

< ∞ and limt→∞Y3(t) = 0, then

lim
t→∞

Y1(t) =0, (19)

lim
t→∞

Y2(t) =0. (20)

Proof 4: See Appendix D for the proof.

Remark 4.1: The main idea of decoupling inequalities in the above lemma lies in that the

time-varying coefficients of (18) have same orders, which together with Lemma 2.2 shows that

Y2(t) can be bounded by Y1(t). Replacing the upper bound of Y2(t) into the inequality of Y1(t)

and using the comparison theorem, we can show (19) and then (20) follows.

By the above lemma and Theorem 2.1, we show that the states and transformed auxiliary

states achieve L ∞-consensus and the integral of the expectations of the states on the node set

tends to the minimizer of the global cost function.
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Lemma 4.2: For the problem (1) and the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (16), if

Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions 4.1-4.3 hold, then

sup
t>0,p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
< ∞, (21)

sup
t>0,p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖ỹp(t)‖2

]
< ∞, (22)

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

∥∥∥E[zp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

∥∥∥
2

= 0, (23)

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

∥∥∥E
[
ỹp(t)

]∥∥∥
2

= 0, (24)

lim
t→∞

∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E [zp(t)]dp− x∗

∥∥∥
2

= 0. (25)

Proof 5: See Appendix D for the proof.

The following theorem shows that all nodes’ states and auxiliary states converge to the

minimizer of the global cost function and the gradient value of the global cost function at

the minimizer uniformly in mean square, respectively.

Theorem 4.1: For the problem (1) and the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (3), if

Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions 4.1-4.3 hold, then

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖zp(t)− x∗‖2

]
= 0, (26)

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E

[∥∥∥∥yp(t)−∇x

(∫

[0,1]
V (q,x∗)dq

)∥∥∥∥
2
]
= 0. (27)

Proof 6: By Lemma D.1, Lemma 4.2 and Cr inequality, we have (26). Similar to the proof of

(D.11) in Lemma 4.2 and by Assumption 2.1 (iii), we have
∫
[0,1]E[ỹq(t)]dq = 0 and ∇x

(∫
[0,1]

V (q,x∗)dq
)
= 0. This together with Assumption 2.1 (ii) and Cr inequality gives

E

[∥∥∥yp(t)−∇x

(∫

[0,1]
V (q,x∗)dq

)∥∥∥
2
]

63E
[
‖ỹp(t)−E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
+3β 2

2 (t)E
[
‖∇xV (zp(t), p)‖2

]
+3
∥∥E[ỹp(t)]

∥∥2

63E
[
‖ỹp(t)−E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
+6C2

v β 2
2 (t)+3

∥∥E[ỹp(t)]
∥∥2

+6σ 2
v β 2

2 (t) sup
p∈[0,1], t>0

E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
. (28)

By (26) and Cr inequality, we have supp∈[0,1],t>0 E[‖zp(t)‖2] < ∞. Then, by Assumption 4.1,

Lemma D.1, Lemma 4.2 and (28), we have (27).
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

We have proposed the stochastic gradient descent and gradient tracking algorithms over the

graphon for solving the distributed optimization problem with a continuum of nodes. By estab-

lishing the lemma for the upper bound estimation related to a class of time-varying differential

inequalities with negative linear terms, we have proved the uniform boundness of the second

moments of the nodes’ states in both kinds of algorithms. Besides, we have proved that if the

graphon is connected and the time-varying algorithm gains are chosen properly, then the states

in both kinds of algorithms achieve L ∞-consensus. Moreover, if the local cost functions are

strongly convex, then the states in both kinds of algorithms converge to the minimizer of the

global cost function and the auxiliary states in the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm converge

to the gradient value of the global cost function at the minimizer uniformly in mean square.

Note that the analysis of the asymptotic properties of the graphon particle systems relies on

the special linear interactions among nodes in the proposed two kinds of algorithms, while for

many graphon particle systems, such as Kuramoto oscillator ([26]), neural mean-field ([27]), SIS

epidemics ([28]) and so on, the interactions are nonlinear. This results in that the methods in this

paper are inapplicable. Besides, the graphon considered in this paper is static. In many practical

scenarios, networks among nodes receive the feedback from nearby individuals and then make

changes to better adapt to the world, such as adaptive Kuramoto-type network models in [29],

which leads to a dynamic graphon. The asymptotic properties of the graphon particle systems

with dynamic graphons are still open so far, which is of major importance from an applied

perspective but highly mathematically challenging.

APPENDIX A

PROPERTIES OF GRAPHONS

The following notations will be used in the appendix. Denote L2([0,1],Rn) = { f : [0,1] →
R

n, f is measurable,
∫
[0,1] ‖ f (x)‖2dx < ∞}. Denote the set of all bounded linear operators from

L2 ([0,1],Rn) to L2 ([0,1], Rn) by L
(
L2 ([0,1], Rn)

)
. Denote the inner product on L2 ([0,1], Rn)

by 〈·, ·〉L2([0,1],Rn), that is, for any given f ,g∈ L2 ([0,1], Rn), 〈 f ,g〉L2([0,1], Rn),
∫
[0,1] fT(x)g(x)dx.

For a given function f : F →R, supp( f ) = {x ∈ F : f (x) 6= 0} denotes the support set of f .

For a given graphon W , the Graphon-Laplacian LW ∈ L
(
L2 ([0,1], Rn)

)
generated by W is

given by, for any z ∈ L2([0,1], Rn), (LW z)(p) =
∫
[0,1]W (p,q)(z(p)− z(q))dq, ∀ p ∈ [0,1]. For
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a graphon W , the algebraic connectivity of W is defined by

λ2(LW ) = inf
z∈C⊥

〈LW z,z〉L2([0,1], Rn)

〈z,z〉2
L2([0,1], Rn)

> 0, (A.1)

where C⊥ = {z ∈ L2 ([0,1], Rn) :
∫
[0,1] z(p)dp = 0}. By Proposition 4.9 in [30], for the graphon

W , the algebraic connectivity can also be written as

λ2(LW ) = inf
z∈C⊥

∫
[0,1]×[0,1]W (p,q)zT(p)(z(p)− z(q))dqdp

∫
[0,1] ‖z(p)−

∫
[0,1] z(q)dq‖2dp

. (A.2)

Definition A.1: ([30]) For a graphon W , if the following conditions hold, then the graphon W

is said to be connected.

(i) For any p ∈ [0,1] and q ∈ [0,1]\{p}, there exists an integer m > 1 and a finite sequence

(lk)16k6m ⊂ [0,1] satisfying that p = l1, q = lm and lk+1 ∈ supp(W (lk, ·)), ∀ k ∈ {1, . . . ,m−
1}.

(ii) inf
p∈[0,1]

∫
[0,1]W (p,q)dq > 0.

The following lemma shows the connection between the algebraic connectivity and the con-

nectivity of a graphon.

Lemma A.1: ([30]) The graphon W is connected in the sense of Definition A.1 if and only if

λ2(LW )> 0.

APPENDIX B

Proof of Lemma 2.1: Noting that µt,p is the distribution of zp(t) in (4), the system (4) can be

written as

dzp(t)

=

[
c2(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[

f (q,zq(t), t)
]
− f (p,zp(t), t)

)
dq+ c1(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
zq(t)

]

− zp(t)
)
dq+ c4(t)ξp(t)+ c3(t)g(p,zp(t))

]
dt + c5(t)Σdwp(t). (B.1)

By Assumption 2.4 and Theorem 2.3.1 in [31], we have E
[∫ t

0 c5(s)Σdwp(s)
]
= 0. Then, by

Assumption 2.3 and (B.1), we have

dE[zp(t)] =c1(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[zq(t)]−E[zp(t)]

)
dqdt + c3(t)E[g(p,zp(t))]dt

+ c2(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[ f (q,zq(t), t)]−E[ f (p,zp(t), t)]

)
dqdt. (B.2)
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Denote Sp(t) = ‖zp(t)− E[zp(t)]‖2. By Theorem 2.1 in [35] and Assumption 2.4, we have

E
[∫ t

0 ‖c5(s)(zp(s)−E[zp(s)])
TΣ‖2ds

]
6E

[
sup06s6t ‖zp(s)‖2

]∫ t
0 c2

5(s)ds‖Σ‖2 <∞. Then, by The-

orem 2.3.1 in [31], we have

E

[∫ t

0
c5(s)(zp(s)−E[zp(s)])

TΣdwp(s)

]
= 0.

By (B.2), E
[
(zp(t)−E[zp(t)])

Tg(p,E[zp(t)])
]
= 0, E

[
(zp(t)−E[zp(t)])

T(E[ f (p,zp(t), t)]

− f (p,E[zp(t)], t))
]
= 0, Assumptions 2.2-2.3 and Itô formula, we have

dE [Sp(t)]

dt

=
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq

(
−2c1(t)E [Sp(t)]+2c2(t)E

[
(zp(t)−E[zp(t)])

T
(
E[ f (p,zp(t), t)]

− f (p,zp(t), t)
)])

+2c3(t)E
[
(zp(t)−E[zp(t)])

Tg(p,zp(t))
]
+2c4(t)E

[
(zp(t)

−E[zp(t)])
Tξp(t)

]
+Tr

(
ΣTΣ

)
c2

5(t)

6
(
−2c1(t) inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq+ c4(t)

)
E [Sp(t)]

+2c2(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dqE

[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖‖ f (p,zp(t), t)− f (p,E[zp(t)], t)‖

]

+2c3(t)E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖‖g(p,zp(t))−g(p,E[zp(t)])‖

]
+ c4(t)r1+Tr

(
ΣTΣ

)
c2

5(t)

6φ(t)E [Sp(t)]+ c4(t)r1+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2
5(t),

where φ(t) =−2c1(t) infp∈[0,1]
∫
[0,1]A(p,q)dq+2λ1(c2(t)+c3(t))+c4(t). This together with the

comparison theorem ([32]) gives

E [Sp(t)]6

∫ t

0

(
c4(s)r1+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2

5(s)
)
e
∫ t

s φ(s′)ds′ds+ e
∫ t

0 φ(s)dsE[Sp(0)].

By Assumption 2.2, we have supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖Sp(0)‖2

]
6 supp∈[0,1]E

[
‖zp(0)‖2

]
6 ς . Then, by the

above inequality, we have

sup
p∈[0,1]

E [Sp(t)]6e
∫ t

0 φ(s)dsς +
∫ t

0

(
c4(s)r1+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2

5(s)
)
e
∫ t

s φ(s′)ds′ds. (B.3)

By Assumption 2.4, we know that there exists T > 0, such that if t > T , then

2λ1
(c2(t)+ c3(t))

c1(t)
+

c4(t)

c1(t)
6 inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq,

which together with
∫ ∞

0 c1(t)dt = ∞, Assumption 2.1 (i) and Definition A.1 gives

∫ ∞

0
φ(s)ds =−∞. (B.4)
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For the first term on the r.h.s. of (B.3), by the above equality, we have

lim
t→∞

e
∫ t

0 φ(s)dsς = 0. (B.5)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (B.3), by Assumption 2.1 (i), Assumption 2.4, (B.4) and

L’Hospital’s rule, we have

lim
t→∞

∫ t

0
(c4(s)r1 +Tr(ΣTΣ)c2

5(s))e
∫ t

s φ(s′)ds′ds = 0,

which together with (B.3) and (B.5) gives (5). �

Proof of Lemma 2.2: By (6) and a1(t)> 0, ∀ t > 0, we have

y′(t)6−a1(t)

(√
y(t)− a2(t)

2a1(t)

)2

+
a2

2(t)

4a1(t)
+a3(t).

Therefore, we know that if
√

y(t)> a2(t)
2a1(t)

+
(

1
4

a2
2(t)

a2
1(t)

+ a3(t)
a1(t)

) 1
2
, then y′(t)< 0 and y(t)6

(
a2(t)
2a1(t)

+

√
1
4

a2
2(t)

a2
1(t)

+
a3(t)
a1(t)

)2

,∀ t > 0, which leads to (8). �

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Denote Bp(t)= E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
and Rp(t)=

∥∥E[zp(t)]−
∫
[0,1]E[zq(t)]dq

∥∥2
.

By supt>0

∫
[0,1]E

[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
dp < ∞, we know that there exists K1 > 0, such that

sup
t>0

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
dp 6 K1. (B.6)

By Theorem 2.1 in [35] and Assumption 2.4, we have E
[∫ t

0 ‖2c5(s)z
T
p (s)Σ‖2ds

]
6 4‖Σ‖2 sups∈[0,t]

E
[
‖zp(s)‖2

]∫ t
0 c2

5(s)ds < ∞. Then, by Theorem 2.3.1 in [31], we have

E

[∫ t

0
2c5(s)z

T

p (s)Σdwp(s)

]
= 0,

which together with Assumptions 2.2-2.3, Itô formula, (4), (B.6), Hölder inequality and Jensen

inequality gives

dBp(t)

dt

=2

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[zTp (t)]E[zq(t)]−E[zTp(t)zp(t)]

)
dqc1(t)

+2c2(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[zTp (t)]E[ f (q,zq(t), t)]−E[zTp(t) f (p,zp(t), t)]

)
dq

+2c4(t)E[z
T

p (t)ξp(t)]+2c3(t)E[z
T

p(t)g(p,zp(t))]+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2
5(t)

6
(
−2

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dqc1(t)+2c2(t)+ c3(t)+ c4(t)

)
Bp(t)

+2c1(t)
∫

[0,1]
‖E[zq(t)]‖dq‖E[zp(t)]‖+ c2(t)

(∫

[0,1]
‖E[ f (q,zq(t), t)]‖2dq
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+
[
‖ f (p,zp(t), t)]‖2

])
+ c3(t)E

[
‖g(p,zp(t))‖2

]

+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2
5(t)+ c4(t)E

[
‖ξp(t)‖2

]

6
(
−2 inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dqc1(t)+2c2(t)+ c3(t)+ c4(t)

)
Bp(t)

+2c1(t)

(∫

[0,1]
‖E[zq(t)]‖2dq

) 1
2

E
[
‖zp(t)‖

]
+ c2(t)

∫

[0,1]
‖E[ f (q,zq(t), t)]‖2dq

+ c2(t)E
[
‖ f (p,zp(t), t)‖2

]
+ c4(t)r1+ c3(t)E

[
‖g(p,zp(t))‖2

]
+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2

5(t)

6h1(t)Bp(t)+2c1(t)K
1
2

1 B
1
2
p(t)+2λ 2

12c2(t)+2λ 2
11c3(t)+ c4(t)r1+Tr

(
ΣTΣ

)
c2

5(t)

+ c2(t)
∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖ f (q,zq(t), t)‖2

]
dq

6h1(t)Bp(t)+2c1(t)K
1
2

1 B
1
2
p(t)+2λ 2

12c3(t)+ c4(t)r1

+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2
5(t)+2c2(t)

(
2λ 2

12 +λ 2
11

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖zq(t)‖2

]
dq

)

6h1(t)Bp(t)+h2(t)B
1
2
p(t)+h3(t), (B.7)

where h1(t)=−2infp∈[0,1]
∫
[0,1]A(p,q)dqc1(t)+(2+2λ 2

11)c2(t)+(1+2λ 2
11)c3(t)+c4(t), h2(t)=

2c1(t)K
1
2
1 and h3(t) = (2λ 2

11K1+4λ 2
12)c2(t)+2λ 2

12c3(t)+c4(t)r1+Tr(ΣTΣ)c2
5(t). By Assumption

2.4, there exists T2 > 0, such that

(
(2+2λ 2

11)c2(t)+(1+2λ 2
11)c3(t)+ c4(t)

) 1

c1(t)
< 2 inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq, ∀ t > T2,

that is, h1(t)< 0, ∀ t > T2. By Theorem 2.1 in [35], there exists L0 > 0, such that supp∈[0,1],t∈[0,T2]

Bp(t)6 L0. For any t > T2, by (B.7) and Lemma 2.2, we have

Bp(t)6 max

{
Bp(T2),

(
sup

s∈[T2,t]

h2(s)

−2h1(s)
+

(
sup

s∈[T2,t]

1

4

h2
2(s)

h2
1(s)

+ sup
s∈[T2,t]

h3(s)

−h1(s)

) 1
2
)2}

. (B.8)

By Assumption 2.4, we have

lim
t→∞

h2(t)

−2h1(t)
=

(
inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq

)−1
K

1
2

1

2
,

limt→∞
h3(t)
−h1(t)

= 0 and limt→∞
1
4

2h2
2(t)

h2
1(t)

= K1
4

(
infp∈[0,1]

∫
[0,1]A(p,q)dq

)−2
. Then, there exist non-

negative constants L1, L2 and L3, such that supt>0
h2(t)

−2h1(t)
6L1, supt>0

1
4

h2
2(t)

h2
1(t)

6L2 and supt>0
h3(t)
−h1(t)

6 L3. Denote L = max{L0,(
√

L2 +L3+L1)
2}. Then, by (B.8), we have supt>0 Bp(t)6 L. Noting

that L is independent of p, we have

sup
p∈[0,1], t>0

E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
6 L. (B.9)
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By limt→∞
∫
[0,1]Rp(t)dp= 0, we know that, for any ε > 0, there exists Tε > 0, such that if t > Tε ,

then
∫
[0,1]Rp(t)dp < ε2. For any t > Tε , denote St

ε =
{

p ∈ [0,1] : Rp(t)> ε
}

. By Theorem 2.1 in

[35] and (5.3.1) in [33], we know that St
ε is a measurable set of [0,1]. For any t > Tε , we have

εm(St
ε)<

∫

St
ε

Rp(t)dp 6

∫

[0,1]
Rp(t)dp < ε2,

that is, m(St
ε)< ε . Taking the derivative of Rp(t) on t > Tε and combining (B.2) in Lemma 2.1

with the symmetry of the graphon A give

dRp(t)

dt

=−2c1(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dqRp(t)+2c1(t)

(
E[zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[zq(t)]

−
∫

[0,1]
E[zq′(t)]dq′

)
dq

)
+2c2(t)

(
E[zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

×
(
E[ f (q,zq(t), t)]−E[ f (p,zp(t), t)]

)
dq

)
+2c3(t)

(
E[zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

)T

×
(

E[g(p,zp(t))]−
∫

[0,1]
E[g(q,zq(t))]dq

)
. (B.10)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of the above equality, by Cr inequality, Hölder inequality, Jensen

inequality and (B.9), we have

2c1(t)

(
E[zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[zq(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq′(t)]dq′

)
dq

)

62c1(t)R
1
2
p(t)

(∫

[0,1]
Rq(t)dq

)1
2

62c1(t)R
1
2
p(t)ε

1
2

(
sup

q∈[0,1]
Rq(t)+1

)1
2

62c1(t)R
1
2
p(t)ε

1
2

(
2 sup

q∈[0,1]

∥∥E[zq(t)]
∥∥2

+2

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E[zq′(t)]dq′

∥∥∥∥
2

+1

) 1
2

62c1(t)R
1
2
p(t)ε

1
2

(
2L+2

∫

[0,1]
E
[∥∥zq′(t)

∥∥2
]

dq′+1
) 1

2

62c1(t)R
1
2
p(t)ε

1
2 (4L+1)

1
2 . (B.11)

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (B.10), by Cr inequality, Hölder inequality, Jensen inequality,

Assumption 2.2 and (B.9), we have

−2c2(t)

(
E[zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[zq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[

f
(
q,zq(t), t

)]
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×−E [ f (p,zp(t), t)]
)
dq

)

6c2(t)

(
Rp(t)+

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[

f
(
q,zq(t), t

)]
−E[ f (p,zp(t), t)]

)
dq

∥∥∥∥
2
)

6c2(t)

(
Rp(t)+2

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)E

[
f
(
q,zq(t), t

)]
dq

∥∥∥∥
2

+2
∥∥E [ f (p,zp(t), t)]

∥∥2

)

6c2(t)

(
Rp(t)+2

∫

[0,1]

∥∥E
[

f
(
q,zq(t), t

)]∥∥2
dq+2E

[
‖ f (p,zp(t), t)‖2

])

6c2(t)Rp(t)+4c2(t)
(

λ 2
11

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖zq(t)‖2

]
dq+2λ 2

12 +λ 2
11E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

])

6c2(t)
(
Rp(t)+8λ 2

11L+8λ 2
12

)
. (B.12)

For the fourth term on the r.h.s. of (B.10), by Cr inequality, Hölder inequality, Jensen inequality,

Assumption 2.2 and (B.9), we have

2c3(t)

(
E [zp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
E
[
g(q,zq(t))

]
dq−E [g(p,zp(t))]

)

62c3(t)

∥∥∥∥E [zp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq

∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E
[
g(q,zq(t))

]
dq−E [g(p,zp(t))]

∥∥∥∥

62
√

2c3(t)R
1
2
p(t)

(∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E
[
g(q,zq(t))

]
dq

∥∥∥∥
2

+‖E[g(p,zp(t))]‖2

) 1
2

62
√

2c3(t)R
1
2
p(t)

(∫

[0,1]
‖E[g(q,zq(t))]‖2dq+E

[
‖g(p,zp(t))‖2

]) 1
2

62
√

2c3(t)R
1
2
p(t)

(
sup

q∈[0,1]
E
[
‖g(q,zq(t))‖2

]
+E

[
‖g(p,zp(t))‖2

]) 1
2

64
√

2c3(t)R
1
2
p(t)
(

λ 2
11 sup

q∈[0,1]
E
[
‖zq(t)‖2

]
+λ 2

12

) 1
2

64
√

2
(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(t)R

1
2
p(t). (B.13)

By (B.9), Jensen inequality and Hölder inequality, we have Rp(t) 6 4L, which gives R
1
2
p(t) 6

2L
1
2 ,∀ t > 0, p ∈ [0,1]. Then, by (B.10)-(B.13), we have

dRp(t)

dt

6−2 inf
p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dqc1(t)Rp(t)+4L

1
2 ε

1
2 (4L+1)

1
2 c1(t)+4

(
L+2λ 2

11L+2λ 2
12

)
c2(t)

+8
√

2L
1
2
(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(t), ∀ t > Tε .
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This together with the comparison theorem ([32]) gives

sup
p∈[0,1]

Rp(t)

6ψ1(Tε , t) sup
p∈[0,1]

Rp(Tε)+

∫ t

Tε

4L
1
2 ε

1
2 (4L+1)

1
2 c1(s)ψ1(s, t)ds+

∫ t

Tε

(
4
(
L+2λ 2

11L+2λ 2
12

)
c2(s)

+8
√

2L
1
2

(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(s)

)
ψ1(s, t)ds, (B.14)

where ψ1(s, t)= e
−∫ t

s 2 inf
p∈[0,1]

∫
[0,1] A(p,q)dqc1(s

′)ds′

. By Assumption 2.1, Assumption 2.4 and L’Hospital’s

rule, we have

lim
t→∞

∫ t

0
c1(s)ψ1(s, t)ds =

1

2

(
inf

p∈[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)dq

)−1

.

Then, we know that there exists K3 > 0, such that supt>0

∫ t
0 ψ1(s, t)c1(s)ds 6 K3. Therefore, for

the second term on the r.h.s. of (B.14), we have

4L
1
2 (4L+1)

1
2 ε

1
2

∫ t

Tε

c1(s)ψ1(s, t)ds 6 4L
1
2 ε

1
2 (4L+1)

1
2 K3.

By the arbitrariness of ε , there exists ε̃ > 0, such that 4L
1
2 ε̃

1
2

(
4L+1

) 1
2 K3 <

δ
3
. By lim

t→∞

∫
[0,1]Rp(t)

dp = 0, we know that there exists T̃ε > 0, such that if t > T̃ε , then
∫
[0,1]Rp(t)dp < ε̃2. Then, for

any t > T̃ε , (B.14) can be written as

sup
p∈[0,1]

Rp(t)6ψ1(T̃ε , t) sup
p∈[0,1]

Rp(Tε)+
δ

3
+
∫ t

T̃ε

ψ1(s, t)
(

4
(
L+2λ 2

12 +2λ 2
11L
)
c2(s)

+8
√

2L
1
2
(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(s)

)
ds. (B.15)

By Assumption 2.1 (i), Assumption 2.4 and supp∈[0,1],t>0 R
1
2
p(t)6 2L

1
2 , we have limt→∞ ψ1(T̃ε , t)

supp∈[0,1]Rp(T̃ε) = 0. Therefore, for the first term on the r.h.s. of (B.15), there exists T1 > 0,

such that if t > T1, then

ψ1(T̃ε , t) sup
p∈[0,1]

Rp(T̃ε)<
δ

3
. (B.16)

By Assumption 2.1 (i), Assumption 2.4 and L’Hospital’s rule, we have limt→∞
∫ t

T̃ε

(
4
(
L+2λ 2

11L+

2λ 2
12

)
c2(s)+8

√
2L

1
2

(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(s)

)
ψ1(s, t)ds= 0. Therefore, for the third term on the r.h.s.

of (B.15), there exists T11 > 0 such that if t > T11, then
∫ t

T̃ε

(
4
(
L+2λ 2

11L+2λ 2
12

)
c2(s)+8

√
2L

1
2
(
λ 2

11L+λ 2
12

) 1
2 c3(s)

)
ψ1(s, t)ds <

δ

3
.

Therefore, for any δ > 0, taking T =max{T1,T11} and by (B.15)-(B.16) and the above inequality,

we know that, if t > T , then supp∈[0,1]Rp(t)< δ , that is, (9) holds. �
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APPENDIX C

Proof of Lemma 3.1: By Theorem 2.1, it’s sufficient to prove limt→∞
∫
[0,1] ‖

∫
[0,1]E[xq(t)]dq−

E[xp(t)]‖2dp = 0 and (11) for (13). By µt,q = L
(
xq(t)

)
in (10), the system (10) can be written

as

dxp(t) =α1(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[xq(t)]− xp(t)

)
dqdt −α2(t)∇xV (p,xp(t))dt

−α2(t)Σ1dwp(t). (C.1)

By Assumption 3.2 and Theorem 2.3.1 in [31], we have E
[∫ t

0 α2(s)Σ1dwp(s)
]
= 0. This together

with (C.1) gives

dE[xp(t)] =α1(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[xq(t)]−E[xp(t)]

)
dqdt −α2(t)E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]dt. (C.2)

Denote Y (t)=
∫
[0,1]E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
dp and R(t)=

∫
[0,1] ‖E[xp(t)]−

∫
[0,1]E[xq(t)]dq‖2dp. By Assump-

tion 3.2, Corollary 3.1 in [35] and Theorem 2.3.1 in [31], we have E
[∫ t

0 2α2(s)x
T
p (s)Σ1dwp(s)

]
=

0. Then, by Itô formula and (C.1), we have

dY (t) =2α1(t)

∫

[0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[xTp (t)]E[xq(t)]−E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

])
dqdpdt

+α2
2 (t)Tr(ΣT

1 Σ1)dt −2α2(t)
∫

[0,1]
E
[
xTp (t)∇xV (p,xp(t))

]
dpdt. (C.3)

By Assumption 2.1 (iii), we know (xp(t)− xp(0))
T(∇xV (p,xp(t))−∇xV (p,xp(0)))> κ2‖xp(t)

− xp(0)‖2. Then, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Hölder inequality, we have

−2α2(t)E
[
xTp (t)∇xV (p,xp(t))

]

62α2(t)
(
−κ2E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
+E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

] 1
2 E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(0))‖2

] 1
2 +E

[
‖xp(0)‖2

] 1
2

×E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(t))‖2

] 1
2 +E

[
‖xp(0)‖2

] 1
2 E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(0))‖2

] 1
2 +2κ2E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

] 1
2

×E
[
‖xp(0)‖2

] 1
2

)
.

By Assumption 2.1 (ii) and Cr inequality, we have ‖∇xV (p,xp(t))‖2 6 3
(
κ2‖xp(t)‖2+κ2‖xp(0)‖2

+‖∇xV (p,xp(0))‖2
)
. This together with the above inequality, Cr inequality, Assumption 2.1 and

Assumption 3.1 gives

−2α2(t)E
[
xTp (t)∇xV (p,xp(t))

]

6−2κ2α2(t)E
[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
+2α2(t)E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

] 1
2 E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(0))‖2

] 1
2

+2α2(t)E
[
3κ2

∥∥xp(t)
∥∥2

+3
∥∥∇xV (p,xp(0))

∥∥2
+3κ2

∥∥xp(0)
∥∥2
] 1

2
E[‖xp(0)‖2]

1
2
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+2α2(t)E
[
‖xp(0)‖2

] 1
2 E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(0))‖2

] 1
2 +4α2(t)κ2E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

] 1
2 E
[
‖xp(0)‖2

] 1
2

6−2κ2α2(t)E
[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
+
(

2
(
2σ 2

v ζ2 +2C2
v

) 1
2 +2

√
3κζ

1
2

2 +4κ2ζ
1
2

2

)
α2(t)E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

] 1
2

+
(

2(
√

3+1)ζ
1
2

2

(
2σ 2

v ζ2 +2C2
v

) 1
2 +2

√
3ζ2κ

)
α2(t). (C.4)

By Assumption 2.1 (i) and (A.2), we have

2α1(t)

∫

[0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[xTp (t)]E[xq(t)]−E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

])
dqdp 6−2α1(t)λ2(LA)R(t)6 0.

(C.5)

This together with (C.3)-(C.4) gives

dY (t)

dt
6−l1(t)Y(t)+ l2(t)Y

1
2 (t)+ l3(t),

where l1(t) = 2κ2α2(t), l2(t) = 2
(
(2σ 2

v ζ2 +2Cv)
1
2 +

√
3κζ

1
2

2 +2κ2ζ
1
2

2

)
α2(t) and l3(t) = 2

(
(
√

3

+1)×ζ
1
2

2 (2σ 2
v ζ2 +2C2

v )
1
2 +

√
3ζ2κ

)
α2(t)+α2

2(t)Tr
(
ΣT

1 Σ1

)
. By Assumption 2.1 (iii), Assump-

tion 3.2 and Lemma 2.2, we have

Y (t)6max

{
Y (0),

(
sup

06s6t

l2(s)

2l1(s)
+

(
sup

06s6t

1

4

l2
2(s)

l2
1(s)

+ sup
06s6t

l3(s)

l1(s)

) 1
2

)2}
. (C.6)

By Assumption 3.1, we get Y (0) =
∫
[0,1]E

[
‖xp(0)‖2

]
6 supp∈[0,1]E

[
‖xp(0)‖2

]
6 ζ2. By As-

sumption 3.2, we have

lim
t→∞

l2(t)

2l1(t)
=

1

2κ2

((
2σ 2

v ζ2 +C2
v

) 1
2 +(

√
3κ +2κ2)ζ

1
2

2

)
,

lim
t→∞

1

4

l2
2(t)

l2
1(t)

=
1

4κ2
2

((
2σ 2

v ζ2 +2C2
v

) 1
2 +(

√
3κ +2κ2)ζ

1
2

2

)2

and

lim
t→∞

l3(t)

l1(t)
=

ζ
1
2

2

κ2

(
(
√

3+1)
(
2σ 2

v ζ2 +2C2
v

) 1
2 +

√
3ζ

1
2

2

)
.

By the above three equalities, there exist non-negative constants M1, M2 and M3, such that

supt>0
l2(t)

2l1(t)
6 M1, supt>0

1
4

l2
2(t)

l2
1(t)

6 M2 and supt>0
l3(t)
l1(t)

6 M3. Denote K = max
{

ζ2,(
√

M2+M3 +

M1)
2
}
. Then, by (C.6), we have supt>0Y (t)6 K. Then, similar to the proof of (B.9) in Theorem

2.1 and by Assumption 2.1 (i), we have (11).

Combining (C.2) and the symmetry of the graphon A gives

d
(∫

[0,1]E[xp(t)]dp
)

dt
=−α2(t)

∫

[0,1]
E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]dp.
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This together with (C.2) gives

dR(t)

dt

=2α1(t)
∫

[0,1]
E[xTp (t)]

(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[xq(t)]−E[xp(t)]

)
dq

)
dp+2α2(t)

×
∫

[0,1]

(
E[xp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[xq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
E[∇xV (q,xq(t))]dq−E[∇xV (p,xp(t))]

)
dp.

(C.7)

Combining Assumption 2.1 (ii), Cr inequality, Jensen inequality, Hölder inequality and (11) gives

2α2(t)
∫

[0,1]

(
E[xp(t)]−

∫

[0,1]
E[xq(t)]dq

)T(∫

[0,1]
E
[
∇xV (q,xq(t))

]
dq

−E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]

)
dp

62α2(t)

∫

[0,1]

∥∥∥∥E[xp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E[xq(t)]dq

∥∥∥∥

×
∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E
[
∇xV (q,xq(t))

]
dq−E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]

∥∥∥∥dp

64
√

2α2(t)R
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]
∥∥2

dp

) 1
2

64
√

2α2(t)R
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖∇xV (p,xp(t))‖2

]
dp

) 1
2

68α2(t)R
1
2 (t)

(
σ 2

v

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
dp+C2

v

) 1
2

68α2(t)R
1
2 (t)

(
σvK

1
2

0 +Cv

)
.

Then, by (C.5), (C.7) and the above inequality, we have

dR(t)

dt
6−2α1(t)λ2(LA)R(t)+8α2(t)R

1
2 (t)(σvK

1
2

0 +Cv). (C.8)

By (11) and Jensen inequality, we get R(t) 6
∫
[0,1] ‖E[xp(t)]‖2dp 6

∫
[0,1]E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
dp 6 K0,

and then R
1
2 (t)6 K

1
2
0 . This together with (C.8) gives

dR(t)

dt
6−2α1(t)λ2(LA)R(t)+8α2(t)(σvK0 +CvK

1
2

0 ),

which together with the comparison theorem ([32]) gives

R(t)6e−2λ2(LA)
∫ t

0 α1(s)dsR(0)+
∫ t

0

(
8
(
σvK0 +CvK

1
2

0

)
α2(s)e

−2λ2(LA)
∫ t

s α1(s
′)ds′
)

ds. (C.9)
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This together with R(0)6 ζ2 < ∞ gives (12). Then, by (C.9), Assumption 3.2 and L’Hospital’s

rule, we have

lim
t→∞

[
e−2λ2(LA)

∫ t
0 α1(s)dsR(0)+

∫ t

0

((
8σvK0 +8CvK

1
2

0

)
α2(s)e

−2λ2(LA)
∫ t

s α1(s
′)ds′
)

ds

]
= 0.

This together with (11) and Theorem 2.1 leads to (13). �

To prove Lemma 3.2, we need the following lemma, the proof of which is directly from

Lemma 2.1.

Lemma C.1: For the problem (1) and the algorithm (10), if Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions

3.1-3.2 hold, then limt→∞ supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖xp(t)−E[xp(t)]‖2

]
= 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.2: Denote L(t) = ‖
∫
[0,1]E[xp(t)]dp−x∗‖2, L1(t) =

∫
[0,1]E[xp(t)]dp, L2(t) =

supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖xp(t)−E[xp(t)]‖2

]
and L3(t) = supp∈[0,1] ‖E[xp(t)]−L1(t)‖2. By the symmetry of

the graphon A and (C.2) in Lemma 2.2, we have

dL(t)

dt
=2α2(t)(x

∗−L1(t))
T

(∫

[0,1]

(
E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]−∇xV (p,L1(t))

+∇xV (p,L1(t))−∇xV (p,x∗)
)
dp

)
.

This together with Assumption 2.1, Hölder inequality and Jensen inequality gives

dL(t)

dt

62α2(t)

(
L

1
2 (t)

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]

(
E[∇xV (p,xp(t))]−∇xV (p,L1(t))

)
dp

∥∥∥∥−κ2L(t)

)

62α2(t)

(
−κ2L(t)+

(∫

[0,1]
‖E[∇xV (p,xp(t))]−∇xV (p,L1(t))‖2dp

) 1
2
L

1
2 (t)

)

62α2(t)

(
√

2L
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]
‖E [∇xV (p,xp(t))]−∇xV (p,E[xp(t)])‖2dp

) 1
2

−κ2L(t)+
√

2L
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,E[xp(t)])−∇xV (p,L1(t))‖2dp

) 1
2

)

62α2(t)

(
−κ2L(t)+

√
2κL

1
2 (t)

((∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖xp(t)−E[xp(t)]‖2

]
dp

) 1
2

+

(∫

[0,1]
‖E[xp(t)]−L1(t)‖2dp

) 1
2

))

62α2(t)
(
−κ2L(t)+

√
2κL

1
2 (t)
(
L

1
2

2 (t)+L
1
2

3 (t)
))

. (C.10)
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By Lemma 3.1, Cr inequality, Hölder inequality and Jensen inequality, we have L(t)6 2‖x∗‖2

+2
∫
[0,1]E

[
‖xp(t)‖2

]
dp 6 2K+2‖x∗‖2 and L

1
2 (t)6 (2K0+2‖x∗‖2)

1
2 , which together with (C.10)

gives

dL(t)

dt
6−2κ2α2(t)L(t)+4κα2(t)

(
K0 +‖x∗‖2

) 1
2

(
L

1
2

2 (t)+L
1
2

3 (t)
)
.

This together with the comparison theorem ([32]) leads to

L(t)6ψ2(0, t)L(0)+4κ
(
K0 +‖x∗‖2

) 1
2

∫ t

0
α2(s)L

1
2

2 (s)ψ2(s, t)ds

+4κ
(
K0 +‖x∗‖2

) 1
2

∫ t

0
α2(s)L

1
2

3 (s)ψ2(s, t)ds, (C.11)

where ψ2(s, t) = e−2κ2

∫ t
s α2(s

′)ds′ . For the first term on the r.h.s. of (C.11), by Assumption 3.1, Cr

inequality and Hölder inequality, we have L(0)=
∥∥∫

[0,1]E[xp(0)]dp−x∗
∥∥2

6 2‖x∗‖2+2supp∈[0,1]

‖E[xp(0)]‖2 6 2ζ2+2‖x∗‖2, which together with Assumption 2.1 (iii) and Assumption 3.2 gives

lim
t→∞

ψ2(0, t)L(0) = 0. (C.12)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (C.11), by Assumption 2.1 (iii), Assumption 3.2, Lemma

C.1 and L’Hospital’s rule, we have

lim
t→∞

2
√

2κ
(
2K0 +2‖x∗‖2

) 1
2

∫ t

0
α2(s)ψ2(s, t)L

1
2

2 (s)ds = 0. (C.13)

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (C.11), by Assumption 2.1 (iii), Assumption 3.2, Lemma 3.1

and L’Hospital’s rule, we have

lim
t→∞

2
√

2κ
(
2K0 +2‖x∗‖2

) 1
2

∫ t

0
α2(s)ψ2(s, t)L

1
2

3 (s)ds = 0.

This together with (C.11)-(C.13) gives limt→∞ L(t) = 0. �

APPENDIX D

Proof of Lemma 4.1: By limt→∞Y3(t) = 0, we know that there exists N1 > 0, such that

sup
t>0

Y3(t)6 N1. (D.1)

Then, by (18), we have

dY2(t)

dt
6−b1(t)Y2(t)+b2(t)Y

1
2

2 (t)

(
Y

1
2

1 (t)+N
1
2

1

)
. (D.2)
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By limsupt→∞
b2(t)
b1(t)

< ∞, we know that there exists N2 > 0, such that supt>
b2(t)
b1(t)

6 N2. Then, by

b1(t)> 0, (D.2), Lemma 2.2 and Cr inequality, we have

Y2(t)6

(
b2(t)

b1(t)

(
Y

1
2

1 (t)+N
1
2

2

))2

6 2N2
2 (Y1(t)+N1),∀ t > 0.

This together with (17) gives

dY1(t)

dt
6
(
−a1(t)+a2(t)+2N2

2a3(t)
)
Y1(t)+2N1N2

2 a3(t)+a4(t). (D.3)

By a1(t)> 0, a2(t),a3(t)> 0, limt→∞
a2(t)
a1(t)

= 0 and limt→∞
a3(t)
a1(t)

= 0, we know that there exists

T > 0, such that if t > T , then −a1(t)+a2(t)+2N2
2a3(t)< 0. Then, by (D.3) and comparison

theorem ([32]), we have

Y1(t)6

∫ t

T
ψ3(s, t)(2N1N2

2 a3(s)+a4(s))ds+ψ3(T, t)Y1(T ),∀ t > T, (D.4)

where ψ3(s, t)= e
∫ t
s (−a1(s

′)+a2(s
′)+2N2

2 a3(s
′))ds′ . By

∫ ∞
0 a1(t)dt =∞, limt→∞

a2(t)
a1(t)

= 0 and limt→∞
a3(t)
a1(t)

=

0, we have
∫ ∞

T
(−a1(s)+a2(s)+2N2

2 a3(s))ds =−∞. (D.5)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of (D.4), by (D.5), limt→∞
a2(t)
a1(t)

= 0, limt→∞
a3(t)
a1(t)

= 0, limt→∞
a4(t)
a1(t)

=

0 and L’Hospital’s rule, we have

lim
t→∞

∫ t

T
ψ3(s, t)(2N1N2

2 a3(s)+a4(s))ds = 0. (D.6)

Noting that Y1(t) is continuous w.r.t. t, then we have Y1(T )< ∞. Then, for the second term on

the r.h.s. of (D.4), by (D.5), we have

lim
t→∞

ψ3(T, t)Y1(T ) = 0.

By the above equality, (D.4) and (D.6), we have (19). By (18) and comparison theorem ([32]),

we have

Y2(t)6e−
∫ t

0 b1(s)dsY2(0)+

∫ t

0
e−

∫ t
s b1(s

′)ds′b2(s)
(

Y
1
2 (s)+Y3(s)

)
ds. (D.7)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of (D.7), by
∫ ∞

0 b1(t)dt = ∞, we have

lim
t→∞

e−
∫ t

0 b1(s)dsY2(0) = 0. (D.8)

By (19), we have limt→∞Y
1
2

1 (t) = 0. Then, for the second term on the r.h.s. of (D.7), by

limt→∞Y3(t) = 0, limsupt→∞
b2(t)
b1(t)

< ∞ and L’Hospital’s rule, we have

lim
t→∞

∫ t

0
e−

∫ t
s b1(s

′)ds′b2(s)
(

Y
1
2 (s)+Y3(s)

)
ds = 0.
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By the above equality, (D.7) and (D.8), we have (20). �

Before we prove Lemma 4.2, we need the following lemma whose proof is directly from

Lemma 2.1.

Lemma D.1: For the problem (1) and the stochastic gradient tracking algorithm (16), if

Assumption 2.1 and Assumptions 4.1-4.3 hold, then

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖2

]
= 0,

lim
t→∞

sup
p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖ỹp(t)−E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
= 0.

Proof of Lemma 4.2: Noting that µ̃t,q and ν̃t,q are the distributions of zp(t) and ỹp(t), respec-

tively and by Assumption 4.3, we have

dE[zp(t)]

dt

=β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
zq(t)

]
−E [zp(t)]

)
dq−β1(t)β3(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹq(t)

]
−E [ỹp(t)]

+β2(t)
(
E[∇xV (q,zq(t))]−E[∇xV (p,zp(t))]

))
dq

−β1(t)(E [ỹp(t)]+β2(t)E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]) (D.9)

and

dE [ỹp(t)]

dt

=β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹq(t)

]
−E [ỹp(t)]

)
dq+β2(t)β3(t)

∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[∇xV (q,zq(t))]

−E[∇xV (p,zp(t))]
)
dq. (D.10)

By (3) and Assumption 4.1, we have E [ỹp(0)] = E [yp(0)]−β2(0)E [∇xV (p,zp(0))] = 0, which

together with the above equality and the symmetry of the graphon A gives
∫

[0,1]
E [ỹp(t)]dp = 0. (D.11)

Then, by (D.9), we have

dR(t)

dt

=−2β1(t)
∫

[0,1]

(
E[zp(t)]−R1(t)

)T
E[ỹp(t)]dp−2β1(t)β2(t)

∫

[0,1]

(
E[zp(t)]−R1(t)

)T

×E[∇xV (p,zp(t))]dp+2β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
E[zTp (t)]

(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)(E

[
zq(t)

]
−E [zp(t)])dq

)
dp
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−2β1(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
E[zTp (t)]

(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹq(t)

]
−E [ỹp(t)]

)
dq

)
dp

−2β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
E[zTp (t)]

(∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
∇xV

(
q,zq(t)

)]

−E[∇xV (p,zp(t))]
)
dq

)
dp. (D.12)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of the above equality, by Cr inequality, we have

−2β1(t)
∫

[0,1]

(
E[zp(t)]−R1(t)

)T
E[ỹp(t)]dp 6 β1(t)(R(t)+ R̃(t)). (D.13)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (D.12), by Assumption 2.1 (ii), Cr inequality and Jensen

inequality, we have

−2β1(t)β2(t)

∫

[0,1]

(
E [zp(t)]−R1(t)

)T
E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]dp

=−2β1(t)β2(t)

∫

[0,1]

(
E [zp(t)]−R1(t)

)T(
∇xV (p,x∗)−∇xV (p,x∗)+E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]

)
dp

6β1(t)β2(t)

(
2R(t)+

∫

[0,1]
‖E[∇xV (p,zp(t))]−∇xV (p,x∗)‖2dp+

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,x∗)‖2dp

)

6β1(t)β2(t)

(
2R(t)+2

∫

[0,1]
‖E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]−∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])‖2dp

+2

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])−∇xV (p,x∗)‖2dp+

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,x∗)‖2

dp

)

6β1(t)β2(t)

(
2R(t)+2

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖∇xV (p,zp(t))−∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])‖2

]
dp

+2κ2
∫

[0,1]
‖E [zp(t)]− x∗‖2dp+

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,x∗)‖2

dp

)

6β1(t)β2(t)

(
2R(t)+2κ2B(t)+2κ2

∫

[0,1]
‖E [zp(t)]− x∗‖2dp+

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,x∗)‖2

dp

)

62β1(t)β2(t)
((

1+2κ2
)
R(t)+κ2(2S (t)+B(t))+σ 2

v ‖x∗‖2 +C2
v

)
. (D.14)

For the third term on the r.h.s. of (D.12), by (A.2), we have

2β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zTp (t)

](∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
zq(t)

]
−E [zp(t)]

)
dq

)
dp 6−2β3(t)λ2 (LA)R(t).

(D.15)

For the fourth term on the r.h.s. of (D.12), by Cr inequality, we have

−2β1(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zTp (t)

](∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹq(t)

]
−E [ỹp(t)]

)
dq

)
dp

62β1(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]×[0,1]

(∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥∥∥E

[
ỹq(t)

]∥∥+
∥∥E [zp(t)]

∥∥∥∥E [ỹp(t)]
∥∥)dqdp
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62β1(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]

(∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

+‖E [ỹp(t)]‖2
)

dp

62β1(t)β3(t)
(
3R(t)+3S (t)+3‖x∗‖2 + R̃(t)

)
. (D.16)

For the fifth term on the r.h.s. of (D.12), by Assumption 2.1 (ii), Cr inequality and Jensen

inequality, we have

−2β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

∫

[0,1]
E
[
zTp (t)

](∫

[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
∇xV

(
q,zq(t)

)]

−E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]
)

dq

)
dp

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)
∫

[0,1]×[0,1]

(∥∥E
[
∇xV

(
q,zq(t)

)]∥∥∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥

+
∥∥E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]

∥∥∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥
)

dqdp

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

(∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

dp+
∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]
∥∥2

dp

)

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

(
2

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])‖2dp+

∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

dp

+2

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖∇xV (p,zp(t))−∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])‖2

]
dp

)

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

(∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

dp+2κ2B(t)+2

∫

[0,1]
‖∇xV (p,E [zp(t)])‖2dp

)

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

((
1+4σ 2

v

)∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

dp+2κ2B(t)+4C2
v

)

62β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)
(

3
(
1+4σ 2

v

)
(R(t)+S (t)+‖x∗‖2)+4C2

v +2κ2B(t)
)
. (D.17)

Combining (D.12)-(D.17) gives

dR(t)

dt

6
(

β1(t)+
(
2+4κ2

)
β1(t)β2(t)−2λ2(LA)β3(t)+6β1(t)β3(t)+3

(
2+8σ 2

v

)
β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)

)

×R(t)+
(

β1(t)+2β1(t)β3(t)
)
R̃(t)+

(
4κ2β2(t)+6β3(t)+3(2+8σ 2

v )β2(t)β3(t)
)

β1(t)

×S (t)+2κ2β1(t)β2(t)
(

1+2β3(t)
)

B(t)+
(

2σ 2
v β2(t)+3(2+8σ 2

v )β2(t)β3(t)+6β3(t)
)

×β1(t)‖x∗‖2 +2C2
v β1(t)β2(t)(1+4β3(t)). (D.18)

By (D.10), we have

dR̃(t)

dt
=2β3(t)

∫

0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹTp (t)

]
E
[
ỹq(t)

]
−E

[
ỹTp (t)

]
E [ỹp(t)]

)
dqdp
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+2β2(t)β3(t)
∫

0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹTp (t)

]
E
[
∇xV

(
q,zq(t)

)]
−E

[
ỹTp (t)

]

×E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]
)
dqdp. (D.19)

For the first term on the r.h.s. of the above equality, combining (A.2) and (D.11) gives

2β3(t)
∫

0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E[ỹTp (t)]E

[
ỹq(t)

]
−E

[
ỹTp (t)

]
E [ỹp(t)]

)
dqdp 6−2β3(t)λ2(LA)R̃(t).

(D.20)

For the second term on the r.h.s. of (D.19), similar to the proof of (D.17) and by Assumption

2.1 (ii), Cr inequality and Jensen inequality, we have

2β2(t)β3(t)
∫

0,1]×[0,1]
A(p,q)

(
E
[
ỹTp (t)

]
E
[
∇xV

(
q,zq(t)

)]

−E
[
ỹTp (t)

]
E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]

)
dqdp

62β2(t)β3(t)

(∫

[0,1]

∥∥E [ỹp(t)]
∥∥2

dp+2κ2B(t)+4

∫

[0,1]

(
σ 2

v

∥∥E [zp(t)]
∥∥2

+C2
v

)
dp

)

62β2(t)β3(t)
(
R̃(t)+2κ2B(t)+12σ 2

v

(
R(t)+S (t)+‖x∗‖2

)
+4C2

v

)
.

This together with (D.19)-(D.20) gives

dR̃(t)

dt
6
(
−2λ2(LA)+2β2(t)

)
β3(t)R̃(t)+4β2(t)β3(t)

(
6σ 2

v R(t)+6σ 2
v S (t)

+κ2B(t)+6σ 2
v ‖x∗‖2 +2C2

v

)
. (D.21)

Then, by (D.18), (D.21) and max{z,y}= z+y+|z−y|
2

,∀ z, y ∈ R, we have

dỸ (t)

dt

6max
{

β1(t)+
(
2+4κ2

)
β1(t)β2(t)−2λ2(LA)β3(t)+6β1(t)β3(t)

+3
(
2+8σ 2

v

)
β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)+24σ 2

v β2(t)β3(t), β1(t)+2β1(t)β3(t)−2β3(t)λ2(LA)

+2β2(t)β3(t)
}
Ỹ (t)+m2(t)S (t)+m3(t)

6m1(t)Ỹ (t)+m2(t)S (t)+m3(t), (D.22)

where m1(t)=−2β3(t)λ2(LA)+β1(t)+(2+4κ2)β1(t)β2(t)+6β1(t)β3(t)+3(2+8σ 2
v )β1(t)β2(t)

× β3(t)+ 24σ 2
v β2(t)β3(t), m2(t) = 4κ2β1(t)β2(t)+ 6β1(t)β3(t)+ 3

(
2+ 8σ 2

v

)
β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)+

24σ 2
v β2(t)β3(t) and m3(t)= 2β2(t)B(t)

(
κ2β1(t)+2κ2β1(t)β3(t)+2κ2β3(t)

)
+
(
2σ 2

v β1(t)β2(t)+

3(2+8σ 2
v )β1(t)β2(t)β3(t)+6β1(t)β3(t)+24σ 2

v β2(t)β3(t)
)
‖x∗‖2 +2β2(t)

(
C2

v β1(t)+4C2
vβ1(t)
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×β3(t)+4C2
v β3(t)

)
. By (D.9)-(D.11), Assumption 2.1 (ii), Cr inequality, Hölder inequality and

Jensen inequality, we have

dS (t)

dt

=−2β1(t)β2(t)(R1(t)− x∗)T
∫

[0,1]

(
E [∇xV (p,zp(t))]−∇xV (p,R1(t))

)
dp

−2β1(t)β2(t)(R1(t)− x∗)T
∫

[0,1]
(∇xV (p,R1(t))−∇xV (p,x∗))dp

6−2κ2β1(t)β2(t)S (t)+2β1(t)β2(t)S
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖∇xV (p,zp(t))

−∇xV (p,R1(t))‖2
]
dp

) 1
2

6−2κ2β1(t)β2(t)S (t)+2β1(t)β2(t)S
1
2 (t)

(∫

[0,1]
κ2E

[
‖zp(t)−R1(t)‖2

]
dp

) 1
2

62β1(t)β2(t)

(
−κ2S (t)+S

1
2 (t)
(

2κ2B(t)+2κ2
∫

[0,1]

∥∥E[zp(t)]−R1(t)
∥∥2

dp
) 1

2

)

62β1(t)β2(t)
(
−κ2S (t)+

√
2κS

1
2 (t)
(
B

1
2 (t)+R

1
2 (t)
))

62β1(t)β2(t)
(
−κ2S (t)+

√
2κS

1
2 (t)
(
B

1
2 (t)+Y

1
2 (t)
))

. (D.23)

By B(t)6 supp∈[0,1]E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖2

]
and Lemma D.1, we have

lim
t→∞

B(t) = 0. (D.24)

Let Y1(t)=Y (t), Y2(t)=S (t), Y3(t)=B(t), a1(t)= 2β3(t)λ2(LA), a2(t)=m1(t)−a1(t), a3(t)=

m2(t), a4(t) = m3(t), b1(t) = 2κ2β1(t)β2(t) and b2(t) = 2
√

2κβ1(t)β2(t) in Lemma 4.1. Then,

by (D.22), (D.23), Lemma 4.1 and Assumption 4.1, we have

lim
t→∞

R(t) = 0, (D.25)

lim
t→∞

R̃(t) = 0 (D.26)

and (25). Then, by the above equalities and Lemma D.1, we have supt>0,p∈[0,1]E
[
‖zp(t)−

E[zp(t)]‖2
]
< ∞, supt>0

∫
[0,1]

∥∥E [zp(t)]−
∫
[0,1]E

[
zq(t)

]
dq
∥∥2

dp < ∞, supt>0

∥∥∫
[0,1]E

[
zq(t)

]
dq−

x∗
∥∥2

< ∞, supt>0,p∈[0,1]E
[
‖ỹp(t)− E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
< ∞ and supt>0

∫
[0,1] ‖E[ỹp(t)]‖2dp < ∞. This

together with Cr inequality gives

sup
t>0

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖zp(t)‖2

]
dp
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64sup
t>0

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖2

]
dp+4sup

t>0

∫

[0,1]

∥∥∥∥E [zp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq

∥∥∥∥
2

dp

+4sup
t>0

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq− x∗

∥∥∥∥
2

+4‖x∗‖2

64 sup
t>0,p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖zp(t)−E[zp(t)]‖2

]
+4‖x∗‖2 +4sup

t>0

∫

[0,1]

∥∥∥∥E [zp(t)]−
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq

∥∥∥∥
2

dp

+4sup
t>0

∥∥∥∥
∫

[0,1]
E
[
zq(t)

]
dq− x∗

∥∥∥∥
2

< ∞ (D.27)

and

sup
t>0

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖ỹp(t)‖2

]
dp

6sup
t>0

∫

[0,1]
E
[
‖ỹp(t)−E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
dp+ sup

t>0

∫

[0,1]
‖E[ỹp(t)]‖2dp

6 sup
t>0,p∈[0,1]

E
[
‖ỹp(t)−E[ỹp(t)]‖2

]
+ sup

t>0

∫

[0,1]
‖E[ỹp(t)]‖2dp < ∞. (D.28)

Then, similar to the proof of (B.9) in Theorem 2.1 and by Assumption 2.1 (i), we have (21) and

(22). By (21), (22), (D.25), (D.26) and Theorem 2.1, we have (23) and (24). �

REFERENCES

[1] B. McMahan, E. Moore, D. Ramage, S. Hampson and B. A. Arcas, “Communication-

efficient learning of deep networks from decentralized data,” in Proc. 20th Int. Conf. Artif.

Intell. Stat., Fort Lauderdale, USA, Apr. 20-22, 2017, pp. 1273-1282.

[2] D. Li, K. D. Wong, Y. H. Hu and A. M. Sayeed, “Detection, classification and tracking of

targets,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 17-29, 2002.

[3] R. Madan and S. Lall, “Distributed algorithms for maximum lifetime routing in wireless

sensor networks,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 5, no. 8, pp. 2185-2193, 2006.

[4] M. Huang, P. E. Caines and R. P. Malhamé, “Individual and mass behaviour in large
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