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Abstract

This short paper presents two open problems on the widely used Polyak’s Heavy-Ball algorithm. The
first problem is the method’s ability to exactly accelerate in dimension one exactly. The second question
regards the behavior of the method for parameters for which it seems that neither a Lyapunov nor a cycle
exists.

For both problems, we provide a detailed description of the problem and elements of an answer.

Preamble: What constitutes an Open Problem?

An open problem in mathematics is typically characterized as an unsolved, well-defined question, on a topic
that has attracted interest from the community, and which resolution can bring novel insights to the field.

The first problem we describe pertains to a straightforward and natural question regarding the long-standing
issue of the behavior of the Heavy-Ball method beyond quadratics, a topic on which several contradictory results
have been published. While we acknowledge that the impact of the result may be limited beyond its original
mathematical curiosity, our complementary goal is to clarify the current state of knowledge on this matter.

Our second problem is more original. It concerns the type of potential dynamics in first-order optimization.
Again, the problem admits a simple and self-contained formulation. The community has shown interest in
understanding how systematic Lyapunov approaches can be developed. The behaviors we hope to uncover may
be applicable far beyond the heavy-ball case and may thus help us understand first-order methods in more depth.

1 Introduction, background, and open problems

First-order optimization methods have recently attracted a lot of attention due to their generally low cost per
iteration and their practical success in many applications. They are particularly relevant in applications not
requiring very accurate solutions, such as in machine learning (see, e.g., Bottou and Bousquet [2007]). In
particular, the Heavy-ball (HB) method, proposed by Polyak [1964], is a fundamental algorithm in convex
optimization and is widely used due to its complexity improvement over simpler existing algorithms such as
Gradient Descent (GD). The novelty of the HB method over GD is the addition of a momentum term. For
convex differentiable function f : Rd → R, for a step size γ and a momentum parameter β, the update writes:

xt+1 = xt − γ∇f(xt) + β(xt − xt−1). (HBγ,β)

This momentum enables to obtain an acceleration over the set of L-smooth µ-strongly-convex quadratic
functions (which we denote by Qµ,L). Precisely, while a well-tuned GD needs O(Lµ log(1/ε)) iterations to

reach an ε accuracy on every function of Qµ,L, a well-tuned HB only needs O(
»

L
µ log(1/ε)) iterations to

achieve the same precision. This improvement in the dependency of the conditioning (L/µ) of the objective
function is often referred to as the acceleration of the momentum-based method.

The behavior of HB is (asymptotically) optimal on quadratic functions: indeed an optimally tuned HB
method corresponds to the asymptotic version of Chebyshev acceleration [see e.g., Polyak, 1964, Fischer,
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(a) Asymptotic convergence rate on Qµ,L of HB tuned with
the parameters (γ, β).

(b) Tunings (γ, β) of HB, for which a cycle of length K
exists on a function of Fµ,L, for K in {3, . . . , 25}.

Figure 1: Comparison of HB behaviors on Qµ,L and Fµ,L.

2011]. On the other hand, the behavior of HB on the larger class Fµ,L of L-smooth µ-strongly-convex (non-
necessarily quadratic) remains incompletely understood. Ghadimi et al. [2015] proved convergence results,
without acceleration. Recently, Goujaud et al. [2023b] closed the long-standing question acceleration on Fµ,L,
by showing that no tuning of HB allows it to reach such an acceleration in dimension 2 or more.

Sketch of the proof. In order to prove such a result, Goujaud et al. [2023b] construct specific smooth strongly-
convex functions on which HB cycles, i.e. there exists an initialization for which the HB trajectory constitutes a
cycle of length K, and thus never converges. Specifically, for each tuning (γ, β) of HB of the purple regions
of Figure 1b, such a counter-example is given, in dimension 2, showing that HB does not converge in the
worst-case for those tunings.

Figure 1a on the other hand, shows the performance of HB on the class quadratics functions Qµ,L, which
admits a closed-form formula. All the tunings allowing for acceleration (bright region in Figure 1a) on Qµ,L fall
into the purple regions of Figure 1b. That is for any tuning, HB either converges with a non-accelerated rate
on Qµ,L (and thus on Fµ,L) or does not converge at all on Fµ,L (see Cor. 3.7 in [Goujaud et al., 2023b]). This
analysis leads to two simple remaining open problems.

Open problem 1. Does heavy-ball accelerate over scalar functions of Fµ,L?

Indeed, the counter-examples in [Goujaud et al., 2023b, Theorem 3.5, eq.3] are functions of 2-dimensional
variables (d = 2). This dimension is specific, as the given counter-examples cycle over the K-th roots of unity,
a shape that arises from problem symmetries. While this proves that HB does not accelerate over the set of
d-dimensional smooth strongly-convex functions for any dimension d ⩾ 2, the behavior of HB in dimension 1
therefore remains unknown.

Open problem 2. Do there exist parameters for which HB provably neither admits a Lyapunov
function, nor a cycle? If so, what happens then?

A surprising fact is that there is strong empirical evidence that the answer to the first part of the ques-
tion is positive, and the second part is completely open. In Figure 2, the purple region corresponds to
the one in which HB provably cycles on a function of Fµ,L. Moreover, the existence of a cycle can be
solved as a linear program: through a numerical resolution, exactly the same set of tunings is obtained.
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Figure 2: HB behavior as a function of its tuning:
Green ↔ Lyapunov; Purple ↔ Cycle; Unfilled ↔
Open Problem 2.

On the other hand, the green region is where Lyapunov
functions are found, ensuring a global convergence of HB
for any tuning in this region. Precisely, the darker green re-
gion corresponds to the one found by Ghadimi et al. [2015]
(analytically), while the lighter is obtained numerically,
following the procedure described in [Taylor et al., 2018]
using the PEP framework introduced in [Drori and Teboulle,
2014, Taylor et al., 2017b] and the IQC approach described
in [Lessard et al., 2016]. Overall, one observes that there
exist unfilled areas, i.e., tunings for which HB has neither
a Lyapunov function nor a cycle on Fµ,L, and we cannot
conclude whether HB converges or diverges when tuned in
those regions. An example of such an area is highlighted
in the zoom square in the lower right corner of Figure 2.

In the following, we provide elements of answers to these two problems.

2 Open problem 1: HB behavior in dimension 1

In this section, we provide elements that lead us to conjecture that HB also does not accelerate in dimension
1, and elements towards proving that conjecture. In short, we obtain through a numerical approach –detailed
hereafter– the set of tunings (containing at least the one for which Lessard et al. [2016] already exhibited a
cycle) for which a cycle appears: this set is indistinguishable from the set of tunings for which a cycle was
established in dimension 2 (that were sufficient to disprove acceleration). This is illustrated in Figure 3. While
this numerical observation does not constitute a mathematical proof, this leads us to believe that HB cannot
accelerate, even in dimension 1.

(a) d > 1 (b) d = 1

Figure 3: Comparison of cycle regions in different dimensions. Border of Ω◦-Cycle(Fµ,L) in black lines.
ΩCycle(Fµ,L) in shades of purples. Both regions are numerically identical.

Numerical approach for finding cycles in dimension 1. Let K ⩾ 3. Let X = (x0, · · · , xK−1)
⊤ ∈ RK a

cycle. A straightforward computation shows that HBγ,β cycles over those iterates when running on a function
with gradients G = (g0, · · · , gK−1) ∈ RK at points (x0, · · · , xK−1), if and only if G and X verify

G =
[(1 + β)I − J − βJ−1]

γ
X,

where J is the circular permutation operator, i.e. for all i, Jei = ei+1 mod d, for (e1, . . . , ed) the canonical
eigenbasis.

In dimension 1, verifying that the underlying function belongs to Fµ,L is equivalent to verifying µ ⩽
g(i+1)−g(i)

x(i+1)−x(i) ⩽ L where the exponents sort X , i.e. there exists a permutation σ such that X = σ(x(0), · · · , x(K−1))⊤

and we define (g(0), · · · , g(K−1))⊤ with G = σ(g(0), · · · , g(K−1))⊤. Note σ is defined as the permutation
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(a) σ =

(
0 1 2 3

0 1 2 3

)
, σ =

(
0 1 2 3

0 2 1 3

)
(b) σ =

(
0 1 2 3

0 1 3 2

)
, σ =

(
0 1 2 3

0 2 3 1

)

Figure 5: For K = 4, (µ,L) fixed, the set of points γ, β such that (LPΣ) admits a feasible point, depending on
σ.

that sorts X , and it also sorts G if and only if f is convex. In other words, with X̃ = (x(0), · · · , x(K−1)) and
G̃ = (g(0), · · · , g(K−1)), and Σ ∈ SK the permutation matrix associated to σ ∈ SK , there is a cycle of HBγ,β

over Fµ,L if and only if

∃X ∈ RK s.t. (∃f ∈ Fµ,L s.t. HBγ,β(f) cycles on X)

⇔ ∃X ∈ RK , ∃Σ ∈ SK s.t.

{
∀i ∈ [K − 1] 0 ⩽ µ⟨X̃, ei+1 − ei⟩ ⩽ ⟨G̃, ei+1 − ei⟩ ⩽ L⟨X̃, ei+1 − ei⟩,
with X̃ = Σ−1X, G̃ = Σ−1G, and G := [(1+β)I−J−βJ−1]

γ X,

⇔ ∃Σ ∈ SK s.t. (LPΣ).

With, for any Σ ∈ SK ,

∃X ∈ RK , s.t.

{
∀i ∈ [K − 1] 0 ⩽ µ⟨X̃, ei+1 − ei⟩ ⩽ ⟨G̃, ei+1 − ei⟩ ⩽ L⟨X̃, ei+1 − ei⟩,
with X̃ = Σ−1X, G̃ = Σ−1G, and G := [(1+β)I−J−βJ−1]

γ X.
(LPΣ)

That is, for any given permutation σ (or equivalently matrix Σ), the sub-problem (LPΣ) is written as a Linear
Program (LP), that can thus be solved efficiently. We use this approach to obtain in Figure 3b all parameters
γ, β, for which there exists a 1-dimensional cycle for HBγ,β on Fµ,L, for all cycle length up to 6.

Identifying the correct permutation to obtain numerical results for K > 6. Having K! possible permuta-
tions for a length K-cycle makes the search for long cycles untractable with the approach above. For example, we
could not have rendered with it the Figure 3b with cycles of length 25.

Figure 4: Typical permutation.

To go beyond K = 6, we study the permutation for which
cycles are obtained and identify a pattern, which enables
us to conjecture that a single permutation always enables
to detect all cycles. More precisely, we conjecture that the
one right permutation is such that

(x0, x1, x2, · · · , xK−3, xK−2, xK−1) = (x(0), x(1), x(3), x(5), · · · , x(4), x(2)),

as illustrated in Figure 4. This conjecture comes from Figures 5 and 6, for K = 4 and K = 5 respectively.

Comments on Figures 5 and 6. To denote permutations, we write in two lines, the second line giving the

images of the first line, i.e.
(

0 1 . . . K − 1

σ(0) σ(1) . . . σ(K − 1)

)
, e.g. σ =

(
0 1 2 3 . . . K − 2 K − 1

0 1 3 5 . . . 4 2

)
for the

permutation of interest. Note that we limit the number of cycles to represent:

1. We can fix the first point of X to be the smallest one (i.e., 0 is a fixed point of the permutation that orders
points). We thus only have to consider K − 1! permutations (up to composition with the useless cyclic
permutation (0 1 · · · K − 1)).
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(a) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 3 2 1 4

)
(b) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 4 1 3 2

)
(c) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 2 3 1 4

)

(d) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 1 2 4 3

)
(e) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 2 3 4 1

)
(f) σ =

(
0 1 2 3 4

0 1 3 4 2

)

Figure 6: For K = 5, (µ,L) fixed, the set of points γ, β such that (LPΣ) admits a feasible point, depending on
σ. For the 6 other permutations, the set is empty (as in e.g. Figure 5a).

2. By a symmetry argument, if there exists a feasible point for a permutation
(

0 1 . . . K − 1

σ(0) σ(1) . . . σ(K − 1)

)
,

there exists a feasible point for the permutation
(

0 1 . . . K − 1

K − 1− σ(0) K − 1− σ(1) . . . K − 1− σ(K − 1)

)
,

which reduces the number of permutation by a factor 21.

Conclusion on Figures 5 and 6. We observe that for any tuning for which we could find a cycle, we could
find one built with one of the permutations displayed in Figure 4. In other words, it appears that constraining the
search to that single permutation scheme enables obtaining the same purple area from Figure 3. We thus used
this observation to draw Figure 3b up to K = 25. Ultimately, we therefore have two connected conjectures:

(i) Can we prove that the purple region representing all the cycles, is achieved in dimension 1, therefore
proving that HB cannot accelerate in dimension 1 either?

(ii) Can we prove it using only the cycle ordering given in Figure 4?

Link to Wang et al. [2022]. While Wang et al. [2022] seem to show that HB accelerate in dimension 1, an
incorrect inequality is used in Appendix E between the equations 84 and 85, as authors multiply an inequality
with 1− Lη − 2θη as if the latter was non-negative. In other words, they use 1− Lη − 2θη ⩾ 0, which cannot
be true in their setting (equivalent to 0 < 2L ⩽ µ ⩽ L).

3 Open problem 2: Lyapunov functions, cycles, and third type of behavior
While green regions of Figure 2 correspond to tunings on which HB admits a Lyapunov function (and hence
converges), and purple regions of Figure 2 correspond to tunings on which HB admits cycles (and hence does
not converge in general), it seems that some tunings do not fall in any of the two latter regions. We can therefore

1(Almost! this is in fact only true for K odd, for an even cycle length K, a couple of extra cases need to be considered, when some
permutations remain unchanged by this transformation, up to composition with the cyclic permutation used in the previous point, but
this goes beyond this discussion).
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ask whether HB converges (without any Lyapunov function) or diverges (without any cycling behavior) on
those tunings. First, we provide some details on the form of the Lyapunov functions and cycles we looked for.
Then we discuss the possible types of behavior that may occur in the remaining areas. Finally, we discuss a
mindblowing observation that lacks an explanation.

More details on the Lyapunov functions we looked for. The green (including both shades of green) region
of Figure 2 has been drawn numerically following the strategy described in [Taylor et al., 2018]. We looked for
a Lyapunov sequence Vt (implicitly depending on f , xt−1 and xt) under the form

Vt = ℓ(f(xt)− f⋆, f(xt−1)− f⋆) + q(xt−1 − x⋆,∇f(xt−1), xt − x⋆,∇f(xt))

with ℓ a linear function and q a homogeneously quadratic one (i.e. linear combination of the inner products of
pairs of inputs).

For a given tuning γ, β of HB, and a given rate ρ, we automatically determine the existence of a Lyapunov
sequence of the form described above and verifying

f(xt+1)− f⋆ ⩽ Vt+1 ⩽ ρVt

for any sequence of iterates generated by HBγ,β applied on any function of Fµ,L. The above-mentioned green
region corresponds to the case where we found such a Lyapunov sequence working for ρ = 1. Note that, for
each tuning in the interior of the green region, there exists a Lyapunov sequence working for some ρ < 1,
constituting a proof of convergence of HBγ,β on Fµ,L for any γ, β picked in this region.

To disprove convergence elsewhere, we decided to exhibit cycle behaviors of the HB algorithm.

Figure 7: Cycle example. →: algo-
rithm updates. →: momentum part. →:
appropriate negative gradient.

How did we find cycles? Let γ, β and K ⩾ 3 fixed. Let us first
define what we call a cycle of HBγ,β on Fµ,L. A cycle of length K is
a K-uple (x0, · · · , xK−1) such that there exists a function f ∈ Fµ,L

with HBγ,β generated sequence from f being exactly (xt mod K)t⩾0.
Prior to [Goujaud et al., 2023b], we described a way to automate

the search for such cycles using the PEP formalism in [Goujaud et al.,
2023a]. It consists of simply running the algorithm and minimizing the
distance between (x0, x1) and (xK , xK+1) over the problem instances
f ∈ Fµ,L. We show in [Goujaud et al., 2023a] that there is a cycle if
and only if the infimum value of this optimization problem is 0. The ad-
vantage of this method is that we can use the PEP formalism described
in [Drori and Teboulle, 2014, Taylor et al., 2017b] to formulate this as
an SDP that can be solved efficiently. Moreover, there exist software
(see [Taylor et al., 2017a, Goujaud et al., 2022]) to also automate the
reformulation step to an SDP. Hence, determining the cycle existence
of HBγ,β on Fµ,L can be done in just a few of lines of code.

The issue with this first method is to determine whether the (numer-
ically obtained) infimum value of this problem should be interpreted
as a 0 with some machine precision error or as a positive value. This may lead to some uncertainty. To overcome
this, we proposed another approach in [Goujaud et al., 2023b].

What other type of behavior can we expect? Many other types of behavior could be possible. For instance,
in [Goujaud et al., 2023a, Future works section], we provided an example of a function on which the vanilla
gradient descent algorithm admits a chaotic behavior.

An interesting, unexplained observation. In Figure 8a, we observe that the border of the Lyapunov region is
smooth, while this is not the case for the cycling region. We see that this is due to the discrete union of smooth
regions, each corresponding to a length of cycles. Using the closed form formula of the border of each cycling
region of a given length K (that we obtained in [Goujaud et al., 2023b, Theorem 3.5]), we displayed in Figure 8
some intermediate regions plugging fractional values of K in the latest formula.
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(a) Cycle lengths multiples of 1 (b) Cycle lengths multiples of 1/2

(c) Cycle lengths multiples of 1/4 (d) Cycle lengths multiples of 1/8

Figure 8: Area of Lyapunov in green. Cycles’ borders are in black. Cycle lengths multiples of 1 are represented
in the top left image, while cycle lengths multiple of 1/2, 1/4, and 1/8 are represented in three other ones.

What we observe is that the union of a continuum of those regions seems to perfectly recover the blank
regions without overlapping with the green ones, perfectly completing the figure. We then naturally wonder:
Since we did not define the notion of cycles of fractional length, what do those intermediate regions actually
represent? What does it say about those blank regions?
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