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Distributed Nonconvex Multiagent Optimization Over
Time-Varying Networks
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Abstract—We study nonconvex distributed optimization in multiagent  is not known to the agents. Time-varying communication togies
networks where the communications between nodes is modeles a time-  arise, for instance, in mobile wireless networks, wheréi@ nodes
varying sequence ofarbitrary digraphs. We introduce a novel broadcast- are mobile and/or communicate throughout (fast-)fadingnolels
based distributed algorithmic framework for the (constrained) minimiza- . L . S
tion of the sum of a smooth (possibly nonconvex and nonsepaste) func-  Directed communication links are also a .natural assumpasnn
tion, i.e, the agents’ sum-utility, plus a convex (possibly nonsmobtand ~many cases there is no reason to expect different nodesnsnirat
nonseparable) regularizer. The latter is usually employedo enforce some the same power level or that transmitter and receivers avgrgph-
structure in the solution, typically sparsity. The proposa method hinges ically collocated (e.g., think of ad-hoc networks).

on Successive Convex Approximation (SCA) techniques cowgad with i) D . -
a tracking mechanism instrumental to locally estimate the gadients of Distributed solution methods faronvexinstances of Problent(1)

agents’ cost functions; and i) a novel broadcast protocold disseminate have been widely studied in the literature, under variossiaptions
information and distribute the computation among the agens. Asymptotic on network topology; some recent contributions inclufie—[&]

convergence to stationary solutions is established. A keyediture of the The majority of the aforementioned works assume eitherrentd

proposed algorithm is that it neither requires the double-sochasticity of : . . )
the consensus matrices (but only column stochasticity) ndhe knowledge graphs or static directed graphs. Moreover all the algorstde

of the graph sequence to implement. To the best of our knowleg, the Velopeq in the aforem_entioned papers along with their cgaree
proposed framework is the first broadcast-based distributel algorithm  analysis are not applicable to nonconvex problems, and tbus
for convex and nonconvex constrained optimization over arbitrary, time-  Problem [[). We are aware of only few works dealing with distied
varying digraphs. Numerical results show that our algorithm outpeiforms algorithms for some nonconvex instances [Gf (1), namély=[EZ].
current schemes on both convex and nonconvex problems. . .
Among them, our previous work [1] is to date the only method

I. INTRODUCTION applicable to the general class mbnconvex constrainegroblems
in the form [1). However, the implementability of algorithfifi1]]
relies on the possibility of building a sequencedafuble-stochastic

in several areas, including machine learning, data arsglysgnal i h ih th ab
processing, networking, and decentralized control. Cominahese consensus _matnces_ that are C(_)mr_nensgrate wit t € seqaence
underlying time-varying communication digraphs. This danit the

problems is a network of agentprocessors, computers of a cluster,” ™~ = 7" . . '
nodes of a sensor network, vehicles, or UAMBat want to cooper- applicability of the method in practice, especially wheg tietwork

atively minimize a global cost function by means of actioaken topology is time-varying, for severallreasons. First, ribu't_graphs
by each agent and local coordination between neighborirdgesio are doubly-stochasticable (i.e., admit a doubly stocbasdjacency

In this paper, we consider the following general class ofgjtay) mﬁ‘_trif:()l;_ spmeh forlm of l;)alancedkness iln t_he graph ;]S Eeel (13
nonconvexmultiagent problems: which limits the class of network topologies over which altiom

[11] can be applied. Moreover, necessary and sufficient itiond
1) for a digraph to be doubly-stochasticable are not easy tdhbeked
in practice. Second, constructing a doubly-stochastigktematrix
matching the graph, even when possible, calls for compuurtaliy
intense, generally centralized, algorithms. Third, deuttbchasticity

convex (possibly nonsmooth) regularizer; akidis a closed convex prevents one from using natural proadcast sch.emes: N Vengrven
subset of R™. Usually the nonsmooth term is used to promotggem may transmit its local estimate to all its neighborsheuit

some extra structure in the solution; for instan€&x) = c x| ex_pl)_ﬁctlng ?m( |m;nt$]d|zla_tte fetedba(;k. that the desi fibistd
or G(x) = czjil |xi|l2 are widely used to impose (group) € analysis ot the literature shows that the design ot

sparsity of the solution. This general formulation arisegurally E!tgonthr$5 forh thg clasts %f tproblerrr:EIl (1).ovemed-vary|ng, agl
from many applications, including statistical inferenceemo (e.g., Itrary digraphs 1s up to date a chaflénging and open problem,

sensor and power) networks, formation control, spectrumress tek:/er]:. Int lghe c(:jasi{tc:f co;v(?xtggs: f(L;ncltlg‘ia._:.k'll'h!s ]E)aper lntrlsdfuciﬁ
coordination, distributed machine learning (e.g., LAS8@jstic re- € hirst broadcastbased distributed aigorithmic framework for the

gression, dictionary learning, matrix completion, terfaatorization), aforementioned class of problems. The crux of the frameviori

resource allocation problems in wireless communicatiotwokks general cqnvexification-d_ecomposition techr)iqug thagésnon our
and distributed “epidemic” message routing in networks. recent (primal) Successive Convex Approximation (SCA) hods

Our goal is developing solution methods for ti@nconvexroblem [14). [I3). coupled with i) a tacking mechanism that alloweery

@ in the following distributed setting: i) Each ageinknows only agent: _tpaﬁzt'.?ztﬁologf llalro::jigtadlrigzo?f'nc')s,ttkr]errn:gte;;t; ;qnglon
its own functionf; (as well asG andK); and ii) the communication tzh:éﬁc):rjr;putatlilon an\c/i prapagate I?he neetljed lfnformation Idwer i
topology connecting the agents tisne-varyingand directed and it L .

pology g g ying d network. We term the new scheme “distributed Successiveve®N

fsun and Scutari are with the School of Industrial Engif\PProximation algorithm over Time-varying digrAphs (SONA".
neering, Purdue University, West-Lafayette, IN, USA; dmai Some key desirable features of SONATA are: i) It is applieatd
<sun578, gscut ari >@ur due. edu. Palomar is with the Hong arbitrary (possibly) time-varying network topologies; ii) it i&illy

Egln% r;f;i\gjf:itty t?li STCL?(\‘;\?O:?(”%fT%Cng”(;'r?gYS(C':*;%SVTVQSHSOU”F’%O@:;;PSS:thedistributed requiring neither the knowledge of the graph sequence
USA National Science Foundation under Grants CIF 1564044GAREER 10" th? use of a dOUble'StOChas“C Consehsus matrix; I_m
Award 1555850, and the ONR N00014-16-1-2244. The work obiRal was 2gent just needs to broadcast its local estimates to alleighbors

supported by the Hong Kong RGC 16207814 research grant. without expecting any feedback; iii) it deals with noncoxvend

Distributed optimization has found wide range of applicas

min U(x)éZfi(x)—t-G(x),

xek

where f; : R™ — R is the cost function of agent, assumed
to be smooth but (possibly) nonconvexy : R™ — R is a

Copyright 2001 SS&C. Published in the Proceedings of thé &0hual Asilomar conference on signals, systems, and dengpiNov. 6-9, 2016, CA, USA.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00249v3

nonsmooth objectives as well as (convex) constraints; ghpdt is distributed setting (Assumptions A and B), and applicablarbitrary

very flexible in the choice of the approximations fofs, which need network topologies without requiring any knowledge of theygh

not be necessarily its first or second order approximatide (iIn  sequence[n]. To shed light on the core idea of the novel framework,

all current distributed gradient schemes). Asymptoticveogence we first introduce an informal and constructive descriptanthe

to stationary solutions of Probleril (1) is proved. Numerigsdults proposed algorithm, see Séc.1-A. SEc.1I-B will formallytrioduce

show that SONATA, applied to a number obnvexand nonconvex SONATA along with its convergence properties.

problems, outper_forms sta_Lte-of-the-art schem_es, in termpsactlcal A. SONATA at a glance

convergence while reaching the same (stationary) sokitiés a

final remark, we point out that the proposed broadcast pobtoc Designing distributed algorithms for Problefd (1) faces twain

is different from the renowned pushed-sum proto¢oll [16fcuin challenges, namely: the nonconvexity of the objective fiemcand

a number of papers[6][ 7], [12]/17] to remove the doublethe lack of global information on the optimization problemorh

stochastic requirement on the consensus matrix. The mdfereice the agents. To cope with these issues, SONATA combines SCA

is that the proposed method is the first one applicableotstrained techniques (Step 1 below) with a consensus-like step ingitimg

(convex and nonconvex) optimization problems while pusim-s & novel broadcast protocol (Step 2), as described next.

based schemes work only for unconstrained problems (thisdause Step 1: Local SCA.Each agenti maintains a local copy of the

push-sum-based updates do not preserve feasibility ofténatés). common optimization variabl&, denoted byx;, which needs to be
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn ypdated at each iteration; lef;[n] be the value ofx; at iteration

we first introduce the general idea of SONATA, followed by itg:- The nonconvexity off; together with the lack of knowledge of

formal description along with its convergence propert@ection(Ill >_;; fi, Prevent agent to solve Problem({1) directly. To cope with

sheds light on the connection between SONATA and some recédhi issues, we leverage SCA techniques: at each iteratiagenti

distributed algorithms proposed in the literature (mostjypeared Solves instead a convexification of Probldrh (1), having tilewing

after the submission of this work). Some applications of SN form ~

are discussed in Sectidi]IV along with some numerical result Xi (xi[n]) = aﬁ%g}g“Fi (i i [n]) + G (x4), )
Finally, Sectior[ ¥ draws some conclusions. where the nonconvex functiaf is replaced with the strongly convex

approximationF} (x;;x; [n]) aroundx;[n], defined as
Fy (xi3xi [n]) = fi (s xi [n]) + 7 [n] " (i =% [n]), - (3)
wherein f; (;x; [n]) : K — R is a strongly convex surrogate of

the (possibly) nonconvey;, and ; [n] is the linearization of the
r!imknown termy_,_, f; aroundx;[n], i.e.,

Il. ALGORITHMIC DESIGN
We study Problem{1) under the following standard assumgtio
Assumption A (Problem Setup)

(Al) The setK # ) is closed and convex;
(A2) Eachf; is a continuously differentiable function defined on a

open set containingC; mi[n] £ Vi (xi[n]). (4)
(A3) EachVf; is Lipschitz continuous oifC; JAi
(A4) VF is bounded oriC, with F(x) = 3>, fi(x); Note thatx; (x;[n]) is well-defined, becausé](2) has a unique
(A5) G is convex with bounded subgradients ki solution. The direct use &f; as the new local estimate [n+ 1] may
(AB) U is coercive onk, i.e., limyex, x| o0 U (X) = +00. affect convergence because it might be a too “aggressivéétep To

Assumption A is standard and satisfied by many practical -proBOpe with this issue we introduce a step-size in the update; of

lems. For instance, A3-A5 hold automatically Af is bounded and viln] = x[n] + a[n] (Xi(xi[n]) — xi[n]), (5)
fi is twice continuously differentiable, whereas A6 guarest¢he
existence of a solution. Note that eaghneed not be convex and is
known only by agent.

On the network topology. Time is slotted and, at each time-slot
n, the network of agents is modeled as a time-varying digraﬂ
GIn] = (V,€[n])), where the set of vertice¥ = {1,...,I}
represents thd agents, and the set of edgégqn| represents the .
agents’ communication links. The in-neighborhood of ageatttime (C1) V /i (X%X.) = Vfi (x), for all x € K;

n (including nodei) is defined as\;"[n] = {j|(j,i) € E[n]} U {i} (C2) fi(e;y) is uniformly strongly convex ork;

whereas its out-neighbor is defined a5 [n] = {j|(i,j) € (C3) Vfi(x;e) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous (o] o5

& [n]} U {i}. Agenti can receive information from its in-neighbors, Conditions C1-C3 are quite naturaf; should be regarded as
and send information to its out neighbors. The out-degremgent; a (simple) convex, local, approximation ¢f at the pointx that

is defined ast; [n] £ |N?"[n]|. To let information propagate over preserves the first order properties fof Several feasible choices are
the network, we assume that the graph sequégde]),, ., possesses possible for a givenf;; we discuss alternative options in SEC1I-C.
some “long-term” connectivity property, as formalized hex Here, we only remark that no extra conditions finare required to

Assumption B (On the graph connectivity). The graph sequence 9uarantee convergence of the proposed algorithm. )
{GIn]}nen is B-strongly connected, i.e., there exists an integer The next proposition establishes the desired connectitwelss

B > 0 (possibly unknown to the agents) such that the graph withe fixed points ofk; () and the stationary solutions @l (1); the proof

edge seUiizBBflg[t] is strongly connected, for alt > 0. follows from [15, Prop. 8(b)] and thus is omitted.

In words, Assumption B says that the information sent by aggn  Proposition 1. Consider Problen() under Assumptions A1-A6. If
1 at any timen will reach any agenj within the nextB time slots. the surrogate functiong;’s are chosen according to Assumption C,
Our goal is to develop an algorithm that converges to station then the set of fixed-points &f(e) coincides with that of stationary

solutions of Problem[{1) while being implementable in thenab solutions of Probleng).

where a[n] is a step-size (to be properly chosen, see Th. 1). The
idea behind the iterateEl(4}}(5) is to compute stationahytisms of
Problem [[1) as fixed-points of the mappingg(e). To this end, we
quire the following assumptions on the surrogate funcfio
ssumption C (On the surrogate function). Each function f;
satisfies the following properties:



Step 2: Broadcasting local information.We have now to introduce Algorithm 1: Successive Convex Approximation over Time-
a mechanism to ensure that the local estimategventually agree varying Digraphs (SONATA)

among all agents. To disseminate information over a timgivg Data: For all agenti, x; [0] € K, ¢; [0] = 1,

digraph without requiring the knowledge of the sequenceigrfaghhs yi [0] = V£ (x; [0]), 7 [0] = Ty; [0] — Vf; (x; [0]). Set
and a double-stochastic weight matrix, we propose the \iitig n=0.

broadcasting protocol. Givew;[n], each agent updates its own local [S. 1] If x:[n] satisfies termination criterion: STOP;
estimatex; together with one extra scalar variale[n] (initialized [S.2] Distributed Local SCA: Each agent:

to ¢; [0] = 1), according to

(@) computesx; [n] with (8);

b) updates its local variabte; with replacex b
bl t)= S alnls © O 6 (replacesx (¢) by
JeNil[”] [S.3] Consensus: Each agent broadcasts its local
xin+1=——— aij[n)é; [n] vin], (7) variables and sums up the received variables:
@i [n+ 1] je%[n] B ! (@) Updateg; [n + 1] with ().

(b) Updatex; [n + 1] with (@).
where thea;;[n]'s are some weighting coefficients (to be properly  (c) Updatey; [n + 1] with ().
chosen) matching the gra@in] in the following sense. (d) Updater; [n + 1] with (@0).
Assumption D (On the weighting matrix). Matrix A[n] £ [S.4] n+—n+1,goto[S. 1]
(aij[n])s,; satisfies the following conditions:

(D1) as[n] >k >0foralli=1,...,] andn € N;

(D2) aijln] > k> 01if (j,i) € €[n], anda,;; = 0 otherwise; B. Successive Convex Approximation over Time-varyingapius
(D3) Aln] is column stochastic, i.e1” A[n] = 17. We are now in the position to formally introduce SONATA, as
Steps [B)I(I7) are interpreted as follows: All agents i) sémeir given in Algorithm[1, whose convergence is stated in Thediem
local variablesg;[n] and ¢;[n]v;[n] to their out-neighbors; and ii)
linearly combine with coefficientsi;;[n] the information coming
from thelr |n-ne|ghbors. The idea behind the use_of th(_e exarmbl_e that i) Assumptions A-D hold; ii) the Step-size sequenges.]}n

@i [n] is to dynamically construct a row stochastic weight matox s_ .. /. -
) : . . _satisfyinga [n] € (0,1] and >°°  «[n] = +oo. Then,

that consensus among the's can be asymptotically achieved; se€ o <in=0 -

. (1) [conver gence]: z[n] is bounded for alln, and every limit
Sec[TI=Q for more details. : T . :

. ._point of z [n] is a stationary solution of Probler(f);

On the local update of 7r; [n]. The algorithm developed so far |s(2) [consensus]: |[x; [n] — 2 [n] || — 0 asn — +oo, for all i
based on the computation &; (x; [n]) in @). To do so, at each L ’ '
iteration, every agentneeds to evaluate; [n] and thus knowocally Remark 1 (On the convergence conditions)We point out that
all Vf;(x;[n]), which is not feasible in a distributed time-varyingconvergence of SONATA (as stated in Th. 1) can also be esteduli
setting. To cope with this issue, we replage[n] in @) with an under weaker assumptions, namely: Hanstantstep-size, (possibly)
estimater; [n] and solve instead different for each agent, can be used; and ii) Assumption $Adait
needed. We refer the reader fo][18] for the proof.

Theorem 1 ( [18]). Let ({x: [n]}{zl)n be the sequence generated
by Algorithm 1, and le{z[n] = (1/1) Y, ¢s[n] - xi [n]}n. Suppose

Xi[n :argminfi Xi; X4 [n]) + 7 n|7 (xi — x; [n]) + G (x;) .

I x; €K ( ) ™ ( n]) ( )(8) C. Discussion on Algorithm 1
The question now becomes how to update e&g¢husing only local
information [in the form of [6){{7)] while asymptoticallyooverging

to 7; [n]. As in [11], rewriting firstsr; [n] as

ATC- versus CTA-based updatesTo illustrate the algorithm dynam-
ics, let us combinel{5]-[7). Eliminating the auxiliary \&le v;[n],
one can write

xi[n+ 1] =Y wi; [n] (x5 [n] + o [n] (X5 (x; [n]) — x; [n])),

wi[n] =1-Vf(x;[n]) —Vfi(xi[n]), 9) =
with V£ (x;[n]) £ %ijl Vf; (xi [n]), we propose to updatg; WhereW [n] £ (w;4[n])s,; is @ nonnegative matrix with elerr%r%?s
mimicking (9): ai; [n] &, [n] ‘ ‘
=, Vi €N [n]
Fi[n] =1-yi[n] —Vfi (xi[n]). (10) wij [n] = { 22, aij [n] ¢ [n] (13)
0, otherwise.

wherey; [n] is a local variable (controlled by agefjtwhose task is
to asymptotically trackV f (x; [r]). Similar to [8)T), we propose
the following new gradient tracking step:

Eq. (12) follows an Adapt-Then-Combine-based (ATC) scheme
where each agent first updates its local copw;[n] along the
“descent direction’k; (x; [n]) —x; [n], and then it combines its new

1 % update with that of its neighbors via consensus, using thightse
¢i[n +1] {wij 0]} jen, (ny-
) As an alternative to Eq[(12), one can also follow a so-called

yi[n+1] =

Combine-Then-Adapt-based (CTA) approach: each agirst mixes

its own local copyx;[n] with that of its neighbors via consensus, and
(11) then it performs its local optimization-based update. Thé& €cheme
yields the following alternative:

( > aij[n]é;[n]y; [n] + Vi (xi[n+1]) = Vfi (xi [n])

JENIn]

where ¢; [n + 1] is defined in[(B). Note that the update pf and S
thus ofr;[n] can be now performed locally by agentvith the same /_ 1= _ % (x, . 14
signa”ng as forEB)W) X [TL + ] ]z:; Wi [TL] Xj [TL] +a [n] (XL (XL [TL]) X [n]) . ( )



We remark that SONATA based on CTA updates is proved to I1l. SONATA AND SPECIAL CASES

converge under the same conditions as in Theorem 1 (and Rémar

see [18]. In this section we contrast SONATA with related algorithms
On the choice of the surrogate functions SONATA represents a Proposed in the literature [L1]["[P3]-[25] (including vergcent
gamut of algorithms, each of them corresponding to a spetfifiice  Proposals [[26]+[28], appeared online after the submissibrihis

of the surrogate functiorf; and step-sizex[n]. Some instances of Work) for specialinstances of Problem (1). Specifically, we show

valid fi,S are given next, Seﬂ[lmf)] for more examples. next that all these schemes are special cases of SONATA. 3o th
—Linearization: When there is no convex structure to exploit, on€nd, we first rewrite SONATA in an equivalent more convenientn
can simply linearizef;, which leads to and provide some specific instances of the main algorithm.

fi (xisxi [n]) = fi (xi [n]) + V fi (i [n]) " (i = i [n])

T A. Preliminaries: SONATA-NEXT and SONATA-L
i 2
+ Il =i [ |17 (15)

Given Algorithm 1, define
In this case, SONATA becomes a distributed proximal gradien

. ) S s T
algorithm for constrained optimization. o[n] = [p1[n], ..., ¢1[n]]
—Partial Linearization: Consider the case thgf can be decomposed ®[n] £ Diag(¢[n])
as f; (xi) = £ (xi) + f1? (x:), where f{") is convex andf® is Bln 2 B[] @ 1
nonconvex with Lipschitz continuous gradient. Presenth@convex R : "
part of f; while linearizing f* leads to the following valid surrogate Aln] = An]®@1In
< Ti Win] £ W[n] ® Ly,
Fi e nl) =12 () + £ (s )+ 2 s = ] ] = Wi
+ VP (x; [n])” (i — xi[n]) . (16) Wwhere W(n| is given in [13), and Diage|[n]) denotes a diagonal

© matrix whose diagonal entries are the components of theowect

—Convexification:If variable x; can be partitioned agx!",x{”),  [n]. Furthermore, let us concatenate all the local cop:iq?]s in
and f; is convex with respect t&z(.l) while nonconvex with respect to the m I-length column vectox[n] £ [x1[n]”,...,x;[n]7]"; the
x§2), then f; can be constructed by convexifying only the nonconveyector y[n] is similarly defined. Finally, letg;[n] £ Vf; (xi[n])

part of f;, i.e., and Ax[n] £ X[n] — x[n]. Using the above notation, the (ATC- and
7 i CTA-based) updates of SONATA [cf. Algorithm 1 and 143hc
i cisxsnl) =fi (x5 ]} + 2 = x® o] |2 27) ) up fof. Alg FICL4h

be rewritten in compact form as
+V(2) i (xi|n T (%@ —x(.2) nl, 18
£ Geln)” (< =P nl) @) e (22
whereV®) £, (o) is the gradient off; with respect tox>. Win] = ®[n + 1] ' An]®[n) (22b)

On the choice of the step-sizeTh. [ offers some flexibility in 5
1]=W A ATC-based update) (22c
the choice of the step-size [n] sequence; the conditions therein x(n+1] In} (x[n] + an] Ax{n]) ( update) (22c)

ensure that the sequence decays to zero, but not too faste The (0rx[n+ 1= V/\\f[n]x[n] + a[n]Ax[n] (CTA-based updatd)

are many diminishing step-size rules in the literatures$gtig the (22d)
aforementioned conditions; see, e.@..|[19]. We found tHieviing — ~ .
two choices effective in our experiments: yln+1] = Winly[n] + ®[n+1]"" (gln+ 1] —g[n]).  (22e)

ap]=ao/(n+1)°, >0, 05<B<1; (190  When the digraphg/[n] admit adouble-stochastimatrix Al[n],
_ and A[n] in (2238) is chosen so, the iteratds](22) can be further
= -1 (1 — -1 0 0,1 0,1).
] =aln—1 - pafn =1, € (0.1, 1 € © )(20) simplified. Indeed, it follows from[{Z2a) and(32b) théfn] — 1
On the choice of matrix A[n]. The key requirement of Assumption 21dA[n] = Wn], for all n; and then SONATA in[{22) reduces to
D is that eachA[n] is column stochastic. To the best of our

knowledge, this is the weakest condition on the weightingrima x[n+1] = Win] (x[n] + a[n]Ax[n]) (ATC-based update) (23a)

to solve optimization problems over arbitrary time-vagigigraphs. (or x[n + 1] = Wn]x[n] + a[n]Ax[n] (CTA-based updatd)
We remark that our protocol contains push-siinj [16] as a apease (23b)
if A[n] is chosen as
L Gieem, yin+ 1) = Whly[n] + gln + 1] - gn) (23¢)
aij[n] = § di[n] (21)
0 otherwise The ATC-based updatds(23a) ahd {23c) coincide with ouriquev

Note that the message passing protocol based_dn (21) carsibhe ed Igorithm NEXT, introduced ir([11][123][124]. We will refeo (23)

. . ; as (ATC/CTA-)SONATA-NEXT
implemented, since each agent only needs the know its @uede ) : . . o
and broadcast the information evenly to all its out-neighbo We conclude this section, introducing another speciaamst of

Finally, we observe that if the graph is undirected, thafn] SONATA, tailored to Problem({1), whefC = R™ (unconstrained)

satisfying Assumption D can chosen to be double-stochdstithis and & - 0 _(only smooth objectives_). Choose ea_ﬁhas first order
case,¢i[n] = 1foralli = 1,...,1 andn € N; hence step approximation off; (plus a quadratic term), that is,

(@) in the algorithm can be eliminated. In practice, ruleshsias T e T e _
the uniform weights[[20], Laplacian weights J21], and Meiots- fi (ki xifn]) =f; (ailn]) + Vi (xiln]) - (xi — xifn]) (24)

Hastings weights[22] can be adopted to assigm]. + % llx: — xi[n]||?,



and setr; = I. Then,x;[n] can be computed in closed form [¢f] (8)]: (Push-)DIGing [26]. Appeared in the technical report [26] and
I applicable toB-strongly connected undirected graphbe DIGing
Xi[n] = argmin (I -y;[n]) " (x; — xi[n]) + 3 llxi — xi[n]||? Algorithm reads

= ar xr;in ! X; — Xi[n n]|? x[n+1] = V/\\/'[n]x[n] — ay|n]
B ” el yln+1] = Winly[n] + g[n + 1] — g[n],

= xi[n] — yi[n].
. . Clearly, DIGing is a special case of (CTA-)SONATA-NEXT-Lf[c
U t
sing [25) in [2P). we ge 27)], proposed in the earlier workis 1], [23]. [24].
¢[n + 1] = Aln] ¢[n] In the same technical report [26], the authors proposed -push

(30)

(25) where W[n] is a double-stochastic matrix matching the graph.

Win] = ®[n + 1] An] ®[n] DIGing, the extension of DIGing t@&-strongly connected digraphs. It
turns out that push-DIGing is a special case of (ATC-)SONATES.
x[n + 1] = W[n] (x[n] — a[n] y[n]) (ATC-based update) (26) gq. [78)], whena,;[n] = 1/d,[n]. Both DIGing and Push-DIGing
(or x[n+ 1] = [n]x[n] — afn]y[n] (CTA-based updaté) are shown to have R-linear convergence rate, when agerjectle
functions are strongly convex.
AT & —1
yln+1] = Wn]y[n] + @[n + 1] (g[n + 1] — g[n]) , ADD-OPT [27]. Finally, we mention the ADD-OPT Algorithm,
which we will refer to as(ATC/CTA-)SONATA-L(L stands for proposed in[[27] foistrongly connected static digraphahich takes
“linearized”). the following form: N
Similar to [23), if all A[n] are double stochastic martices, then zln +1] = Az[n] — ay[n]
(ATC/CTA-)SONATA-L reduces to ¢ln +1] = Ad[n] (31)
o _ & -1
x[n + 1] = W[n] (x[n] — ay[n]) (ATC-based update)  (27) x[n +1] = @[n + 1] zn + 1]

(or x[n + 1] = Wlnjx[n] — ay[n] (CTA-based updatd) Y+ = Ayin] +gln + 1]~ gln)

Defining y[n] = ®[n]~'¥[n], it can be verified that algorithni {B1)
y[n + 1] = Wnly[n] + g[n + 1] — g[n], can be rewritten as
oln +1] = Agn]
W =&[n+ 1] 'Adn]
B. Connection with current algorithms x[n + 1] = Wx[n] — a®[n + 1] ®[nly[n]

which is referred to agATC/CTA-)SONATA-NEXT-L
(32)

We are now in the position to s_how that the algorithms regentl v, 4 1] = Wyn] + ®[n+ 1] (g[n + 1] — g[n]) .
proposed in[[25]H28] are all special cases of SONATA and NEX

earlier proposed ir [11]123]124]. Since algorithms|[irb[2[28] are Qomparing Eq.[(26) and_{B2), one can see that ADD-OPT is an
applicable only tounconstrained(X = R™), smooth(G = 0) and instance of (CTA-)SONATA- LW|th the following particulahoice of

biln
convex(each; is convex) multiagent problems, in the following, weluncoordinated) step-size; for agenti. We recall that (CTA-

[n+1
tacitly consider such an instance of Problem (1). )SONATA-L is guaranteed to converge also with uncordindep-s

sizes; see Remark 1. ADD-OPT is shown to have linear ¢ate™)
Aug-DGM [25] and Algorithm in [28]. Introduced in [[25] for for strongly convex objective functions.
undirected, time-invariangraphs, the Aug-DGM algorithm reads We summarize the connections between the different vessabn
— SONATA(-NEXT) and its special cases in Talle I.
x[n +1] = W (x[n] — Diag(a ® 1) y[n])

= (28) IV. APPLICATIONS ANDNUMERICAL RESULTS
yln+1] = W (y[n] + gln + 1] — g[n])

In this section, we test the performance of SONATA on both
whereW £ W ® I,, W is a double stochastic matrix matchingconvex and nonconvex problems. For all applications, weukita
the graph (i.e.w;; > 0 if (j,7) € £ andw;; = 0 otherwise), andx  the following graph topology: at each iteration, each adead two

is the vector of agents’ step-sizess. out-neighbors, with one belonging to a time-varying cyctel ahe
A similar algorithm was proposed in parallel in[28] (in thense other two randomly chosen. The step-sizgn] is chosen based on
networking setting of[[25]), which reads the rule [19), and matri [n] is chosen based on Eq.{21).
A. Robust Regression
x[n + 1] = W (x[n] — ay[n)) regression | _ |
(29) In the first simulation, we consider a robust linear regssi

yln+1] = Wy["] +gln +1] - gln]. problem Each agent has n; measurements of parameter as

While algorithm [28) is in principle more general thdnl(28ents b:; = aj;x, which is corrupted by noise and outliers. To estimate
can use different step-sizes;s—the assumptions in [25] o to X, we solve the following problem
guarantee convergence are difficult to be enforced in mectind in I
particular in a distributed setting. minimize Z Z h (aizj _ bij) , (33)

Aug-DGM [25] was shown to achieve convergence rét€l /n) * i=1 j=1
for smooth convex functiong;s, and linear convergenae (") for
some~y € (0,1), if f;'s are strongly convex.

Clearly Aug-DGM [25] in [28) and Algorithm[[28] in[{29) are h(r) = {T27 if [r]>c
both special cases of (ATC-)SONATA-NEXT-L [cf. Eq._(27)]. N c2lr|—c), if |r|<ec

whereh is the Huber loss function given by



TABLE [: Connection of SONATA with current algorithms

Algorithms Special cases of Instance of Problem (1 Graph topology
F' nonconvex ’ ’
time-varying
NEXT [LT] SONATA (22) g ;é %m doubly-stochasticable digraph
F' convex
Aug-DGM [25], [28] | ATC-SONATA-NEXT-L (o = al) 1) G=0 static undirected graph
K=Rm
[ convex time-varying
DiGing 28] CTA-SONATA-NEXT-L @) ’Cé i ]%m doubly-stochasticable digraph
£ convex time-varyin
push-DIGing [26] ATC-SONATA-L (26) G=0 diaraph ying
K = R™ igrap
F' convex
ADD-OPT [27] ATC-SONATA-L (26) G=0 static digraph
K =Rm
The function behaves like thg-norm if residualr is larger than the p—_—————
cut-off parameter; and is quadratic ifr| < c. ~__ Linearization
Defining fi (x) £ Y7, h(af;x —b;;), Problem [3B) is an N - - Gradient

instance of the general Problefd (1) with= Zle fi- We provide
two versions of surrogate functioﬁ. In the first version, functiory;

is linearized at each iteration (cf. Ef.{15)). In the seceeision, we
propose a SCA scheme that approximafesit x [n] by a quadratic
function fi (x;x [n]) = 3277, hij (x;x [n]) + F|[x —x [n] %, where w0
hi; is defined as

e (aTxw — b2 i |y
hatoxiy = {7 (5l >

claix — bij)2 if |ri;n]l <ec 100}
with r;[n] = alx[n] — by. Consequently, the update R -
Xi [n; has a C,I?SEd formN solution Tglven ai [n] Fig. 1: Optimality measurement$ [n| and consensus errdp [n] versus the
(2Ai D;A; + TI) (TX [n] — i [n] +2A; Dibi) ) where  number of iterations.
the jth row of A; is aiTj, and thejth element ofb; is b;;. Matrix
D; is diagonal with itsjth diagonal beingnin{c, ¢/ri; [n]}. B. Target Localization

We simulatel = 30 agents collaboratively estimatg, of dimen-

sion 200 withi.i.d. uniformly distributed entries irj—1, 1]. Eac_:h a network collaboratively locate the position @f targets. Sensoi
agent only hasi; = 20 measures. The elements of vectoy is

. . . N ~has the knowledge of the coordinate of its own locatgnand the
generated following ami.d. Gaussian distribution, then normalized 9 Bon

0 be la:ll — 1. The measurements noise follows & Gauss relative Euclidean distance between itself and tatgetenotedd;:.
laill = 1. e problem is formulated as:

distribution with standard deviatioam = 0.1, and each agent has
one measurement corrupted by an outlier following a Gaassia o Iz o2
distribution with standard deviatiobo. The cut-off parametet is n?i(nl}rr;lze DD pie (die = |lxe —sil*) (34)
set to bec = 30. e st

Algorithm parameters are tuned as follows. The proximabhpar
eter 7 for our linearization scheme and SCA scheme are set wherek is a compact set and variabte is an estimate of the location
be 7. = 2 and 7sca = 1.5, respectively. Step-size parametersf targett, denotedx{. Parametep;; € {0,1} takes value zero if
are set to ben[0] = 0.1 and p = 0.01 for both of them. We theith agent has no measurement about tatget
compare the performance with subgradient-push algorittopgsed ~ We apply SONATA to Problem [(34) withfi (x) =
in [17], for which the step-size parameter is set tocb)] = 0.5, Zthl pit (die — ||x¢ — si||2)2, wherex is obtained by stacking the
w1 = 0.01. In addition, since SONATA has two consensus steps, wg’s. The two SCA schemes proposed in][11] are adopted, namely,
run subgradient-push twice in one iteration using the saraphgfor linearization (cf. Eq.[(T5)) and partial linearization Wwisurrogate
a fair comparison. function -

The performance is averaged over 100 Monte-Carlo simulgtio ~ ~ T
where each time, is fixed while the noise and graph connectivity are /¢ (s x [n]) = > pie (f“ (x; % [n]) + g lxe =%t ] ”2) , (39)
randomly generated. Fi@il 1 reports the progress of the itiigus to- _ =t
wards optimality and consensus error, where meadiiré is defined where f;; (x;x[n]) = x7 Aixi — by [n]” (x¢ — x¢ [n]), with
as J [n] £ IVF (z[n])|lec and D [n] £ % le [|x; [n] — Z [n] ||2 A; = ds;sT + 2Hsi|\21, and by [n] = 4Hsi|\2si —
We can see that SONATA reaches consensus and convergente mud|x [n] ||* — dit) (x¢ [n] — s:) + 8 (s{ x¢ [n]) x [n].
faster than subgradient-push. In addition, SCA schemeediatpns In the simulation, we set the number of sensors tolbe 30,
plain linearization by exploiting the convexity of the obfige func- and the number of targets to be= 5. Parameterp;: takes value
tion. zero and one with equal probability. The locations of thessen

Target Localization problem considers a number/ofensors in

subject to x; € K C R™, Vi,
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Fig. 2: Optimality measurement [n] and consensus errdp [n] versus the [11]

number of iterations.

and targets are uniformly randomly generateql()i,rﬂ]2. We consider [12]

a noisy environment that the measured distances are ced upt

i.i.d. Gaussian noise. The noise standard deviation is set to be

minimum pairwise distance between sensors and targets.

the

We compare with the gradient algorithm proposed_in [12] for u [14]

constrained optimization. Algorithm parameters are tuaeébllows.
For our algorithm, the step-size parameters are set t@ [pe= 0.1

andu = 10~*. The proximal parameter of fz for the linearization [15]

scheme is selected to be = 7 and that for partial linearization is

selected to bep;, = 5. For the benchmark algorithnay [0] = 0.05
andpu = 107"

[16]

A comparison of the algorithms is given in Figl 2, which is

averaged over 100 Monte-Carlo simulations. Elg. 2 showswtitain
200 iteration, both consensus and convergence are achieved
algorithms; and SONATA converges much faster than the braadh
gradient algorithm.

V. CONCLUSION

[17]

(18]

In this paper we have proposed (ATC/CTA-)SONATA, a familyi19]

of novel distributed algorithms fanonconvex constrainedptimiza-

tion over time-varying (directed) networks. The algoritthenerages
the idea of SCA for local optimization, a tracking mechanigm

locally estimate the gradients of agents’ functions, andea in-
network broadcast protocol to distribute the computatiod sharing

information among agents. SONATA is the first broadcasebdas

algorithm framework that can solve convex or nonconvex taired
optimization problems over arbitrary time-varying dignapSONATA

was also shown to contain, as special cases, current dlgurit

proposed in simplified settings. Numerical result shows thar

algorithm outperforms state-of-the-art schemes on censiticonvex

and nonconvex applications.
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