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NON-ERGODIC LINEAR CONVERGENCE PROPERTY OF THE
DELAYED GRADIENT DESCENT UNDER THE STRONGLY
CONVEXITY AND THE POLYAK-LOJASIEWICZ CONDITION

HYUNG JUN CHOI, WOOCHEOL CHOI, AND JINMYOUNG SEOK

ABSTRACT. In this work, we establish the linear convergence estimate for the gradient
descent involving the delay 7 € N when the cost function is p-strongly convex and
L-smooth. This result improves upon the well-known estimates in Arjevani et al. [2]
and Stich-Karmireddy [I8] in the sense that it is non-ergodic and is still established in
spite of weaker constraint of cost function. Also, the range of learning rate n can be
extended from n < 1/(10L7) ton < 1/(4L7) for 7 = 1 and n < 3/(10L7) for 7 > 2,
where L > 0 is the Lipschitz continuity constant of the gradient of cost function. In
a further research, we show the linear convergence of cost function under the Polyak-
Lojasiewicz (PL) condition, for which the available choice of learning rate is further
improved as 7 < 9/(10L7) for the large delay 7. The framework of the proof for this
result is also extended to the stochastic gradient descent with time-varying delay under
the PL condition. Finally, some numerical experiments are provided in order to confirm

the reliability of the analyzed results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the gradient descent with a fixed delay 7 € N in the opti-

mization problem:
xy —nVf(xy—y) for t >,

T = 1.1
t+1 o for 0 <t <, (L)

where the given cost f : R? — R is a differentiable convex function and the initial point
zo € R? is given. Throughout this paper, denote by z, € R? a unique minimizer of the
cost function f.

The gradient descent scheme ([I]) has gained a lot of interest from many researchers
since it has a simple form among the gradient descent algorithms involving the delay
which naturally appear in various learning problems such as the asynchronous gradient
descent and the multi-agent optimization. So far, numerous related studies have been
investigated. The delay effect in the stochastic gradient descent was studied in several
literatures [2] 1], 14), [I8] 19, 25], and moreover, some studies of the delay effect of commu-
nication in the decentralized optimization could be found in the references [1, 21, 22]. Also,
the online problem involving the feedback delay was studied in [5, @ 121 [16] 20} 221 23].
Understanding the convergence analysis of ([LI) will be fundamentally important, as it
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serves as the foundation for numerous other related algorithms employed in the afore-
mentioned applications. The delay also arises in other algorithms such as the coordinate
descent method and the federated learning (refer to [8 24} 26} 27]).

This paper concerns the linear convergence property of (ILI]). We first recall two pre-
vious basic results of [2] and [I§] in this line of research. Arjevani et al. [2] provided the
following linear convergence result when the cost is given by a strongly convex quadratic
function.

Theorem 1.1 ([2]). Assume that f : RY — R is p-strongly conver and L-smooth, and
suppose that f is given as f(xr) = 27 2T Az + bTx + ¢ for some A € R4 b ¢ R? and
c € R. Then, for a positive stepsize n < m it holds that

Flae) = (@) <SLA = pm)* zo — 2> VE=0.

As for the general strongly convex and smooth cost functions, Stich and Karimireddy
[18] showed the following ergodic type result:

Theorem 1.2 ([I8]). Assume that f : RY — R is p-strongly convex and L-smooth. There
exists a positive stepsize 1 < TILT such that

E(f(m"“t) - f(a:*)> = O(LTHxO — 2|2 exp [— 1’3};7_}) VT >1,

where the expectation is given for the variable x°% € {:Et}tT:_Ol which is chosen to be xy
with probability proportional to (1 — un/2)7t.

The aim of this paper is to improve the aforementioned results in following senses: First,
we obtain a non-ergodic linear convergence property of (ILI) when f is p-strongly convex
and L-smooth. Second, our linear convergence result permits a larger range of the stepsize
n > 0 than the results of [2] 18].

We first state the brief version of our main result with the linear convergence.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that f : R — R is p-strongly convex and L-smooth. Then, for
any choice of stepsize n satisfying

Cr
O0<n< (1.2)

the sequence {xt}i>0 of (L)) satisfies the following estimate:

1 na\t/2
—Tyf| S ——F——F— (1 — = — Ty >0, 1.
ot =aull € T (1= 7F) o=l vEzo (1.3)
where Cr := m and o := ﬁ—]z with a constant J,, for n € {k/2 | k € N} defined
by
1 1

Jp= sup — | ——m—1]. (1.4)

o<z<i 1-%)
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It is verified in Lemma that the constant J, is finite and decreasing in n. Also,
the supremum is obtained by x = 1/5 and satisfies the following bound: J, < 1.455 for
n=1/2,J, <125 forn=1, and J, < 1.2 for n > 3/2.

Remark 1.4. We briefly describe their numeric values and boundness of some constants
used in Theorem

(7) The value of C; increases in 7 and lim; o Cr < 1/4/7.2 ~ 0.3727. In Table [I we
provide more numeric values of C; up to 7 = 8 for the sake of convenience.

T 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Cr 10.2553 | 0.3096 | 0.3292 | 0.3396 | 0.3459 | 0.3502 | 0.3534 | 0.3557

TABLE 1. Numeric values of C'- up to 7 =8

21 € note a € coemcient s——— - 1 approacnes to as 11 — U. rurther-
/i) We note that the coefficient (———7— i hes to 1 0. Furth

more, since J. oLy < J; 507 < 1/2 for all 7 > 1, one sees that
1

c,
0 — <2 for n< T
S 1= plrn NSy

Next, we give the generalized result of Theorem [I.3]

Theorem 1.5. Assume that f : R* — R is p-strongly convex and L-smooth. If we choose
the stepsize n > 0 satisfying

p<mind 217D i L (15)
S5a V2I.1224+1/q) +1+ 1| 7L
then the sequence {x1}i>0 of (L)) satisfies

1 na \"?
oy — ] < (1-72) w-wd vezoo o
1—J oL 1+¢q
where ¢ > 0 is a chosen constant and « := fLi—LL In particular, since é > 1 dueto L > pu,

Theorem is also satisfied with q = 1.

In fact, the number ¢ > 0 in Theorem appears in the progress of applying Young’s
inequality in the proof of Proposition 211 Actually, we observe that if one choose a
large ¢ > 0, then the range of n in (L)) becomes larger with an upper bound while the
diminishing factor in the decay estimate (I.6]) becomes close to one. Contrary, if we choose
a small ¢ > 0, then the diminishing factor in (L6) becomes small but the range of 7 in
(LA is more restricted.

For the proof of Theorem [ we will consider an auxiliary sequence {Z;}, which was
also utilized in the previous work [I8]. Using the smoothness and the strongly convexity
of the function f, we will obtain a sequential inequality of the error ||Z; — x.||. We will
then analyze the sequential inequality carefully to obtain a linear convergence estimate
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of the error ||Z; — x.||. So, it will be done by using Lemma which is one of the main
technical contributions of this paper. Afterwards, using the derived estimate of ||Z; — z.||
and measuring the difference between x; and Z;, we will finally show a linear convergence
result of the error ||z; — z.]|.

On the other hand, we next derive a linear convergence result when the cost function
satisfies the following Polyak-Lojasiewicz (PL) condition: There exists a number ¢ > 0
such that

V@I = (1) - 1), (17)

where f, is the minimal value of f, i.e., f. = f(z4).

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that f : RY — R is L-smooth and it satisfies the PL condition
(@). If we assume that the stepsize n > 0 and the delay T > 0 satisfy the following

mequality:
L 27 1
< min § —, —_—, 1.8
= {54 \/1+4J7—7'2—|—1}LT (18)

then for any t > T we have
f@) = fo < 0 =n0)"" (far) - £.). (1.9)

In order to prove Theorem [[.6, we will meet a sequence inequality in terms of the
sequence {f(z¢) — fi}t>r similar to the one appeared in the proof of Theorem We
will then use the result of Lemma 23] to analyze the concerned sequence. Interestingly, its
proof does not use the auxiliary sequence {Z;} anymore, and so it is simpler than the proof
of Theorem We also utilize the framework of the proof of Theorem to achieve a
new convergence result for the stochastic gradient descent involving a time-varying delay
in Section G

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define an auxiliary
sequence and show the linear convergence property of its error. With the help of this
result, we derive the linearly convergent error estimate of the sequence {z;};>0 in Section
Also, the linear convergence result under the PL condition is proved in Section [ We
establish a convergence result for the stochastic gradient descent involving a time-varying
delay in Section [f] under the PL condition. Finally, we provide some numerical examples
in Section [(] for supporting our analyzed results.

2. PRELIMINARY CONVERGENCE RESULT
In this section, we discuss a convergence result of an auxiliary sequence {Z;} satisfying
5?0 = Xo, ij_l = .’i’t - T]Vf(.’,l't) Vi > 0, (21)

where {x;} is defined by (ILI)). It will play an essential role to obtain the linear convergence
estimate (6] (cf. [I8]). Throughout Section 23] it is assumed that the cost function f
satisfies the following two assumptions:
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Assumption 1. The function f is L-smooth, defined as follows: There is a number L > 0
such that
IVf(y) = Vi@ <Lily—=| VY, yeR™ (2.2)

Assumption 2. The function f is p-strongly convex, defined as follows: There is a number
w >0 such that

1
fW) = f@) + @ —2)" V@) +5ly—al* Vo, yeR” (2:3)

We state an intermediate inequality regarding the quantity ||Z; — .||
Proposition 2.1. Let &y be an auziliary sequence defined by 21)). For the minimizer

T4 € R of the given cost function f, we obtain

@01 — .

an N\ 2 n 2 2,2 (oM
(g2t (3 ) (5 aun)
< (1= gy I =l = (5F =) IV @Ol + o7 (T 4+ 2Ln) ()
2uL
p+L?

(2.4)

where o := q > 0 is a constant and

0 if t=0,
R()i={ SNV if 1<t<T, (25
Sict A IVF @I i t=7 41
Proof. The definition of Z; in (Z1]) implies
|Z 41 — 24
= [[& — 2 =0V f(x)]?
= [[& — a|l* = 20{E — 2, V f (20)) + 0? [V f (20)|°
= |17 — 2ul* — 2n(ze — 2, VF(0)) + |V f (@)|P + 20z — Ze, Vf(22)).

By the strongly convexity and the L-smoothness property, we have
L
(0 = w0, V(@) 2 -5

+ L
Applying (27) to ([2.0), one yields

|Z 21 — ]

< e =l = amfer = el = (=T =7 )IVSGOIP + 206 = &1, V().

(2.6)

1
2y — @]” + H—L”Vf(xt)Hz- (2.7)

(2.8)

By Young’s inequality, we easily note that
2z — T, Vf(xe)) < %va(flﬁt)ll2 + 2Lnl|ay — &,
and again, applying this result to (2.8]), we have

|Z 241 — 2

- 2n 7 -

< & — P = anllay — 2. — (m —1 - E) IV f(@)|)? + 2Lnl|z: — &l* (2.9)
~ n ~

< i = a2 = anllas — .l = (55 = 7°) IV £ (@) |2 + 2Ll — &,
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where the last inequality is obtained by using “i_—”L > 4 due to p < L. Since

1N -
(4@l = el + (14 ) =il 2 3~ wl? - for g>0,

the inequality (2.9]) becomes

|Ze41 — .

arn ) - 2 < U 2) 2 <0”7 ) =~ 112 (2.10)
<(1- 2 Vg — 2 — (2L - Mo AT
< (1= 2w ol = (5 — )9S @I + (5 + 220) for — ]
On the other hand, subtracting (2] from (LII), one gets
Teg1 — Tepr = oy — T — 0 (Vf(@-7) = V(20)) )
and then, this implies
0 if ¢ =0,
v—f = Ny o Vflx;) i 0<t<T,
Ny Vi(x) if t>71+1.
By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have
lze — Z||* < PTR(2), (2.11)
where R(t) is given by (Z5). Applying ZII) to (ZI0), the desired inequality (Z4) is
shown. (]
For simplicity, we let
ar = |7 — ) b= (VS (@)
Then the result (2.4]) in Proposition 2.1l is rewritten as
Sa)o (op e an (e 2m)
<(1l——— — == - b — +2Ln ) R(1). 2.12
aver < (1= 0 Yoo (5p = )t (S0 + 200 R(0) (2.12)

Since @ < L, the inequality (ZI2]) becomes

@
apy1 < <1 “1+a —:q)at - <% — nz)bt
0 for t=0, (2.13)
+ O(bg—1 + -+ + bg) for 1<t<,
O(bg—y +-+-+bi—r) for t>71+1,
where 0 := (2 + %) n37L.

From (2.I3)), we next establish the estimate of a; in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that two positive sequences {ai}i>0 and {b}+>0 satisfy
cag — Qbg for t =0,

a1 < § cap+0(bg—1 + -+ by) — Qby for 1<t<r, (2.14)
cap + 0(bg—1 + -+ bi—r) — Qby, for t>714+1,
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where ¢, § and @) are some positive constants. If we assume that for any 1 < j < T,

j—1
Y i< dq, (2.15)
k=0
then we have
a1 < ey VE>0. (2.16)

Proof. In this proof, we will show the desired result (2.16]) separately considering three
cases: t=0,1<t<rtandt>71+1.

Case 1. When t = 0, the inequality (Z.I4]) implies
a1 < cag — Qbo < ca,
which directly gives the desired one ([2.I6]) for ¢t = 0.
Case 2. We next show ([2ZI6) for 1 < ¢ < 7. By ([ZI4) for t = 0 and 1, one has
as < cay + 5[)0 - le
< ¢(eag — Qby) + dby — Qby
= 02a0 + (5 —cQ)by — Qby.

Generally, using (2.I4) for 0 < ¢t < 7 sequentially, we can obtain that for 1 <t < 7,

t—1
a1 < lag+ ) [5 +ed 4T CHQ} bj — Qb
=0
1 ft—lej | (2.17)
= g + Z < Z 5 — ct_JQ> b;j — Qb;.
j=0 \ k=0
This inequality with the condition (ZI5) implies that a;1 < ¢!Tlag for 1 <t < 7.
Case 3. For t > 7+ 1, we first claim that
t—1 ‘ '
a1 < Mag+ ) [5 +eb 4TI — CHQ] bj
Jj=t—r
t—1-r | (2.18)
+ &”ﬂp+d+~ﬁwF%—JQQ—Qm
=0
To show (2.I8]), we try to use the mathematical induction.
Base case. By ([2.14) with t =7+ 1 and [2I7) with ¢t = 7, one has
ar42 < Cargl + 6(1)7' +br1+- + bl) - Qbry1
7—1
< o ag+ Y (54 et-+ I6 — TIQ|b; — Qb ) (2.19)
=0

+ 5(b7 + bT—l + -+ bl) - Qb’T—‘rl‘
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Rearranging the right hand side in ([2.19]), we get

T—1
Urpo < ¢ 2a9 + Z [5 +ed 4TS~ CT_jQ:| bj + (6 — cQ)br — Qbri
j=1

+c[5+c5+'~+CT_1(5—cTQ}bO

= a0 + ZT: [5 +ed 4TS cT—jQ} b;
j=1

+c[5+c5+---+cf—15—a@}bo — Qb

which corresponds to the inequality (ZI8]) for ¢t = 7 + 1.
Induction step. Assume that (2I8) holds for ¢t = k with k¥ > 7+ 1. By applying (214
with ¢ = k 4+ 1 and (2I8) with ¢t = k in order, we have

apt2 < capyr +0(bk + -+ + bpp1—r) — Qbrp1
k-1 ‘ ‘
< F2ag + [05 + 254 RIS ck“_JQ] b;
j=k—1

. (2.20)

1=
+ Y T [6 +ed4 - CTQ] bi
0

J
(b + - + bpg1—r) — Qbrgr.

Rearraning the right hand side in ([2:20]), we obtain

k—1
aj42 < 200 + Z [5 +ed 4+ FIE— ckH_jQ] b;
j=k+1—1
4‘(5bk —-CC?bk) — Qb1
k—1
+3 e [5 NN R CTQ] b;
§=0

k
= Mg+ Y [5 + b+ 4TI — Ck+1_jQ] bj

j=k+1—71
k—1 ]
n Z R [5 teb+-rc g CTQ] bj — Qbg1,
=0

which is the desired inequality (ZI8) for ¢t = k + 1.

By the mathematical induction, we therefore obtain that (ZI8]) holds for any ¢t > 7+ 1.
Given the estimate (ZIR)), it follows directly from (ZI5) that a;11 < c'Tlag for any
t>1+1. O
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Hopefully, we will use Lemma [2.2] for the sequences {a;} and {b;} satisfying ([2.I3]). So,
the following lemma will be required in order to check ([ZI5]) with

an n 2 1\ 3
—1-—1 >0 =L _ 0 S§=(2+2 L>0. 2.21
c 1+q>, Q=g —m >0, <+q>777> (2.21)

Lemma 2.3. Define

1 x| 2
fk($)325<<1—k—/2> —1) for k=1,2,3,....

Then with n = k/2, we have

Jn = sup fy(z) = fi(1/5).
2€(0,1/5]

In addition, the value of J, decreases in n > 1/2 and satisfies the following bound:
1.455  for n=1/2,
Jp < ¢ 1.25 for n=1, (2.22)
1.2 for n>3/2.
Proof. We first show that fj is increasing in = € (0, 1/5]. Observe that
20\1/2 k-1 2z \7/2
(- (1-0-®")oi0-%)

(T -3

(- (- F) T -3

p 92\ 2\ AL 92\ U—F)/2
e (T (- 12 .
o 0-%) ) 2(-%)

Then differentiating it, we easily see that f; (x) > 0 for z € (0, 1/5] so that J,, = fr(1/5).
In order to show that J, decreases in n, it suffices to show that the value of (1 — 5%)“

increases in n. To show this, we introduce a function H : [1/2, oo) — R defined by

mo=n (i LY Syt 1),

We note that H'(y) = In (1 — %) + 5yl_1 and

I 1 1
H'(y) = TTEN G 0 Vy>1/2.
Combining this fact with that lim,_,~, H'(y) = 0, we find that H'(y) > 0 for y € [1/2,00).
Therefore, H(y) increases in y > 1/2, and so J,, decreases in n > 1/2.
Finally, we have the bound (Z22]) by numerical computation for fi(1/5) with k£ =

1,2, 3. O

Remark 2.4. By Lemma 2.3, we have

1
7 <1+ Jyx Vne{k/2|keN}, ze(0,1/5]. (2.23)

(t1=%)
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Now, we show that the error sequence ||Z; — z.|| decays exponentially fast as ¢ goes to
infinity in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let &; be an auziliary sequence defined by (21 and x,. € R be the mini-
mizer of the given cost function f. For a given q > 0, if we choose n > 0 satisfying

L1 1
y < mind ZLTD T — (2.24)
S5a V2I.7224+1/q) +1+ 1| 7L

then we have

t
~ «
o=l < (1= 12) o 2.

Proof. To prove the exponential decaying property of a; = ||Z; — x.||? satisfying the se-
quential inequality (2.I3]), we will use Lemma So, it is suffices to show that (213
in Lemma [2.2] holds for ¢, @ and 6 given in (2:2I]). The condition (ZI5]) of Lemma is
equivalent to

_ .
5<11 C>SQCJ VJ:1,2,,T,

—c
which is rearranged to

2rL 1L\
ﬂ§<Q+M>cﬁ Vj=12- .1 (2.25)
a
where ¢; = (1+ q) (2 + %) Since the right hand side of (225]) decreases in j due to
¢ < 1, it is sufficient to show ([2:25)) for only j = 7, which is the same with

Qo

T<1 . 2.26
=i cqn?7L (2.26)
Since a < L and by (Z.24]), we note that
ont l,
1+qg =5
and then Lemma 23] for z = '11—22 and n = 7 gives
L B A (i
C _< —EQYF_ "\l+q/)
T+q
Thus, to show (2:26]), it remains to check
onT Qo Q@ 1
1+ J <1 =1 — — ,
L <1 —|—q> =T cqn?7L * cqnTL <2L 77)
which is reduced to
T 1 1
- L. 2.27
1+q = Jeegn?7L <2L 77) (227)
Actually, the inequality (Z27) is equivalent to
1+¢ 1+¢
2 < 4 2.28
77+”<L%ﬂL>—24L%%; (228)
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which holds true for n > 0 satisfying

1+4¢q (1+q)? 1+¢q
< —
2J:L27%c,  AJZcATAL? 2J0cT?L

B 1
- (V2hP@+ /g +1+1) L

Under the assumption (2.24]), the desired inequality ([2.:26]) is shown, and then the proof is
concluded. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we derive a decay estimate of the gradient descent with a fixed delay
7 € N. This main result of this paper will be essentially obtained by the use of decaying
property of the auxiliary sequence {Z} proved in Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.J. This proof will be shown by using the inductive argument.
n(r/2) ~ _tnL

Base case. By Lemma 23] with o = 7 < 1—10 and n = 7/2, and since oo < L,

T+q = 2(1+q
one yields
1 2
i, ()
(1 _ L44q
T+q
<1+ J, 0L (3.1)
1
< T T 75 _
1= J Ly
which is equivalent to
1 na T/2
B := 1-— > 1. 3.2
1—JT/2Lm< 1+q> - 42)

Since 2y = xg for 0 <t < 7 and by ([B.2]), one sees that ([I.6]) obviously holds for 0 < ¢ < 7.
Induction step. Let k > 7+ 1. Suppose that (6] holds for 0 <t <k —1, i.e.,

na (t—7)/2
th—x*H§B<1—r> for 0<t<k-—1. (3.3)
q

Based on (3.3]), we will show that (L.6) holds true for ¢ = k. Since

v =3 —nY_ (Vf(xej) — V(x.)

i=1
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and by the triangle inequality and the L-smooth property, we have

ok — ol = |7 — @ - 03 (Vi) — Vi) |

Jj=1

< &k — 2l +0 S IV (2nm) = V()] (3.4)

=1

i
<@k =zl + 0L Y iy — el
j=1

Applying Theorem 25l and ([B.3]) to ([B.4]), one gets

|k — x| < R¥[lwo — 2l| + LB Y RE"T), (3.5)
j=1

1/2
where R := < - ﬂ) . Here, we note that

1+q
iR(k‘—T—j) — Rk‘—‘l‘—l iR—j'f‘l
7=1

j=1
— RF-7-1 (%) (3.6)
= RF-T (%) .
By (B.4]), the inequality (33 becomes
lzx — za|| < R [RTon a4 LB <%>} (3.7)

Actually, the previous result ([B.I)) is rewritten as

— TN
-1 ()

which gives

JLE <R‘T— 1> s ((R‘T - 1)(1+R)>

1-R 1— R?
1+gq Tna ) (3.8)
<nLB|{— ) -J9| =—— ) -(1+R
S CIRAC R
< mnLBJ, 5.
Applying [B.8) to ([B.1), we have
[2x — 2| < R¥T (R7||lzg — .|| + BJ,jo (L)) - (3.9)

From the definition (8.2]) of B, one sees the following identity:

R ||wg — z4|| + BJ;j2(L7n) = B. (3.10)
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Combining (3.9) with (3I0), we obtain

NG
T — || < B[1— —— ,
o~ < 5 (1= 22

which is the same with (L6]) for ¢t = k, and so the inductive arugment is complete. O

4. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS UNDER THE PL CONDITION

In this section, we show the linear convergence result under the PL condition.

Proof of Theorem[I4. Using the L-smoothness of f, we obtain that for each t > T,

2
Flaen) = Fle) < —n(V £,V fen)) + |V f o) (4.1)
One part of (41]) can be rewritten as
(V7 (@), V(o) = IV + IV F @I~ IV () — Vi),
and then the inequality (4.I)) becomes
Flaen) =) < =219 F@ P50~ LIV £ P+ DIV F () =V )P (4.2

Here, in order to estimate the last term in (£2]), we observe that if 7+ 1 < ¢ < 27, then

we have z;_, = z, and
t—r—1

Ty =T —1N Z Vf(z;).
=0

Also, if t > 27 + 1, then

t—7r—1 t—27—1
Tt =Tr—1N Z Vf(xz;) and a7 =2, —n Z Vf(xj),
§=0 §=0
so we have
t—7—1
Tt — Tgr = —1) Z Vf(xj).
Jj=t—2t1

By the L-smoothness (2.2)) and combining the above results, one gets
IVf(@e) = Vf(ze—r)|| < Lllwe — 2 ||

Lyl S Vi(—) it >2r 41,
= Lyl X V(@) if r+1<t<2r,
0 ift=r.

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have
IV f(xe) = Vf ()1 < 07° L2 TRA(2), (4.3)

where -
D imtr IV £ (zj—)1? if t>27+1,
Ri)={ S Vf@E i rrl<i<on

0 if t=r.
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By ([@3), the inequality (£2]) becomes
f(@e1) = f (@)

< =95 @I ~ 50— DAV F )P + 5P LrRa (o) (14)
< () = 1) = 501 DRIV S )P+ SrP TR 0)
Rearranging (4.4]), we have the following estimate: for ¢ > 7,
Flae) = fo < 0= n0) (F@) — 1) = 50— DPIVF )P + 5P LrRa(r). (45)

For simplicity, we set

ar = f(xepr) — foo b= |V ()]

The sequential inequality (L) can be rewritten as follows: For ¢ > 0,

crag — Q1bo for ¢ =0,
trir <4 crag+ 61 (b1 + -+ bo) — Quby for 1<t<r, (4.6)
crag +01(b—1 + -+ br—r) — Q1by,  for t>7+1,
where 379
c1:=1-nC¢, 01 ::7712}7-7 Q1= %(U—LU2)-

To apply Lemma to (L), we need to proceed to check the following condition:

51 <1_C{> SC{QM

1—61

which is reduced to

LA 1 - Ci
2 n¢
If the above inequality holds, then we can apply Lemma to (@A), which is yielding the
following estimate:

<dQ1. (4.7)

Fwesr) = fo < 0 =n0)(F(ar) — £.).
Actually, this is the desired inequality, so we only need to check the condition (&T7) for
completing the proof.
Now, we show (7)) which is equivalent to
272

772LCT < <Q1+2—C> a. (4.8)
Since the right hand side of (£.8]) decreases in j due to ¢; < 1, it is sufficient to show (4.8])
for only 7 = 7. From Lemma 23] we recall that

772L2’7'

1
;' = ——— <1+ J(r, 4.9
N )
provided that n¢r < 1/5. If we choose 1 > 0 satisfying
2

<
TS ir AL )L
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then we have
2 + Ui < 1
J-Lt2 — J L2712’

n

which is equivalent to

¢ —Ln)
ner < 2 2 4.1
By (£I0), the inequality (£9) becomes
—T C(l — LT})
Rearranging (4.11]), we obtain (48] for j = 7. Hence, the required condition (7)) holds
for n > 0 satistying (L8], and then the proof is done. O

5. EXTENSION TO STOCHASTIC GRADIENT DESCENT WITH TIME-VARYING DELAY

In this section, we consider the stochastic gradient descent with time-varying delay.
Namely, we consider the following algorithm: For a number 7 € N, with zp =21 =+ =
Tr—1 = Tr,

1=z —1n (VS (xt_T(t)) + &) Vit >, (5.1)
where &; is a noise of zero mean and 7(t) is a time-varying delay with 0 < 7(¢) < 7. This
algorithm has been studied by many authors (see [Il 12} [15]), since it appears naturally
for analyzing the parallel or distributed computing of the stochastic gradient descent. We
consider the following assumption on the noise (cf. [18]):

Assumption 3 ((M, o%)-bounded noise). There exist two constants M, o > 0 such that
2
E[&|z]=0€RY,  E[|&1? o] < M|V (2| + 0> (5.2)

We refer to [3] for a justification of the first condition of (5.2]). We will use the notation
E; to denote the expectation regarding the distribution of & and also use the notation
E to denote the expectation over the whole time, i.e., E = ENyEyx_1---E{Eqg, where N
denotes a large time that the iteration of (B.Il) terminates.

The convergence property of (B with constant time delay 7(t) = 7 was studied in
the literatures [2) 18], when Assumption Bt (5.2)) holds and the cost function is convex or
strongly convex. In the following theorem, we extend the argument used in Theorem
to obtain a convergence result of the algorithm (G1I) under the PL condition.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that f : RY — R is L-smooth and it satisfies the PL condition
(@I, and the noise & in (&) satisfies the condition ([B.2)). If we assume that the stepsize
1n > 0 and the bound of delay T > 0 satisfy the following inequality:

< m {L(1+M) 27 } 1 (5.3)
min ) ) .
"= 56 V1+4J,m2+1) L+ M)T
then the algorithm (B.0) satisfies the following estimate: For any t > T,
o >’ L
B[f(e) - 1] < =00 (e - f)+ (TEE+ 2 )2 )
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Proof. For simplicity, we denote g, = V f (mt_T(t)) + & in the algorithm (5.I). Using the
L-smoothness property of f, we have

2
Flrn) = f@) < —n{fG), o)+ lal? ez (55

Taking the expectation E; regarding the distribution of & and using (.2]) here, one yields

E; {f(xt—i-l) - f(xt)}
Ly? 2
1V f(ze), V(@i r)) + =Bl (5.6)
= I (I FGOIE + 195l — V) — V1)l + 2Bl
By ([&.2]), we get

Eellgell* = IV f (@i—ro)IP +Eellée]* < L+ M)V f(wrrio)|* + 0. (5.7)

Using the L-smoothness property of f and the fact that 7(t) < 7, we also have the

following estimate:

[Vf@e) =V (@) < Lz =250

7—1
<Ly |k =z k]

k=0 (5.8)
LnZ] —t- gl =27+ 1,

= LnZ]:THg]H if T4+1<t<2r,
0 if t=r.

Combining this with (5.7)), one has for ¢ > 27 + 1 the following estimate

t—1
Ee ||V f(ze) = VI (@er)|* < 72L2 Y Eellgel?
k=t—1
t—1
< T L? Z (1+ M) HVf (xk_T(k))Hz + 202 L%c?.
k=t—7

(5.9)

The above estimate can be obtained with the range of the summation Z’,;;lt__r replaced
by Z - and 0 for the cases 7 +1 <t < 27 and t = T, respectively.
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Inserting this estimate and (.7 into (5.6]) for the case ¢ > 27 + 1 gives

E¢ | f(2e41) — f(il?t)]

n L(1+ M)y 2 Ln?c?
< 219Gl - (3 ZEEMY 19 (o) + 2
39 t—1 2,372 2
Tn°L*(1 —I—M 2  T°n°Lo
A g;“w Thr) [+ 5 (5.10)
L(1+ M)n
< -nctsten - £ - (3= EEOTY 197 (o)
372 2 -1 2,372 2 2 2
P L*(1 -|-M T°n° Lo Lnto
0 @ oy (B2 252

Since f(zi41) — f(zr) = (f(ze41) — fo) — (f(z) — f+), and taking the expectation over the
whole ¢ > 7 in the above estimate, we get

E|f(e1) - 1]

L(1+ M)y’
< (L=nO)E|f(x) - £.] - (g - %) B[V (zerio) (5.11)
372 M 9 t—1 231252 Ln?c2
# TEECEIE 3 B9 (o) (T + ).

k=t—7

The above inequality holds with the range of the summation Z i—i—+ replaced by EZ_:IT
and 0 for the cases 7+ 1 <t < 27 and t = T, respectively.

In order to find a bound of E [f(z;) — f«| from the above inequality, we consider two
sequences {a; }¢+>r and {w; }>r as follows: With ar = f(z,)— f« and w, = 0, the sequences
are defined by

Lo b ift>2r+1

L1+ M)n? SL2(1 + M)?
at+1=(1—nC)at—<g— (+2 m)bﬁm (2+ S S T
0 ift=r1
where by ;= E HVf (:Ek_T(k)) H2 and
2 3L2 2 L 2 2
wt+1:(1—77C)wt+<T772 7+ 7720> Vt> T (5.12)

Then the sequence {(a; + wy) }1>0 satisfies the equality case of (B.II]) with E[f(x¢) — fi]
replaced by (a; + wy), and the initial conditions are same, i.e., (ar + ws) = f(xr) — fa.
Therefore, we have

E[f(xt) - f*] <atw Vt>T. (5.13)

The sequence {a;};>, satisfies the same sequential inequality (£6) with the sequence
{at}t>+ defined in the proof of Theorem [[.6] with L replaced by L(1 + M) and 7 replaced
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by 7. Therefore, the same analysis applies to yield the following bound:
ar < (1 -n0)""ar, (5.14)

provided that the stepsize n > 0 satisfies (5.3)).
As for wy, we solve the equation (5.12]) recursively to find for ¢ > 7 + 1,

t—7T—1

w=(1—00)"Tw, + Y (1-n¢) (
§=0

23 L202 . Ln2o?
2 2

. s (230262 Lnto?
< (1=n¢) wT+Z<1—nc>J< st ) (5.15)
j=0

T2772L2 N E 02
2¢ 2¢)
Combining the above two estimates in (0.13]), we finally get the following estimate:

N
g.

— (1= )+

E[f(:st)—f*}s(l—n<>t—f<f<x7>—f*>+< Tl

The proof of this theorem is finished. O

(5.16)

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we firstly try to confirm the analyzed result in Theorem regard-
ing the gradient descent with delay in two settings: least-squares regression and logistic
classification (cf. [17]). Moreover, we show some numerical examples satisfying the PL
inequality in order to confirm Theorem

6.1. Least-squares Regression. Consider the regularized least-squares regression prob-
lem satisfying the optimization problem: min,cga f(x), where

1 2 Ky 2
fla)=— ; (i — Ai-2)”+ S 2], (6.1)
where A; € R is a vector containing the i-th data point, and y; € R is the i-th associated
value. In this experiment, we choose m = 1,000 data points with Gaussian random
variables A4; ~ N(0,1) of mean 0 and variance 1 in the fixed setting d = 10. Also, we set
yi = A; -1+ cos (4; - 1) + &, where & ~ N (0,1/4) is an i.i.d. Gaussian noise of variance
1/4.

When the cost function f(x) is given by (Gl with x = 0.1, we simulate the concerned
gradient descent scheme (LI with the delay 7 = 5, 10, 20, 100, and then we try to confirm
the behavior of the error ||z; — x| in Theorem The minimizer z, € R? of the given
f(x) can be written as

m -1 m
Ty = (Z A;AT + %I> (Z A; yi) )
=1 i=1



LINEAR CONVERGENCE PROPERTY OF DELAYED GRADIENT DESCENT 19

where I € R is the identity matrix. We set the initial point zp = 0 and for each

iteration t > 7, we define the log-scaled error &; as

& = ln<

Error
5

a5 [ 0.1/(Lr)
— 0.2/(L7)
— 0.3/(L7)

-20
] 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Iteration

(a) 7=5

Error
i
)

s [—o.1/(Ln)
— 0.2/(L7)
— 0.3/(L7)

-20
o 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

Iteration

(¢) T=20

Error

Error

[l — ]|
[0 — ]|

-10
-15

-20

-10

-15

)

—0.1/(L7)
— 0.2/(L7)
— 0.3/(L7)

100 200

— 0.3/(L7)

1000 2000

300 400 500 600 700 800
Iteration

(b) 7=10

3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
Iteration

(d) 7 =100

FicURE 1. Graphs of the log-scaled error & computed by the gradient
descent with various delay 7 = 5, 10, 20, 100, regarding the least-squares

regression problem.

On Figure [Il, we depict some errors & variously simulated by setting n = 0.1/(L7),

0.2/(L7), 0.3/(L7) for each delay 7. These stepsizes satisfy the condition (I2]) of Theorem [[3]
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in view of the values C; computed in Table [Il Since

IVf(y) = Vf(x H—H( ZAAT+MI>( x)

2
= ZAZ-A? +ul ||y — x|,
m

i=1

the constant L > 0 can be obtained by the largest singular value of % oy AiAiT + ul.
Seeing all graphs in Figure [I we observe that the numerical values of & decay linearly
with respect to t for any delay 7 as expected by Theorem [[.5l Compared with the number
of iterations for each delay 7, one additionally sees that the convergence of ||z; — x.|| is
faster when 7 is chosen smaller.

6.2. Logistic Classification. Consider the logistic classification problem: min,cga f(x),

where
m

1 A I
= — ) In (14 e ¥4®) 4 D)2 6.3
f(z) m;n( te )+ 5ll=l7, (6.3)
where 4; € R? is a vector containing the i-th data point, and y; € {=1,1} is the i-th
associated class assignment. In this experiment, we try to choose m = 1,000 data points:
500 data points for the first class and 500 data points for the second class. Each data
point A; ~ N (y;1,1) is the Gaussian random variable of mean y;1 and variance 1, where

1 if 1 <14 <500,
Yi = .
-1 otherwise.

Using the cost function f(z) of (3] with = 0.1, we try to show the behavior of the
error ||z; — x| by simulating the concerned gradient descent scheme (LI)) with the delay
T =5, 10, 20, 100. Actually, it is difficult to find the minimizer z, € R? of the given f(z).
To measure the convergence of error, we set the initial point g = 0 and the minimizer
r, € R? is approximately found by (II]) within the tolerance TOL = 10719,

On Figure 2] we show the graphs of & obtained by (6.2)) for each delay 7 = 5, 10, 20,
100 with various learning rate n = 0.1/(L7), 0.2/(L7), 0.3/(L7). In this experiment, the
constant L can be computed by

AN~ 4T
== ; |4 AT + p (6.4)
Here, the reason of (6.4)) is as follows: Since

yZe yl
:__Z<1+e s ) Ak e

e~ Yidiw
7

1 & Y T
SN[ YT ) 4 AT
.Z') m; ((14_6—%141"1‘)2) ) +M
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Iteration
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FIGURE 2. Graphs of the log-scaled error & computed by the gradient

descent with various delay 7 = 5, 10, 20, 100, regarding the logistic classi-

fication problem.

we have

I956) - V1@ | /

(Vf(x+s(y —

/0 V2f(x + sy — ) (y — ) ds

1
< /0 ‘V2f(x+ s(y

x))) ds

— )| ly — =]l ds

|
< [ (L3 + ) 1y~ ol
o \"i=

< Ly — =|.
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From all the graphs in Figure[2, we observe the linear decay property of & which supports
the result of Theorem

6.3. Numerical example satisfying PL condition. In this subsection, we show the
reliability of the analyzed result in Theorem Consider the following cost function:

fla) = 3llAz b7, (65

where A € R™*% and b € R™. If d > m, the cost f(z) of (65 is not strongly convex,
but it satisfies PL inequality for any A and b (refer to [10]). To construct the numerical
example satisfying PL condition, we set d = 15 and m = 6, and moreover, all elements
of A and b are independently generated by the Gaussian random variable of mean 0 and
variance 1.

With the cost f(z) given by (6.35]), we try to simulate the gradient descent (ILI]) with
the delay 7 = 25, based on the initial point ¢y = 0. Since

IVF(y) = V(@) = [IAT Ay — 2)|| < |ATA] |ly — =],

the constant L > 0 can be obtained by the largest singular value of AT A.
Choosing a sufficiently small number ¢ > 0 used in (7)), the range of learning rate
n > 0 assumed in Theorem becomes

D, 2T
<27 Gith D= ~ 0.9305. 6.6
=7y M VItd)2+1 (6.6)

More precisely, we want the following equality in the range (L8] of the stepsize n of

Theorem [1.6
. L 27 27
min {—, } = . (6.7)
5C V1+44J.72+1 Vi+4J,m72+1

Since the value ﬁ ~ 0.9305 for 7 = 25 and L = O’max(AAT), it is enough to

choose ( such that

O'max(AAT) - 27
5¢ T V14T m2 41

For each iteration t > 7, we define the log-scaled cost function error e; as

e = 1In <%> , (6.9)

where f, denotes the minimal value of the given cost f, i.e., fi = f(z.). Actually, the

~ 0.9305. (6.8)

minimizer z, € R? can be obtained by z, = ATb, where AT is the pseudo-inverse of A.
On Figure Bl we present the graphs of e; with respect to the iteration ¢ for some
learning rates such as n = C/(L7) for some C' > 0 and n = 1/(20L(7 + 1)). Here, the
case of n = 1/(20L(7 + 1)) is mentioned in [2]. We remark that the assumption (6.6]) is
satisfied in two cases: 7 = 0.6/(L7) and 0.93/(L7). Seeing the graphs of Figure it
is observed that each error e; for n = 0.6/(L7) and 0.93/(L7) monotonically decays with
linear rate, which is equivalent to the analyzed result (L9 in Theorem Actually, the
monotonically linearly decreasing property of e; only holds for n < 1/(L7), which implies
that the analyzed condition of learning rate in Theorem may be almost necessary
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and sufficient to guarantee the linear rate of e;. On the other hand, the oscillation of
e; for n > 1.05/(L7) can be found on Figure Bl which means that the error e; is not

monotonically decreasing. Furthermore, one sees that the error e; can blow up for a large

learning rate n on Figure

6.4. Numerical example for stochastic gradient descent. Here, we provide a numer-
ical experiment for the stochastic gradient descent with time-varying delay. We consider
the logistic classification problem (6.3) with the Wisconsin breast cancer dataset from UCI
machine learning repository [6]. Letting f;(z) :=In (1 + e7¥4i) 4+ £||z||2, we implement

the following mini-batch stochastic gradient descent with time-varying delay:

B
1
P = e (E > Vinw (l’t—r(t))) for t > 7,
k=1

(6.10)
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where B € N is the batch size, ng(t) is a number randomly selected from {1, 2, ---, m}
foreach 1 <k < B and t > 7, and 7(¢) is a time-varying delay randomly selected from
{0, 1, ---, 7}. When B = 20 or 100, we simulate the algorithm (G.I0) with constant
stepsizes = 1.5 x 1072 /7 and 6.0 x 1072 /7 for iterations up to 10° and delay bounds
7 = 10 and 50. In view of Theorem Bl if we want to get an exact convergence of
(6I0) to the optimal value, a reasonable choice is to repeat diminishing the stepsize
(cf. [13]). So, in this experiment, we also consider a cascading stepsize, that is, we
repeat reducing the stepsize by half on some certain iterations. For 7 = 10, we choose
n = 6.0 x 1072/7 for the initial stepsize, and repeat reducing the stepsize by half on each
iteration ¢t € {1.0 x 10°, 1.5 x 10°, 3.5 x 10°}. Similarly, for 7 = 50, we choose the same
initial stepsize 7 = 6.0 x 1072 /7 and repeat reducing the stepsize by half on each iteration
t € {4.0 x 10°, 4.5 x 10°, 6.5 x 10°}.

On Figure [ we show the error e; measured by (6.9]) for each iteration ¢ > 7. One sees
that the error sequence {e;} computed by (6I0) with each constant stepsize converges
exponentially fast up to a certain error whose size depends on the used stepsize. On the
other hand, the sequence {x;} simulated by a cascading stepsize continues to approach to
the optimal value.

CONCLUSION

This paper establishes the linear convergence estimate for the gradient descent involving
the delay, when the given cost function has the strongly convexity and L-smoothness. In
addition, we give the analysis of linear convergence for the cost function error under the
Polyak-Lojasiewicz condition and extend the result to the stochastic gradient descent with
time-varying delay. The results are confirmed by numerical experiment.
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