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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 τ ∈ N when the cost function is µ-strongly convex and

L-smooth. This result improves upon the well-known estimates in Arjevani et al. [2]

and Stich-Karmireddy [18] 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 η can be

extended from η ≤ 1/(10Lτ ) to η ≤ 1/(4Lτ ) for τ = 1 and η ≤ 3/(10Lτ ) for τ ≥ 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 η ≤ 9/(10Lτ ) for the large delay τ . 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 τ ∈ N in the opti-

mization problem:

xt+1 =

{

xt − η∇f(xt−τ ) for t ≥ τ,

x0 for 0 ≤ t < τ,
(1.1)

where the given cost f : Rd → R is a differentiable convex function and the initial point

x0 ∈ R
d is given. Throughout this paper, denote by x∗ ∈ R

d a unique minimizer of the

cost function f .

The gradient descent scheme (1.1) 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, 11, 14, 18, 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, 9, 12, 16, 20, 22, 23].

Understanding the convergence analysis of (1.1) 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 (1.1). We first recall two pre-

vious basic results of [2] and [18] 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 : Rd → R is µ-strongly convex and L-smooth, and

suppose that f is given as f(x) = 2−1 xTAx + bTx + c for some A ∈ R
d×d, b ∈ R

d and

c ∈ R. Then, for a positive stepsize η ≤ 1
20L(τ+1) it holds that

f(xt) − f(x∗) ≤ 5L(1 − µη)2t‖x0 − x∗‖2 ∀ t ≥ 0.

As for the general strongly convex and smooth cost functions, Stich and Karimireddy

[18] showed the following ergodic type result:

Theorem 1.2 ([18]). Assume that f : Rd → R is µ-strongly convex and L-smooth. There

exists a positive stepsize η ≤ 1
10Lτ such that

E

(

f(xout) − f(x∗)
)

= O
(

Lτ‖x0 − x∗‖2 exp
[

− µT

10Lτ

])

∀T ≥ 1,

where the expectation is given for the variable xout ∈ {xt}T−1
t=0 which is chosen to be xt

with probability proportional to (1 − µη/2)−t.

The aim of this paper is to improve the aforementioned results in following senses: First,

we obtain a non-ergodic linear convergence property of (1.1) when f is µ-strongly convex

and L-smooth. Second, our linear convergence result permits a larger range of the stepsize

η > 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 : Rd → R is µ-strongly convex and L-smooth. Then, for

any choice of stepsize η satisfying

0 < η ≤ Cτ

Lτ
, (1.2)

the sequence {xt}t≥0 of (1.1) satisfies the following estimate:

‖xt − x∗‖ ≤ 1

1 − Jτ/2Lτη

(

1 − ηα

2

)t/2
‖x0 − x∗‖ ∀ t ≥ 0, (1.3)

where Cτ := τ√
6Jτ τ2+1+1

and α := 2µL
µ+L with a constant Jn for n ∈ {k/2 | k ∈ N} defined

by

Jn := sup
0<x≤ 1

5

1

x

(

1
(

1 − x
n

)n − 1

)

. (1.4)
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It is verified in Lemma 2.3 that the constant Jn is finite and decreasing in n. Also,

the supremum is obtained by x = 1/5 and satisfies the following bound: Jn ≤ 1.455 for

n = 1/2, Jn ≤ 1.25 for n = 1, and Jn ≤ 1.2 for n ≥ 3/2.

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

used in Theorem 1.3.

(i) The value of Cτ increases in τ and limτ→∞Cτ ≤ 1/
√

7.2 ≃ 0.3727. In Table 1, we

provide more numeric values of Cτ up to τ = 8 for the sake of convenience.

τ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Cτ 0.2553 0.3096 0.3292 0.3396 0.3459 0.3502 0.3534 0.3557

Table 1. Numeric values of Cτ up to τ = 8

(ii) We note that the coefficient 1
1−Jτ/2Lτη

in (1.3) approaches to 1 as η → 0. Further-

more, since Jτ/2Lτη ≤ Jτ/2Cτ < 1/2 for all τ ≥ 1, one sees that

0 <
1

1 − Jτ/2Lτη
< 2 for η ≤ Cτ

Lτ
.

Next, we give the generalized result of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that f : Rd → R is µ-strongly convex and L-smooth. If we choose

the stepsize η > 0 satisfying

η ≤ min

{

L(1 + q)

5α
,

τ
√

2Jτ τ2(2 + 1/q) + 1 + 1

}

1

τL
, (1.5)

then the sequence {xt}t≥0 of (1.1) satisfies

‖xt − x∗‖ ≤ 1

1 − Jτ/2Lτη

(

1 − ηα

1 + q

)t/2

‖x0 − x∗‖ ∀ t ≥ 0, (1.6)

where q > 0 is a chosen constant and α := 2µL
µ+L . In particular, since L

α ≥ 1 due to L ≥ µ,

Theorem 1.3 is also satisfied with q = 1.

In fact, the number q > 0 in Theorem 1.5 appears in the progress of applying Young’s

inequality in the proof of Proposition 2.1. Actually, we observe that if one choose a

large q > 0, then the range of η in (1.5) becomes larger with an upper bound while the

diminishing factor in the decay estimate (1.6) becomes close to one. Contrary, if we choose

a small q > 0, then the diminishing factor in (1.6) becomes small but the range of η in

(1.5) is more restricted.

For the proof of Theorem 1.5, we will consider an auxiliary sequence {x̃t}, which was

also utilized in the previous work [18]. Using the smoothness and the strongly convexity

of the function f , we will obtain a sequential inequality of the error ‖x̃t − x∗‖. We will

then analyze the sequential inequality carefully to obtain a linear convergence estimate
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of the error ‖x̃t − x∗‖. So, it will be done by using Lemma 2.2 which is one of the main

technical contributions of this paper. Afterwards, using the derived estimate of ‖x̃t − x∗‖
and measuring the difference between xt and x̃t, we will finally show a linear convergence

result of the error ‖xt − x∗‖.

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 ζ > 0

such that
1

2
‖∇f(x)‖2 ≥ ζ

(

f(x) − f∗

)

, (1.7)

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

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that f : Rd → R is L-smooth and it satisfies the PL condition

(1.7). If we assume that the stepsize η > 0 and the delay τ > 0 satisfy the following

inequality:

η ≤ min

{

L

5ζ
,

2τ√
1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1

}

1

Lτ
, (1.8)

then for any t ≥ τ we have

f(xt) − f∗ ≤ (1 − ηζ)t−τ
(

f(xτ ) − f∗

)

. (1.9)

In order to prove Theorem 1.6, we will meet a sequence inequality in terms of the

sequence {f(xt) − f∗}t≥τ similar to the one appeared in the proof of Theorem 1.5. We

will then use the result of Lemma 2.3 to analyze the concerned sequence. Interestingly, its

proof does not use the auxiliary sequence {x̃t} anymore, and so it is simpler than the proof

of Theorem 1.5. We also utilize the framework of the proof of Theorem 1.6 to achieve a

new convergence result for the stochastic gradient descent involving a time-varying delay

in Section 5.

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 {xt}t≥0 in Section

3. Also, the linear convergence result under the PL condition is proved in Section 4. We

establish a convergence result for the stochastic gradient descent involving a time-varying

delay in Section 5 under the PL condition. Finally, we provide some numerical examples

in Section 6 for supporting our analyzed results.

2. Preliminary convergence result

In this section, we discuss a convergence result of an auxiliary sequence {x̃t} satisfying

x̃0 = x0, x̃t+1 = x̃t − η∇f(xt) ∀ t ≥ 0, (2.1)

where {xt} is defined by (1.1). It will play an essential role to obtain the linear convergence

estimate (1.6) (cf. [18]). Throughout Section 2-3, 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

‖∇f(y) −∇f(x)‖ ≤ L‖y − x‖ ∀x, y ∈ R
d. (2.2)

Assumption 2. The function f is µ-strongly convex, defined as follows: There is a number

µ > 0 such that

f(y) ≥ f(x) + (y − x)T · ∇f(x) +
µ

2
‖y − x‖2 ∀x, y ∈ R

d. (2.3)

We state an intermediate inequality regarding the quantity ‖x̃t − x∗‖.

Proposition 2.1. Let x̃t be an auxiliary sequence defined by (2.1). For the minimizer

x∗ ∈ R of the given cost function f , we obtain

‖x̃t+1 − x∗‖2

≤
(

1 − αη

1 + q

)

‖x̃t − x∗‖2 −
( η

2L
− η2

)

‖∇f(xt)‖2 + η2τ
(αη

q
+ 2Lη

)

R(t),
(2.4)

where α := 2µL
µ+L , q > 0 is a constant and

R(t) :=











0 if t = 0,
∑t−1

j=0 ‖∇f(xj)‖2 if 1 ≤ t ≤ τ,
∑t−1

j=t−τ ‖∇f(xj)‖2 if t ≥ τ + 1.

(2.5)

Proof. The definition of x̃t in (2.1) implies

‖x̃t+1 − x∗‖2

= ‖x̃t − x∗ − η∇f(xt)‖2

= ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 − 2η〈x̃t − x∗,∇f(xt)〉 + η2‖∇f(xt)‖2

= ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 − 2η〈xt − x∗,∇f(xt)〉 + η2‖∇f(xt)‖2 + 2η〈xt − x̃t, ∇f(xt)〉.

(2.6)

By the strongly convexity and the L-smoothness property, we have

〈xt − x∗,∇f(xt)〉 ≥
µL

µ + L
‖xt − x∗‖2 +

1

µ + L
‖∇f(xt)‖2. (2.7)

Applying (2.7) to (2.6), one yields

‖x̃t+1 − x∗‖2

≤ ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 − αη‖xt − x∗‖2 −
( 2η

µ + L
− η2

)

‖∇f(xt)‖2 + 2η〈xt − x̃t, ∇f(xt)〉.
(2.8)

By Young’s inequality, we easily note that

2η〈xt − x̃t, ∇f(xt)〉 ≤
η

2L
‖∇f(xt)‖2 + 2Lη‖xt − x̃t‖2,

and again, applying this result to (2.8), we have

‖x̃t+1 − x∗‖2

≤ ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 − αη‖xt − x∗‖2 −
( 2η

µ + L
− η2 − η

2L

)

‖∇f(xt)‖2 + 2Lη‖xt − x̃t‖2

≤ ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 − αη‖xt − x∗‖2 −
( η

2L
− η2

)

‖∇f(xt)‖2 + 2Lη‖xt − x̃t‖2,

(2.9)
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where the last inequality is obtained by using 2η
µ+L ≥ η

L due to µ ≤ L. Since

(1 + q)‖xt − x∗‖2 +
(

1 +
1

q

)

‖x̃t − xt‖2 ≥ ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 for q > 0,

the inequality (2.9) becomes

‖x̃t+1 − x∗‖2

≤
(

1 − αη

1 + q

)

‖x̃t − x∗‖2 −
( η

2L
− η2

)

‖∇f(xt)‖2 +
(αη

q
+ 2Lη

)

‖xt − x̃t‖2.
(2.10)

On the other hand, subtracting (2.1) from (1.1), one gets

xt+1 − x̃t+1 = xt − x̃t − η (∇f(xt−τ ) −∇f(xt)) ,

and then, this implies

xt − x̃t =











0 if t = 0,

η
∑t−1

j=0∇f(xj) if 0 ≤ t ≤ τ,

η
∑t−1

j=t−τ ∇f(xj) if t ≥ τ + 1.

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

‖xt − x̃t‖2 ≤ η2τR(t), (2.11)

where R(t) is given by (2.5). Applying (2.11) to (2.10), the desired inequality (2.4) is

shown. �

For simplicity, we let

at = ‖x̃t − x∗‖2, bt = ‖∇f(xt)‖2.

Then the result (2.4) in Proposition 2.1 is rewritten as

at+1 ≤
(

1 − αη

1 + q

)

at −
( η

2L
− η2

)

bt + η2τ
(αη

q
+ 2Lη

)

R(t). (2.12)

Since α ≤ L, the inequality (2.12) becomes

at+1 ≤
(

1 − αη

1 + q

)

at −
( η

2L
− η2

)

bt

+











0 for t = 0,

δ(bt−1 + · · · + b0) for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ,

δ(bt−1 + · · · + bt−τ ) for t ≥ τ + 1,

(2.13)

where δ :=
(

2 + 1
q

)

η3τL.

From (2.13), we next establish the estimate of at in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that two positive sequences {at}t≥0 and {bt}t≥0 satisfy

at+1 ≤











ca0 −Qb0 for t = 0,

cat + δ(bt−1 + · · · + b0) −Qbt for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ,

cat + δ(bt−1 + · · · + bt−τ ) −Qbt, for t ≥ τ + 1,

(2.14)
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where c, δ and Q are some positive constants. If we assume that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ τ ,

j−1
∑

k=0

ckδ ≤ cjQ, (2.15)

then we have

at+1 ≤ ct+1a0 ∀ t ≥ 0. (2.16)

Proof. In this proof, we will show the desired result (2.16) separately considering three

cases: t = 0, 1 ≤ t ≤ τ and t ≥ τ + 1.

Case 1. When t = 0, the inequality (2.14) implies

a1 ≤ ca0 −Qb0 ≤ ca0,

which directly gives the desired one (2.16) for t = 0.

Case 2. We next show (2.16) for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ . By (2.14) for t = 0 and 1, one has

a2 ≤ ca1 + δb0 −Qb1

≤ c(ca0 −Qb0) + δb0 −Qb1

= c2a0 + (δ − cQ)b0 −Qb1.

Generally, using (2.14) for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ sequentially, we can obtain that for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ ,

at+1 ≤ ct+1a0 +

t−1
∑

j=0

[

δ + cδ + · · · + ct−1−jδ − ct−jQ
]

bj −Qbt

= ct+1a0 +
t−1
∑

j=0

(

t−1−j
∑

k=0

ckδ − ct−jQ

)

bj −Qbt.

(2.17)

This inequality with the condition (2.15) implies that at+1 ≤ ct+1a0 for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ .

Case 3. For t ≥ τ + 1, we first claim that

at+1 ≤ ct+1a0 +
t−1
∑

j=t−τ

[

δ + cδ + · · · + ct−1−jδ − ct−jQ
]

bj

+

t−1−τ
∑

j=0

ct−τ−j
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

bj −Qbt.

(2.18)

To show (2.18), we try to use the mathematical induction.

Base case. By (2.14) with t = τ + 1 and (2.17) with t = τ , one has

aτ+2 ≤ caτ+1 + δ(bτ + bτ−1 + · · · + b1) −Qbτ+1

≤ c
(

cτ+1a0 +

τ−1
∑

j=0

[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1−jδ − cτ−jQ
]

bj −Qbτ

)

+ δ(bτ + bτ−1 + · · · + b1) −Qbτ+1.

(2.19)
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Rearranging the right hand side in (2.19), we get

aτ+2 ≤ cτ+2a0 +
τ−1
∑

j=1

[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1−jδ − cτ−jQ
]

bj + (δ − cQ)bτ −Qbτ+1

+ c
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

b0

= cτ+2a0 +

τ
∑

j=1

[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1−jδ − cτ−jQ
]

bj

+ c
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

b0 −Qbτ+1

which corresponds to the inequality (2.18) for t = τ + 1.

Induction step. Assume that (2.18) holds for t = k with k ≥ τ + 1. By applying (2.14)

with t = k + 1 and (2.18) with t = k in order, we have

ak+2 ≤ cak+1 + δ(bk + · · · + bk+1−τ ) −Qbk+1

≤ ck+2a0 +

k−1
∑

j=k−τ

[

cδ + c2δ + · · · + ck−jδ − ck+1−jQ
]

bj

+

k−1−τ
∑

j=0

ck+1−τ−j
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

bj

+ δ(bk + · · · + bk+1−τ ) −Qbk+1.

(2.20)

Rearraning the right hand side in (2.20), we obtain

ak+2 ≤ ck+2a0 +

k−1
∑

j=k+1−τ

[

δ + cδ + · · · + ck−jδ − ck+1−jQ
]

bj

+ (δbk − cQbk) −Qbk+1

+
k−τ
∑

j=0

ck+1−τ−j
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

bj

= ck+2a0 +

k
∑

j=k+1−τ

[

δ + cδ + · · · + ck−jδ − ck+1−jQ
]

bj

+

k−τ
∑

j=0

ck+1−τ−j
[

δ + cδ + · · · + cτ−1δ − cτQ
]

bj −Qbk+1,

which is the desired inequality (2.18) for t = k + 1.

By the mathematical induction, we therefore obtain that (2.18) holds for any t ≥ τ + 1.

Given the estimate (2.18), it follows directly from (2.15) that at+1 ≤ ct+1a0 for any

t ≥ τ + 1. �
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Hopefully, we will use Lemma 2.2 for the sequences {at} and {bt} satisfying (2.13). So,

the following lemma will be required in order to check (2.15) with

c = 1 − αη

1 + q
> 0, Q =

η

2L
− η2 > 0, δ =

(

2 +
1

q

)

η3τL > 0. (2.21)

Lemma 2.3. Define

fk(x) :=
1

x

(

(

1 − x

k/2

)−k/2

− 1

)

for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

Then with n = k/2, we have

Jn := sup
x∈(0,1/5]

fk(x) = fk(1/5).

In addition, the value of Jn decreases in n ≥ 1/2 and satisfies the following bound:

Jn ≤











1.455 for n = 1/2,

1.25 for n = 1,

1.2 for n ≥ 3/2.

(2.22)

Proof. We first show that fk is increasing in x ∈ (0, 1/5]. Observe that

fk(x) =
1 −

(

1 − 2x
k

)k/2

x
(

1 − 2x
k

)k/2
=

(

1 −
(

1 − 2x
k

)1/2
)

∑k−1
j=0

(

1 − 2x
k

)j/2

x
(

1 − 2x
k

)k/2

=

(

1 −
(

1 − 2x
k

))
∑k−1

j=0

(

1 − 2x
k

)(j−k)/2

x
(

1 +
(

1 − 2x
k

)1/2
)

=
2

k

(

1 +

(

1 − 2x

k

)1/2
)−1 k−1

∑

j=0

(

1 − 2x

k

)(j−k)/2

.

Then differentiating it, we easily see that f ′
k(x) > 0 for x ∈ (0, 1/5] so that Jn = fk(1/5).

In order to show that Jn decreases in n, it suffices to show that the value of
(

1 − 1
5n

)n

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

H(y) = ln

(

1 − 1

5y

)y

= y ln

(

1 − 1

5y

)

.

We note that H ′(y) = ln
(

1 − 1
5y

)

+ 1
5y−1 and

H ′′(y) =
1

y(5y − 1)
− 1

(y − 1/5)(5y − 1)
< 0 ∀ y ≥ 1/2.

Combining this fact with that limy→∞H ′(y) = 0, we find that H ′(y) > 0 for y ∈ [1/2,∞).

Therefore, H(y) increases in y ≥ 1/2, and so Jn decreases in n ≥ 1/2.

Finally, we have the bound (2.22) by numerical computation for fk(1/5) with k =

1, 2, 3. �

Remark 2.4. By Lemma 2.3, we have

1
(

1 − x
n

)n ≤ 1 + Jnx ∀n ∈ {k/2 | k ∈ N}, x ∈ (0, 1/5]. (2.23)
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Now, we show that the error sequence ‖x̃t − x∗‖ decays exponentially fast as t goes to

infinity in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let x̃t be an auxiliary sequence defined by (2.1) and x∗ ∈ R be the mini-

mizer of the given cost function f . For a given q > 0, if we choose η > 0 satisfying

η ≤ min

{

L(1 + q)

5α
,

τ
√

2Jτ τ2(2 + 1/q) + 1 + 1

}

1

τL
, (2.24)

then we have

‖x̃t − x∗‖2 ≤
(

1 − αη

1 + q

)t

‖x0 − x∗‖2.

Proof. To prove the exponential decaying property of at = ‖x̃t − x∗‖2 satisfying the se-

quential inequality (2.13), we will use Lemma 2.2. So, it is suffices to show that (2.15)

in Lemma 2.2 holds for c, Q and δ given in (2.21). The condition (2.15) of Lemma 2.2 is

equivalent to

δ

(

1 − cj

1 − c

)

≤ Qcj ∀ j = 1, 2, · · · , τ,

which is rearranged to

cqη
2τL

α
≤
(

Q +
cqη

2τL

α

)

cj ∀ j = 1, 2, · · · , τ, (2.25)

where cq := (1 + q)
(

2 + 1
q

)

. Since the right hand side of (2.25) decreases in j due to

c < 1, it is sufficient to show (2.25) for only j = τ , which is the same with

c−τ ≤ 1 +
Qα

cqη2τL
. (2.26)

Since α ≤ L and by (2.24), we note that

αητ

1 + q
≤ 1

5
,

and then Lemma 2.3 for x = αητ
1+q and n = τ gives

c−τ =
1

(

1 − αη
1+q

)τ ≤ 1 + Jτ

(

αητ

1 + q

)

.

Thus, to show (2.26), it remains to check

1 + Jτ

(

αητ

1 + q

)

≤ 1 +
Qα

cqη2τL
= 1 +

α

cqητL

(

1

2L
− η

)

,

which is reduced to
τ

1 + q
≤ 1

Jτ cqη2τL

(

1

2L
− η

)

. (2.27)

Actually, the inequality (2.27) is equivalent to

η2 + η

(

1 + q

Jτ cqτ2L

)

≤ 1 + q

2JτL2τ2cq
, (2.28)
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which holds true for η > 0 satisfying

η ≤
√

1 + q

2JτL2τ2cq
+

(1 + q)2

4J2
τ c

2
qτ

4L2
− 1 + q

2Jτ cqτ2L

=
1

(

√

2Jτ τ2(2 + 1/q) + 1 + 1
)

L
.

Under the assumption (2.24), the desired inequality (2.26) is shown, and then the proof is

concluded. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we derive a decay estimate of the gradient descent with a fixed delay

τ ∈ N. This main result of this paper will be essentially obtained by the use of decaying

property of the auxiliary sequence {x̃k} proved in Theorem 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. This proof will be shown by using the inductive argument.

Base case. By Lemma 2.3 with x = ηα(τ/2)
1+q ≤ τηL

2(1+q) ≤ 1
10 and n = τ/2, and since α ≤ L,

one yields

1
(

1 − ηα
1+q

)τ/2
≤ 1 + Jτ/2

(

ηα(τ/2)

1 + q

)

< 1 + Jτ/2Lτη

≤ 1

1 − Jτ/2Lτη
,

(3.1)

which is equivalent to

B :=
1

1 − Jτ/2Lτη

(

1 − ηα

1 + q

)τ/2

≥ 1. (3.2)

Since xt = x0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ and by (3.2), one sees that (1.6) obviously holds for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ .

Induction step. Let k ≥ τ + 1. Suppose that (1.6) holds for 0 ≤ t ≤ k − 1, i.e.,

‖xt − x∗‖ ≤ B

(

1 − ηα

1 + q

)(t−τ)/2

for 0 ≤ t ≤ k − 1. (3.3)

Based on (3.3), we will show that (1.6) holds true for t = k. Since

xk = x̃k − η

τ
∑

j=1

(∇f(xk−j) −∇f(x∗))
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and by the triangle inequality and the L-smooth property, we have

‖xk − x∗‖ =
∥

∥

∥
x̃k − x∗ − η

τ
∑

j=1

(∇f(xk−j) −∇f(x∗))
∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖x̃k − x∗‖ + η

τ
∑

j=1

‖∇f(xk−j) −∇f(x∗)‖

≤ ‖x̃k − x∗‖ + ηL
τ
∑

j=1

‖xk−j − x∗‖.

(3.4)

Applying Theorem 2.5 and (3.3) to (3.4), one gets

‖xk − x∗‖ ≤ Rk‖x0 − x∗‖ + ηLB

τ
∑

j=1

R(k−τ−j), (3.5)

where R :=
(

1 − ηα
1+q

)1/2
. Here, we note that

τ
∑

j=1

R(k−τ−j) = Rk−τ−1
τ
∑

j=1

R−j+1

= Rk−τ−1

(

R−τ − 1

R−1 − 1

)

= Rk−τ

(

R−τ − 1

1 −R

)

.

(3.6)

By (3.6), the inequality (3.5) becomes

‖xk − x∗‖ ≤ Rk−τ

[

Rτ‖x0 − x∗‖ + ηLB

(

R−τ − 1

1 −R

)]

. (3.7)

Actually, the previous result (3.1) is rewritten as

R−τ − 1 ≤ Jτ/2

(

τηα

2(1 + q)

)

,

which gives

ηLB

(

R−τ − 1

1 −R

)

= ηLB

(

(R−τ − 1)(1 + R)

1 −R2

)

≤ ηLB

(

1 + q

ηα

)

· Jτ/2
(

τηα

2(1 + q)

)

· (1 + R)

≤ τηLBJτ/2.

(3.8)

Applying (3.8) to (3.7), we have

‖xk − x∗‖ ≤ Rk−τ
(

Rτ‖x0 − x∗‖ + BJτ/2(Lτη)
)

. (3.9)

From the definition (3.2) of B, one sees the following identity:

Rτ‖x0 − x∗‖ + BJτ/2(Lτη) = B. (3.10)
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Combining (3.9) with (3.10), we obtain

‖xk − x∗‖ ≤ B

(

1 − ηα

1 + q

)(k−τ)/2

,

which is the same with (1.6) for t = k, and so the inductive arugment is complete. �

4. Convergence analysis under the PL condition

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

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Using the L-smoothness of f , we obtain that for each t ≥ τ ,

f(xt+1) − f(xt) ≤ −η〈∇f(xt),∇f(xt−τ )〉 +
Lη2

2
‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2. (4.1)

One part of (4.1) can be rewritten as

〈∇f(xt),∇f(xt−τ )〉 =
1

2
‖∇f(xt)‖2 +

1

2
‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2 − 1

2
‖∇f(xt) −∇f(xt−τ )‖2,

and then the inequality (4.1) becomes

f(xt+1)−f(xt) ≤ −η

2
‖∇f(xt)‖2−

1

2
(η−Lη2)‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2+

η

2
‖∇f(xt)−∇f(xt−τ )‖2. (4.2)

Here, in order to estimate the last term in (4.2), we observe that if τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ , then

we have xt−τ = xτ and

xt = xτ − η
t−τ−1
∑

j=0

∇f(xj).

Also, if t ≥ 2τ + 1, then

xt = xτ − η
t−τ−1
∑

j=0

∇f(xj) and xt−τ = xτ − η
t−2τ−1
∑

j=0

∇f(xj),

so we have

xt − xt−τ = −η

t−τ−1
∑

j=t−2τ

∇f(xj).

By the L-smoothness (2.2) and combining the above results, one gets

‖∇f(xt) −∇f(xt−τ )‖ ≤ L‖xt − xt−τ‖

=











Lη‖∑t−1
j=t−τ ∇f(xj−τ )‖ if t ≥ 2τ + 1,

Lη‖∑t−1
j=τ ∇f(xj−τ )‖ if τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ,

0 if t = τ.

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

‖∇f(xt) −∇f(xt−τ )‖2 ≤ η2L2τR1(t), (4.3)

where

R1(t) :=











∑t−1
j=t−τ ‖∇f(xj−τ )‖2 if t ≥ 2τ + 1,

∑t−1
j=τ ‖∇f(xj−τ )‖2 if τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ,

0 if t = τ.
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By (4.3), the inequality (4.2) becomes

f(xt+1) − f(xt)

≤ −η

2
‖∇f(xt)‖2 −

1

2
(η − Lη2)‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2 +

1

2
η3L2τR1(t)

≤ −ηµ
(

f(xt) − f∗

)

− 1

2
(η − Lη2)‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2 +

1

2
η3L2τR1(t).

(4.4)

Rearranging (4.4), we have the following estimate: for t ≥ τ ,

f(xt+1) − f∗ ≤ (1 − ηζ)
(

f(xt) − f∗

)

− 1

2
(η − Lη2)‖∇f(xt−τ )‖2 +

1

2
η3L2τR1(t). (4.5)

For simplicity, we set

at := f(xt+τ ) − f∗, bt := ‖∇f(xt)‖2.

The sequential inequality (4.5) can be rewritten as follows: For t ≥ 0,

at+1 ≤











c1a0 −Q1b0 for t = 0,

c1at + δ1(bt−1 + · · · + b0) −Q1bt for 1 ≤ t ≤ τ,

c1at + δ1(bt−1 + · · · + bt−τ ) −Q1bt, for t ≥ τ + 1,

(4.6)

where

c1 := 1 − ηζ, δ1 :=
η3L2τ

2
, Q1 :=

1

2
(η − Lη2).

To apply Lemma 2.2 to (4.6), we need to proceed to check the following condition:

δ1

(

1 − cj1
1 − c1

)

≤ cj1Q1,

which is reduced to
η3L2τ

2
· 1 − cj1

ηζ
≤ cj1Q1. (4.7)

If the above inequality holds, then we can apply Lemma 2.2 to (4.5), which is yielding the

following estimate:

f(xt+τ ) − f∗ ≤ (1 − ηζ)t
(

f(xτ ) − f∗

)

.

Actually, this is the desired inequality, so we only need to check the condition (4.7) for

completing the proof.

Now, we show (4.7) which is equivalent to

η2L2τ

2ζ
≤
(

Q1 +
η2L2τ

2ζ

)

cj1. (4.8)

Since the right hand side of (4.8) decreases in j due to c1 < 1, it is sufficient to show (4.8)

for only j = τ . From Lemma 2.3, we recall that

c−τ
1 =

1

(1 − ηζ)τ
≤ 1 + Jτηζτ, (4.9)

provided that ηζτ ≤ 1/5. If we choose η > 0 satisfying

η ≤ 2
(√

1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1
)

L
,
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then we have

η2 +
η

JτLτ2
≤ 1

JτL2τ2
,

which is equivalent to

Jτηζτ ≤ ζ(1 − Lη)

ηL2τ
. (4.10)

By (4.10), the inequality (4.9) becomes

c−τ
1 ≤ 1 +

ζ(1 − Lη)

ηL2τ
. (4.11)

Rearranging (4.11), we obtain (4.8) for j = τ . Hence, the required condition (4.7) holds

for η > 0 satisfying (1.8), and then the proof is done. �

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 τ ∈ N, with x0 = x1 = · · · =

xτ−1 = xτ ,

xt+1 = xt − η
(

∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)

+ ξt
)

∀ t ≥ τ , (5.1)

where ξt is a noise of zero mean and τ(t) is a time-varying delay with 0 ≤ τ(t) ≤ τ . This

algorithm has been studied by many authors (see [1, 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, σ2)-bounded noise). There exist two constants M, σ2 ≥ 0 such that

E [ ξt |xt ] = 0 ∈ R
d, E

[

‖ξt‖2 |xt
]

≤ M
∥

∥∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)∥

∥

2
+ σ2. (5.2)

We refer to [3] for a justification of the first condition of (5.2). We will use the notation

Et to denote the expectation regarding the distribution of ξt and also use the notation

E to denote the expectation over the whole time, i.e., E = ENEN−1 · · ·E1E0, where N

denotes a large time that the iteration of (5.1) terminates.

The convergence property of (5.1) with constant time delay τ(t) ≡ τ was studied in

the literatures [2, 18], when Assumption 3: (5.2) holds and the cost function is convex or

strongly convex. In the following theorem, we extend the argument used in Theorem 1.6

to obtain a convergence result of the algorithm (5.1) under the PL condition.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that f : Rd → R is L-smooth and it satisfies the PL condition

(1.7), and the noise ξt in (5.1) satisfies the condition (5.2). If we assume that the stepsize

η > 0 and the bound of delay τ > 0 satisfy the following inequality:

η ≤ min

{

L(1 + M)

5ζ
,

2τ√
1 + 4Jττ 2 + 1

}

1

L(1 + M)τ
, (5.3)

then the algorithm (5.1) satisfies the following estimate: For any t ≥ τ ,

E

[

f(xt) − f∗

]

≤ (1 − ηζ)t−τ (f(xτ ) − f∗) +

(

τ
2η2L2

2ζ
+

Lη

2ζ

)

σ2. (5.4)
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Proof. For simplicity, we denote gt = ∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)

+ ξt in the algorithm (5.1). Using the

L-smoothness property of f , we have

f(xt+1) − f(xt) ≤ −η 〈∇f(xt), gt〉 +
Lη2

2
‖gt‖2 ∀ t ≥ τ . (5.5)

Taking the expectation Et regarding the distribution of ξt and using (5.2) here, one yields

Et

[

f(xt+1) − f(xt)
]

≤ −η〈∇f(xt), ∇f(xt−τ(t))〉 +
Lη2

2
Et‖gt‖2

= −η

2

(

‖∇f(xt)‖2 + ‖∇f(xt−τ(t))‖2 − ‖∇f(xt) −∇f(xt−τ(t))‖2
)

+
Lη2

2
Et‖gt‖2.

(5.6)

By (5.2), we get

Et‖gt‖2 = ‖∇f(xt−τ(t))‖2 + Et‖ξt‖2 ≤ (1 + M)‖∇f(xt−τ(t))‖2 + σ2. (5.7)

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

following estimate:

∥

∥∇f(xt) −∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)
∥

∥ ≤ L
∥

∥xt − xt−τ(t)

∥

∥

≤ L
τ−1
∑

k=0

‖xt−k − xt−k−1‖

=











Lη
∑t−1

j=t−τ
‖gj‖ if t ≥ 2τ + 1,

Lη
∑t−1

j=τ
‖gj‖ if τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ ,

0 if t = τ .

(5.8)

Combining this with (5.7), one has for t ≥ 2τ + 1 the following estimate

Et

∥

∥∇f(xt) −∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)
∥

∥

2 ≤ τη2L2
t−1
∑

k=t−τ

Et‖gt‖2

≤ τη2L2
t−1
∑

k=t−τ

(1 + M)
∥

∥∇f
(

xk−τ(k)

)
∥

∥

2
+ τ

2η2L2σ2.

(5.9)

The above estimate can be obtained with the range of the summation
∑t−1

k=t−τ
replaced

by
∑t−1

k=τ
and 0 for the cases τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ and t = τ , respectively.
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Inserting this estimate and (5.7) into (5.6) for the case t ≥ 2τ + 1 gives

Et

[

f(xt+1) − f(xt)
]

≤ −η

2
‖∇f(xt)‖2 −

(

η

2
− L(1 + M)η2

2

)

∥

∥∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)
∥

∥

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

+
τη3L2(1 + M)

2

t−1
∑

k=t−τ

∥

∥∇f
(

xk−τ(k)

)∥

∥

2
+

τ
2η3L2σ2

2

≤ −ηζ(f(xt) − f∗) −
(

η

2
− L(1 + M)η2

2

)

∥

∥∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)
∥

∥

2

+
τη3L2(1 + M)2

2

t−1
∑

k=t−τ

∥

∥∇f
(

xk−τ(k)

)
∥

∥

2
+

(

τ
2η3L2σ2

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

)

.

(5.10)

Since f(xt+1)− f(xt) = (f(xt+1)− f∗)− (f(xt)− f∗), and taking the expectation over the

whole t ≥ τ in the above estimate, we get

E

[

f(xt+1) − f∗

]

≤ (1 − ηζ)E
[

f(xt) − f∗

]

−
(

η

2
− L(1 + M)η2

2

)

E
∥

∥∇f
(

xt−τ(t)

)
∥

∥

2

+
τη3L2(1 + M)2

2

t−1
∑

k=t−τ

E
∥

∥∇f
(

xk−τ(k)

)
∥

∥

2
+

(

τ
2η3L2σ2

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

)

.

(5.11)

The above inequality holds with the range of the summation
∑t−1

k=t−τ
replaced by

∑t−1
k=τ

and 0 for the cases τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ and t = τ , respectively.

In order to find a bound of E [f(xt) − f∗] from the above inequality, we consider two

sequences {at}t≥τ and {wt}t≥τ as follows: With aτ = f(xτ )−f∗ and wτ = 0, the sequences

are defined by

at+1 = (1 − ηζ) at−
(

η

2
− L(1 + M)η2

2

)

bt+
τη3L2(1 + M)2

2



















∑t−1
k=t−τ

bk if t ≥ 2τ + 1
∑t−1

k=τ
bk if τ + 1 ≤ t ≤ 2τ

0 if t = τ

where bk := E
∥

∥∇f
(

xk−τ(k)

)
∥

∥

2
and

wt+1 = (1 − ηζ)wt +

(

τ
2η3L2σ2

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

)

∀ t ≥ τ . (5.12)

Then the sequence {(at + wt)}t≥0 satisfies the equality case of (5.11) with E[f(xt) − f∗]

replaced by (at + wt), and the initial conditions are same, i.e., (aτ + wτ ) = f(xτ ) − f∗.

Therefore, we have

E

[

f(xt) − f∗

]

≤ at + wt ∀ t ≥ τ . (5.13)

The sequence {at}t≥τ satisfies the same sequential inequality (4.6) with the sequence

{at}t≥τ defined in the proof of Theorem 1.6 with L replaced by L(1 + M) and τ replaced
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by τ . Therefore, the same analysis applies to yield the following bound:

at ≤ (1 − ηζ)t−τaτ , (5.14)

provided that the stepsize η > 0 satisfies (5.3).

As for wt, we solve the equation (5.12) recursively to find for t ≥ τ + 1,

wt = (1 − ηζ)t−τwτ +

t−τ−1
∑

j=0

(1 − ηζ)j
(

τ
2η3L2σ2

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

)

≤ (1 − ηζ)t−τwτ +

∞
∑

j=0

(1 − ηζ)j
(

τ
2η3L2σ2

2
+

Lη2σ2

2

)

= (1 − ηζ)t−τwτ +

(

τ
2η2L2

2ζ
+

Lη

2ζ

)

σ2.

(5.15)

Combining the above two estimates in (5.13), we finally get the following estimate:

E

[

f(xt) − f∗

]

≤ (1 − ηζ)t−τ (f(xτ ) − f∗) +

(

τ
2η2L2

2ζ
+

Lη

2ζ

)

σ2. (5.16)

The proof of this theorem is finished. �

6. Numerical experiments

In this section, we firstly try to confirm the analyzed result in Theorem 1.5 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 1.6.

6.1. Least-squares Regression. Consider the regularized least-squares regression prob-

lem satisfying the optimization problem: minx∈Rd f(x), where

f(x) :=
1

m

m
∑

i=1

(yi −Ai · x)2 +
µ

2
‖x‖2, (6.1)

where Ai ∈ R
d is a vector containing the i-th data point, and yi ∈ R is the i-th associated

value. In this experiment, we choose m = 1, 000 data points with Gaussian random

variables Ai ∼ N (0,1) of mean 0 and variance 1 in the fixed setting d = 10. Also, we set

yi = Ai · 1 + cos (Ai · 1) + ξi, where ξi ∼ N (0, 1/4) is an i.i.d. Gaussian noise of variance

1/4.

When the cost function f(x) is given by (6.1) with µ = 0.1, we simulate the concerned

gradient descent scheme (1.1) with the delay τ = 5, 10, 20, 100, and then we try to confirm

the behavior of the error ‖xt − x∗‖ in Theorem 1.5. The minimizer x∗ ∈ R
d of the given

f(x) can be written as

x∗ =

(

m
∑

i=1

AiA
T
i +

mµ

2
I

)−1( m
∑

i=1

Ai yi

)

,
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where I ∈ R
d×d is the identity matrix. We set the initial point x0 = 0 and for each

iteration t ≥ τ , we define the log-scaled error Et as

Et := ln

( ‖xt − x∗‖
‖x0 − x∗‖

)

. (6.2)

(a) τ = 5 (b) τ = 10

(c) τ = 20 (d) τ = 100

Figure 1. Graphs of the log-scaled error Et computed by the gradient

descent with various delay τ = 5, 10, 20, 100, regarding the least-squares

regression problem.

On Figure 1, we depict some errors Et variously simulated by setting η = 0.1/(Lτ),

0.2/(Lτ), 0.3/(Lτ) for each delay τ . These stepsizes satisfy the condition (1.2) of Theorem 1.3



20 HYUNG JUN CHOI, WOOCHEOL CHOI, AND JINMYOUNG SEOK

in view of the values Cτ computed in Table 1. Since

‖∇f(y) −∇f(x)‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

2

m

m
∑

i=1

AiA
T
i + µI

)

(y − x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

m

m
∑

i=1

AiA
T
i + µI

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

‖y − x‖,

the constant L > 0 can be obtained by the largest singular value of 2
m

∑m
i=1 AiA

T
i + µI.

Seeing all graphs in Figure 1, we observe that the numerical values of Et decay linearly

with respect to t for any delay τ as expected by Theorem 1.5. Compared with the number

of iterations for each delay τ , one additionally sees that the convergence of ‖xt − x∗‖ is

faster when τ is chosen smaller.

6.2. Logistic Classification. Consider the logistic classification problem: minx∈Rd f(x),

where

f(x) :=
1

m

m
∑

i=1

ln
(

1 + e−yiAi·x
)

+
µ

2
‖x‖2, (6.3)

where Ai ∈ R
d is a vector containing the i-th data point, and yi ∈ {−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 Ai ∼ N (yi1,1) is the Gaussian random variable of mean yi1 and variance 1, where

yi =

{

1 if 1 ≤ i ≤ 500,

− 1 otherwise.

Using the cost function f(x) of (6.3) with µ = 0.1, we try to show the behavior of the

error ‖xt − x∗‖ by simulating the concerned gradient descent scheme (1.1) with the delay

τ = 5, 10, 20, 100. Actually, it is difficult to find the minimizer x∗ ∈ R
d of the given f(x).

To measure the convergence of error, we set the initial point x0 = 0 and the minimizer

x∗ ∈ R
d is approximately found by (1.1) within the tolerance TOL = 10−10.

On Figure 2, we show the graphs of Et obtained by (6.2) for each delay τ = 5, 10, 20,

100 with various learning rate η = 0.1/(Lτ), 0.2/(Lτ), 0.3/(Lτ). In this experiment, the

constant L can be computed by

L =
1

m

m
∑

i=1

∥

∥AiA
T
i

∥

∥+ µ. (6.4)

Here, the reason of (6.4) is as follows: Since

∇f(x) = − 1

m

m
∑

i=1

(

yi e
−yiAi·x

1 + e−yiAi·x

)

Ai + µx,

∇2f(x) =
1

m

m
∑

i=1

(

y2i e
−yiAi·x

(1 + e−yiAi·x)2

)

AiA
T
i + µI,
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(a) τ = 5 (b) τ = 10

(c) τ = 20 (d) τ = 100

Figure 2. Graphs of the log-scaled error Et computed by the gradient

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

fication problem.

we have

‖∇f(y) −∇f(x)‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0

d

ds
(∇f(x + s(y − x))) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0
∇2f(x + s(y − x)) (y − x) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
∫ 1

0

∥

∥∇2f(x + s(y − x))
∥

∥ ‖y − x‖ ds

≤
∫ 1

0

(

1

m

m
∑

i=1

∥

∥AiA
T
i

∥

∥+ µ

)

‖y − x‖ ds

≤ L‖y − x‖.
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From all the graphs in Figure 2, we observe the linear decay property of Et which supports

the result of Theorem 1.5.

6.3. Numerical example satisfying PL condition. In this subsection, we show the

reliability of the analyzed result in Theorem 1.6. Consider the following cost function:

f(x) =
1

2
‖Ax− b‖2, (6.5)

where A ∈ R
m×d and b ∈ R

m. If d > m, the cost f(x) of (6.5) 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(x) given by (6.5), we try to simulate the gradient descent (1.1) with

the delay τ = 25, based on the initial point x0 = 0. Since

‖∇f(y) −∇f(x)‖ = ‖ATA(y − x)‖ ≤ ‖ATA‖ ‖y − x‖,

the constant L > 0 can be obtained by the largest singular value of ATA.

Choosing a sufficiently small number ζ > 0 used in (1.7), the range of learning rate

η > 0 assumed in Theorem 1.6 becomes

η ≤ Dτ

Lτ
with Dτ :=

2τ√
1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1

≃ 0.9305. (6.6)

More precisely, we want the following equality in the range (1.8) of the stepsize η of

Theorem 1.6:

min
{ L

5ζ
,

2τ√
1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1

}

=
2τ√

1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1
. (6.7)

Since the value 2τ√
1+4Jτ τ2+1

≃ 0.9305 for τ = 25 and L = σmax(AAT ), it is enough to

choose ζ such that
σmax(AAT )

5ζ
≥ 2τ√

1 + 4Jτ τ2 + 1
≃ 0.9305. (6.8)

For each iteration t ≥ τ , we define the log-scaled cost function error et as

et := ln

(

f(xt) − f∗
f(xτ ) − f∗

)

, (6.9)

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

minimizer x∗ ∈ R
d can be obtained by x∗ = A+b, where A+ is the pseudo-inverse of A.

On Figure 3, we present the graphs of et with respect to the iteration t for some

learning rates such as η = C/(Lτ) for some C > 0 and η = 1/(20L(τ + 1)). Here, the

case of η = 1/(20L(τ + 1)) is mentioned in [2]. We remark that the assumption (6.6) is

satisfied in two cases: η = 0.6/(Lτ) and 0.93/(Lτ). Seeing the graphs of Figure 3(a), it

is observed that each error et for η = 0.6/(Lτ) and 0.93/(Lτ) monotonically decays with

linear rate, which is equivalent to the analyzed result (1.9) in Theorem 1.6. Actually, the

monotonically linearly decreasing property of et only holds for η ≤ 1/(Lτ), which implies

that the analyzed condition of learning rate in Theorem 1.6 may be almost necessary
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Figure 3. Graphs of the log-scaled cost error et for the cost function

f(x) = 2−1‖Ax − b‖2, computed by the gradient descent with the delay

τ = 25.

and sufficient to guarantee the linear rate of et. On the other hand, the oscillation of

et for η ≥ 1.05/(Lτ) can be found on Figure 3, which means that the error et is not

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

learning rate η on Figure 3(c).

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 fi(x) := ln
(

1 + e−yi Ai·x
)

+ µ
2‖x‖2, we implement

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

xt+1 = xt − η

(

1

B

B
∑

k=1

∇fnk(t)

(

xt−τ(t)

)

)

for t ≥ τ , (6.10)
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where B ∈ N is the batch size, nk(t) is a number randomly selected from {1, 2, · · · , m}
for each 1 ≤ k ≤ B and t ≥ τ , and τ(t) is a time-varying delay randomly selected from

{0, 1, · · · , τ}. When B = 20 or 100, we simulate the algorithm (6.10) with constant

stepsizes η = 1.5 × 10−2/τ and 6.0 × 10−2/τ for iterations up to 106 and delay bounds

τ = 10 and 50. In view of Theorem 5.1, if we want to get an exact convergence of

(6.10) 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 τ = 10, we choose

η = 6.0 × 10−2/τ for the initial stepsize, and repeat reducing the stepsize by half on each

iteration t ∈ {1.0 × 105, 1.5 × 105, 3.5 × 105}. Similarly, for τ = 50, we choose the same

initial stepsize η = 6.0×10−2/τ and repeat reducing the stepsize by half on each iteration

t ∈ {4.0 × 105, 4.5 × 105, 6.5 × 105}.

On Figure 4, we show the error et measured by (6.9) for each iteration t ≥ τ . One sees

that the error sequence {et} computed by (6.10) 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 {xt} 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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