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RANDOMIZED KACZMARZ WITH TAIL AVERAGING*

ETHAN N. EPPERLY', GIL GOLDSHLAGER!, AND ROBERT J. WEBBER?

Abstract. The randomized Kaczmarz (RK) method is a well-known approach for solving linear
least-squares problems with a large number of rows. RK accesses and processes just one row at a time,
leading to exponentially fast convergence for consistent linear systems. However, RK fails to converge
to the least-squares solution for inconsistent systems. This work presents a simple fix: average the RK
iterates produced in the tail part of the algorithm. The proposed tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz
(TARK) converges for both consistent and inconsistent least-squares problems at a polynomial rate,
which is known to be optimal for any row-access method. An extension of TARK also leads to
efficient solutions for ridge-regularized least-squares problems.
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1. Introduction. The overdetermined linear least-squares problem

(1.1) min[|b — Az|* for A € R"*¢ and b € R" with n > d
xR

is fundamental in statistics, scientific computation, and machine learning. Its solution
is conveniently expressed using the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse, x, = ATb. How-
ever, computing this solution by direct means is slow and memory-intensive when the
number of rows is large. For the largest problems (say, n > 10'2), storing even a
single column of A in random-access memory is challenging.

Row-access methods have been proposed as a practical way to solve large least-
squares problems. These methods access and process one or a few rows of A at a
time. An example of a row-access method is randomized Kaczmarz (RK) [26], which
is reviewed in subsection 1.1. RK converges exponentially fast if the least-squares
problem is consistent, b = Ax, [16, 26]. However, in the inconsistent case b # Ax,,
RK only converges up to a finite horizon. This paper overcomes the finite horizon
by combining RK with tail averaging, resulting in a new tail-averaged randomized
Kaczmarz (TARK) method.

1.1. Randomized Kaczmarz. Randomized Kaczmarz [26] is a well-known row-
access method. Beginning with an initial estimate (typically &y = 0), RK applies the
following update procedure for t =0,1,...:

e Sample a row index i; according to the probability distribution

2
(1.2a) P{i; =i} = ||CL1H2 fori=1,...,n.
Al
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e Update the solution x; so that the selected equation aZ-Tt:c = b;, holds exactly:
b;, —a!
(12b) L1 = T + “7“2 Qg
”ait H

Throughout this paper, a; denotes the ith row of A, b; denotes the ith entry of b,
||-|| is the vector ¢ norm or matrix spectral norm, and ||-|| is the Frobenius norm.

RK can be interpreted as an optimized version of stochastic gradient descent for
linear least-squares problems that uses nonuniform selection probabilities to improve
the convergence rate and eliminate the need for step size tuning [20]. These proba-
bilities can be precomputed using a single pass through the matrix A, which might
be expensive. Sometimes this initial computation can be avoided by using rejection
sampling [20, Sec. 3]. Alternatively, RK can be implemented with uniform sampling,
which is equivalent to applying RK to the diagonally reweighted least-squares problem
ming||Db — (DA)z|* for D = diag(1/|a;]|).

The convergence rate for RK depends on the Demmel condition number

Kdem = | AT [[[|Allp-

The best available error bound is as follows:

THEOREM 1.1 (Randomized Kaczmarz: Convergence to a horizon [28]). Assume
Ty € range(AT). Then the RK iteration (1.2) converges exponentially fast until
reaching a finite horizon related to the inconsistency:

2 — ¢ 2 2
Elwe — a.ll” < (1 kga) - llzo — aull” + [[ATI)Ib — Az, .

exponential convergence finite horizon

Unfortunately, the finite convergence horizon cannot be eliminated without chang-
ing the RK algorithm. To overcome this obstacle, several variants of the RK method
have been proposed:

e Randomized extended Kaczmarz [28] accesses and manipulates the columns
of A to achieve exponential convergence to «,, even in the inconsistent case.
Yet, the column manipulations are prohibitively expensive for the largest
problems.

e RK with underrelaxation (RKU) [4, 5] introduces a relaxation parameter
that can be gradually reduced to ensure convergence to the least-squares
solution x,. The available theory suggests the method no longer converges
exponentially fast for consistent problems [1, 15].

e Randomized Kaczmarz with averaging (RKA) [18] averages multiple indepen-
dent RK updates (“threads”) at each iteration. This method still converges
only up to a finite horizon, but the horizon can be reduced by increasing the
number of threads.

The limitations of these existing methods will be further demonstrated through the
experiments in subsection 2.3.

1.2. Tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz. This paper explores tail averag-
ing as a different strategy to improve the convergence of RK. Given a sequence of
iterates xg, 1, ..., the tail-averaged estimator is the quantity

1 t—1
13 T = Sy
( ) Tt t—ty Zs:tb oy
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Algorithm 1.1 Tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz (TARK)

Input: Matrix A € R"*¢, vector b € R", initial estimate o € R?, burn-in time ¢y,
and final time ¢
1: for sin0,...,t—2do
. 2 2
22 Sample i ~ [[a;[|"/|[Allg
bi—a @,
3 Tsp1 = Ts+ #az
4: end for
— 1 t—1
5 Xy = Zs:tb Ts
6: return x;

which depends on the burn-in time ¢}, and the final time ¢. Tail averaging is frequently
applied in Markov chain Monte Carlo [17] to obtain a convergent estimator from
stochastically varying samples. Tail averaging has also been combined with numerical
optimization methods [3, Thm. 3.2], and it leads to the optimal O(1/t) convergence
rate for stochastic gradient descent for strongly convex loss functions [14, 22, 24].

Our main proposal is tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz (TARK), which outputs
the tail average (1.3) of the standard RK iterates (1.2); see Algorithm 1.1. A variant
of TARK for ridge regression problems will be presented in section 3.

TARK converges to the exact least-squares solution &, with no finite horizon, for
both consistent and inconsistent least-squares problems:

THEOREM 1.2 (Mean square error bound for TARK). Assume xo € range(A').
The TARK estimator converges at a hybrid rate that balances exponential and poly-
nomial convergence:

2H26m -1 2
=t —  JAT|7[b — Az, |?.
t—ty

polynomial convergence

@ — 2. < (1-r32)"  lzo — x.l* +

dem

exponential convergence

The proof of Theorem 1.2 appears in subsection 2.1.

Similar to MCMC error bounds, Theorem 1.2 decomposes the mean square error
into the sum of a bias term that decays exponentially in the burn-in time ¢, and a
variance term that decays as 1/t in the final time ¢. In particular, TARK converges
when both ¢, and ¢ — ¢}, go to infinity. To control both terms in this error bound, we
recommend selecting t, € [t/4,t/2]; see Appendix A for a storage-efficient implemen-
tation that ensures this condition when the final time ¢ is not known in advance.

A similar proof guarantees that TARK converges when ¢ goes to infinity with ¢,
fixed. We have the following alternative version of Theorem 1.2:

THEOREM 1.3 (Alternative TARK error bound). Assume @ € range(A"). The
TARK estimator satisfies the alternative error bound:

-2

ty
_ 2 2%, —1 [(1—r3l) ) )
Elz, — = < Zldem . e gy —x,||° 4+ A6 — Az, |)?].
7~ < == oy w0 =l + 147 o

The proof of Theorem 1.3 appears in subsection 2.1.
Based on our literature survey and discussions with RK experts, we believe that
TARK is new. Table 1 presents a comparison of TARK with previous RK variants.

2. Analysis and evaluation of tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz. This
section provides a more detailed discussion of TARK. Subsection 2.1 proves Theo-
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Method Initial rate Final rate Row-access
RK Exponential Finite horizon Yes v
Extended RK [28] Exponential Exponential No X
RK w/ underrelaxation [4] Less than exponential Polynomial Yes v/
RK w/ averaging [18] Exponential Finite horizon Yes v
TARK Exponential Polynomial Yes v

Table 1: RK variants for inconsistent least-squares problems. The table lists the
initial rate of convergence, the final rate of convergence, and whether the method is
a row-access method.

rem 1.2, subsection 2.2 discusses the optimal convergence rate for row-access methods,
subsection 2.3 provides numerical experiments, and subsection 2.4 extends TARK to
semi-infinite least-squares problems.

2.1. Proof of main theorem. The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the pattern
of analysis initiated in [26], but it takes a step further by bounding the inner product
terms E[(ar:prs —x,) " (xy — :1:*)] which decay exponentially fast with s. For ease of
reading, the analysis is presented as three lemmas followed by one main calculation.

LEMMA 2.1 (Multi-step expectations). The RK iteration (1.2) satisfies

ATA|T
E[il}s—ili*|:1}r]: I—W ((ET—IB*),
F
for any r < s, where the expectation averages over the random indices iy, ..., is_1.

Proof. For any t € {r,...,s — 1}, write the one-step update (1.2b) as

b, —ax a;, al b, —ax
Tip — @ =@+ ———"a;, — @, = {I— h Z;](:ct—w*)—kulg*ait.
llai. llai| la, |

Use the sampling probabilities (1.2a) to calculate the expectation over the random
index 7;:

ATA A" (b- Az,)
Efai — o o] = [1— ] (00— o) + A A2)
A% I Allw
The least-squares solution @, satisfies the normal equations AT (b - A:c*) = 0, so
the last term vanishes. Next, take the expectation over the random indices i, ..., %;:
ATA
E[a:H_l fa:*|:cr] = |I— ||A||2] ]E[mt —x, |acr}, for each t € {r,...,s — 1},
F
Iterating this equation completes the proof. ]

LEMMA 2.2 (Demmel condition number bound).  Assume x, € range(A').
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Then the RK iteration (1.2) satisfies

T s—
(@ —2) 1= 25| (@) < (- r2) e, —
| Al

for any r < s, with probability one. The Demmel condition number is Kqem =
AT Al -

Proof. By the construction of the RK iterates (1.2b), observe that @, is in the
range of A", as is the solution vector z, = A*Tb = AT(AAT)er. Hence, o, — x, €
range(AT). The result follows by expanding @, — x, in the basis of A’s right singular
vectors. ]

LEMMA 2.3 (Mean square errors, modified from [26]). Assume o € range(A").
Then the RK iteration (1.2) satisfies

2 _ 2

Eflz, —a.|” < (1 - ki) - lmo — @] + |ATI*b — Az |?

where the expectation averages over the random indices tg,41,...,4r_1.
Proof. For any t € {0,1,...,r — 1}, write the one-step update (1.2b) as

T T
a; a; b; —a'x
(2.1) Tip1 — Ty = [I — “2] (@ — o) + hilg*ait.
lai, |l la, ||

orthogonal projection
The decomposition explicitly identifies an orthogonal projection matrix. The matrix

is idempotent, it annihilates the vector a;,, and it preserves all vectors orthogonal to
a;,. Hence, using the orthogonal decomposition (2.1) it follows

T T 2
T a; a, |b;, — a; 4|
e =2 = (o =) [ | o)+ P
i la, |

Use the sampling probabilities (1.2a) to calculate the expectation over the random
index 7;:

ATA
B[l — 2| | 2] = (20 — sr:*)T [I - 2] (x — @) +

lIb— Az, |*
2
Al
where the inequality follows from Lemma 2.2. Next, take the expectation over the
random indices g, . .., %;:

16— Az, ||?
2
Az

< (1= figa) - e — 2 +

)

_ 2 ) _ 5 |Ib— Az, |? _
Ellzi1 —x|* < (1—r31,) Elles —x.|* + aE for each ¢t € {0,...,7—1}.
F
Since >°00 (1 — £32)° = Ko = ||A+H2||AH%, this equation implies the desired
result. a

Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. First decompose the mean square error
as follows:

EHit - fc*HQ = ﬁ Z E[(mr - m*)T(ws - :1:*)]

r,s=tp
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Next analyze the terms E[(x, — x.)" (z; — @.)] for r < s using Lemmas 2.1 to 2.3:

IE[(:B,« — w*)T(ws — :c*)]

—El(e, - =) Efe, - o] 2]

[ AaTa]™
S P ] (@ _m]
| A%
—2 \s—r 2
< (1= Fgem)” " Ellar — x|

IN

(1= rg) " [lwo =" 4+ (1 = rgl) " AP b — A

term A term B

By bounding term A uniformly as (1 - /igei])snmo — az*HQ < (1 - Iiggm)tb ||:c0 — ar:*H2
and explicitly averaging over term B, it follows

]EHEt - m*Hz = ﬁ z_: E[(w7 - m*)T(ws - .’13*)]

r,s=tp
- AT2 b= Ax, |2 2 N
< (1=t oo =+ PR 57 (g
r,8=tp

Last, apply the coarse bound

t—1

OIS ARSI EEED DR (RN BRCESICE MR}

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. Theorem 1.3 is proved in a similar way,
by explicitly averaging over term A also. 0

2.2. Optimal row-access methods. In one class of challenging least-squares
problems, random noise is injected into b, making it possible to establish rigorous
lower bounds on how quickly any method which accesses a limited number of row—
entry pairs (a;,b;) can converge in its estimates of x,. In this setting, an optimal
method that accesses just ¢ elements of b produces a mean square error that scales
as O(1/t) as t — oo [6]. More precisely, Appendix B provides a construction of
challenging least-squares problems where any row-access algorithm leads to a mean
square error of d/t - ||[A*|*||b — Az,||> or higher. Compared to this lower bound,
Theorem 1.3 guarantees that TARK’s mean square error vanishes at a rate of (2k3,,, —
1)/t - ||AT|]?||b — Az,||? as t — co. Therefore, TARK achieves the optimal O(1/t)
scaling, but the prefactor in TARK’s mean square error bound is not optimal, since
it depends on the square Demmel condition number ﬁﬁem.

Looking forward, there are several paths toward improving the mean square error
of TARK and other row-access methods. First, preconditioning strategies can be
used to reduce the prefactor x%,, toward the theoretical minimum value of d; see
Appendix C for an analysis of optimal preconditioning. Second, row-access methods
can be amplified by using block-wise strategies to process several rows simultaneously.
Several block-wise strategies have been proposed [10, 14, 18, 21], but it is unclear which
strategy of this type is most efficient.

2.3. Numerical demonstration. Figure 1 evaluates the performance of four
RK methods from Table 1 on a polynomial regression task. The goal is to fit a degree-
(d—1) polynomial to n = 10 independent data points (u;, b;) where the u; are equally
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10°

=10"!

lz—z./llx

10° 10! 102 10% 10* 10° 106 -1.0 —0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
Rows Accessed

Fig. 1: Left: Relative errors for four RK methods from Table 1 on a polynomial
regression task. Right: Computed polynomials for RK and TARK compared to target
function.

spaced in [—1,1] and b; are noisy measurements of a smooth function

f(u) = sin(ru) exp(—2u) + cos(4ru),

bi = f(wi) +¢e;, wh
f(u;) +&;, where {Ei -~ N(0,0.04),

For stability, the polynomial is represented as a linear combination p = Z;té x; T}

of the first d = 25 Chebyshev polynomials 7. The polynomial fitting leads to a
10% x 25 linear least-squares problem with a well-conditioned matrix || A||||AT]|| < 6.
This problem is highly overdetermined, but it is small enough to compute an exact
reference solution. See https://github.com/eepperly/Randomized-Kaczmarz-with-T
ail- Averaging for code for all experiments in this paper.

The left panel of Figure 1 compares the four row-access methods from Table 1,
with extended RK omitted because it requires column access. For all four methods,
the total number of rows accessed is ¢t = 10%, which is equivalent to a single pass
over the input data. The TARK burn-in time is set to #;, = 10, the RKU underre-
laxation parameter is 1/v/¢, and the number of threads for RKA is 10. The results
verify that TARK converges past the finite horizon of RK and RKA. RKU similarly
breaks through the finite horizon, but the convergence rate is slower than for TARK.
The right panel of Figure 1 demonstrates that the polynomial computed by TARK
accurately reproduces the target function f, whereas the polynomial found by RK
exhibits noticeable discrepancies.

2.4. Extension: semi-infinite problems. TARK can also be applied to semi-
infinite (infinitely tall, finitely wide) least-squares problems [25]

min / (bu) — a(u) z)? dv(u),
Q

zERY

where (Q,v) is an arbitrary measure space and @ : Q@ — R? and b : @ — R are Ly
functions. The procedure is completely the same:

L. Sample u; ~ [|a(u)[|*/|al[p dv(u) where allz = fola(u)||” dv(u).

2. Update @41 = @ + (b(ur) — aug) "ar) - a(ue) /| a(ur)|.
The natural analog of Theorem 1.2 holds with the same proof. Row-access methods


https://github.com/eepperly/Randomized-Kaczmarz-with-Tail-Averaging
https://github.com/eepperly/Randomized-Kaczmarz-with-Tail-Averaging
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are especially natural in the semi-infinite setting, as infinite columns cannot be directly
stored in finite memory.

3. Ridge regression. The least-squares problem (1.1) can be regularized by
adding a ridge penalty A||z||*:

(3.1)  min|lb— Azx|®> + Nz|® for A e R"™? and b e R" with A > 0, n > d.
xreR*

Adding this term accelerates convergence when the matrix A is ill-conditioned, and
it may reduce the impact of noise in the data (A,b). The unique solution to the
ridge-regularized problem (3.1) is (ATA + )\I)*lATb7 which can be quite different
from the ordinary least-squares solution. Whether or not adding regularization is
appropriate depends on the application.

To compute the ridge-regularized solution, several variants of RK have been sug-
gested:

e RK can be modified to solve a consistent linear system involving the solution
vector € R? and a dual variable y € R” [12, 13]. However, such approaches
require storing and manipulating the length-n vector y, and they also require
multiple passes over the input data. Both requirements are computationally
taxing for the largest systems.

e RK can be applied to the augmented least-squares problem [2]

b A
o)~ L)
and TARK is also an option for solving this system. However, this approach
with either RK or TARK leads to limited accuracy because it treats the regu-
larization term Al|z||> stochastically; see subsection 3.2 for further discussion.
A different, natural approach to the ridge-regularized problem (3.1) was suggested
two decades ago for the task of image reconstruction [2, 23]. The approach combines
stochastic RK iterations for the least-squares term ||b — Az||* with deterministic gra-
dient descent steps for the regularization term /\||.71r;||2 One version of this approach
can be written:

2
(3.2) min

b)
xR

, T
bi, —a;, x;

(3.3) Tip1y2 =X + a;,, Tit1 = HTiy1/2-

2
a,||

The parameter u € (0,1) controls the amount of regularization, resulting in the ridge
parameter A = (1 — p)/p - ||A||12: We call the scheme (3.3) randomized Kaczmarz for
ridge regression (RK-RR). Similar to RK, RK-RR converges up to a finite horizon:

THEOREM 3.1 (Randomized Kaczmarz for ridge regression: convergence to a
horizon).  Assume ®o € range(A'). Then RK-RR (3.3) converges to the ridge-
reqularized solution

1—
(3.4) x, = argmm[ub — Az|? + A||az||2} for x= —L)4)2
zEeR? i

at an exponential rate, up to a finite horizon related to the residual:

2u
(1+p)

1
El|z: — ]| < 20621 — 521 2o — 2] + 5 - llb— Az, |2
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Algorithm 3.1 Tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz for ridge regression (TARK-RR)

Input: Matrix A, vector b, initial estimate zy € R?, regularization y, burn-in time
ty, and final time ¢

1: for sin0,...,t—2do

; 2 2
2 Sample i ~ /A2

bi—a; x
eV Rk e P
4: Ls+1 = ULsy1/2
5: end for
_ t—1

6: Ty = t_ltb Zs:tb T
7: return ;
Method Final rate Handling of Al|z||> Length-d vectors?
Dual methods [12, 13] Exponential Deterministic No X
RK on (3.2) Finite horizon Stochastic Yes v/
TARK on (3.2) Polynomial Stochastic Yes v/
RK-RR Finite horizon Deterministic Yes v/
TARK-RR Polynomial Deterministic Yes v

Table 2: RK variants for ridge regression problems. The table lists the final conver-
gence rate, how the regularization is handled, and whether the method only manipu-
lates length-d vectors.

Compared to the error bounds for RK, the regularization plays a key role in speeding
up the convergence and controlling the size of the horizon. The proof of Theorem 3.1
can be found in Appendix D.

3.1. Tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz for ridge regression. Similar to
RK, the finite horizon of RK-RR can be overcome using tail averaging. The resulting
method is tail-averaged randomized Kaczmarz for ridge regression (TARK-RR); see
Algorithm 3.1. The convergence of TARK-RR is quantified by the following theorem:

THEOREM 3.2 (Mean square error for TARK-RR). Assume xo € range(A')
and recall that the ridge parameter is A = (1 — p)/p - ||A||12; Then Algorithm 3.1
converges to the ridge-reqularized solution x,, (3.4) at a rate that balances exponential
and polynomial convergence:

2p
(t—tu)(1 —p)

polynomial convergence

_ 2 _ 2 1 2
Ellz, — @, |” < 2[*(1 — 62 )™ - o — @l + N [b— Az, |”.

exponential convergence

The proof of Theorem 3.2 can be found in Appendix D. See Table 2 for a comparison
of TARK-RR with other RK-based approaches.

3.2. Numerical demonstration. This section repeats the polynomial regres-
sion experiment from subsection 2.3 but uses an unstable representation of the re-

. . d—1 ; . o . .
gression polynomial p(u) = > j—o T;u’ as a linear combination of monomials. This
change of representation leads to an ill-conditioned problem ||A|/||A™|| ~ 6 x 108.
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N

s s
= =
T R R RK-RR
-2
ERY &1 ---- Dual RK
RK —— TARK on (3.2)
. T TARK —— TARK-RR
107
100 10? 10* 106 10° 10? 10* 106
Rows Accessed Rows Accessed

Fig. 2: Relative errors for RK methods applied to un-regularized (left) and regularized
(right) polynomial regression problems.

The left panel of Figure 2 demonstrates that RK and TARK converge extremely
slowly for the ordinary least-squares system (1.1), motivating the need for regular-
ization. The right panel of Figure 2 shows the results of adding ridge-regularization
with p = 0.999. This approach changes the solution and enables TARK-RR to make
much more progress than the un-regularized methods. Also pictured are the dual RK
method of [12] and TARK applied to the augmented system (3.2). These algorithms
make significantly less progress than TARK-RR, providing evidence that approaches
based on dual variables or the augmented system (3.2) are not competitive for highly
overdetermined linear least-squares problems.

These experiments suggest that the alternating minimization (3.3) may be the
most effective way of incorporating ridge regularization into an iterative least-squares
algorithm. This observation may also have implications for nonlinear optimization,
including the recently proposed SPRING algorithm for variational Monte Carlo sim-
ulation [11].

4. Conclusion. Randomized Kaczmarz has long served as a simple, explicitly
analyzable algorithm that responds to the key scaling challenges of overdetermined lin-
ear least-squares problems. In addition, the detailed analysis of randomized Kaczmarz
has highlighted broader opportunities to understand and improve stochastic gradient
descent methods [20]. Building on this past research, the current work highlights the
opportunity to incorporate tail averaging within randomized Kaczmarz to improve
theoretical error bounds and practical efficiency. These results are highly encour-
aging regarding the use of tail averaging beyond linear least-squares. As additional
contributions, this paper points toward preconditioning and block-wise arithmetic as
opportunities to further speed up the performance of large-scale linear least-squares
solvers, and it suggests alternating minimization as an effective technique for incor-
porating ridge regularization into stochastic iterative methods.
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Algorithm A.1 TARK with increasing burn-in time

Input: Matrix A € R"*¢, vector b € R”, initial estimate o € R?, and final time ¢
1: iold = 07 ﬁnew =0
2: for sin0,...,t—2 do

. 2 2
3: Sample ¢ ~ ||a;||”/||Allg
bifa;rms
4: :133+1 :mg+Waz
5: -:inew = inew + Ts41
6: if s+ 1 is a power of 2 then
7 iold = inewu %new =0
8: end if
9: end for

10: t, = 2Ues2(t)] -1

— 1 ~ ~
11: ; = & (wold —+ :Bnew)
12: return x;

bias and variance, we recommend implementing TARK with a burn-in time that
comprises a quarter to half of the final time, ¢, € [t/4,¢/2]. In practice, we may not
know the final time ¢ in advance, opting to run the algorithm for as many iterations
as needed for the solution to meet some error tolerance. To implement TARK in
a storage-efficient manner in this setting, one can use the following storage-efficient
TARK implementation that implements an increasing burn-in time t;, = 2l1og2(t)J=1,
The approach is based on storing just two extra vectors Zoid, Znew € R, where Zoiq
sums the TARK iterates from time 210820 —1 5 2lloga (0] and .., sums the TARK
iterates from time 2U1°22(t)) to . When the iteration time ¢ hits a power of 2, the two
vectors are updated via Zolq ¢ Zpew and Tpew < 0. At any time ¢, the TARK result
can be quickly calculated using Zyq and T,y as follows:

t—1 ~ ~
3 = 1 Z _ Zold + Tnew
— P =

See Algorithm A.1 for pseudocode.

Appendix B. Lower bounds. The following proposition constrains the best
performance that a row-access method can attain.

PRrROPOSITION B.1 (Lower bound on mean square error). Fize >0 and d > 1.
Any algorithm that can solve all least-squares problems involving all matrices A €
R™*4 and vectors b € R™ with mean square error

(B.1) E|E —a.|® <c- |AT)*]b - Az,

must allow access to t > d/e entries of b.

Previous results [6] have demonstrated the same t = (d/e) scaling; see also the
discussion in [14, sec. 1.1.4].

Proof. Consider applying any least-squares solver to a random class of least-



14 E. N. EPPERLY, G. GOLDSHLAGER AND R. J. WEBBER

squares problems ming||b — Az||* of the form

1 - 0 b
A=|: - | eR™ and b=|:|,
0 - 1 by

where 0,1 € R™ are the vectors of all zeroes and all ones, respectively. Each problem
decomposes into the sum of d simpler problems mincpa Z?Zl |b;—1z;||*>. The random
noise comes from the vectors by, ..., by, which are generated according to

Yi ~ N(0702)’

b; =1y; + z;, f
vikz o {ziNN(o,Im—r}LnT).

In this setup, observe that the joint distribution of b; and y; is given by

2 _1r ... 2 _ 2
o +1 poe o o

1
m

(B'Z) |:b,:| ~ /\/(0, 2), where & = : : :
g o’ o +1— % o?

0'2 DRI 0'2 0'2

3=

Also, the mean and covariance formulas for z; show that 1Tz, = 0 almost surely.

Hence, the optimal least-squares error comes from setting x, = [yl e yd] T, which
leads to

2 ¢ 2
(B.3) E|b— Az, || = Zizl Elz]|* = d(m —1).

This is the expected square error of the optimal least-squares solution.

Now suppose a least-squares solver only accesses a subset of the entries of by with
index set S; C {1,...,m}, a subset of the entries of by with index set So C {1,...,m},
and so on. Conditional on the revealed entries, the vector [27] now has a Gaussian
distribution. In particular, applying the mean and variance formulas for Gaussian
conditioning yields y; ~ N (m;,v?) for

2
g
mi = X(m+1,5,)%(S;,S:) " bi(Si) = T > b,
Sille? =) + 1S
O'4|SZ‘|

2 _ —1 2
v; = [2]7n+1,m+1 — E(m + 1,51')2(52‘,51') E(Si,m—k 1) =0° — |Sl‘(0'2 — %) T 1

These equations can be verified by consulting the formula for 3 in (B.2). Conditional
on the revealed entries of b, the conditional mean m; is the optimal estimator of y;:

m; = ar%minE[|§i —yil?| bz(sz)]

Averaging over the randomness in the unrevealed entries of b, it holds for any esti-
mator &

E[|Z — .]* | b1(S1), - . ., ba(Sa)] = E[llm — @, ||* | b1(S1), - - -, ba(Sa)]
a*[S]

d
2 2
< :d — T ———
Uy o ; ‘Si|(0.2_l)+1

m

[
M=

1

o
I
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Further, averaging over the randomness in all the entries of b,

d
E|Z - a.|* > E|do® - Y

i=1

a*[S|

Sil(02 — L) +1

To simplify this mean square error formula, observe that as long as o2 > 1/m,
the function |S;| — —04(S;|/[|Si|(c* — L) + 1] is decreasing and convex. Since

52?:1 ISi| < t/d, where t is the maximum number of entries accessed, it follows

d 4t 4 2 2
.t do d d o
= 2 2 d _ 2 _
El|Z—z.]? > do®—) Tor-L)31 Y g iid- [ }Jz_l_i_d
m t m t

parll t m

1
m
This lower bound constrains the accuracy of the least-squares solver when applied to
the random problem class.

Now, suppose that the least-squares solver satisfies (B.1). Then for this problem
class the approximation error must satisfy
m—1

Bl - @.® < < | AYPElb - Az, |? = ed- =,

since ||AT||> = 1/m and E||b — Az,||2 = m(d — 1) (B.3). Last, the relation

A

d? d o? dm—l
T

t m
can only hold for arbitrarily large values of 02 and m if the maximum number of
entries accessed is t > d/e. 0

Proposition B.1 also leads to a bound on the mean square residual error E||b —
Az|%
COROLLARY B.2 (Lower bound on mean square residual error). Fize > 0 and

d > 1. Any algorithm that can solve all least-squares problems involving all matrices
A € R™*? and vectors b € R™ with mean square residual error

(B.4) E|b— AZ|2 < (1+¢)- ||b— Az,|>

must allow access to t > d/e entries of b.

Proof. By an orthogonal decomposition, |[b— AZ||? = ||[b— Az, |*+||AZ— Ax,|]?.
Thus, (B.4) can be rewritten as

E|AZ — Az, |]? <c-|b— Ax,|?>.
Any algorithm that guarantees (B.4) also guarantees
E|ATAZ — .|| = E|AT(AZ — Ax,)|?
< [|AT|*E|AZ - Az, |® <e- | AT*[b— Az, .

By Proposition B.1, the algorithm must allow access to t > d/e entries of b. a0

Appendix C. Achieving the lower bounds: Preconditioning and ini-
tialization. Comparing the TARK error bound Theorem 1.2 to the lower bound
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Proposition B.1, we recognize two possible areas for improvement: the presence of the
square Demmel condition number nﬁem in place of the dimension d and the burn-in
period needed to wash out the influence of the initialization xg. The former problem
can by addressed by applying TARK to a preconditioned version of the least-squares
problem

Yy, = argmin“b — (ARfl)yHQ; z, =R 'y,.
yER?
The latter problem can be addressed using a careful choice of g ~ x,.

Both preconditioning and finding a high-quality initialization can be computa-
tionally expensive, perhaps prohibitively expensive when A is large. Nevertheless,
the following result demonstrates that, given the computational resources to compute
these objects, even a simple row-access method like TARK can achieve near-optimal
results:

THEOREM C.1 (Preconditioned TARK with volume sampling). Given a matriz
A € R™*? of rank v and a vector b € R™, consider the following algorithm.:
1. Calculate a thin QR decomposition A = QR for Q € R™"*".
2. Sample a subset of r rows S C {1,...,m} from the square-volume distribution

18]

_ det(Q(S,)°
25— det(Q(S/, )%

3. Apply TARK with the initial estimator y, = lebs to solve miny||b— Qyl*.
4. Solve the triangular system © = RT y,, where g, is the output vector from
TARK.
Then, the TARK-based solution & € R? satisfies

P(S)

tn
E|lb— Az < [14— <1 - 1) rp 2o 1} lb - A,
T t—tb

where ty, and t the burn-in time and final time used in TARK. In particular, setting
ty, = t/2, this algorithm achieves the guarantee E||b — AZ|? < (1 +¢) - ||b — Az,
after evaluating just

2 4r —2
tr+rlog<r) + ! entries of b.
€ €

Proof. Because @ has orthonormal columns, every vector y € R” satisfies

Ib-Qul’” = lb-Qu.|"+|Qu-Qu.|" = [b-Qu.|[*+ly — v.I* fory, =Q"b.

Derezifiski & Warmuth [8, Thm. 8] demonstrates that y, = Qg 'bs satisfies

Ellb — Qyol* < (r+1)- b — Qy,||” and equivalently Ellyg —y,|I” < r- b Qy.*.
Conditional on y,, TARK achieves a fast convergence rate

B[l - Quil*|vo| = b - Qu.|* +E [[5, - v.]" | v,

2r —1 2 1\" 2
§|:1+ttb:|Hb_Qy*H +(1_,’,) HyO_y*”
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By averaging over y,, the overall convergence rate is

e 1\" 2r—1 2
E|[b — Qv §{1+(1T) r+t_tb]~||be*||.

Since Hb — QﬂtH2 = Hb — AEEH2 and Hb — Qy*H2 = Hb — Aw*HQ, this completes the
proof. 0

The problem of approximately solving a least-squares problem from a small num-
ber of entry evaluations of the vector b has also received recent attention in the context
of active learning [6, 19]. Existing approaches achieve the guarantee ||b—AZ||? < (1+
g)-]|b— Az, ||? with high probability after accessing just O(r/e) [6] or O(rlogr+1/¢)
[9, 27] entries of b. Compared to this previous work, Theorem C.1 attains nearly the
optimal rate and is among the simplest and most explicit bounds for active linear
regression methods.

Appendix D. Proofs for ridge regression. This section proves the RK-RR
and TARK-RR error bounds. The analysis roughly parallels the analysis in subsec-
tion 2.1. However, the proof of Theorem 3.1 requires a new strategy, since there is
not a simple one-step recursion bounding E|xs1q — mHHQ in terms of E||x; — :c“||2.
Instead, it is necessary to use a bias—variance decomposition inspired by [7, 14].

LEMMA D.1 (Multi-step expectations). The RK-RR iteration (3.3) satisfies

S—r
_ ATA
sl = |1 ] orom)
1A
for any r < s, where the expectation averages over the random indices iy, ..., is_1.

Proof. For any t > 0, rewrite the RK-RR iteration (3.3) as

T _aT

a; a;, bi, i
(D.1) Tip1 — X, :u{I— 2](:1:,5 —x,) +p 5 Pai, — (1 - pz,.
Ha’itH Halt”
By averaging over the random index iy,
ATA AT (b— Az,)
]E[:ctH |mt] u[l 2] T4 u—Qu —(1-pex,.
| A% Az

The ridge-regularized solution ,, is characterized by AT (b—Axm,) = I_T” ||A||% Ty,

so the last two terms cancel. Hence, by averaging over the random indices i, ..., %5 1,
ATA

(D.2) E[$t+1:| =1 lI — 21 E[mt] for each t € {r,...,s — 1}.
Al

The result follows by chaining these equations together. 0

LEMMA D.2 (Demmel condition number bound). For any « € range(A') and
any s > 0,

.
xr[I_AA

S
x < (1—r72)%x|?.
||A||%] —( dem) H ||
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Proof. The result follows by expanding @ in A’s right singular vectors. a

Proof of Theorem 3.1. To analyze the RK-RR iteration (D.1), introduce a bias
sequence m; and a variance sequence v; that are recursively defined by

_ _ a;,a,,
my = Xy — Ty, myy1 =p|l— TAE my,
(27
al b, —alx
vo =0, Vi1 = [I - ““2] v + Nlti“guan -(1- M)wu-
la, | a, |

By mathematical induction, the sequences satisfy «; — x, = m; + v; for each ¢t > 0,
and also my, vy € range(AT) for each ¢ > 0. Intuitively, m; captures the error due
to the initial bias xg — x,, and v; captures the remaining error.

Using the bias-variance decomposition, it follows that ||z; — @, < 2||m|* +
2||v¢||?, and hence

2 2 2
Ellx; —z,||” < 2E[m]l” + 2E[v" .
—— ——
square bias term  variance term
The rest of the proof analyzes the square bias and variance terms separately.

To bound the square bias term, average over the random index i; and apply
Lemma D.2:
mt:|

2, T Al 2 2 2
= Ky I- P} my SM (1_Hdcm)||mt” .
IAllw

CLZ',ICL;r
E[lme|? | m,] = ﬂQE[m? (I - ’n3>””

a;,

Therefore, by averaging over the random indices g, ..., i1,
Ellmg|® < p2(1— ngil)]E”thQ, for each t € {0,...,7 — 1}.
This equation implies
Ellm|* < [1*(1 = rg2)) 2o — 2ull?,

which is an exponentially decreasing bound on the square bias.

The analysis of the variance is more delicate. Since v; follows the same recurrence
as @, the relation (D.2) from the proof of Lemma D.1 can also be applied to vy,
yielding

ATA

Elvip1| = pl|l— ——
[ l 1A]2

1 E[vt] for each ¢ > 0.

This condition together with the initial condition vy = 0 shows that E[v;11] = 0 for
each t > 0, and consequently

(D.3) Ellvi1]? < Ellvigs + (1 — p)a,|®>  for each t > 0.



RANDOMIZED KACZMARZ WITH TAIL AVERAGING 19

Next, calculate

2
T T
a. a, b;, —a'x
lvigr + (1 — M)quQ = M[I T }’Ut +MMC%

s, |2 g, ||I”

T T, |2
2 T au“u} Q‘bit _aitwu‘
=p v, [I—- Ve + P
' [ i, |2 las, |
b, —alx
2
< ol + 2 2 |all|‘|2“’
Tt

The first line uses the definition of v;y1, and the second and third lines the fact that

-
I- % is an orthogonal projection matrix that is idempotent and annihilates the
vector 511 .-

By averaging over the random index i,, it follows

2 20, 12 4,2 H B ATm“H
Elviss + (1= x| | ve] < p?lloell” +n 5
Al
Moreover, by averaging over the random indices g, ..., 4;—1 and using (D.3),
2 2 H 7 ATm“H
E”'Ut_;,_lH S /JzEH'Ut” + ‘U2w, for each t Z 0.
F

This equation leads to a simple bound on the variance

b—ATa,|’

2 — T

2 Iz H ”H

E”vt” < 1 _'uz : ||AH2 ’
F

which follows because > oo, u?® = p?/(1 — u?). The stated result follows from the
definition of A. ad

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Start by decomposing the mean square error as follows:

E||z, — || = ﬁ S E[(2, — 20 (s — ).

r,8=tp

Next analyze the terms E[(x, — @,)" (x5 — ,)] for r < s using Lemma D.1 and

Theorem 3.1:

E[(@, — @) (s — )] = E[(x — @) B[z — @, | ]

T s—r
= TE l(:cr - m#)T [I A A] (xr — :Cu)]

T A2
| Az

<p " Elle, - J’HHQ
2/1'S_T+1
AL +p)

term B

<2t (1= k32 - ||eo — 2|+ b — Az, |?.

term A
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By bounding term A uniformly as

2 (1 — kg2 o — wul|” < 20?1 — w32 )] - [|lmo — 4

and explicitly averaging over term B, it follows

e = o Bl e )]

r,5=t}

2u||b— Ax ,
4l u|| Z'“ls |

< 2[:“’2(1 - [i;2 )]thwO _wNHZ )\(1 +,LL tftb 2

em
r,5=t}

Last, apply the coarse bound

t—1

_ B 1+p
ls=rl < (t — 1) | =142 =(t—t
Zr,s:tbu 7( b + Zs— b)l—,u’

which completes the proof.
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