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Abstract

In this paper we introduce new methods for convex optimization problems with inexact
stochastic oracle. First method is an extension of the intermediate gradient method proposed
by Devolder, Glineur and Nesterov for problems with inexact oracle. Our new method can be
applied to the problems with composite structure, stochastic inexact oracle and allows using
non-Euclidean setup. We prove estimates for mean rate of convergence and probabilities of
large deviations from this rate. Also we introduce two modifications of this method for strongly
convex problems. For the first modification we prove mean rate of convergence estimates and for
the second we prove estimates for large deviations from the mean rate of convergence. All the
rates give the complexity estimates for proposed methods which up to multiplicative constant
coincide with lower complexity bound for the considered class of convex composite optimization
problems with stochastic inexact oracle.

e

Introduction

In this paper we introduce new first-order methods for problems from rather wide class of convex
composite optimization problems with stochastic inexact oracle. First order methods are widely
developed since the earliest stage of development of optimization theory, see e.g. [I, 2]. The book
[3] started an activity in providing complexity bounds for proposed methods and for considered
classes of problems (see also [4]). Later for convex problem with special structure ellipsoid methods
(e.g. [5]) and interior-point methods [6] were proposed. These methods have very fast convergence
rate but have rather costly iterations requiring for solving n-dimensional problem about n? — n* [4]
arithmetic operations. This makes them ineffective for large dimensions (n > 10°). In last decade
problems of large and huge dimension [7] became one of the main focus of the research in optimization
methods due to large amount of application areas such as telecommunications, the Internet, traffic
flows, machine learning, mechanical disign etc. Usually in this areas requirements for precision of the
approximation of the optimal value are not very high. This allows to use first-order methods which
converge slower but have nearly dimension independent rate of convergence and each their iteration
requires about n? or less arithmetic operations. So it is important to develop new effective first-order
methods.

Let E be a finite-dimensional real vector space and E* be its dual. We denote the value of linear
function g € E* at x € E by (g, z). Let ||| be some norm on E. In this paper we consider composite
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optimization problem of the form

min{p(z) := f(z) + (@)}, (1.1)
where () C F is a closed convex set, h(x) is a simple convex function, f(z) is convex function with
stochastic inexact oracle. This means that for every x € @ there are fs(z) € R and gs(z) € E*
such that

L
0< f(y) = for(z) = (gar(z),y —x) < Sllz —yl* +0, Wyeq, (1.2)
and also that instead of (fs (), gs(z)) (we will call this pair a (J, L)-oracle) we use their stochastic

approximations (Fs (z,§),Gs(z,£)). The latter means that at all point z € @, we associate with
x a random variable ¢ whose probability distribution is supported = C R and such that

EeFs(z,€) = fo0(2) (1.3)
EcGsr(r,§) = gso(z) .
Ee([|Gs (2, €) = gsn(@)].)* < o (1.5)

Here || - [ is the dual norm corresponding to || - [|£: [|gll« = sup,cp{(g,¥) : lyllez < 1}.

Note that this class of problems is very wide and includes for example problems of stochastic
optimization, smooth and non-smooth problems (see [10]), problems with error in gradient, such
problems as LASSO [§].

The work [I0] considers the case of deterministic (0, L)-oracle. It is shown there that Dual
Gradient Method for minimizing function f(z) generates an approximate solution with the error

@] (LTR2 + 6), where R is the distance between the starting point and the solution and k is the

iteration counter. Also the authors show that Fast Gradient Method for minimizing function f(x)

LR?
k2

of the oracle. In [9] the same authors propose an Intermediate Gradient Method with the error
(@) (LR2 + kp_1§>, where p € [1, 2] is chosen before the method starts. This method allows to choose

generates an approximate solution with the error O ( + k5> and hence accumulates the error

kP
the tradeoff between the rate of convergence and rate of error accumulation by choosing appropriate
value of p. In the thesis [13] all the mentioned above methods are extended for non-Euclidean setup.
Also in [14, 15] the authors construct the method for composite stochastic optimization which can
be used both for smooth and for non-smooth functions, but they don’t consider deterministic error
of the oracle.

In this paper we are in the framework of the mentioned above stochastic inexact oracle which
means that on each step of the algorithm we get the information with both stochastic and deter-
ministic error. This framework is more general than the one considered in [14] [I5]. We generalize
the Intermediate Gradient Method for the case of composite optimization problem and stochastic
error. The result is Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method (Algorithm (1)) which can be used in

non-Euclidean setup and has the mean rate of convergence of O (LR2 + ‘\T/—% + kp_1(5) (Theorem

kP
which can be useful if the noise level o is rather small and the constant L is large. Also with some
so-called light-tail assumption about random variables & we obtain the bound for large deviations
from the mean rate (Theorem [3.5)). Then we propose an accelerated method for strongly convex
problems (Algorithm [2) and estimate its rate of convergence (Theorem [4.1)). Finally we introduce
Algorithm |3| which allows to control large deviations from the mean rate of convergence (Theorem
4.2). It follows from the results of [3], [13] that the obtained mean rates of the above algorithms lead
to complexity estimates which up to multiplicative constant coincide with lower complexity bounds
for the considered class of convex composite optimization problems with stochastic inexact oracle.



2 Notation and terminology

We assume that we have chosen some norm || - || on E. By Jf(z) we denote subdifferential of the
function f(x) at point z. Also we need a proz-function d(x) which is differential and strongly convex
with the parameter 1 on ) with respect to ||-||. Let ¢ be the minimizer of d(x) on Q. By translating

and scaling d(z) if necessary, we can always ensure that
1
d(xg) =0, d(x)> §||x —x0l|?, VreQ. (2.1)
We define also the corresponding Bregman distance:
V(z,z) =d(z) —d(z) — (Vd(z),z — z). (2.2)

Due to the strong convexity of d(x) with parameter 1, we have:

V(z,z) > —H:c —z||>, Vr,z€Q. (2.3)

3 Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method

Let {a;}i0, {Bi}i0, {Bi}i>0 be three sequences of coefficients satisfying

Qp € (O, 1], Bi-‘,—l Z /BZ > L, Vi Z 0, (31)

0<a,<Bi Yi>0, (3.2)
k

;B < BpBr_1 < (Z Oéi) Br-1, Vk=>1 (3.3)
=0

We define also A, = Z?:o o; and 7; = O‘T Note that by definition ag = Ag = By. The Stochastic
Intermediate Gradient Method is described below as Algotithm [1]

3.1 General convergence rate

Let us obtain the convergence rate of the proposed method in terms of the sequences {A;}, {B;}, and
{B;}. Denote by Wy(z) = Bed(x) + o8 i [Fsp(xi, &) + (Gsp(ws, &), ¢ — ;) + h(x)], our model of
the objective function, ¥} = mingeq Vi () its minimal value on the feasible set and &y = (o, - - -, &)
the history of the random process after k iterations. Let us show that {yx}r>0 and {¥(x)}r>o define
a sequence of estimate functions.

Lemma 3.1. For all k > 0 the following inequality holds

App(yr) < Vi + Ei (3.10)
with
k 3 B,
Be=3_ B+ =7 (IGsrlw &) - gsnlen)l-) '+
i=0 i=0 "

+ Z a;(fsr(x) — Fsp(x, &)+

+ Z géL(%) Gsr(7i,8), 21 — Yic1)-



ALGORITHM 1: Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method

Input: The sequences {«;}i>0, {Bi}i>0, {Bi}i>o0, functions d(z), V(z, z).
Output: The point y;.

Compute x¢ = arg mingeg{d(z)}.

Let & be a realization of the random variable &.

Compute Gs r,(x0, o)-

Compute
Yo = arg ;Iéiél{ﬁod(iﬁ) + ao(Gs,L(%0,60), T — o) + h(x)}

k=0.
repeat

Compute

k
2z = arg géig{ﬁkd(x) + > ailGs (@i, &), w — x3) + Agh(x)}
i=0
Let

Tk+1 = TkRK + (1 - Tk)yk
Let &x41 be a realization of the random variable €.
Compute G5 1, (Tri1, Ept1)-

Compute
Tpy1 = arg géig{ﬁkv(wa 2) + 1 (Go, 0 (g1, Ept1), T — 2k) + a1 h(x) )
Let
Wit1 = ThTpg1 + (1 — 7o) Ur
Let 4 B B
k+1 — Br+1 k41
Yk+1 = Yk + W41
- Aps1 Ay o
until;

Proof. Denote f; = fsr(xi), gi = gsn(xi), Fi = Fsp(2:,&), Gi = Gs (24, &). Note that for all

geEE", xe E (>0:

Ciin2 Lo
> > _ ,
(9.5 + Sllel =~ gl
Let us prove first that the statement is true for £ = 0.
. 63
N4 = Bod(yo) + o [Fo + (Go, yo — o) + h(yo)]
; B0 \lyo — 0|2 + o [Fo + (Go, yo — wo) + h(%o)]
(3-1)
> ag [ Fo + (Go, yo — 7o) +h(90)+%”yo—$0’|2]
= ao [ fo + (90,90 — o) + h(yo) + llyo — woll?] +
+ap [Fo — fo+(Go — g0, yo — o) + ﬂo;LH?JO - I0||2}
(1.2)),(3.11)

ao [f(yo) + h(yo) — ] + ao [Fo — fo] —

—5322211Go — g2
which is (3.10) for k£ = 0 since ag = Ay = By.

(3.11)

Let us assume that (3.10) is true for some & > 0 and prove that it is also true for & + 1. Let

gh(z) € Oh(z;). From the optimality condition in (3.5)) we have:

!
(BeVd(z1) + Z%‘Gz‘ + Apgh(zi), v — z) >0, VreQ.

1=0

(3.12)



Using the inequality [1 > [ we get:

Y

z)

Brsrd(@) + 3050 o [F + (G x — 23)] + Apr1h()

E3)
> BV, 2) + Brd(zr) + Br(Vd(z), © — 2i)+
+ S [F 4 (G — )] + Apah(2)
.
> BV, z) + Brd(2n) + Do i [Fs + (G 2 — 23) ]+
+Apph(z) + (Argh(z), 2e — )+
st [Frg1 + (Gre1, T — Tpg))
> Brd(z) + 00 i [Fy+ (G, 2 — ) + h(z)]+
+68:V (x, 2) + g1 [Frp1 + (Grs1, ¢ — Tpy1) + h(x)]
E3)

Ui + BV (z, 2)+
k1 [Fryr + (Gryr, T — Tpy1) + h(2)]

In the last inequality we used that due to the convexity of h(z) Axi1h(z) + (Argh(zk), 2k — x) >

Akh(2k> + O[k+1h(x).

Also, since Ay = (Bgs1 — @gy1) + (Ars1 — Bry1) we have the following chain of inequalities.

>

5y
IS

—
[\

>

Ui+ app1 [Frgr + (Gry1, ¢ — Tppa) + ()]

Aro(yr) — B 4+ agyr [Frar + (Gryr, @ — 2pp1) + h(x)]
Aph(y) + (Ars1 — Brya) f(ye) + (Bryr — awgr) f(ye)—
—FB + apaq [Fk+1 + <Gk’+1a Tr— xk+1> + h(ﬂ?)]

(Art1 — Bry1) f(yr) — Bt

+(Br1 — @hy1) (frr1 + (vt Yo — Trpa)) +

+agp1 [Frp1 + (Gry1, ¢ — Tpp1)] + g h(x) + Aph(yr)
(Ak+1 — Brep1) f(yr) — By + agah(z) + Aph(yr)+
+Bi1Frg1 + (Brg1 — Qg1 (fror — Frr)+

+(Brt1 — 1) {Gkr1 — Grg1s Yo — Tigr )+

F(Grg1, (B — g1) (Yr — Trg1) + Qg1 (T — Tpg1))

Biy1Fis1 + (Begr — o) [froyr — Fepa+
+ (Grt1 — Gt Uk — Tg1) + hyw)] +
ak+1(Gk+1, xr — Zk> — Ek + ()ék+1h(l')+
+(Ags1 — Bra1) (f () + h(yr))-



Using (3.13)) we obtain:

Ui = Biy1Fyr + mingeq {8V (2, 21)+

+ ap1{Gre1, © — 2) + aph(z)} — Ey,
+(Ags1 — Brg1)e(yr)+

(Bry1 — ig1) [frer1 — Frga+

(k1 — Grr1s Yk — Tog1) + R(ye)]

Bii1 Fi1 + BV (&kga, 21)+

+ 01 (Grtts Th1 — 2) + i1 h(Tpy1) — Ep+
+(Ags1 — Big1)o(yr)+

+(Brg1 — ir1) i1 — Frpr+

+ (gr41 — Grg1, Uk — Trg1) + h(yi)]

Bk+1 [Fros1 + Te{Grit, B — 25)+

a2k — 2l*] -

—Ey + (Br1 — ang1) [fror — Pt

+{Gr+1 — Gra1, Yb — Trgr)] +

Biy1(mih(Zk4+1) + (1 — 71)h(yr))+
+(Ars1 — Brt1)e(yr)

(3-3),(3-8)

> Bk42r1 [Fios1 + Ti(Grt, Bagr — 20+
R s — 2l”] — Bt
+H(Bry1 — @rg1) [for1 — Frgrt
+ (grt1 — Gret, Yo — Trp1)] + Brprh(wi)+
+(Ak+1 — Brs1) (k)
©56).33)

> Bis1[Fre1 + (G, W1 — Tiga)+
+%Hwk+l — e I + h(wii)] — Bet
+H(Bry1 — @rg1) [for1 — Frgrt
+{Gr+1 — Gry1, Ye — Trgr)] +
+(Ak41 — Brs1) (k)

— Byt [frs1 + (Grr1, Whn — Tppa)+
+&lwe s — 2 ll® + M(wiia)] — Ert
+ Byt [Fk-H — frr1 + (Gri1 = Grr1, We1 — Tpy1)+
+ A= w1y — g [2] +

(Bk+1 — apg1) [frr1 — Fregrt

+ (Grt1 — Grg1, Yk — Tig1)| +
+(Ag1 — Bryr)o(yr)

15

MY

2

> B (f(wrg1) + h(wey1) — 0) — By,
+a1 (Fros1 — frog1)+
+(Bit1 — @p41){Gr+1 — Grt1, Yo — Thy1)+
+ By i1 [(Gk+1 = Gkt1, Wey1 — Tpy1)+
+Bk+1 [wir1 = zpi]*]+

(Ak:+1 — Bri1)e(yi)
(3-9),(3.11)

> Ap190(Yrt1) — Ex — B0+
a1 (Frr — fog1)+
+(Brg1 — 1) (g1 — Grst, Yo — Thp1)—
5il_L”gk+1 — Grnll?,




which in view of (3.6) is (3.10]) for k& + 1. O
Lemma 3.2. For all k > 0 the following inequality holds

Uy(z) < App(x) + Brd(z) + Eip(x), Yz eQ (3.13)
with

k
Zozz Fsp(z4,&) — foo(xi)+
1=0

(Gosn(75,8) — gs,.0.(w3), 2 — x%ﬂ

Proof. Using the notation introduced in Lemma we have:
Up(z) = Brd(z) + Zf:o Q; [fz + (g, T — Iz)}—l—
+ Zfzo (% [Fz — fi+{Gi —gi, v — %” + Aph(x)
_
< Bude) + Awple) + Eula).

O
Combining Lemma and Lemma we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the function f is endowed with a stochastic inexact oracle with noise

level o, bias & and constant L. Then the sequence yy generated by the Algorithm[1, when applied to
the problem (1.1)), satisfies

o(yr) — 9" < A—k(ﬁkd +ZB(5+

+ Z G Gonlen &) — sl
+ Zaz G&L xZ?&’L) - 967L(.’17i),$* —_ xz>+
+ Z G(SL(JJZ:&.’J g(S,L(fEi)uyi—l - Zz‘_1>). (314>

Proof. From the inequalities (3.10)), (3.13]), by the definition of Wy (z) and ¥} we have:
Arp(yr) < Wy + B < Wi (2*) + By, < Arp™ + Brd(a") + Ey(x*) + Ej,
which immediately gives the statement of the theorem. O

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the function f is endowed with a stochastic inexact oracle with noise

level o, bias § and constant L. Then the sequence yi generated by the Algorithm [1, when applied to
the problem (|1.1)), satisfies

Brd(z") | Y5 Bid
< L=
=4 + A, +




Proof. Since E, [G¢|§[i—1]] = g¢; and since x;, y;_1, and z;_; are deterministic functions of

(&0, -, &—1), we have Eg, [(G; — gi, 2" — 2)|&i—y] = Ee, [(Gi — g5, yi1 — zi-1)|&i—yy] = 0. There-
fore the expectation of fourth and fifth term in (3.14) with respect to &, ..., & is zero. Also by our

assumption Ee, [||G; — g:||?|€p—1)] < 02 and hence Eg, ¢, [Zi:[} giBTlL”Gz‘ - gz||f} <> BiB_ngz‘ O

3.2 General probability of large deviations

*

In this section we obtain an upper bound on the probability of large deviation for the p(yx) — ¢*.
To obtain our results we make the following additional assumptions

1. &, ..., & are i.i.d random variables.

2. Gsp(z,&) satisfies the light-tail condition E¢ [exp (”G‘S’L(I’ggg‘s’ﬂx)”?‘)} < exp(1).

3. Set @ is bounded with diameter D = max, e ||z — vl
We will need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.3 ([11], [13]). Let &, ..., & be a sequence of realizations of the i.i.d. random variables
Xo,..., Xi and let A; = Ai(&y) be a deterministic function of &) such that for all i > 0:

2

E {eXp (ﬁ) \f[z'—u} < exp(1)

o2
and cy, . .., cx 1S a sequence of positive coefficients. Then we have for any k > 0 and any Q2 > 0:
k k
P (Z A2 > (14 Q) Zci02) < exp(—9Q).
i=0 i=0
Lemma 3.4 ([12], [13]). Let &, ..., & be a sequence of realizations of the i.i.d. random variables

Xo, ..., Xy and let I'; and n; be a deterministic function of §) such that:
2. || < ¢ini, where ¢; is positive deterministic constant.
2
3. K [eXp (%) IS[H]} < exp(1).
Then for any k >0 and any 2 > 0:

k
P Z r; > V3Q0
=0

Theorem 3.3. If the assumptions[1], [3 [3 are satisfied, then for all k > 0 and all Q > 0, the sequence
generated by the SIGM satisfies:

Brd(z*)  SiyBid
IP) _ * > 1=
(so(yk) L T I
1+Q¢~ B, | 2DoV/30
Ay Bi — LU Ay,

=0




Proof. From the Theorem we know that for the SIGM, the gap ¢(yx) — ¢* can be bounded
from above by the sum of four quantities:

* k .
1. deterministic I1(k) = 6’“%5 ) 4 ijlokBZ&,

2. random Ir(k, &) = ALI»@ S %HG(S,L(%, &) — gs.0(x:)]|2,
3. random I3(k, &) = A ZZ (B — i) GG (i, &) — gs.0(2i), i1 — zim1),
4. random Iy(k,&w) = - Yoo @i{Gon (i, &) = go (i), 2* — i),
For I5(k, &) using Lemma with A; = ||Gs (2, &) — gs.0(2:)]|« and ¢; = % we obtain:
k

1+ B;
P<I2(kaf[k])2 g L02> < exp(~Q)

i=0 "

forall k>0 and Q2 > 0.
For I3(k7£[k]> using Lemma with I'; = (Bi - ai)ﬁ<G5,L(l’i;§i) - 95,L($z’)7%71 - Zi71>7 n =
1Gs5.L(wi, &) — gsn(w)||s and ¢; = %2 i

Do 32
P I3(k, &) > oV

for all £ > 0 and €2 > 0.

For Iy(k, &) using Lemma 3.4 with I'; = G-(Gs (2, &) — gs.(2i), 2" — @), mi = [|Go,n(2, &) —

gs..(x;)||« and ¢; = Ojgf

Do+ 32

>

for all £ > 0 and €2 > 0. Combining these results we obtain the statement of the theorem. O

3.3 Choice of the coefficients

In Theorem we have obtained mean rate of convergence for SIGM and in Theorem we have
obtained bounds for probability of large deviations for the error of the algorithm. These results are

formulated in terms of sequences {«; }i>0, {Bi}i>0, { Bi}i>o satistying (3.1] . (3-3). Let us choose

LR O'R

these sequences to obtain the rate of convergence of ©

some parameters. Let us assume that we know a number R such that /2d(z*) < R. We choose

1 /i pl
0= - <Z “’) Vi, (3.15)
a\ p
bo . 2p— .
Bi:L+E(z+p+1) =, Vi>0, (3.16)
1 . 2p—2
Bi:aagz_(erp) Vi 0. (3.17)
a\ p



Then inequalities (3.1)) and (3.2)) hold and we need to check that ( also holds. Also we have

k k
1
= g o > —/ (Zl?—i—p) dz + ap > (l{:+p) (3.18)
i=0 a Jo p a P

Clearly for any ¢ > 0:

—2 2p—2
agzé(“p) Sl(@) <
a p a p
1 /k P
: (ﬂ) < A,
a p
If we choose a = 275 then
1 [k+p\?*? 2p—1
~ (—p) (k+p+1)* <
a p
1 [k 2 o1 1 [k g p
<! (ﬂ) (h+p)t <2 (ﬂ) (k + p) 2
a p a p
Last two sequences of inequalities prove that (3.3]) holds.
Using (3.18)) we have
6kd($*) ﬂkRZ b 2 2p 3 p P
< L k 1 R272 | —— | . 3.19

Also using (3.18)) and the fact that p € [1,2] we have the following chain of inequalities

A
[\
Do
T
iy
7N
ol
+ 138
3
N—
kS
VR
VR
ol
= |+
S
N———
DO
3
N
VR
ol
= |+
S
N———
N
S
b
~_—
VA

< 271 ((%)H + 1) 5. (3.20)

Using (3.18)) we have the following inequalities
k

2 , p k 2p 2
U_Z B; < oR Z (i + p)
Ay — Bi— L — bp*=2 \ k +p -
URp2_p k 3
< - 1 2
< b<k+p)p;(z+p+ y
oRp* P

k+1 5
< - 1P 2dr <

oRp*? (k+p+ 2)”*%

-1 (k+py (3.21)

10



Combining estimates (3.19), (3.20), (3.21) we get for the estimation from Theorem
Exo...xi0(ye) — " <

bo 2p 2p=3 p \"
L+ —(k 1 R*»275 | —
(2 R0 et () +
+0Rp2_p (k+p+2)r:
bp—3) (k+ppr

p—1
+ 92p—1 ((@) + 1) § <
p

LR?*pp2%5 3+
- (k+pp
oR(k+p+2)P 2 ( 3 2p1_p)
+ b2PT3pP 4 +
(k+p)» ry
p—1
4 o2l ((?) + 1) .

5—2p

Choosing optimal b =274 p = we get the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. If the sequences {Ozl}izo, {Bi}io0, {Bi}i>0 are chosen from relations (3.15)), (3.16)),
1) with a = 2% and b= 2°7" _22,, then the sequence vy, generated by the SIGM satisfies:

I[‘-?‘Xo ~~~~~ ngp(yk) - 90* <

oR27T" VP(k+p+2)P

(k+p)p (k+p)p

L (E+p\PT C,LR?> CyoR -
+ 2%t (—) +1]6< + + C3kP716 =

( p I Vk ’
LR? OoR
— Ly X2
S ( e + \/E + k (5)

where Cy = 4v/2, Cy = 16v/2, C5 = 48.
Similarly to what we have done to prove (3.20) we can get the following inequality:

k

_QZ Z_ker

k i—0

This with (3.19)), (3.20]), (3.21]) gives us the following corollary of Theorem

Theorem 3.5. If the sequences {a;}i>o, {Bi}is0, {Bi}io are chosen from relations (3.15)), (3.16)),

11



5—2p 1—2p

(13.17) with a = 2% and b=2"4 p 2 then the sequence yy generated by the SIGM satisfies:

P (@(yk) — ">

> ClLR2 4 CQ(l + Q)UR+
W VE

_ C4DO'\/§
+ Csk? 1o+ ——— | <
3 \/E >
< P(s@(yk) - >
LR*pw2"s°  (1+Q)oR27T" \/p(k +p+2)P~2
+ +
(k+p)r (k+p)r

4 o1 (@)lerl 5+2D0— VO8p )
p vVk+p )~

< 3 eXp<_Q)7

where Cy = 4v/2, Cy = 16v/2, Cy = 48, Cy = 4/3.

4 Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method Accelerated

In this section we consider two modifications of the SIGM method for strongly convex problems.
For the first modification we obtain mean rate of convergence and for the second we bound the
probability of large deviations from this rate. Both modifications are based on the restart technique
which was previously used in [I5] and [16].

Throughout this section we assume that F is Euclidean space with scalar product (-, -) and norm
llz|| = \/{x, Hz), where H is symmetric positive definite matrix. Also we assume that the function

@(x) in (1.1 is strongly convex:
u
Sle=yl* < ely) —¢(@) = (9(x).y —2), Vr,yeQ, g(z) € dp(x).
As a corollary we have
p(x) — p(x®) >

where z* is the solution of the problem (|1.1)).
Let us assume without loss of generality that the function d(z) satisfies conditions 0 =
arg min,co d(z) and d(0) = 0.

Mo — 0, Yo e Q (@1

4.1 Method with Mean Rate of Convergence

In this subsection we make the following assumption on the prox-function d(z). We assume that if
7o is random vector such that E,, ||z — x¢[|* < RZ for some fixed point # and number Ry then

r—x V2
Ewod( I 0) < — (4.2)

0 -2

12



for some V' > 0. This assumption is satisfied for example for prox-functions with quadratic growth
with constant V2 which means that d(z) < V;HxHQ for all x € E. Several examples of such prox-

functions can be found in [16]. Using this assumption we can obtain the following corollary of the
Theorem 3.4

Lemma 4.1. Assume that we start the Algorithm (1| from random point x¢ such that E,,||z* —
zol|* < R3 and hence || holds with x = x*. We use the function d %) as the proz-function

in the algorithm. Also assume that on k-th ileration of the Algorithm [1 we ask oracle m times,

getting answers Gop(Tp1,&41), @ = 1,...,m and use Gy r(Tp1) = IS Gon(@hr1, Ehyy) in
(3.7) instead of Gs,p(Tps1,&kv1). We assume that &, i =1,...,m are i.i.d for fivzed k + 1. Also let
the assumptions of the Theorem[3.4) hold. Then

Eqo X0, x.0(Uk) — " <
OlLR(Q)VZ OQO'R()V
< + +
kr vmk

where Cy = 4\/5, Cy = 16\/5, C3 = 48 and expectation is taken with respect to all randomness.

CakP=16,

Proof.
xo

1. Note that d <’“E—O> is strongly convex with respect to the norm RLOH - || with parameter 1 and

that the dual for this norm is the norm Ryl - ||.. Also note that with respect to the norm RLOH |l
(f5..(), g51.(x)) is the (8, LR3)-oracle for f(x). Also we have

Egiﬂ,...,ggléa@(xkﬂ) = g5.0(Tk41),

and

2

. (1.5) O'QRQ
Eq e BollGor(@er)—gsi(wen) i =B e R < 0

m

1 & .
p— Z G (Trr1, §pr1) — 95,0 (Thy1)
=1

*

Applying theorems [3.2| and [3.4] with changing L to LR2, o to 222, R to V we obtain

Exo,X0,~--,Xk90(yk> - 90* <
E, <’”*’IO> k k
Bk od Ro i Zi:O Bzé i i Z BZ 0_2 <
A A AL

< ClLRgVQ + CQO'R()V
N kP vVmk

+ C3kP™14.

Now we are ready to formulate the new algorithm for strongly convex problems.

13



ALGORITHM 2: Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method Accelerated (SIGMA)

Input: The function d(x), point ug, number Ry such that ||jug — z*|| < Ry, number p € [1,2].
Output: The point ujy.

Set k = 0.
Define .
4eC1LV2\ »
Ny = <61> w (4.3)
"
repeat
Define
16e"2C302V2
= w1 ) .
-1
WeCad [4eCLLVZY 7
2 _ p2 —k 3 1 -k
R2 = R2e +u(e—1)< p ) (1 e ) (4.5)

Run Algorithm (1| with g = uy, prox-function d (x;:’“) for N}, steps using oracle

(N}’g,L(:c) = mik S Gsp(x, &), where £, i = 1,...,my, are i.i.d, on each step and sequences {«;}i>0,
{Bi}i>0, {Bi}i>o defined in Theorem
Set up+1 = yn,, k =k + 1.

until;

Let us prove the following result about rate of convergence of this algorithm.

Theorem 4.1. After k > 1 outer iterations of the Algorithm |2 we have

pRE Ly, Cae2”! (4601LV2> E 5

E —p' < 4.
p(ug) — 9" < 5 p— p (4.6)
p—1
Cse2P  [(4eCLLV?\ 7
E|juy — 2*||? < R2e* + —2C ( 1 ) 5. (4.7)
(e —1) Iz
As a consequence if we choose error of the oracle ¢ satisfying
1-p
_ 2\ 7
5 < ele—1) (4eCL LV (4.8)
2rCse I
then we need N = [ln (#TR(%H outer iterations and no more than
4eCLLV?\ » R 16€3C202V2
14 (2 T4n (E50) ) 4 2227 7
ft £ pe(e — 1)
oracle calls to provide Ep(uy) — ¢* < €.
Proof. Obviously (4.7)) follows from (4.6) and (4.1). Let us prove the inequality
R, Cye2rl (4eCyLVE\ T
Ep(ug) — ¢* < %e_k + 2 1 < < ) (1—-eM)o (4.9)
€— H

14



for all £ > 1. Obviously then we will have (4.6) as a consequence. Let us prove (4.9) for k = 1. It
follows from the Lemma [£.1] that

ClLRSVQ 4 CQO'R()V
Ng vV mONO

*

Eo(yn,) — ¢ < + C3NE~1s,

From (4.3]) we have

p—1
2Y/2 2Y/2 2 p—1 2 P
C1 LRV < C1LRGV < WG C’3N5)715 < Cse2 (4601LV > (1 B eﬂ) 5

NY = 4eCiLVE = fe e—1 1
n

From (4.4]) we have
CQOR[)V < CQO'RQV < [LR%

\/mONO - \/1662C2202V2N — 4e

u2 Ra No 0

And we obtain (4.9) for £ = 1. Let us now assume that (4.9) holds for & = j and prove that it holds
for k = 74 1. It follows from (4.9) for £ = j and (4.1]) that

p—1
« 2 % 2 ,LLR2 s Cg€2p_1 4601[1‘/2 B o
E||Uj—93||2§;(E90(Uj)—<ﬂ)§;<706j+ -1 p (I—e7)o)=n;

After Nj iterations of the Algorithm [I| starting from the point u; = yy, , applying Lemma we
have

ClLR?VQ + CgO’RjV

N7 m;N;

Eo(yn,) — ¢ < + C3NPs,

From (4.3]) we have

C\LRV? _ C\LRV® _ jR?

NP = 4eCiLV?2 = (e
J Iz

4eC,LV2\ 7
601V> 5

, CSN;?15§032P1( p

From (4.4]) we have

1672 C302V? S 16e2C302V? 16e*C30%V?

mj > S > — = —r> ,
2 REN; y . cotv2\ . W2 RN
e (e e (242) T - o) i

and )
CQO'RjV < CQO'RjV < ,UR]

\/ijj B \/16620220'2‘/2]\7‘ — de

MQR? N; J
Finally we have

. . MR (4G LV T
Ep(uji1) — ¢ =Ep(yn,) — ¢* < 2—6] + C52P 7! (IT) 6=

2 -1 2\ % | 2\ 5
1 (u_I%Oe_J | Cae2 (4eClLV ) (1 ) 5) L Ot (4eClLV ) 5

e 2 e—1 W L

_ ,LLR% ei(j+1) 4 03€2p_1 4601_[/‘/2
2 e—1 W

)p (1- e*(jﬂ)) J.

15



So we have obtained that (4.9)) holds for k£ = j + 1 and by induction it holds for all £ > 1.
If we choose 0 satisfying 1} and perform N = {ln <“TR‘2))-‘ outer iterations of SIGMA method
we will obtain from (4.6)) that

_|_

DO | ™

Ep(un) — ¢

p—1
2 p—1 2 P
‘o RS Ny Cse2 4eC1 LV 5 <

- 2 e—1 7 -

It remains to calculate the number of oracle calls to obtain an e-solution Ep(uy) — ¢* < . We
perform N outer iterations (counting from 0 to N — 1) on each outer iteration k& we perform Ny inner
iterations and on each inner iteration we call the oracle m; times. So the total number of oracle calls
is

N-1 N-1
16C2e%202V 2ek 16C202V2eN
Cle) = Npmy, < Ny, (1 : > <NNg+ —45——<
2 RN, R 1)
2\ 5 2 3,2 27,2
" 4eC1LV 1 41n 1R n 16e°C50°V <
I € pe(e — 1)
QL V2\ 7 2 21,2
§<1+<6 V) ><1+1n<u_RO>)+96OOOJV.
1 € JUE

4.2 Method with Bounded Large Deviations

In this subsection we assume that the prox-function has quadratic growth with parameter V2 with
respect to the chosen norm:

V2 2 n
d(z) < — =[], Vo eR" (4.10)

Several examples of such prox-functions can be found in [16].
Now we present the modification of the SIGMA algorithm with a bound for large deviations.
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ALGORITHM 3: Stochastic Intermediate Gradient Method Accelerated 2

Input: The function d(x), point ugp, number Ry such that |jug — z*|| < Ry, number p € [1, 2], number
N > 1 of outer iterations, confidence level A.

Output: The point uy.

Set k = 0.
Define L
LVZ\?
N = (6601‘/)1)—‘ . (4.11)
u
repeat
Define
36¢"+2C202V2 (1+1n (3))*] [144eH+2C20% In (3N
i = max 41, | 25 Ut () ) (Mo () 1L ()
o RONk: RoNk
2P 2\ 5
R2 = B2 + 2PeC30 (6eC1LV=\ » <1 B e_k> ’ (4.13)
T ale—1) p
Qr={r€Q:|z—wl*<R}. (4.14)

Run Algorithm 1| applied to problem mingeq, ¢(z) with zo = uy, prox-function d (m “’“) for Nj steps

using oracle G(;L( x) = mik S G (x, &%), where €, i = 1,...,my, are i.i.d, on each step and sequences
{aitizo, {BZ}Z>0, {Bi}i>o0 deﬁned in Theorem [3.4]
Set upy1 = YNy k=k+1.

until k = N — 1;

Let us prove the following result about the rate of convergence of this algorithm.

Theorem 4.2. After N outer iterations of the Algorithm[5 we have

R N 2 1eCys (6eCLLV?\ T
P — 0 <A 4.15
As a consequence if we choose error of the oracle § satisfying
1-p
ele—1) (6eCLLV*\ 7
0 < 4.16
- 2rChe ( I (4.16)

and choose N = {ln <“TR(2’H outer iterations, then we will need no more than

(1 () (1o () 292 a3 o (£5)))
8 (3o (25)

oracle calls to provide P{p(un) — ¢* > e} < A.

Proof.
Let Ay, k> 0 be event A;, = {g@(uk) —p* < ”TR’C} and A, be its complement. Let us prove first

that for £k > 1 ,
R;
]P’{sO( k) — ¢ >L

17
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Since the event A;_; holds we have from (4.1)) that

* 2 *
gy — 2%))* < " (p(up—1) — ¢*) < Rp_,.

Hence the solution of the problem min,cq, , ¢(x) is the same as the solution of the initial problem
(L.1). Let us denote Dj_; = max, e, , ||v — y||. Clearly Dy_; < 2R,_;. Note that Dy =

Rj_1max, yeq, , % and the diameter of the set (Qr_; with respect to the norm % is not

greater than 2. Using the same argument as in the proof of the Lemma but now using 1) and
applying theorems and with changing L to LR? |, o to %, R to V, D to 2 we obtain

T
A
Ak—l} < N

(4.19)

204Rk_10\/§
vVmg_1Ng_4

CLLEEAV? | Co(l+ QoRy 1V

P o(ug) — " > + C3NP~16 +
{90( k) 2 lefl m 34VE—1

where C} = 4v/2, Cy = 16V/2, C3 =48, Cy = 44/3, 2 =1In (%)

From (4.11]) we have

C\LR} \V? _ C\LRL,\V? _ uRE,

N]f, 1 - 6ECLLV2 - 66

AN
6601 V) 5.

, O3NP—16 < Cy2rt (
Ju!

From (4.12) we have

. 361 C30° V(1 + Q)2 36e2C202V2(1 + Q)?

> 5 = 1
#A RN 12Ny (R(%e—<k—1> + ZeCad (6"’01”2) E (1 — e~(k=1)) 5)

p(e—1) B

36e2C202V2(1 4 Q)?
N2Rz_1Nk71 7

and

CQURk_1V(1 + Q) < CQORk_1V(1 + Q) < /JR%?I
vVmg_1Ng1 \/366202202V2(1+Q)2N - e
k-1

MQRi_lNk—l

Also from (4.12)) we have
144e*1C30%Q) S 144e*C20*Q) _ 144€°C 0%

2 R2 = p—1 T 2R2 ’
Ho N (2N (R%e—(k—l) + Z’Efi‘)s <6ECLLVQ> " (1 — e~ (D)) 5) HELE o N

mrg—1 =2

and
204Rk_10'\/§ < 204Rk_10'\/§ < ,LLRz_l

vVmg-1Ng-1 — \/1446203029]\[ Ge

#QRi,lNkfl k—1
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Finally we have

ClLRi_IVQ 02(1 + Q)O’Rk,1V
N;f_l vVmy_1Ni_q

2 2 ijl
< M;’“ + 052! (—GeclLV ) 5 =
(&

204Rk,10'\/§ <
vVme_ 1N —

+ CsNPZ16 +

W
2 -1 2\ 5+ 2\ 5+
_ 1 LR(]e—(k—l) + 0362]0 6601LV (1 _ e_(k_l)) 5 + 032p—1 6601LV 5 _
e 2 e—1 1 W

_ uRgefk N Cse20~! (6eCLLV?\ 7 (1—eH) 6= LLRi.
2 e—1 7 2

Hence from (4.19) we have (4.18)).
Also for all k =1,..., N we have

. 1B . 1B
P{ow) - > 28 b =P o) - o> 150

A1 U Ak—l} =

BE)

1}P{Ak1} —i—P{gp(uk) RN “_Rk

—P { o(ugp) — ¢ % Ap_ 1} P{A;_1}

A - A R2_
< N+P{Ak—l} = N—FP{@(uk_l) —(,0* > a Qk 1}.

Using that P{Ag} = 1 and summing up these inequalities we obtain

2 p—1 2\ 5+ 2
S A = i Gy MO S R SEE

Making the same arguments as in the proof of the Theorem we obtain the complexity bound
@17). 0

5 Conclusion and discussion

We have proposed SIGM which can be used for convex composite optimization problems with stochas-

tic inexact oracle. This method has rate of convergence © < + 2 o R - 15) Also we have pro-

kP
vided bounds for large deviation for the error of the method ¢(y;)—¢* which has the same asymptotic
dependence on k. This method also provides several degrees of freedom for adapting it to the problem
at hand.

1. Depending on the relations between error of the oracle § and constant L we can choose the
value of p € [1, 2] to have optimal trade-off between error accumulation and rate of convergence.

2. We can introduce randomization to the problem if stochastic approximation of the gradient is
cheaper to obtain than the real gradient. Since the rate of convergence depends only on k -
number of iterations but not on the number of calls of the oracle, we can use Monte Carlo idea
and generate several realizations of stochastic approximation of the gradient on each iteration.
This can reduce the variation of the stochastic approximation from o2 to o2 /m, where m is the
number of generated realizations of G(z, ).

19



6

3. The notion of (4, L)-oracle allows to use the proposed method to solve non-smooth problems.

It was shown in [I0] that convex non-smooth function with Hélder continuous subgradient
llg(x) — g@)|l« < Lu||z —yl|”, v € [0,1] can be equipped for any § > 0 with (4, L)-oracle,
1

where L = L, [%] m.

4. Since the method uses general prox-function and norm we can choose them optimally depending

on the geometry of the problem. For example, if () is a standard simplex in n-dimensional space,
d(z) =—Inn+ Y ", z;Inxz,;, h(z) =0, then the optimization on the steps like (3.5)), (3.7) can
be done explicitly [3].

5. The method allows to solve composite optimization problems such as LASSO ||Ax — b3 +

Al|z]|; — min.

6. If we know that the function ¢(x) is strongly convex, we can use restart technique to have better

rate of convergence. In this case we also have a modification of the method which provide an
(e, A)-solution @ satisfying P{p(u) — ¢p* > e} < A.
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