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Abstract

This paper deals with a natural stochastic optimization procedure derived from the so-called Heavy-ball method
differential equation, which was introduced by Polyak in the 1960s with his seminal contribution [Pol64]. The Heavy-ball
method is a second-order dynamics that was investigated to minimize convex functions f. The family of second-order
methods recently received a large amount of attention, until the famous contribution of Nesterov [Nes83], leading to the
explosion of large-scale optimization problems. This work provides an in-depth description of the stochastic heavy-ball
method, which is an adaptation of the deterministic one when only unbiased evalutions of the gradient are available
and used throughout the iterations of the algorithm. We first describe some almost sure convergence results in the case
of general non-convex coercive functions f. We then examine the situation of convex and strongly convex potentials
and derive some non-asymptotic results about the stochastic heavy-ball method. We end our study with limit theorems
on several rescaled algorithms.
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1 Introduction

Finding the minimum of a function f over a set €2 with an iterative procedure is very popular among numerous scientific
communities and has many applications in optimization, image processing, economics and statistics, to name a few.
We refer to [NY83] for a general survey on optimization algorithms and discussions related to complexity theory, and to
[Nes04l, for a more focused presentation on convex optimization problems and solutions. The most widespread
approaches rely on some first-order strategies, with a sequence (Xx)r>0 that evolves over Q with a first-order recursive
formula Xp41 = Y[ Xk, f(X&), Vf(Xk)] that uses a local approximation of f at point X, where this approximation
is built with the knowledge of f(Xi) and V f(Xk) alone. Among them, we refer to the steepest descent strategy in
the convex unconstrained case, and to the Frank-Wolfe [FW56] algorithm in the compact convex constrained case.
A lot is known about first-order methods concerning their rates of convergence and their complexity. In comparison
to second-order methods, first-order methods are generally slower and are significantly degraded on ill-conditioned
optimization problems. However, the complexity of each update involved in first-order methods is relatively limited
and therefore useful when dealing with a large-scale optimization problem, which is generally expensive in the case
of Interior Point and Newton-like methods. A second-order “optimal” method was proposed in [Nes83| in the 1980s’
(also see for an extension of this method with proximal operators). The so-called Nesterov Accelerated Gradient
Descent (NAGD) has particularly raised considerable interest due to its numerical simplicity, to its low complexity and
to its mysterious behavior, making this method very attractive for large-scale machine learning problems. Among the
available interpretations of NAGD, some recent advances have been proposed concerning the second-order dynamical
system by [WSCT6], being a particular case of the generalized Heavy Ball with Friction method (referred to as HBF in
the text), as previously pointed out in [CEG09al [CEGO9D]. In particular, as highlighted in [CEG09a], NAGD may be
seen as a specific case of HBF after a time rescaling ¢ = 4/s, thus making the acceleration explicit through this change
of variable, as well as being closely linked to the modified Bessel functions when f is quadratic.

A growing field of interest related to these optimization algorithms concerns the development of efficient procedures
when only noisy gradients are available at each iteration of the procedure. On the practical side, this question was first
introduced in the seminal contributions on stochastic approximation and optimization of [RM51] and [KW52]. Even



though the Robbins-Monro algorithm is able to achieve an optimal O(1/n) rate of convergence for strongly convex
functions, its ability is highly sensitive to the step sizes used. This remark led [PJ92] to develop an averaging method
that makes it possible to use longer step sizes of the Robbins-Monro algorithm, and to then average these iterates with
a Cesaro procedure so that this method produces optimal results in the minimax sense (see [NY83]) for convex and
strongly convex minimization problems, as pointed out in [BM11].

On the theoretical side, numerous studies have addressed a dynamical system point of view and studied the close
links between stochastic algorithms and their deterministic counterparts for some general function f (i.e., even non
convex). These links originate in the famous Kushner-Clark Theorem (see [KY03]) and successful improvements have
been obtained using differential geometry by [BH96, [Ben06] on the long-time behavior of stochastic algorithms. In
particular, a growing field of interest concerns the behavior of self-interacting stochastic algorithms (see, among others,
[BLRO2] and [GP14]) because these non-Markovian processes produce interesting features from the modeling point of
view (an illustration may be found in [GMPI5]).

Several theoretical contributions to the study of second-order stochastic optimization algorithms exist. [Lanl2]
explores some adaptations of the NAGD in the stochastic case for composite (strongly or not) convex functions. Other
authors [GLI13l [GL16] obtained convergence results for the stochastic version of a variant of NAGD for non-convex
optimization for gradient Lipschitz functions but these methods cannot be used for the analysis of the Heavy-ball
algorithm. Finally, a recent work [YLL16] proposes a unified study of some stochastic momentum algorithms while
assuming restrictive conditions on the noise of each gradient evaluation and on the constant step size used. It should
be noted that [YLLI6] provides a preliminary result on the behavior of the stochastic momentum algorithms in the
non-convex case with possible multi-well situations. Our work aims to study the properties of a stochastic optimization
algorithm naturally derived from the generalized heavy ball with friction method.

Our paper is organized as follows: Section [2] introduces the stochastic algorithm as well as the main assumptions
needed to obtain some results on this optimization algorithm. For the sake of readability, these results are then provided
in Section 2.4 without too many technicalities. The rest of the paper then deals with the proof of these results. Section
is dedicated to the almost sure converegence result we can obtain in the case of a non-convex function f with
several local minima. Section [4] establishes the convergence rates of the stochastic heavy ball in the strongly convex
case. Section [f] provides a central limit theorem in a particular case of the algorithm. Appendix [A] consists of some
important results on the supremum of certain random variables needed for the non-convex case.

2 Stochastic Heavy Ball

We begin with a brief description of what is known about the underlying dynamical system.

2.1 Deterministic Heavy Ball

This method introduced by Polyak in [Pol64] is inspired from the physical idea of producing some inertia on the
trajectory to speed up the evolution of the underlying dynamical system: a ball evolves over the graph of a function f
and is submitted to both damping (due to a friction on the graph of f) and acceleration. More precisely, this method
is a second-order dynamical system described by the following O.D.E.:

&y + iy + Vf(ze) =0, (1)

where (7¢)¢=0 corresponds to the damping coefficient, which is a key parameter of the method. In particular, it is shown
in [CEG09a] that the trajectory converges only under some restrictive conditions on the function (7¢)¢>0, namely:
+o0
o if § ~v.ds = o0, then (f(z¢))i=0 converges,
0
t

D —[ysds
o if e 0 dt < o0, then (x+)¢=0 converges towards one of the minima of any convex function f.
0

Intuitively, these conditions translate the oscillating nature of the solutions of into a quantitative setting for the
convergence of the trajectories: if 74 — 0 is sufficiently fast, then the trajectory cannot converge (the limiting case
being & + V f(x) = 0). These properties lead us to consider two natural families of functions (y¢)i>0: v¢ = r/t with
r>1and 7+ = v > 0. To convert into a tractable iterative algorithm, it is necessary to rewrite this O.D.E.
using a coupled momentum equation. Consistent with [CEG09b], is equivalent to the following integro-differential
equation:

‘ I
Ty = —WJ; h(s)Vf(xs)ds, (2)

where h and k are two memory functions related to . In the natural situation of two positive increasing functions h
and k, if (¢)i=0 is a solution of (2)), then (Z,)s>0 is solution of with:

. . : kh + kh

s =z and 7(s) =+/(kh71)(7(s)) with ~,= EYSTETEV:] oT7(s).

We can consider two typical situations where the deterministic HBF converges (see [CEGQ09a] for further details):



e The exponentially memoried HBF corresponds to the choice k(t) = Ae™ and h(t) = e and to a constant
damping function v, = v/A when the time scale is given by 7(s) = V/As. Note that in this situation, the two
convergence conditions are satisfied since:

o%g

+o0 [oe} § 4 0
~vsds = J Vds = +o0 and Je 8 dt = Je_ﬁtdt < 0.
0 0 0

e The polynomially memoried HBF corresponds to the choice k(t) = t**! and h(t) = (o + 1)t* and is associated
with an asymptotically vanishing damping s = % and a time scale 7(s) = 4(;73_1), where the choice a = 1 is

associated with the NAGD (see [WSCI6] and their “magic” constant 3 = 2« + 1 in that case).

2.2 Stochastic HBF

All these remarks lead to the consideration of a natural stochastic version of when h = k. As pointed out by
[GP14], the introduction of an auxiliary function y; = k(¢)™* S(t) h(s)V f(xs)ds makes it possible to obtain a first-order

h(t)

Markov evolution because §: = r+(V f(x¢) — y¢) with ry = POR

(Xo,Yo) = (z,y) € R* and:

Hence, we define the stochastic Heavy Ball system as

Xn+1 = Xn - 7n+1Yn
{ (3)

Yn+1 = Yn + 7n+1rn(vf(Xn) - Yn) + '7n+1rnAMn+17
where the natural filtration of the sequence (X, Y:)n>o0 is denoted (Fp)n>1 and:

e (AM,) is a sequence of Fy)-martingale increments. For applications, AM, 11 usually represents the difference
between the “true” value of V f(X,,) and the one observed at iteration n denoted 0, F(X,,&,), where (&,)n is a
sequence of i.i.d. random variables and F is an R%valued measurable function such that:

VueR?  E[0.F(u,&)] = Vf(u)
In this case,
A]Mn+1 = Vf(Xn) - azF(Xmgn)‘ (4)

The randomness appears in the second component of the algorithm (3]), whereas it was handled in the first
component in [GP14]. We will introduce some assumptions on f and on the martingale sequence later.

e (Yn)n>1 corresponds to the step size used in the stochastic algorithm, associated with the “time” of the algorithm
represented by:

n—>+00

r,= Z Y such that lim I, = +o0.
k=1
For the sake of convenience, we also define:
O - 3ok,
k=1

which may converge or not according to the choice of the sequence (Y&)r>1-

e (rn)n>1 is a deterministic sequence that mimics the function ¢ — r; defined as:

(5)
In particular, when an exponentially weighted HBF with k(t) = €™ is chosen, we have r, = r > 0, regardless of
the value of n. In the other situation where k(t) = t", we obtain r, = 7T, .

2.3 Baseline assumptions

We introduce some of the general assumptions we will work with below. Some of these conditions are very general,
whereas others are more specifically dedicated to the analysis of the strongly convex situation. We will use the notation
I.| (resp. |.|) below to refer to the Euclidean norm on R? (resp. the Frobenius norm on Mg 4(R)). Finally, when
A€ Mga(R), |Alo will refer to the maximal size of the modulus of the coefficients of A: ||Ale := sup, ;|4;,;]. Our
theoretical results will obviously not involve all of these hypotheses simultaneously.




Function f We begin with a brief enumeration of assumptions on the function f.

e Assumption (H,) : f is a function in C?(R?, R) such that:

lim f(z) =+  and  [D*fle = sup [D*f(z)|r < +o0  and  |Vf[* <crf.

|&|—>+00 zeRd

The assumption (Hj) is weak: it essentially requires that f be smooth, coercive and have, at the most, a quadratic
growth on co. In particular, no convexity hypothesis is made when f satisfies (Hs). It would be possible to extend
most of our results to the situation where f is L-smooth (with a L-Lipschitz gradient), but we preferred to work with
a slightly more stringent condition to avoid additional technicalities.

e Assumption (Hsc(a)) : f is a convex function such that a = inf,za Sp (D f(z)) > 0 and D f is Lipschitz.

In particular, (Hsc(a)) implies that f is a-strongly convex, meaning that:
d d o 2
V(z,y) eR" xR fl@) = fy) + V) =y + Fle =yl

Of course, (Hsc(a)) is still standard and is the most favorable case when dealing with convex optimization problems,
leading to the best possible achievable rates. (Hsc(«)) translates the fact that the spectrum of the Hessian matrix at
point x, denoted by Sp (D2f(m)), is lower bounded by « > 0, uniformly over R%. The fact that D?f is assumed to be
Lipschitz will be useful to achieve convergence rates in Section [£:2]

Noise sequence (AM,,11),>1 We will essentially use three types of assumptions alternatively on the noise of the
stochastic algorithm (3). The first and second assumptions are concerned with a concentration-like hypothesis. The
first one is very weak and asserts that the noise has a bounded L2 norm.

e Assumption (He,p) : (p = 1) For any integer n, we have:

E(|AM1]?|1Fn) < 0*(1+ f(Xn))"

The assumption (Hs,2) is a standard convergence assumption for general stochastic algorithms. For some non-
asymptotic rates of convergence results, we will rely on (Heq,p) for any p > 1. In this case, we will denote the
assumption by (He,). Finally, let us note that the condition could be slightly alleviated by replacing the right-hand
member by 0*(1 + f(X,) + |Yn|?)?. However, in view of the standard case (4)), this improvement has little interest in
practice, which explains our choice.

e Assumption (Hgauss,o) : For any integer n, the Laplace transform of the noise satisfies:

o242

Vt=0 E [exp(tAM,41)|Fn] <e 2

This hypothesis is much stronger than (He, ) and translates a sub-Gaussian behavior of (AMy,4+1)n>1. In particular,
it can be easily shown that (Hgauss,o) implies (He,p). Hence, (Hgauss,o) is somewhat restrictive and will be used
only to obtain one important result in the non-convex situation for the almost sure limit of the stochastic heavy ball
with multiple wells.

e Assumption (Hg¢) : For any iteration n, the noise of the stochastic algorithm satisfies:

VoeSga  E(KAM,,v)| |Xn,Yn) = ¢, > 0.

This assumption will be essential to derive an almost sure convergence result towards minimizers of f. Roughly
speaking, this assumption states that the noise is uniformly elliptic given any current position of the algorithm at step
n: the projection of the noise has a non-vanishing component over all directions v. We will use this assumption to
guarantee the ability of to get out of any unstable point.

Step sizes One important step in the use of stochastic minimization algorithms relies on an efficient choice of the
step sizes involved in the recursive formula (e.g. in Equation . We will deal with the following sequences (yn)n>0
below.

e Assumption (H}) : The sequence (yn)n>0 satisfies:
¥neN  yu=-5  with  Be(0,1],
n
leading to:

VBe (0,1) Ty~ ﬁnl_ﬂ whereas I, ~ylogn when f§=1.



Memory size We consider the exponentially and polynomially-weighted HBF as a unique stochastic algorithm
parameterized by the memory function (r,)n>1. From the definition of r,, given in (5)), we note that in the exponential
case, r, = r remains constant while the inertia brought by the memory term in the polynomial case (71 )nen is defined
by rn = an Under Assumption (Hg), we can show that regardless of the memory, we have:

Z YnTn = +00.

neN
This is true when 7, = r because v, = yn~? with 8 < 1. It is also true when we deal with a polynomial memory since
in that case:
o if B <1, then yporp ~yn % xr(1 = )y tn 18 ~ r(1 — B)n~?

e if 3 =1, then v,r, ~ ﬁgn and > . vxrk ~ log(logn).

Similarly, we also have that in the polynomial case, regardless of 3:

Z yirn < +00,

n

although this bound holds in the exponential situation when S > 1/2. Below, we will use these properties on the
sequences (Yn)nz0 and (7n)n>0 and define the next set of assumptions:

e Assumption (H;): The sequence (r)n>0 is a non-increasing sequence such that:

1 1 1
Z Yn41Tn = +00 and Z 72+1rn <+ and lim sup (— — ) =:cr < 1.
n=1 n>1 n—+w 2¥n+1 \Tn Tn—1
In the exponential case, ¢, = 0, whereas if r, = r/I',,, it can be shown that ¢, = % and the last point is true when

r > 1/2. In any case, ro will refer to the limiting value of r,, when n — 400, which is either 0 or r > 0.

2.4 Main results

Section 3| is dedicated to the situation of a general coercive function f. We obtain the almost sure convergence of the
stochastic HBF towards a critical point of f.

Theorem 1 Assume that f satisfies (Hs), that (Hg,2) holds and that and the sequences (Yn)n=1 and (rn)n>1 are
chosen such that (H}) and (Hy) are fulfilled. If for any z, {z, f(z) = 2} n {z,Vf(z) = 0} is locally finite, then (X»)
a.s. converges towards a critical point of f.

This result obviously implies the convergence when f has a unique critical point. In the next theorem, we focus on the
case where this uniqueness assumption fails, under the additional elliptic assumption (He).

Theorem 2 Assume that f satisfies (Hs), that the noise is elliptic, i.e., (He) holds, and the sequence (Vn)n>1 s
chosen such that (H}) and (Hy) are fulfilled. If for any z, {z, f(x) = 2z} n {z, Vf(z) = 0} is locally finite, we have:

(a) If rn =71 (exponential memory) and (Hg,2) holds, then (Xy) a.s. converges towards a local minimum of f.

®) If rn = rI'; Y and the noise is sub-Gaussian, i.e., (Hgauss,o) holds, then (X,) a.s. converges towards a local
minimum of f when B < 1/3.

Remark 3 > The previous result provides some guarantees when f is a multiwell potential. In (a), we consider the
exponentially weighted HBF and show that the convergence towards a local minimum of f always holds under the
additional assumption (He). To derive this result, we will essentially use the former results of [BD96] on “homogeneous”
stochastic algorithms.

> Point () is concerned by polynomially-weighted HBF and deserves more comment:

e First, the result is rather difficult because of the time inhomogeneity of the stochastic algorithm, which can be
written as Zn4+1 = Zn + Ynt1Fn(Zn) + Yn+1AMp41: the drift term F;, depends on Z,, and on the integer n, which
will induce technical difficulties in the proof of the result. In particular, the assumption 8 < 1/3 will be necessary
to obtain a good lower bound of the drift term in the unstable manifold direction with the help of the Poincaré
Lemma near hyperbolic equilibrium of a differential equation.

e Second, the sub-Gaussian assumption (Hgauss,o) is less general than (He,2) even though it is still a reasonable
assumption within the framework of a stochastic algorithm. To prove (b), we will need to control the fluctuations
of the stochastic algorithm around its deterministic drift, which will be quantified by the expectation of the
random variable sup;~.,, i |AMj|?. The sub-Gaussian assumption will be mainly used to obtain an upper bound
of such an expectation, with the help of a coupling argument. Our proof will follow a strategy used in [Pem90]
and [Ben06] where this kind of expectation has to be upper bounded. Nevertheless, the novelty of our work is
also to generalize the approach to unbounded martingale increments: the arguments of [Pem90, [Ben06| are only
valid for a bounded martingale increment, which is a somewhat restrictive framework.



In Section [d] we focus on the consistency rate under stronger assumptions on the convexity of f. In the exponential
memory case, we are able to control the quadratic error and to establish a CLT for the stochastic algorithm under the
general assumption (Hsc(«)). In the polynomial case, the problem is more involved and we propose a result for the
quadratic error only when f is a quadratic function (see Remark [5| for further comments on this restriction). More
precisely, using the notation < to refer to an inequality, up to a universal multiplicative constant, we establish the
following results.

Theorem 4 Denote by x* the unique minimizer of f and assume that (Hj), (Hs), (Hsc(a)) and (Ho,2) hold, we
have:

(a) When rn, =1 (exponential memory) and 8 < 1, we have:

E[|Xn — 2™ * + [Ya]*] < 7n

If (Ho,0) holds and 8 =1, set ar =7 (1 —4/1— %) where \ denotes the smallest eigenvalue of D? f(x*).

We have, for any e > 0:
—1 .
N n if ya,, > 1
E[| X0 —2*|* + |Yal?] S {n_%ﬁ

if ya, < 1.

(b) Let f : R* — R be a quadratic function. Assume that r, = rT'y" (polynomial memory) with 8 < 1. Then, if

148 .
T > 5hogy, we have: » )
E[|1Xn — 2" |° + TalYal"] £ 7n

When r, = rI';' (polynomial memory) and 8 = 1, we have:

1
E[|X, —z*]|? +1 A RES :
[ |+ log nYa ] Togn

For (a), the case B < 1 is a consequence of Proposition [20 (or Proposition [15|in the quadratic case), whereas the (more
involved) case 8 = 1 is dealt with Propositions and for the quadratic and the non-quadratic cases, respectively.
We first stress that that when 8 < 1, the noise only needs to satisfy (He,p) to obtain our upper bound. When we
deal with 8 = 1, we could prove a positive result in the quadratic case when we only assume (He,p). Nevertheless, the
stronger assumption (He o) is necessary to produce a result in the general strongly convex situation. Finally, (b) is a
consequence of Proposition

Remark 5 > It is worth noting that in (a) (8 = 1), the dependency of the parameter o in D?f only appears through
the smallest eigenvalue of D2f(x*). In particular, it does not depend on infd ADgf(z) as it could be expected in this
TR

type of result. In other words, we are almost able to retrieve the conditions that appear when f is quadratic. This
optimization of the constraint is achieved with a “power increase” argument, but this involves a stronger assumption
(He,») on the noise.

> The restriction to quadratic functions in the polynomial case may appear surprising. In fact, the “power increase”
argument does not work in this non-homogeneous case. However, when § < 1, it would be possible to extend to
non-quadratic functions through a Lyapunov argument (on this topic, see Remark , but under some quite involved
conditions on r, § and the Hessian of f. Hence, we chose to only focus on the quadratic case and to try to obtain
some potentially optimal conditions on r and 8 only (in particular, there is no dependence to the spectrum of D?f).
The interesting point is that it is possible to preserve the standard rate order when 8 < 1 but under the constraint
> %, which increases with 8. In particular, the rate O(n™') cannot be attained in this case (see Remark [18| for
more details).

Finally, we conclude by a central limit theorem related to the stochastic algorithm the exponential memory case.

Theorem 6 Assume (Hs) and (Hsc(a)) are true. Suppose that v = r and that (H}) holds with B € (0,1) or, B =1
and yar > 1. Assume that (He,p) holds with p > 2 when 8 < 1 and p = © when B = 1. Finally, suppose that the
following condition is fulfilled:

E[(AMps1)(AMyi1)'[Foo1] 2252V in probability (6)

where V is a symmetric positive d x d-matriz. Let o be a d x d-matriz such that o' = V. Then,



(i) The normalized algorithm (%, %) converges in law to a centered Gaussian distribution Méé”, which is the

invariant distribution of the (linear) diffusion with infinitesimal generator £ defined on C?-functions by:

Lg(z) = <Vg(z), (%1{[3:1}@ + H) z> + %Tr(ETDQg(z)E)

0 —1Iy 0 O
H=<7"D2f(x*) —r]d) and EZ(O U)'

(1) In the simple situation where V = 0314 (00 > 0) and B < 1. In this case, the covariance of MW) is given by

%(2) ({DQf(w*)}_1 0dxd>

with

Oaxd rlg

In particular,
Xn

Tn

N, 2D (")},

Remark 7 > As a first comment of the above theorem, let us note that in the fundamental example where:

AMn+1 = Vf(X'n) - aa:F(X’nv §’ﬂ)7 n

\%

1,
the additional assumption @ is a continuity assumption. Actually, in this case:
E[AM,AM}|Fn_1] = V(X,), with V(z) = Cov(F(z,&)).
Thus, since X,, — x* a.s., Assumption @ is equivalent to the continuity of V in z* so that:
V= V(z").

> Point (ii) of Theorem [6] reveals the behavior of the asymptotic variance of Y increases with r. This translates the
fact that the instantaneous speed coordinate Y is proportional to r in Equation , which then implies a large variance
of the Y coordinate when we use an important value of r.

> When 3 = 1, it is also possible (but rather technical) to make the limit variance explicit. The expression obtained
with the classical stochastic gradient descent with step-size yn ! and Hessian A, the asymptotic variance is v/(2\y—1),
whose optimal value is attained when v = A\™* (it attains the Cramer-Rao lower bound). Concerning now the stochastic
HBF, for example, when d = 1 and r > 4 (the result is still valid in higher dimensions, see Section [f]), we can show
that:

. _ 223
1 'E[X2] = o)
o e ELXn] = o0 (yr =DM —a)(2hy —ar )’

where dy = 14+ 4/1— 2 anda_ =1—4/1— %. Similar expressions may be obtained when r < 4X. Note also that

we assumed that va, > 17 and it is easy to check that this condition implies that yr > 1 because a,. < 7, regardless of
r. In the meantime, this condition also implies that 2Ay > a4+ > &_.

Finally, This explicit value could be used to find the optimal calibration of the parameters to obtain the best
asymptotic variance. Unfortunately, the expressions are rather technical and we can see that such calibrations are far

from being independent of A, the a priori unknown Hessian of f on z*.
|

3 Almost sure convergence of the stochastic heavy ball

In this section, the baseline assumption on the function f is (H.), and we are thus interested in the almost sure
convergence of the stochastic HBF. In particular, we do not make any convexity assumption on f.

Below, we will sometimes use standard and sometimes more intricate normalizations for the coupled process Z,
(Xn, Yn). These normalizations will be of a different nature and, to be as clear as possible, we will always use the
same notation Z and Z to refer to a rotation of the initial vector Z, , whereas Z will introduce a scaling in the Y,,
component of Z, by a factor /7.



3.1 Preliminary result

We first state a useful upper bound that makes it possible to derive a Lyapunov-type control for the mean evolution of
the stochastic algorithm (X, Y )n>1 described by (3). This result is based on the important function (z,y) — V. (,y)
that depends on two parameters (a,b) € R2 defined by:

a

Vo, y) = (a +brna) f(z) + Iyl = 6V f (@), 9)- (7)

2Tn—1

We will show that V,, plays the role of a (potentially time-dependent) Lyapunov function for the sequence (X, Yn)n>1-
The construction of V,, shares a lot of similarity with other Lyapunov functions built to control second-order systems.
If the two first terms are classical and generate a —|y||> term, the last one is more specific to hypo-coercive dynamics
and was already used in [Har91]. Recent works fruitfully exploit this kind of Lyapunov function (see, among others,
the kinetic Fokker-Planck equations in [Vil09] and the memory gradient diffusion in [GP14]). This function is obtained
by the introduction of some Lie brackets of differential operators, leading to the presence of {(V f(z),y) that generates
a mean reverting effect on the variable x.

Lemma 8 Assume that (Ho,2) and (Hs) hold and suppose that ¢, < 1. Then, for any (a,b) € RZ such that:
a L [D*flw
L (V. A L2 -1
b>(2v s vre(er —1) ), (8)
we have:
(i) A constant C1 > 0 and an integer ng € N exist such that for any n = no,

Vo,y e RY Vi(z,y) = Ch (f(:r) + M) . (9)

Tn—1
(it) Some positive constants Cz, Cs and cq,p exist such that:
]E[Vn+1 (Xn+1a Yn+l)|]:n]
< VX, Vo) (1 + Coyins1n) = capnit|[Yal* = byniarn | VF(X0)|? + Cayniira. (10)

Proof:
Point (¢): For any non-negative u, v, the elementary inequality uv < §u2 + ﬁvZ holds for any p > 0. We apply this
inequality with u = |V f(z)|, v = |y|| and p = 2r,, and obtain:

a

KV f(@), )] < raa| V(@) + Iyl

4rp_1

It follows from Assumption (H,) that |V f|? < csf. Using the above inequality, we obtain that for any z,y € R%:

Vo) 2 0+ braca(l = e) @) + g |a = 5| ol

Choosing now a and b such that a > b/2 and a > bry(cy — 1), we obtain the first assertion follows from (8. o
Point (4i): The Taylor formula ensures the existence of £n41,1 and €ny1,2 in [Xpn, Xnt1] such that:

Vet (Kot Yoen) = (0 br2)  £06) =201 (TF (), Yo) + ZELVIDA (6 )V )

+ (HYnH2 + 27n+17"n (<Yn7 vf(X’n)> - HYnH2 + <Yn + 'Yn+17‘n(vf(Xn)> - Yn)» AMn+l>) + 7721+1T721HAM77,+1H2)

@
2rn
= b{Vf(Xn) = Yn+1D* f(Ens1.2)Yn, Yo + Yns17n (VF(Xn) = Yo + AMyi)).

Combining the similar terms leads to:

Vn+1(Xn+17 Yn+1) = Vn(Xm Yn) - b(rn - Tnfl)f(Xn)

+ ’Yn+1<Vf(Xn), Yn> —a—brp, +a+br, | — ’YnJrquiD'rH»lYn - ’}/n+1’l“anVf(Xn)H2
=0
+ 'Yn+17nnANn+1 + 'Yn+1ARn+17

where (AN, )n>1 is a sequence of martingale increments, D,, is a d X d-matrix defined by:

Dyii —a (1 _ (i _ )) Lo — bD*f(Ens12),

2’Yn+1 Tn Tn—1




and AR, 1 is a remainder term. Using (H,), we know that D?f is bounded, and we have the following bound for
AR'rH»l:
|ARn 1] < Covniarn ([Yal® + [AMasa|* + [V F(Xn)[[ Yal) ,

where C is a deterministic positive constant independent of n. The fact that (r,)n>1 is a bounded sequence combined
with Assumptions (He,2) and (H,) yields E[|ARn11[|Fn] < Coynsirn (14 [Ya|® + f(Xn)) . It follows that:

Yn = no E[HARn+1H|}-n] < 027n+17'nvn(Xny YTL)
Second, the condition given by shows that an integer m1 = no and a constant ¢, > 0 exist such that:

Dy V2% = cap| Yl

Using the previous bounds in V41 (Xn+1, Yn+1) and the fact that (7n)nen is non-increasing shows that:
Ine=zn1 Yn=na: E[Vig1(Xnt1, Yos1)|Fr] < Va(Xn, Vo) (1 + C’Yr2z+1rn) - Ca,WnHHYn”Q - b7n+17”n”vf(Xn)H2~

<o
Note that if (H,) holds, then Equation provides a strong repelling effect on the system (z,y) because in that case,
> Ynt+1Tn = +00. This makes it possible to obtain a more precise a.s. convergence result, stated below.

Corollary 9 If (Hs,2) and (Hs) hold and (rn)n>1 satisfies (Hy), then we have:

(1)

1
sup (BLACC)] + LBV, <+

(i1) (Va(Xn,Yn))n>1 is a.s.-convergent to Voo € Ry In particular, (Xn)n=1 and (Yn/\/Trn)n=1 are a.s.-bounded.
[Ya 2
(i) Vn+1Tn (7 + |[VA(XR)|" ) < 400 a.s.

r;l n

(i) (Yn/\/Trn)n=o0 tends to 0 since n — +00 and every limit point of (Xn)n=0 belong to {z,V f(x) = 0}. Furthermore,
if for any z, {z, f(z) = z} n {z, Vf(x) = 0} is locally finite, (Xn)nz0 converges towards a critical point of f.

Proof

Proof of (i) — (i7) — (¢4¢): Under the conditions on (), we can check that some positive a and b exist such that the
conclusions of the previous lemma hold true. We then deduce that:

E[Va+1(Xnt1, Yai1)|Fal
< Vo(Xn, Yn)(1 4+ Cany1) — Unga,
with an = y2rn and Unt1 = CapYnt1 | Yull? +0¥nt170 || VF(X0)|?. Subsequently, using the Robbins-Siegmund Theorem
(see, e.g., Theoremin Section|A.1} borrowed from [Duf97]), we deduce, on the one hand, that sup,,-, E[Vn(Xn, Ys)] <
400 and that (Vn(Xn, Yn))n>1 almost surely (and in Ll) converge towards a random variable V, € R4. In particular,
the coercivity of f implies the a.s.-boundedness of (X, )n>0. On the other hand, the Robbins-Siegmund Theorem also
implies that:
[Ya 2

Z Tn+1Tn + HVf(Xn)H < 4+ a.s.

n=1 Tn
Hence, the three first statements follow. o
Proof of (iv): The proof relies on the so-called ODE method (see, e.g., [Ben06]). Set roo = limp—, 4o 7. We deal with
cases ry > 0 and ro = 0 separately.
Case ro > 0 (exponential memory): Set I, = 7, with the convention 79 = 0. Denote by (Z(t))¢=0 the
interpolated process defined by z(I'») = Z, = (X,,Y,)’, n > 0, with linear interpolations between times I';, and T’ 41
and let 2™ be the associated shifted-sequence defined by:

M) =2t +Tn) t=0.
Setting en = (0, (rn—1 — 70 )(Vf(Xn) — Ya) + AM,)" and h(z,y) = (—y,7x(Vf(z) —y))’, we have:
Zn+1 = Zn + ’Yn+1(h(Zn) + En+1)-

Set N(n,t) = inf{k > n,yn41 + ...+ =t} (with the convention inf ¢J = n). Then, since (Zn)n>0 is a.s.-bounded, it
is a classical result on stochastic algorithm theory (see, e.g., [Duf97], Theorem 9.2.8 and the remark below) that if for
any 1" > 0,

N(n,t)+1

limsup sup YkEk

n—+w te[0,T]

=0 a.s., (11)

k=n+1



then (2("))n>0 is relatively compact (for the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets) and its limit points are
solutions to the ODE z = h(z). Let us prove . Let T > 0. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have, for every
te[0,T]:

N(n,t)+1 N(n,t)+1 2 /N(n,t)+1 %
> VX + [Ya]) < ﬁ( > w) < O (VA + IYk—1|2)>
k=n+1 k=n+1 k=n+1

(12)

oo 3
<V2(T +m) < DT (IVF(Xn)|® + |Yk1|2)> s 0,

k=n+1

where the last convergence follows from (i7). On the basis of Assumption (Hes,2) and (i4i), we also note that
(Oopoi 7WAM))n>1 is a.s.-convergent so that Y, v, AM,. It easily follows that:

N(n,t)+1
limsup sup Z YeAM|| =0 a.s.
n—+0 te[0,T] | rZpi1

and that is satisfied. Now, we again deduce from that for any T > 0,

sup 2 (8) — 2 (0)| = sup |27 () — Zn| =5 0
t<T t<T
so that each limit point is stationary. At this stage, we have thus proven that every limit point of (£")n>0 is a
stationary solution to z = h(z). This implies that any limit point Zy of (Zn)n>0 satisfies h(Zx) = 0 (and thus
Y = Vf(Xw) = 0). Actually, let (Z,, )x=1 be a convergent subsequence of the (a.s. bounded) sequence (Z,)n=0 and
denote its limit by Zs. Up to a second extraction, (2("¥)) converges to a stationary solution z° of 2 = h(z). As a
consequence, h(z*(t)) = 0 for any ¢t > 0. In particular, h(2*°(0)) = h(Zx) = 0. By (i) and the fact that (Y,)n>0
converges to 0, we also deduce that (f(Xn))nszo0 is a.s.-convergent. To conclude the proof, it remains to observe that
the set of possible limits of subsequences of (Xy)n>1 is connected. This is true since X,, — Xpn—1 = —ypYn—1 — 0 as
n — +00. o

Case ro = 0 (polynomial memory): In this case, the proof is somewhat similar but the identification of the
asymptotic dynamics requires an appropriate normalization of Y,.El Let us set:

~ ~ SR s Y,
Yn = YnVTn, I'n = Z Yk, Xn = Xn, Yo =
k=0

Also set by Z, = (X,,Yn). The dynamic _of Zn is described by Lemma below. We denote as (Z(t)):=0 the
interpolated process, i.e. defined by 2(I'y) = Z,, n > 0, with linear interpolations between times I';, and I',41 and let
(™ e the associated shifted-sequence defined by

M) =zt +T,) t=0.

With this setting, the idea is to show that the sequence (2(")(t))t>0 is tight with limits being stationary solutions of a
homogeneous O.D.E. z = h(z) (h being the drift to be determined). The sequence (Zy)n>0 satisfies Lemma |10 that

shows that Zn1 = Zn + Fna1 (B(Zn) + 5,1“) with 7(Z,§) == (—7, V(&) and:

0
Sl = (v%“Vf(f(n) + vV + TZLAMW) ’
where vr(f) and v,(f) are given in the statement of Lemma
On the basis of Assumption (H,), we know that: limsup,,_, ., ﬁ (T 1+1 - i) < 1 so that:

,U7(11) -0 (M) = O(Fn+1+/Tn) and U,(IQ) =0 (y/Tn) .

Tn+1

Thus, (U,(Il))nzl and (v,(f))n)l converge to 0 as n — +00. We can now repeat the arguments used in the situation
ro > 0 and we obtain:
N(n,t)+1
limsup sup Z €| =0 a.s.,
n—+o te[0,T] | L0y
where N(n,t) = inf{k = n,n41 + ... + 5 > t}. We can still combine and (i4i) to obtain sup, |2 () —

M (0)] L=t 0 for any 7" > 0. We conclude that (20,50 is relatively compact and that its limits are stationary
solutions of Z = h(z). The end of the proof is exactly the same as in the case ro > 0. )

1n fact, due to the asymptotic stationarity, the limiting dynamics is not intrinsic.

10



Lemma 10

Zni1 = Zn + Fn+1 (h(Zn) + 5n+1)

where iz(i:,g}) = (-9, Vf(&) — /ro) and

0
Ent1 = (Ufll)Vf()N(n) +0y, + T"AMTLH) )

Tn+1

W _ [ @»_ 1 o ( Tn )
Up' =4/—— =1 and v, = c—vp’ + (VTo — — | .
Tn+1 Tn+1 * VTn+1
Proof

First, the fact that )?nﬂ = )Z'n — '%H?H is obvious. Second,

O O Tn ~ Tn v Tn -~ Tn
Yn+1 = Yn +7n+1 ( vf(Xn) - Yn + 7AMn+1> .
V "n+1 Tn+1 Tn+1 Tn+1

The lemma follows. o

with

3.2 Convergence to a local minimum

To motivate the next theoretical result, we address the result of Corollary@ We have shown the almost sure convergence
of towards a point of the form (z«,0) in both exponential and polynomial cases where zo is a critical point of
f. This result is obtained under very weak assumptions on f and on the noise (AM,11)n>1 and is rather close to
Theorems 3-4 of [YLL16|] (obtained within a different framework). Unfortunately, it this only provides a very partial
answer to the problem of minimizing f because nothing is said about the stability of the limit of the sequence (X, )n>0
by Corollary [0} the attained critical point may be a local maximum, a saddle point or a local minimum.

This result is made more precise below and we establish some sufficient guarantees for the a.s. convergence of (Xy)
towards a minimum of f, even if f possesses some local traps with the additional assumption (Hg). This proof follows
the approach described in [BD96] and [Ben06] but requires some careful adaptations because of the hypo-elliptic noise
of the algorithm (there is no noise on the z-component) for both the exponentially and polynomially-weighted memory.
Moreover, the linearization of the inhomogeneous drift around a critical point of f in the polynomial memory case is
a supplementary difficulty we need to bypass.

Note that some recent works on stochastic algorithms (see, e.g., [LSJR16]) deal with the convergence to minimizers
of f of deterministic gradient descent with a randomized initialization. In our case, we will obtain a rather different
result because of the randomization of the algorithm at each iteration. Note, however that the main ingredient of the
proofs below will be the stable manifold theorem (the Poincaré Lemma on stable/unstable hyperbolic points of [Poi86] )
and its consequence around hyperbolic points. This geometrical result is also used in [LSJR16].

3.2.1 Exponential memory 7, =r >0

The exponential memory case may be (almost) seen as an application of Theorem 1 of [BD96]. More precisely, if
Zn = (Xn,Yn) and h(z,y) = (—y,rV f(z) — ry), then the underlying stochastic algorithm may be written as:

Zn+1 =Zn+ 'Ynh»(Zn) + ’YnAMny

When r, = r > 0 (exponential memory), Corollary |§| applies and Z, =% Zy, = (X0, 0) where Xo is a critical point
of f. For the analysis of the dynamics around a critical point of the drift, the critical poinf of f is denoted zo and we
can linearize the drift around (zo,0) € R? x R? as:

h(w,y) = (rDz(?)(xo) _‘ﬁd) (ﬂ” ‘y“”o) + Oz = o),

where I, is the d x d identity-squared matrix and D?(f)(xo) is the Hessian matrix of f at point 2. When z¢ is not a
local minimum of f, the spectral decomposition of D?(f)(zo) leads to the spectral decomposition:

JPe O4(R)  D*(f)(wo) = PT'AP,

where Ais a diagonal matrix with at least one negative eigenvalue A < 0. Considering now Zn = ()v(n,iv/n) where
X, = PX, and Y,, = PY,,, we have: - _ s
Zn+1 = Zn + ’Ynh(Zn) + 'YnPAM'ru

where h may be linearized as:

Yo T —To S g2 5
h(Z,y) = (TA —de)( 7 )—i—O(Hx Zo|”) where Zo = Puxo.

11



In particular, if ey is an eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue A < 0 of D2f(x0), we can see that the linearization
of h on the space Span(ex) ® (1,0,...,0) acts as:

0 -1
A = (T)\ —r> ‘
Its spectrum is Sp(Axr) = —% + 4/ —rA. The important fact is that when A < 0, the eigenvalue —% + 4/ — X

is positive and whose corresponding eigenspace is E} = (1, % — 4/ Z — A/r) . In the initial space R% x R¢ (without
applying the change of basis through P ® P), the corresponding eigenvector is:

1 1
e§=ex®<2—4/4—)\/r>m

Consequently, when z¢ is not a local minimum of f, it generates a hyperbolic equilibrium of h and we can apply the
“general” local trap Theorem 1 of [BD96]. If HE+ denotes the projection on the eigenspace Spcm(ek) then the noise

in the direction E; is:

<AMn, 6>\>

2 =1M,_+ (0,AM,
b =gy (0 AM-) =02

[5W

Now, Assumption (Hg) implies that:

limianEHH (0, AM,)| = ¢, > 0.

n—> -+

We can then apply Theorem 1 of [BD96] and conclude the following result.
Theorem 11 If (Ho,2) , (Hs) and (He) hold and r, = r, then X, a.s. converges towards a local minimum of f.

3.2.2 Polynomial memory 7, = rI';! — 0

We introduce a key normalization of the speed coordinate and define the rescaled process:
Xn=X, and Y, =+vT.Y,.

We can note that Y, = \/?anﬁlm and the important conclusion brought by (iv) of Corollary |§| is that ()?n, Y/N") i—s>
(X, 0) still holds (under the assumptions of Corollary @) We can write the recursive upgrade of the couple (X0, Yn).

’Yn.+1
VTn

The evolution of (Xn)ng() is easy to write: )?n+1 = )?n — Y The recursive formula satisfied by (Yn)nZO is:

Yor1 = VI [Ya +msirnsr (V(Xn) = Yo + AMnya)]
\/Fn+1Yn+ Tn+1 « \/ n+1 Vf( )_T’Yn+1 « \/Fn+11~/n+ Tn+1 « \/Fn+1 AM,L+1
T T \F

”
VT, Iy VT, VT,

Hence, the couple (X’n, 17”) evolves as an almost standard stochastic algorithm, whose step size is Yn+1 = Yn+1I'n Y

)'Z = )’z - ~n ?n
{ R X (13)
Y1 =Yn + T'Yn+1vf(Xn) + Ynt1@nt1AMny1 + Yny1Unqa,
where gn+1 = A/Tns1/Tn =1+ o( ) as n —> 400 and (Up+1)n>1 is defined by:
1/2 = rgni1 +o(n ') o ~
Un+1 = — Yo +1r(gn+1 — 1)V F(Xn).
+1 Fn (q +1 ) f( )
. . . L Ty = —Yt .
This dynamical system is related to the deterministic one { . or equivalently:
Yo =1V f(ze)
= Flz) with F(2) = F(a,y) = (3, 7V f(2)). (14)
It is easy to see that when z is a local maximum of f, then the above drift is unstable near zo, = (Zw,0).

Unfortunately, Theorem 1 of [BD96] cannot be applied because of the size of the remainder terms involved in and
the a.s. convergence of (X, Yn)n>0 requires further investigation. From [Ben06], we borrow a tractable construction of
a “Lyapunov” function 7 in the neighborhood of each hyperbolic point, which translates a mean repelling effect of the
unstable points. This construction still relies on the Poincaré Lemma (see [Poi86] and [Har82] for a recent reference).
Again, in the neighborhood of any hyperbolic point, we will treat the projection II; as a projection on the unstable
manifold.

12



Proposition 12 ([Ben06]) For any local mazimum point x of f, a compact neighborhood N of 2z = (2x,0) and a
positive function n € C*(R? x R R*) exist such that:

(i) Vz = (z,y) e N, Dn(z) : R x R — R?* x R? is Lipschitz, convex and positively homogeneous.
(44) Two constants k > 0 and c1 > 0 and a neighborhood U of (0,0) exist such that:

VzeN VYuelU n(z +u) = n(2) +<{Dn(z),u) — k|ul?,
and if | |+ denotes the positive part:
VieN VueU  [Dn(z)(w)s > el ().
(#41) A positive constant k exists such that:
Vze N (Dn(2), F(2)) = rn(z)

When d = 1, it is possible to check that if \ is a negative eigenvalue of the Hessian of f around a local maximum
Zo, then the drift may be linearized in (—y, A(z — 2)) and a reasonable approximation of 7 is given by n(z,y) =
%Hy — +/=Xz||>. Nevertheless, the situation is more involved in higher dimensions and the construction of the function
7 relies on the stable manifold theorem. We are now able to state the next important result.

Theorem 13 Assume that the noise satisfies (Hgauss,o) and (Hg), that the function satisfies (Hs), and that v, =
yn~P with B < 1/3, then (X,)n>0 a.s. converges towards a local minimum of f.

The proof relies on an argument of [Pem90, [Ben06] even though it requires major modifications to deal with the
time inhomogeneity of the process and the unbounded noise, which are assumed in these previous works. We denote
N as any neighborhood of z4 and consider any integer ng € N. We then introduce Zn = ()?n, EN/n) and the stopping
time:

T:=inf{n>no : ané./\/'}.

We will show that P(T" < 4+00) = 1, which implies the conclusion. We introduce two sequences (Q2n)nzno and (Sp)nzng:

Qn+1 = [W(ZnJrl) - U(Zn)]1n<T + ;?n+1]-n>T and Sn = n(Zno) + 2 Qk (15)

k=ng+1

Note that the construction of 7 implies that z — Dn(z) is Lipschitz, so that the following inequality holds:

IDaluiplel®

n(z +u) =n(z) = (Dn(z),uw) — 5

This inequality provides some information when u is small. In the meantime, 1 is positive so that:
Vae (0,1] 3ka >0 V(z,u) e N x R n(z +u) —n(z) = (Dn(z),u) — ka|u (16)
The family of inequalities described in will be used with an appropriate value of « in the next result.

Proposition 14 The random variables (Qn)n>0 satisfy the following conditions:

(i) A constant c exists such that:
E[Qi+1|}—n] < C’~Y72L+1

(it) A sequence (€n)nz0 exists such that:
].S >5,,L]E|:Qn+l‘fn] = O7

with €, ~ en™ "2 for a large enough ¢ and a = (1 —B)/(1 + B).

(#i1) Assume that 8 < %, then (S2)n=0 has a submartingale increment:
]E[S?LJrl - S'r21|]:n] = a'ﬁwl

for a small enough constant a.
Proof:
Proof of (). When n = T, we have Qn4+1 = An+1 by definition and the conclusion follows. In the other situation when
n < T, we use the Lipschitz continuity of n: if m = sup,c, [Dn(z)], then Equation yields:
[1(Zns1) = 0(Za) I < 4222 [ 1Tl + P21V F(R)P + @a | AMia | + [Unsa?].
The neighborhood N being compact, we deduce from the previous inequality that a constant C' > 0 exists such that:

E 1201/ Loer 7] < B[ In(Zns1) = 0(Za) P Luer|Fa | < €32,

where we used a uniform upper bound on E[|AM,+1|?*1n<r|F], leading to the proof of (4). o
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Proof of (i). Note that 1,<7 and 1,>7 are F, measurable and we have:
Lo>7E [Qni1]|Fn] = Loz1in+1 = 0.
On the complementary set, we also have:
LictE[Quarl ] > LuerE |[(Znrn) = nZa)lFa] = LaerB [0(Zosr) = n(Z0) | F]
Hence, we can use the lower bound given by : for any value of « € (0, 1]:
LiarB[Qetl Bl > ey [30s1(D0(Za), F(Za) + 301 (D0(Z), BIAM 1| Fo] + Unis)|

~ ~ 1+a
~Loerka B [IFall + 71V S (Ra) | + Gt |AMo ]| + [T

where we used the triangle inequality in the last line to derive an upper bound of HZ,LH — ZLH When n < T, Zn is
bounded and we have E[|AM,+1|?|Fn] < 0> M for a large enough M. Hence, the Holder inequality implies that:

E[JAM, || Fo] < o F oM 5
Therefore, we can find a large enough constant Cy > 0 such that:
Lot [ |Fa] 2 Lncr [Fosn(Dn(Za), F(Z0)) = mFnia [Unsa]| = Crinis |-

The lower bound (éii) of Proposition and the definition of U, 1 implies that a constant Cs exists such that:

~ > ~a C
1,<7E [Qn+1|]:n] Z lp<rYn+1 |:K:77(Zn) = C1Yn41 — \/Ti]

We now choose « so that 45,1 ~ F;l/z, which corresponds to the choice:

_1-8
a—1+6.

Defining €, = x7* [C&’ynﬂ + C’QF;I/Q], we then deduce that if n < T, then S,, = n(Z,) so that:

ISTL?EHE [Qn+1|]:n] = 0,
which concludes the proof. In particular, €, must be chosen on the order 4., (or on the order F,:l/z ~ nf(lfﬁ)/Z). o
Proof of (iii). Observe that S2,; — S2 = Q2| 4+ 28,Qn+1. Now, if S, > €, then we have seen in the proof of (i7)

that:
15,2, B[Sni1 — SalFnl = 15,56, E[Qn 1] Fn] + 29015, 20, E[Qni1]Fn] = 15,56, E[Qn 1] Fn].

n= n= n=

In the other situation, we have S, < €,, meaning that n < T" and we have seen in the proof of (i7) that:
LocrB[Qni1|Fn] = lper [’N}/n-%—l’fn(zn) +An1(Dn(Zy), Un+1>]
kA [IFall + IV AR + goa [AMsa | + [Unia]]
Consequently, because of the positivity of 7, we deduce that:
Lu<rB[Qui1|Fal = =1 D0(Z0)]| % O(Gnl5"?) = O(F74a)-
We know that Dn is locally bounded on A, we then obtain:
15, < E[Qnt1]Fn] = 1s,<enln<rE[Qni1]Fn] = 1,2 <en 1, <rE[Qnt1]Fn]

> 1,20, o<t [ID0(Z0)| X OG0 ?) + OGi) |-

2z —Cina [FZUQ + ’~Yn+1} )
for a large enough constant C. In the two situations, we then have:

E[Sns1 = SalFa] = B[ 11| Fn] = 2CenTnss — 2CenFnia[7 2.

Finally, Lemma 9.7 of [Ben06] and our hypoelliptic assumption (Hg) implies that for small enough c:

E[Q511]Fn] = cHisa
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The conclusion follows if €, 7,117 2 = 0 (¥+1)- Since €, is chosen on the order Y% ~ 52, witha = (1-8)/(1+8),
this condition is equivalent to:

Fni1™ =0 (Fns1) -
meaning that o > 1/2. It then implies that 3 should be less than 1/3. =

We use now the key estimations derived from Proposition [14] to obtain the proof of the main result of this Section.
Proof of Theorem[I3 The proof is split into three parts. We consider:

Sn = S0 + Z Qp and define On = 2 7y1-2.
k=1 i=n

In our case, we have chosen g € (0,1/3) and we can check that:
An ~ n~ A2 56 that S ~n "2, (17)
We consider the sequence €, defined in Proposition

1-8
1+5

en ~T %2 ~ 5%, with a=

> 1/2.

In this case, we have:
en =n" 2 — o(n7P?) = 0(\/6,) because B <1/3 <1/2.

The proof now proceeds by considering the sequential crossings S, < ¢V, and S,, = ¢/, for a suitable value of c.

Step 1: S, becomes greater than +/bd, with a positive probability.
For a given constant b and a positive n € N, we introduce the stopping time:

T:inf{z‘>n :Sizx/bfiik

and we show that an € > 0 exists such that P (7 < o) > 1 — e. For a given by (iii) of Proposition we consider:

k
Mk=5i—a2’~yf.

1=0

(Mk)k=n is a submartingale, so that (My.7)k=n is also a stopped submartingale. This yields:

mAT m
E[S2, .7 — Si|Fun] = aE [ >, '3/,-2]-'”] >a (Z ﬁ) P(T > m|Fn). (18)
n+1 n+1

. 2 2 .
In the meantime, we can decompose S;, .+ — S, into:

2 2 2 2 2 2
S’VVL/\Tisn SmATfsm/\Tfl +Sm/\’Tfl 7Sn
28 maT-1QmAaT + Qog a7 + Sma7-1
2STQrL/\Tfl +29377,AT

20 a1 + 202, T

NN N

Since (0)x>n is decreasing, we then have d,,7-1 < d,. We then study the remaining term. We can use Equation
(13) and the Lipschitz continuity of n over the neighborhood N (before time T') to obtain a large enough C' such that:

2 2
Qm/\T = Qm/\T [1mAT71<T + 1mAT71>T]

- _ 2
I:’r](Zm/\T) —U(mezl)] LinaT—1<T + Voo n 7 L aT—15T

N

However, nothing more is known about the stopped process |AM,,,7|*> and we are forced to use:
E[S2 a7 — Si|Fn] < 206, +2C [a;i +E [Sup a,%HAMkH?H .
k=n

Given that all AMj, are independent sub-Gaussian random variables that satisfy Inequality (56), we can use Theorem
and obtain that a constant C' large enough exists such that for any ¢ > 0:

E[S7 .7 — Si|Fn] < 2b8n + 2077 log(3,,°). (19)
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We can plug the estimate into Inequality to obtain:

206, + 2072 1og(a,;2)
a Zz n+1 Fyz '

P(T > m|F,) <
Letting m — +00, we deduce that:

~2 -2
P (T = o0|Fn) < %b n M.

adn
According to the calibration , we have 32 log(3;, %) = 0(d,). Consequently, we can choose n large enough such that:

P(T < o0|Fy) > 173;17

Step 2: The sequence (Sk)k=n may remain larger than 1/b/26, with a positive probability.
We introduce the stopping time S and the event E,, € Fy:

=inf{i=zn: S < if} and E, = {Sn > \/5\/&}

Since the sequence (6;)i=n is non-increasing, (i) of Proposition [I4] yields:

E [S(’H»l)/\s - Si/\5|]:i] = 1s5:E[Siy1 — Si|Fi] = 1S>i151‘>\/b/275nE [Si+1 — Si|Fi]
> 1.S>113 >\ /b33, E[Xit1]Fi] = 1szils,; >, E[Xip1|Fi] =0

Hence, (Sirs)i=n is a submartingale and the Doob decomposition reads S;,s = M; + I; where (M;);>n is a Martingale
and (I;) is a predictable increasing process such that I, = 0. Hence,

P(S = wo|Fn) = Py, (Vi =>n:S \f\/ ) P, (Vi =n: M > %\/571)
On the event E,, S, > Vb5, so that M; — M,, < M; — \/5\/571. Therefore:
P(Vi>n C M = g\/%\}}) 1k, >P<Vi>n My — My, > \[\/ | Fr ) 1g,.

The rest of the proof follows a standard martingale argument:

E ((M; — My)?|Fy)

2 M1 — My F) =2 M1~ MyYIF5) | )

= D EE((Sin—5)°1F) — (L — L)’ F)

su
H:

< Z Sji1—S5)%|Fn) < Z E(QF 1| Fn) <c ) 471 < b

{., <
Il
’—‘ 3

where we used the upper bound given by (7) of Proposition [14]in the last line. Now, the Doob inequality implies that:

P( inf (Mi— M) <—s|Fa) = B( inf (Mi— M, —1) < —s—tF)
< P( sup |M;— M, —t| <s+t|F,)
n<i<m

E (M — My — £)*|F)

<
(s+1t)?

_ E ((Mm - Mn)2|]:n) + t2 _ (/‘6n + t2
(s +1)? C (s+1t)?

We apply this inequality with s = %x/én and use (s +t)? < (1 4+9)s> + (1 + 97 )¢? for any ¥ > 0. It leads to:

. \[ cOn + 2
F <né?£m(Mi — M) < ‘FV ) (1+ 0)bo, /4 + (1 + 9-1)¢2

16



We now choose ¥ = 4¢/b , t = 4/6, and deduce that:

. Vb c+1
R < . n n < 1 4"
¥ <né?£m(Mz M) < =5 VonlF ) ¢+ 1+ bjde

Consequently, we deduce that:

Vb c+1 b
P(S = 0| Fu)le, > Pr, (Vizn:M;> /0y )1p, > (1-———— |1p, = ———1
(§ = i Fu)1z, ‘f"(z " 2 ) o ( c+1+b/4c) En Tt de+ 42 P

Step 3: (Sn)nz=0 does not converge to 0 with probability 1.
We denote G as the event that (S, )n>0 does not converge to 0. For any integer n, we have the inclusion:

{S=+w}={Vi>n:Si>mm}cg,

which implies:

b

E|1 i17=; = E|1 ilr=ilp, 2> ———— 17_;1p, = —— 17—,

(Lol 7ltr ol Fil7=ile, > o e tr=ile = g a7

Hence,
E[1g|F.] = ) E[lglr—i|F.] = E[E[1g|F]17r=;|Fn]
i=n
b b b 3b

—_— Ell7=i|Fn] =2 77— 5P n)=z————|(1—— 0.
b+4c+4c2Z;l [L7—i 7] b+ 4c + 4c? (T < +oolFa) b+4c+402( a)>

Since 1g € Foo, we have limp—, 4o E[1g|Fn] = 1g. The previous lower bound implies that G almost surely holds. ¢

Conclusion of the proof: The stochastic algorithm does not converge to a local trap.

Consider N a neighborhood of a local maximum of f, and its associated function 5 given by Proposition We then
consider the random variables (Q2,)n>0 and (Sp)n>0. We have seen that S,, does not converge to 0 with probability 1.
We define:

TN:=inf{n20 : §n¢/\/'}
and assume that 7Tar = +00. In that case, we always have:
Qi1 = 0(Zns1) —n(Zn)  and S, = n(Zn).

The limit set of (Zn)n>0 is a non empty compact subset of N, which is left invariant by the flow (®:):>0 of the O.D.E.

whose drift is F. Now, consider z in (Z,)n=0 and apply (iii) of Proposition We then have n(®:(2)) = e"'n(y).
Since n(®:(z)) < sup,n, we therefore deduce that n(z) = 0. Hence, the unique limiting value for (Sn)n>0 is zero,
meaning that S, — 0 as n — 400. However, we have seen in Step 3 that S,, does not converge to 0 with probability
1. Therefore, P(Ty = +00) = 0 and the process does not converge towards a local maximum of f with probability 1. o

4 Convergence rates for strongly convex functions

This section focuses on the convergence rates of algorithm according to the step-size v, = yn~? for A-strongly
convex function f with a L-Lipschitz gradient, corresponding to the assumptions (Hsc(\)) and (Hs).

4.1 Quadratic case

We first study the benchmark case of a purely quadratic function f, meaning that Vf is linear. In this case, f(z) =
1|Az|* and V f(x) = Sz, leading to the following form of the algorithm:

{ +1 Yn+1 (20)

Yn+1 = Yn + 'Yn+17’n(SXn - Yn) + 'Yn+17nnAMn+17

where S is a d x d squared matrix defined by S = A’A. The matrix S is assumed to be positive definite with lower
bounded eigenvalues, e.g., Sp(S) < [\, +oo[ when f is (Hsc (X)) with A > 0.

17



4.1.1 Reduction to a two dimensional system

Equation may be parameterized in a simpler form using the spectral decomposition of § = P~'AP, where P is
orthogonal, and A is a diagonal matrix:

V(Z,]) € {1 - d}2 Ai,j = Ai&;,j >A>0.

Keeping the notation ()v(m}v/n)n?l for the change of basis induced by P, we define )v(n = PX, and iv/n = PY, and
obtain: - - -

Xn+1 = Xn - fYnJrlYn

}\;n+1 = )\;n + ’Yn+1rn(A)\€n - )\;n) + ’Yn+17"nPAMn+1>

Since A is diagonal, we are now led to study the evolution of d couples of stochastic algorithms:

() _ x(9) 5(3)
. xn+1 =Tp —Tn +1yn
Vie{l...d} { @) ) ) ) AT
Yni1 = Yn  + Y4170 (Niy” — Un') + Ynt17n Mn+17

where we used the notations )v(n = (EC/'Ej))lgigd and Sv/n = (gﬁf’)lsigd. Consequently, in the quadratic case, the stochastic
HBF may be reduced to d couples of 2-dimensional random dynamical systems:

Vie{l,...,d}> Z9 = (I + v11C) Z + vps1ra T2 AN (21)
where
285 @00 wa o= (0 1) aa m= (),
A0 = >\ >0 and (AN(i )n=1 is a sequence of martingale increments.

It is Worth noting that due to the multiplication by the matrix P, the martingale increment AN, n “ potentially
depends on the whole coordinate (éﬁf ))std. In a completely general case, this involves technicalities mainly due to
the fact that the system is not completely autonomous (in general, the components 2 and Z{ do not evolve
independently). To overcome this difficulty, the idea is to obtain some general controls for a system solution to
and to then bring the controls of each coordinate together. For the sake of simplicity, we propose in the sequel to state
the results in the general case but to only make the proof for with the assumption that:

E[JANS), P|F] < O+ |X9?). (22)

From now on, we will omit the indexation by j to alleviate the notations. An easy computation shows that the
characteristic polynomial of C,, is given by:

T2 Th(4N —1y)
D= (14 T2) 4 A=),
Xe, ) =(t+5 ) +——
We now consider the two different cases:

e For all n > 1, C), has two real or complex eigenvalues whose values do not change from n to n, which corresponds
to 7, = r. This case necessarily corresponds to an exponentially-weighted memory and r, is thus kept fixed
constant: r, =r =4\ or r, =1 < 4.

e For a large enough n, C,, has two complex conjugate and vanishing eigenvalues. This situation may occur if we
use a polynomially-weighted memory because, in that case, r, — 0 as n —> +00.
4.1.2 Exponential memory r, = r
We first study the situation when 7, = r, which is easier to deal with from a technical point of view.

Proposition 15 Assume (Hy,2). Let (Zn)ns0 be defined by with Sp(S) < [\, +oo[ and r, = r. Set:

r

r if r <4\,

r(l— 1—ﬁ), if =4

ap =

Assume that vn = yn~?, we then have:

(¢) If B <1, then a constant c, .~ exists such that:

V=1 E[[Xa]® + [Yal®] < crann.

(#3) If B =1, then a constant ¢, exists such that:

V=1 E[|Xa]?+ | Yal?] < crryn™ "7 log(n) trar=11,

18



Proof: According to Subsection , we only make the proof for a system solution to with the assumption that
(22)) holds. We begin with the simplest case where r > 4\. The above computations show that:

Sp(C) = {M+ _ _T+V(2T_4)\)T§N— _ —7’—«/(27‘—4)\)7“}7 (23)

while the associated eigenvectors are given by e; = ( ;lt ) and e_ = ( ; ) and are kept fixed throughout the
— oy
iterations of the algorithm. Consequently, (21) may be rewritten in an even simpler way:
~ 1+ Yng1pq 0 > X
Znt1 = Zn + m¥n+1&n+1, 24
+1 ( 0 1yt pi Yrt1&nt1 (24)

where Z, = QZy, ((Zn) being defined by ) where Q is an invertible matrix such that C,, = Q7! (,u0+ NO ) Q

and En+1 = QX2ANp,+1. The squared norm of (Zn)n;1 is now controlled using a standard martingale argument and
Assumption (Hs,2):

E[1ZonilP1Fa] < [0+ ) + OviallZal® + €2,

so that by setting u, = IE[HZLHQ], this yields:
Unt1 < (14 2p49n41 + 01%21+1) + C2’YZ+1v (25)
The result then follows from Propositions 28] (iii) and [29] (iii) (see Appendix [A]).

We now study the situation r» < 4\. In this case, C), possesses two conjugate complex eigenvalues:

—r iR ) —r—im}

Sp(Cn) = {/’“r = 2 - = 2

Once again, we use the notation (Z,)n>1 defined as Zn = QZ, with @ an invertible (complex) matrix such that

S, = Q! (,u(;. M07> Q@ and §n+1 = @QX2AN,+1. The squared norm of (Zn)n;1 may be controlled while paying

attention to the modulus of complex numbers, and we obtain an inequality similar to (25)).

E[1Z0sal1F| < max (11 + pernsa 5 11+ poynsa ) 1Za)? + Corin,
n 2 P4
< <(1 —_ ; ) + 01%21+1> HZnH2 + C2'YZ+1»

< (1=nur+ 01%2”1) HZLHQ + Coyiiy.

Once again, we can apply (iii) of Propositions [28](iii) and 29iii) to obtain the desired conclusion. o

Remark 16 In the above proposition, the constants ¢, x~ are not made explicit. However, it is possible to obtain
an estimation if we assume that IE[AMH+1|2] < o2 and r > 4). In this particular case, with the notations of , we
have:

Un+1 < (1 — aryn) un + TQUQHQTHQ'Y?Hh
where u, = E|Z,|*>. The Propositions [28] (iii) and [29] (ii7) now imply that:

2 2
E[1Z1°] <E[1Zo)?] e + foR il lQ’“” 0",
which, in the end, provide an explicit upper bound of E||Z,|? since Z, = Q:lén.

A more important issue concerns the rate obtained when 8 = 1 and we can remark in the statement of Proposition
that this rate depends on the size of v and of a,.. In particular, the best rate (of order O(n™")) is obtained when
ya > 1, meaning that o, must be as large as possible to optimize the performance of the algorithm and we therefore
obtain a non-adaptive rate. It is easy to see that r — «,. increases on [0, 4\] and decreases on [4), +00). It attains its
maximal value (max, a, = 4)\) when r = 4\. This maximal value is twice the size of the eigenvalue of the (standard)
stochastic gradient descent (SGD). Finally, lim,—, 4o o = 2. This limiting value 2\ corresponds to the size of the
eigenvalue of the SGD. In other words, the limit » = +00 in HBF may be seen as an almost identical situation to SGD.

If we compare the rate of convergence of HBF to the one of SGD using the same step size v, = yn~!, we see that
choosing a reasonably large r makes it possible to obtain a less stringent condition on v to recover the (optimal) rate
O(n™'). In particular, the rate of the HBF is better when 7 > 2X than the one attained by the SGD. Unfortunately, it
seems impossible to obtain an adaptive procedure on the choice of (y,7) that guarantees the rate O(n™'), unlike the
Polyak-Ruppert averaging procedure.

|
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4.1.3 Polynomial memory r, = r[',;} — 0
This case is more intricate because of the variations with n of the eigenvectors of the matrix C,, defined in .
Proposition 17 Assume (HU 2). Let (Zn)n>0 be defined by with Sp(S) < [A, +oo[ and rn = ¢

(@) IfB<1andr> a constant cg,x,r exists such that:

iy
Vnz=1  E|Xa|* < corrm,

and
Yn>=1 E|Y,|? < esantn-
(i) If B =1, a constant C exists such that:
sl E|Xl? < <
logn

and

C

= nlogn

vn=1 E|Y,|?

Remark 18 We can observe that when < 1, the rates of the exponential case are preserved under a constraint
on r which becomes harder and harder when f is close to 1: r needs to be greater than 2(%7%) Carefully following
the proof of this result, we could in fact show that when 1/2 < r < %, then E|X,|? < Cn~r=2)0-8) " Since
(r— 31 —-pB) — 0as B — 1, our upper bound in (logn)~" related to the case 3 = 1 becomes reasonable.

Another possible interpretation of the poor convergence rate in that case is that the size of the negative real part of

n 1
the eigenvalues of C,, is on the order which leads to a contraction of the bias equivalent to O (efczl mogk).

_ 1
nlogn?
. . . . no1
Regardless of ¢, we cannot obtain a polynomial rate of convergence in that case since ;] Tlogk ™ log log n.

|

Proof

Proof of (i): We study the case 8 < 1 here. According to the arguments used in the proof of Proposition and

Subsection the dynamical system may be reduced to d couples of systems in the form (acgf), yﬁb))ngl so that we
only make the proof for a system solution to under assumption . Another key feature of the polynomial case
has been observed in the proof of the a.s. convergence of the algorithm (Theorem [13| . the study of the rate in the
polynomial case involves a normalization of the algorithm with a ,/rn-scaling of the Y coordinate. Therefore, we set
T = (Xn, Y, ) with X, =X, and Y,, = = Y,/\/rn. With these notations, we obtain (similar to Lemma

I'n EZANnJrh (26)
Tn+1

ZnJrl = (I2 + '?nJrlén)Zn + ;?n+1
with Yn4+1 = Yn+14/Tn and:
o 0 -1

L 1 ( Tn _ 1) _ Tn
P in-%—l Tn+1 A/ Tn+1 '

Since 7, = rI',; !, the following expansion holds:

1 1 Tn
n = — | +O0| = |. 27
In particular,for a large enough n, p, < 0 if and only if » > 1/2. Furthermore, an integer no € N exists such that for
any n = no, Cy has complex eigenvalues given by:

1 [ Tn -
,us_") = (pn + 04 [4A I'n p%) Nima RV
2 Tn+1
- (#(f) ?))
n . 0 lu_n
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and let @, be the matrix that satisfies Q;lAnQn = C~'n ‘We have:

_ 1 1 1 —um
Q' =( n (n)) and  Qn = —5——y ( o E
K K- Py —ps \ By

We can now introduce the change of basis brought by @, and the new coordinates én = QnZn We have:

~

Zni1 = Quii(lo+Ani1Cn)Qn' Zn + Tn+1y/ Trn Qn+1X2ANp 11
n+1

= Qn+1Q;1(12+1n+1An)Zn+’~Yn+1 Trlen+122ANn+l- (28)

‘We now observe that:
QTL‘FlQ’;l =L+7, with T,= (Qn+l - Qn)Q;I

and that for n large enough:

[Tale < ClQn+1 = Qullo = OUuT™ = u{V1) = O (Ipns1 = pal + I+ = u{V)))

Expansion (27), the fact that \/71 =144+ 40 (”“) and the Lipschitz continuity of z — +/1 + x on

[—1/2, +00) yield:
ITallo = O (”" + I oot ‘P%—l) -0 <7> =0 (n= ).
r2 " r
2
p
2

From the above, we obtain, for any z € R?,
2
”)) + <%+13m(u(f)) +0 (”)) ] 21,
rs

_ - n 1
10w Qs + i da)elf < (14 22 (= o)) ) o1

Slw

1Qn1Qn " (I2 + Ans1An)2[* <

(1 +’§/n+1fn + O

Swolw

which after several computations yields:

Note that a universal constant C' (independent of n) exists such that |Qn+1]c < C and the upper bounds above can
be used into (28) to deduce that:

g 1 %\ s B ~ -
1Zia? < (1 w2 (Gor) o (%) ) Zul? + S AT+ CLEL AN, (29)

where (AMn)ngl is a sequence of martingale increments and b a large enough constant.
When 7, = 7n # with 8 < 1, the fact that I'y, = ﬁ + O(1) combined with the upper bound of the variance of
the martingale (22f) imply that:

- o b ~ 1
E[|Zuin ] < (1 -2 L) ElIZE + o (30)

where a := (r — £)(1 — ). Under the condition r > ﬂ), we observe that:

2(1

a> .
An induction based on Inequality yields:

E[|Zunl?] < E[an]e]j (1-5+5)+e X o I (1-9+2)

k=nc+1 t=k+1
< Ccn””?

where in the second line, we repeated an argument used in the proof of Propositions 29 and made use of the property
a > B. To conclude the proof, it remains to observe that |Q,,} [« < C regardless of n. o

(i¢) When g =1, Inequalityleads to:
C

n?logn

«

—— + ——— ) E[| Za|?
nlognJrn?logn) (12177 +

Bl Zu|?] < (1 -

and a procedure similar to the one used above (given that >;_, (klogk)™' ~ log(logn)) leads to the desired result.
oo
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4.2 The non-quadratic case under exponential memory

The objective of this subsection is to extend the results of the quadratic case to strongly convex functions satisfying
(Hsc(a)) for a given positive a. As pointed out in Remark |5 we are not able to obtain neat and somewhat intrinsic
results in the polynomial memory case, so we therefore preferred to only consider the exponential memory one.

With the help of Subsection we can restrain the study to the situation where d = 1 and f has a unique
minimum in x* and we denote A = f”(z*), which is assumed to be positive. We also assume that f” = inf,er f”(z) > 0.
It is worth noting that in this setting, we are able to obtain some non-asymptotic bounds with some assumptions on
X only. This means that our results do not involve the quantity f”. To only involve the value of the second derivative
in *, the main argument is a power increase stated in the next lemma.

Lemma 19 Let (ug@)n)o,k% be a sequence of non-negative numbers satisfying for every integers n =0 and k > 1,

ulf)y < (1= arynsr + bevi)ul + Cr(vnan + il ™) (31)

where (akx)r=1 and (br)r=1 are sequences of positive numbers. Furthermore, assume that K > 2 exists and a constant
C > 0 exists such that:
vn =1, ul <Cy. (32)

Then, suppose that v, =y~ ? (v >0, B € (0,1]) and that a := ming<x ar > 0 and b := maxp<s by, < +00.
(i) If B € (0,1), a constant C > 0 exists such that for every ke {1,..., K},

vn=1, u® < Cyn.

(45) If B =1 and ay > 1, a constant C > 0 exists such that for every ke {1,..., K},

vn =2, uP <ont. (33)
Proof
Let K > 2. We proceed by a decreasing induction on k € {1,..., K}. The initialization is given by . Then, let
ke {l,...,K —1} and assume that kD) < Crk+17n (where Cy, is a positive constant that does not depend on n). We

can use this upper bound in the second term of the right hand side of and obtain:
uffll < (1—aynt1 + B’Yﬁ+1)u£zk> + C’Yfﬁ—l

where C is a constant that does not depend on n.
When 8 < 1, it follows from Proposition [28]i7) that:

Yn =1, uilk) < Yn-

If 3 =1 and avy > 1 now, the above control is a consequence of Proposition |[29(¢iz). This concludes the proof. oo

We will apply this lemma to u!”) = ]E[|Zl|2k] where Z, is an appropriate linear transformation of Z,
Therefore, we will mainly have to check that Conditions and hold.

Proposition 20 Assume (Hs), (Hsc(a)) and (Ho,o0) with p = 1. Let a and b be some positive numbers such that
holds. Then, an integer K = 1 exists such that for any p = K:

E[Vf(Xn, Yn)] < Cpyn. (34)

Furthermore, if 1, = 7 and vn = yn~" with § € (0,1), then holds for p = K = 1 under (Hy,2) instead of (Ho,x0).
As a consequence,
E[| X — " | + [ Ya]**] < Crn. (35)

Remark 21 Note that the second assertion easily follows from Equations @D and and from the fact that
under (Hsc(a)), a constant ¢ exists such that for all z, f(z) > ¢|z|>.

Moreover, note that this proposition is not restricted to the exponential memory case. In particular, as suggested
in Remark [5| this Lyapunov approach could lead to some (rough) controls of the quadratic error in the polynomial

case when the function is not quadratic.
|

Proof

We begin by the first assertion under Assumption (He, ). Going back to the proof of Lemma (and to the associated
notations), we obtain the existence of some positive a and b such that

Vn+1(Xn+l7Yn+l) < Vn(Xnyyn) + 7n+1An+1 with
Yol* = rnb| VF(Xn)|* = brndV F(Xn), AMys1) + ARny1 (cap > 0)-

An-¢—1 = _Ca,b|
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Denoting the smallest (positive) eigenvalue of D?f(z*) by A, we have:
IVf@)* = Ale|* = C Af(x).

Following the arguments of the proof of Lemma [§] once again, we can easily deduce the existence of some positive &
and C such that:
E[An 1] Fn] € (—e 4+ CYni1)rnVa(Xn, Ya) + Cyngrrn.

Using (Ho,»0 ), we also obtain for every r > 1:
El| Ania]"[Fn] < Cr(1+ Vi (Xn, Ya)).
As a consequence, a binomial expansion of (V;,(Xn, Yn) 4+ Ynt1Ani1)¥ yields:
E[Vii1 (Xns1, Yar1)|Fal < (1= Keynarn + Cvpara) Vo' (X, Ya) + Ot
Setting un, = E[V,X 1 (Xnt1,Yni1)], we obtain:
Unt1 < (1 — KeYni1mn + CypsrTn)tin + Cymy 17

Now, assume that ~,, = 7n_£ with 3 € (0, 1] and successively consider exponential and polynomial cases:

e If r, =7 and B < 1, the result holds with K = 1 by Proposition [28(iii). o
e If r, = r and f = 1, we have to choose K large enough in order that Kevy > 1. In this case, Proposition )
yields the result. o

e If r, =1/, and B8 < 1 now, then the above inequality yields the existence of a p > 3 and a ng > 1 for K large
enough such that:

VYn = no, Unt1 < ( — B) Un +Cn7371.
n

We have:

wn<u [] (1=2)+0 3 ko [T (1-2).

k=ng k=ng+1 l=k+1

Given that 1 — 2 < exp(—z) and that >};_, + = logn + O(1), we obtain:

un <Cn~P(1+ >, KTy <onf
k=ng+1

where in the last inequality, we deduced that —3 — 1 + p > —1 since p < .

<o

Proposition 22 Assume (H,), (Hsc(a))and (Hg,i0) and rn, = 1 for alln > 1. Set A\ = f"(z*). Then, assume that
Y = yn"? with B e (0,1].

e If B <1, then:
E[| X0 — 2*|"] + E[|Ya]"] < Cm.

e [f B =1, then for every € > 0, a constant C. exists such that

]E[”Xn _ x*HQ] < Csnf((r+57\/r274>\'r1T>4>\)'\/)All

Proof
The starting point is to linearize the gradient:

F(X0) = A(Xn = 2*) + 6o where 6 = (f(6) — £(&*)) (X0 — 2).

Since f” is Lipschitz continuous, then:
o] < C(Xn — %) (36)

Let us begin with the case where the matrix C,, defined in has real eigenvalues p4+ and p— (given by ) With
the notations introduced in ,

> 1+ vn 0 5 0 -
i = ( 70+1M+ - ’}/n+1/lf) Zn + ryn+1Q <¢n> + rYnt+1En+1- (37)

As a consequence,

1 Zns1)® < Q@+ psAns1) 1 Zal® + Cons1 |1 2] + V241 (1 Z0]* + |ANps1|*) + AMga
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where (AM.,,) is a sequence of martingale increments. Using the elementary inequality |z| < e +C.|z|?, x € R (available
for any € > 0),

| Zosa|* < [(L+ @us +e)yns1 + Crms)]I Zal® + Cornsa|Zal* + Crnsa |ANws1|* + ANy

Then, by Assumption (Hg,») and the fact sup, E[|Z,|"] < 400 for any > 1 (by Proposition [20| for example), we
obtain, for any k > 1,

E[1Z0+1]™] < (1+ k@t + )vs1 + Core BN Zal™] + Crc (s BN Za ™1 + 97 11).

At this stage, we observe that Assumption is satisfied with u{” = E[|Zn|?*] and ar = k(2us + €). Using
Proposition [20[and Lemma i)7 we check that the second assumption of Lemma also holds. Thus, the result follows
in this case from this lemma. o

5 Limit of the rescaled algorithm

In this paragraph, we establish a (functional) Central Limit Theorem when the memory is exponential, i.e., when
rn = r and when (Hsc(a)) holds. In particular, f admits a unique minimum z*. Without loss of generality, we
assume that z* = 0.

5.1 Rescaling stochastic HBF

We start with an appropriate rescaling by a factor ,/7». More precisely, we define a sequence (Z,)n>1

g I _ < X, Y )
" VR )

Given that f is C* (and that * = 0), we “linearize” V f around 0 with a Taylor formula and obtain that &, € [0, X,,]

exists such that:

Vf(X,) = D*f(&.)X

Therefore, we can compute that:

Zni1 = Zn + Yn+1b0(Z0) + /A1 (AM +1>

bn(z <4 / ) 24 Chz, zeR*, (38)
7n+1 Yn+1
—1I;
N . 39
Tn+1 ( ‘7T[d) ( )
It is important to observe that:

1 Tn Rt 8 B ~1 f o(m”h if  pB<l1
’Yn+1( ’Yn+171)7’y (n+1) [1+%+o(n )71]7{%*‘0(1) if  B=1 (40)

where b, is defined by:

where:

We associate to the sequence (Zn)n>1 a sequence (Z ("))n>1 of continuous-time processes defined by:
ZM = Zo + B + M™, t=0, (41)

where:
N(n,t)

B = 2 Yebk—1(Zk—1) + (t = )05 0.0y (Z 5 (nt))»
k=n+1

N(n,t)

2 v (AM ) tVi-t, (Asz(n t>+1)

k=n+1

MM

We used the standard notations ¢, = I'5, ;) — I'n above where N (n,?) = min {m =n, > > t} .
k=n+1

To obtain a CLT, we show that (Z (”))n>1 converges in distribution to a stationary diffusion, following a classical
roadmap based on a tightness result and on an identification of the limit as a solution to a martingale problem.
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5.2 Tightness

The next lemma holds for any sequence of processes that satisfy .
Lemma 23 Assume that D f is bounded, that sup,~, E[| Zx|*] < +00 and that ap > 2 exists such that sup,, E[|AM[?] <
+00, then (Z("))n>1 is tight for the weak topology induced by the weak convergence on compact intervals.

Proof

First, note that Zé") = Zn, the assumption sup,-; E[|Zx]°] < +oo implies the tightness of (Zé"))n>1 (on R%),
Then, by a classical criterion (see, e.g., [Bil95 Theorem 8.3]), we deduce that a sufficient condition for the tightness of
(Z ("))n;1 (for the weak topology induced by the uniform convergence on compacts intervals) is the following property:
for any T' > 0, for any positive € and 1, a § > 0 exist and an integer no such that for any ¢ € [0,7] and n = no,

P( sup \|Z§”) - Zén) | =¢e) <no.
se[t,t+5]

We consider B™ and M(™) separately and begin by the drift term B™. On the one hand,
N(n,t+68)+1
P sup |[BY—BM|>c|<P > bk (Zi-n)| =€
se[t,t+6] k=N(n,t)

The Chebyschev inequality and the fact that |bx(z)|| < C(1 + |z|) (where C does not depend on k) yield:
2

N(n,t+6)+1
P| swp [B{-B"|>¢c)<c°E > (@l +(Ze-)l)
se[t,t+6] k=N (n,t)

The Jensen inequality and the fact that Zgi},é:i;“ vr < 20 when n is large enough imply that a constant C' exists

such that for large enough n and for a small enough §:

P( sup |B{™ — BM| > ) <e? x C8 (1 +supE[| Z|*]) < nd
SE k=1

[t,t+6]
o
We now consider the martingale component MV if we denote a = ﬁ, we have for any t > 0,
(n) _ (n) (n)
Ms - (1 - a)MN(n,s) + CM]\4N(n,s)+l
so that |M{™ — M™| < maX{HMI(\,"()n’S) - MM, HM](\,"()n’s)+1 — M{™|}. As a consequence,
P sup MM -MT|>e| <P sup |05 = M| > e
set,t+6] N(n,t)+1<k<N(n,t+8)+1 k
Let p > 2 and applying the Doob inequality, the assumption of the lemma leads to:
(n) _ par(n) -p (n) _ e

P <5EF&E N ) <eE[IMG) o~ M)

and the Minkowski inequality yields:
N(nt+8)+1
P ( sup MV — MM > 6) <e” Y WE[AM].
se[t,t+5] k= N(mit)+1
Under the assumptions of the lemma, E[[|AM;|?] < C. Furthermore, we can use the rough upper bound:
N(n,t+8)+1 » » N(n,t+8)+1
2 < 51 <nd
k=N(n,t)+1 k=N(n,t)+1

for large enough n. This concludes the proof. oo

Corollary 24 Let the assumptions of Theoremla hold, then (Z™)p=1 is tight.

Proof

To prove this result, it is enough to check that the assumptions of Lemma[23] are satisfied. First, one remarks that the
assumptions of Theorem |§| imply the ones of Theorem a) so that E[]Z, — 2*[*] < Cv» (this also holds when 3 = 1
since we assume that yo > 1). As a consequence, sup,,~ E[| Zx|?*] < +o0.

On the other hand, since (H,,p) holds for a given p > 2, we can derive by following the lines of the proof of Proposition
that sup,,>1 E[V?(Xn, Ys)] < +00. As a consequence, sup,, E[f?(X»)] < +00 and (Ho,p) leads to:

sup E[|AM,[*] < sup E[f"(Xn)] < +c0.
n=1 n
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5.3 Identification of the limit

Starting from our compactness result above, we now characterize the potential weak limits of (Z<"))n>1. This step is
strongly based on the following lemma.

Lemma 25 Suppose that the assumptions of Lemma hold and that:
E[AM, (AM,) | Fn1] 22225V in probability,

where 02 is a positive symmetric d x d-matriz. Then, for every C*-function g : R*¢ — R, compactly supported with
Lipschitz continuous second derivatives, we have:

E(9(Zn+1) = 9(Zn)|Fn) = mms1L9(Zn) + R;,
where ’y;ilR% — 0 4n L' and L is the infinitesimal generator defined in Theorem @

Remark 26 We recall that £ is the infinitesimal generator of the following stochastic differential equation:
dZ, = HZ,dt + YdB,

where: H = %1(5:1}I2d + H and Y is defined in Theorem @ (Zt)t>0 lies in the family of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
processes: on the one hand, the drift and diffusion coefficients being respectively linear and constant, (Z;)=o0 is a

Gaussian diffusion; on the other hand, since H has negative eigenvalues, (Z;):>0 is ergodic.
|

Proof

C will denote an absolute constant whose value may change from line to line, for the sake of convenience. We use a
Taylor expansion between Z, and Z, 11 and obtain that 6, exists in [0, 1] such that:

Q(Zn+1) - Q(Zn) = <V9(Zn): (Zn-H - Zn)> + %(Zn-%—l - ZH)TDQQ(Zn)(Zn-H - Zn) (42)
b i = Z0) (D070 + (1= )Znss) — D29(Za)) (Znss — 7).
R\),

We first deal with the remainder term R511+)1 and observe that (C),) introduced in is uniformly bounded so that a
constant C' exists such that |b,(2)| < C|z]. We thus conclude that:

1Zns1 = Zal < C (Ynr1] Znl| + VAns1| AMysa]) -
Using (Ho,p), we deduce that for any p < p,
_ o z

Since D?g is Lipschitz continuous and compactly supported, D?g is also e-Holder for all € € (0,1]. We choose ¢ such
that 2 + € < p and obtain:
1+5

E[|Rni1]) < CE[|Znsr — Za|**] < O3,

We deduce that %741-11{534)-1 — 0in L. o
Second, we can express when v, = yn~? with g e (0,1] in the following form:

1 Yn 1
€n 1= 1) = =151y = o(1).
Tnt1 ( Tnt1 ) 2y =1 @

Then, given that D?f is Lipschitz (and that z* = 0), it follows that:

Vze R x RY < (en + | Xnl)ll2]

2y

1
bn(z) — (*1{5:1}12(1 + H) z

where (€, )n>1 is a deterministic sequence such that lim,— 4o en, = 0.
Under the conditions of Theorem @, we may apply the convergence rates obtained in Theorem E| and observe that
sup,, E[| X5 |?] < Yn, meaning that sup,, E[| Z,||*] < +o0. Since |X,| < [|Z.|, we deduce that:
1

E[(Vg(Zn), (Zns1 = Zn))|Fn] = 1m11{V9(Zn), (Wlwzl}bd + H)Zy) + R
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where 77;1_15’,,(12) — 0in L' as n — +0o0. Let us now consider the second term of the right-hand side of . We have:

E[(Zn-H - ZH)TDQQ(ZTL)(ZYH—I - Zn)|-7:n] = TYn+1 ZDzing(ZW)E[AMZL+1AMi+1“Fn] + R;S)
0]
where ~
Mt 1 B | < Cynga | Zn]* =250 in L}

under the assumptions of the lemma. To conclude the proof, it remains to note that under the assumptions of the
lemma for any ¢ and j, (E[AM,, 1AM |Fn])n=1 is a uniformly integrable sequence that satisfies:

E[AM,, 1AM} |F,] = Vi; in probability.

Thus, the convergence also holds in L. The conclusion of the lemma easily follows from the boundedness of D?g.0o

We are now able to prove Theorem @

Proof of Theorem [6], (i): Note that under the assumptions of Theorem [6} we can apply Lemma 23] and Lemma
and obtain that the sequence of processes (Z(”))n>1 is tight. The rest of the proof is then divided into two steps. In the
first one, we prove that every weak limit of (Z<"))n>1 is a solution of the martingale problem (£,C) where C denotes
the class of C?-functions with compact support and Lipschitz-continuous second derivatives. Before going further, let
us recall that, owing to the Lipschitz continuity of the coefficients, this martingale problem is well-posed, i.e., tha,t
existence and uniqueness hold for the weak solution starting from a given initial distribution p (see, e.g., [EK86] or
[SVO6]).

In a second step, we prove the uniqueness of the invariant distribution related to the operator £ and the convergence
in distribution to this invariant measure. We end this proof by showing that (Z(">) converges to this invariant
distribution, so that the sequence (Z(™), >, converges to a stationary solution of the previously introduced martingale
problem. We will characterize this invariant (Gaussian) distribution in the next paragraph.

Step 1: Let g belong to C and let (]'—,fn))tgo be the natural filtration of Z(. To prove that any weak limit of (Z<"))n>1
solves the martingale problem (£, C), it is enough to show that:

t
w0, g(Z") - g(Z{") - f Lg(ZM)ds = M9+ RE™)
0

where (M{™9),2¢ is an (F{™)-adapted martingale and R{™*? — 0 in probability for any ¢ > 0. We set:

N(n,t)

M = N g(Ziys) = 9(Z) = Elg(Zirr) — 9(Z0)|Fier]-
k=n+1

By construction, (M{"%),;= is an (F{™)-adapted martingale (given that F{" = ]:é(:)) and:

t, N(n,t)—1

¢
R{ = g(Z07) ~ o 20) = | £o(Zds + [ " (2920~ £9(Z)) ds + Y, R
t, 0 k=n
where (R})r>1 has been defined in Lemma Using an argument similar to , we can check that for any ¢ > 0:

supE[|Z{" — Z{V Pl < Oy,
s<t

This inequality combined with the Lipschitz continuity of g and its derivatives implies that the first three terms tend
to 0 when n — +00. Now, concerning the last one, the previous lemma yields:

Step 2: First, let us prove that uniqueness holds for the invariant distribution related to £. We denote it by ,ugg ) below.
In this simple setting where the coefficients are linear, we could use the fact that the process, which is solution to the
martingale problem, is Gaussian so that any invariant distribution is so. Uniqueness could then be deduced through the
characterization of the mean and the variance through the relationship § £f(x) 12 (dz) = 0 (see next subsection for such
an approach). However, at this stage, we prefer to use a more general strategy related to the hypoellipticity of £ (see,

e.g., [GP14] for a similar approach). More precisely, set Lp := —(y, 0.) + r{D*f(z*)x — y], &,) and o; := 2?21 a]0y;,
where o satisfies 0o’ =V (where V is defined by (€])). We have assumed that o is invertible, so that:

N(n,t)—1

2, H
k=n

< CtsupE[|y;, 'RY[] =5 0.
k=n

span(oi,...,0q4) = span(Qy,,...,0y,)-

Therefore,
Lie(LD,O'1,. .. 7O'd) = Lie(LD,éyl,. . .,6yd)
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Now, it is straightforward to check that:

Vie{lv"'vd} [LDvayi] (f)zfalq(f%

and we deduce that Lie (Lp,o1,...,04) = Lie (0zy,...,00,,04y1,---,0y,). This means that the Hormandér bracket
condition holds at any point z of R*, which implies that the process admits a density (p:(z,.))t=0 such that for any
t >0, (z,2') = pi(z,2'), which is smooth on R24 x R?9. Tt is moreover possible to show that these densities are positive,
for any ¢ > 0, given that the linear vector field is approximately controllable: for any time 7" > 0, any n > 0 and any
couple of initial points (zo,yo) and ending points (z7,yr), we can build a function ¢ such that ¢ € L? and such that

the controlled trajectory:

y() = r®VU(() —y(t) + o9,
satisfies: zo = (zo,y0) and |zr — (zr,yr)| < m. This implies the irreducibility of the diffusion and, therefore, the
uniqueness of the invariant distribution. We refer to [GP14] for more details on this controllability problem.

Then, checking that £|z|? < 8 — «|z|? for positive a and 3, it can be classically deduced from the Meyn-Tweedie-
type arguments (see [MT93]) that the process converges locally uniformly, exponentially fast in total variation to 2.
For more details, we refer to [MSH02, Theorem 4.4]. Below, we will only use the following corollary: for any bounded
Lipschitz-continuous function f, for any compact set K of R%¢,

sup |, f(2) = uie ()] =0 (45)
zeK
where (P;):>0 denotes the semi-group related to the (well-posed) martingale problem (£, C). o

Step 3: Let (Zn,)k>1 be a (weakly) convergent subsequence of (Z,)n>1 to a probability . We have to prove that
v = ,ué?. To do this, we take advantage of the “shifted” construction of the sequence (Z("))neN. More precisely, as a

result of construction, for any positive T, a sequence (¢(ni,T"))k=1 exists such that:

N(T, ’Lﬁ(’l’Lk7 T)) = Ngk.

In other words,
Z@W g, T)) _ ]
Ty (ny,,T) "k
At the price of a potential extraction, (Z(w("k’T)))kN is convergent to a continuous process, which is denoted by Z%'T

below. Given that Z(") Z(") tends to 0 as n — +00 in probability, it follows that Z7 T has distribution v. However,

according to Step 1, Z°7 is also a solution to the martingale problem (£,C) so that for any Lipschitz continuous
function f,

BUEZE N =2 = [ | (Pri@) = (1) Pygr(dz).

Denote by P, the set of weak limits of (Z,,)n>1. P is tight and as a result of construction, ZSO'T belongs to P. Thus,
for any € > 0, a compact set K. exists such that for any T > 0,

JC(PTf() 1D () P o (d2)

< 2||flloo sup p(K2) < 2|0
HEP

On the other hand,
< sup |Prf(z) = ui (/)]

zeK .

Prf(2) = i (f)) P v (d2)| <

and it follows from Step 2 that the right-hand member tends to 0 as T — +0o0. From this, we can therefore conclude
that for any bounded Lipschitz-continuous function f, a large enough T exists such that:

[BLA (2770 - u ()] < Cye.

.

Since E[f(Z3")] = v(f), it follows that v(f) = ,ugé”(f) Finally, the set P is reduced to a single element P = {u(ﬁ)}

and the whole sequence (Zn)n>1 converges to u(ﬁ)

Before ending this section, let us note that ugf) is a Gaussian centered distribution is a simple consequence of Remark
We therefore leave this point to the reader. oo

5.4 Limit variance

We end this section on the analysis of the rescaled algorithm with some considerations on the invariant measure uf)
involved in Theorem [6] for the exponential memoried stochastic HBF, i.e. when r, = r. As shown in the above
paragraph, this invariant measure describes the exact asymptotic variance of the initial algorithm. We now focus on
its characterization i.e., on the proof of Theorem @(zz) In particular, to ease the presentation, we assume that the
covariance matrix V related to (AM,11)n>1 is proportional to the identity matrix:
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lim E [AMnJrl (AMn+1)t |fn] = aSId in probability. (46)

n—> -+

We also assume that v, = yn~# with 8 < 1. Then, () of Theorem EI states that (Z,)n>1 weakly converges toward a
diffusion process, whose generator £ is the one of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Assumption leads to a simpler
expression:

L()(z,y) = —(y, Vud) + 1(D*(f)(z*)z — 1y, Vyd) + r“’i V5. (47)

A particular feature of Equation when 7, = yn~? is that £ does not depend on S nor . The invariant measure uf)
is a multivariate Gaussian distribution that may be well described in the basis given by the eigenvectors of the Hessian
D?(f)(x*). The reduction to d couples of two-dimensional system used in Section makes it possible to use the
spectral decomposition of D2 (f)=*) = P~'AP where P is an orthonormal matrix and A a diagonal matrix with positive
eigenvalues. The process (X ns Y, ) = (PX,, PY,) is therefore centered and Gaussianly distributed asymptotically. This
process is associated with d 2 x 2 blockwise independent Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, whose generator is now

L(9)(&,9) = —(§,Vad) + r{AZ — §,Vyd) + TQ‘TL s

where we used Tr (Pthp) = Tr (D;PPt) = Tr (D;) in the last line because P'P = I;. If we denote [L(f) the
associated invariant gaussian measure, the tensor structure of £ leads to

Vi £ j E@ i [# = (1) 5, (J)] E(i,y)m,ﬁ [# (%) 5 (J)] _ E(j’g),\,—?/g) [g(i)g(j)] - 0. (48)

Now, using the relationship Jf(qﬁ)dﬂg) = 0 for some well chosen functions ¢, we can identify the rest of the covariance

(1) 2 . (%) 2 . .
matrix. Denote ¢ any integer in {1,...,d}. We chose ¢(Z,7) = { 5 } and obtain that £ ({ 5 } ) (&,9) = —2Dg@.
It then implies that

E, 5271 =0. (49)

(Z,9)~figo

., B U A (VYN (D) (D) )% | r2oo?
Picking now ¢(Z,¢) = *~57—, we obtain L | 52— | (&,7) = rXz'"y —r{y } + =3 so that

2
T00

E, oo [30Y] = =5 (50)

. . < . . )2 . . .

Finally, we chose ¢(Z,9) = Dy and obtain £ (i(l)g“)) (Z,9) = — {gj(l)} + r/\i{fc(z)}z — r#Dg®  Therefore, we

deduce that: )
i g0
E.. y)ww)[{m( 2= N (51)

A™Y Ogxa
Ogxa 7Tl4

2

We can sum-up formulae . in V(m = N(0,Dy0,) with D, o, = "L(

2

). Since (X,,Y,) =

(Plen, P! Yn), we deduce that:

uB = N (07 %02 <{D2f(95*)}_1 0d><d)> .

Ogxd rlg

Theorem |§|— Step size v, = yn~!

This situation is more involved since we can observe that the drift of the limit diffusion is modified according to
the size of . In particular, the generator £ in that case is shifted from the one above by = 571 s0 that:

L(p)(x,y) = % (Vo z) + (Vyd, )] = (Y, Vad) + 1{D* (" )& — y, V) + TQUL v

Again, we can use the decornpo_sition_D2 f(z*) = P~*AP where P is an orthonormal matrix, and the generator of the
rotated process (Xn,Yyn) = (PX,, PYy) is

) (z,y) <——y,V ¢> <rAx+(——r)y, y¢>+r2£ 10,

The associated Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process has a unique Gaussian invariant measure [Lgcl) if and only if ya, > 1 where
a, is the constant defined in the statement of Proposition [I5] The following equations still hold:

vizj B, 0@ =E o [#VgP] = E o [7g7] = 0. (52)

(&,9)~Figp (Z,9)~ g
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To determine the rest of the covariance matrix, we follow the same strategy and only address the case d = 1 for the

; L2 221 2. ) o o
sake of convenience. We define: a:,iZ.— E(z,g)~ﬂ§é) [fc ], oy = Egv@%ﬂ%) [y ] and 0.,y = E(i’g)wﬂg) [£7].
We start by chosing ¢(Z,%) = % and obtain A(¢)(z,y) = ;—,Y — Zg. Therefore, we deduce that:
2y 04y = 00 (53)

Now we pick ¢(&,9) = % and obtain A(¢)(z,y) = rAig + (% — 7’) 9+ # so that:

1 2 2
(r — —) az =TA0e,y + ! (270 . (54)

Finally, the function ¢(Z,9) = 27 yields A(¢)(x,y) = &7 (% — r) — 4% 4+ rA&?, which implies:

oy =7TAos + (l - r) Oy (55)
v
We are led to the introduction of:
4\

G- =1-— 179 and a4+ =1+4/1— —,
r r

which leads to:

2 2 223 2 9 Mry(2hry? —ry + 1)
Oy = 00 < < y Oy =00 < < )
(yr = 1)(2My — a-)(2Ay — a4) (yr = D)(2Ay — a-)(2Ay — da4)
and
/\r72

_ 2
Ozx,y = 00

(yr =1)@2M —a-)(2\y —a4)’

6 Numerical experiments

In this short paragraph, we briefly investigate the behavior of several algorithms, widely used in the field of stochastic
approximation. In particular, we are interested in the convergence rates of each algorithm, as well as their behavior in
the case of non-convex potential f with multiple wells, to illustrate both Theorem [d] and Theorem [

Convergence rates We are first concerned by the typical behavior of the heavy ball stochastic approximation
algorithm in the convex case. In particular, we are interested in the role played by the parameter r that varies, both

in the polynomial case and in the exponential case. Figure [I] represents the logarithmic loss of the algorithms with

respect to the logarithm of the number of iterations in the 1 dimensional case with f(x) = % The step size used

is yx = k~!. We immediately observe that for small values of (that correspond to a long-term memory case), the

10 ‘ 10 T

o %V\L@“\ | o

P e

b ;;Zv@‘@‘;;g Toesy
¢ =

= o BT e
NS
Y a

—&— HBF Expr=1 4 =1/k —&—HBF Expr=1 =1/k
-10 -10} e
+— HBF Exp r=2 % = 1/k —<—HBF Expr=2 =1/k o
oo
—e— HBF Exp =5y =1/k —e—HBF Exp =5 = 1/k
_1s] 1 -
—o— HBF Exp r=10 7 = 1/k 18 —— HBF Bxp =10 % = 1/k
—e— HBF Exp r=50 3, = 1 /k —=oe—HBF Exp r=50 % = 1/k
2 T T n . I 2 : - T . . L
2 4 6 8 10 12 2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 1: Evolution of log(f(X%)) with respect to log(k). Left: Exponential memory. Right: Polynomial memory.

algorithm possesses a lengthy oscillating behavior, which is a feature of second-order algorithms with a very mild
damping effect. This phenomenon has also been observed in previous works (see, e.g., and the references
therein). We also observe that the use of an excessively large value of r (say, when r is greater than 10) creates a
numerical instability at the beginning of the iterations. This could be fixed by using a supplementary truncating trick
introduced in [Lem07]. Finally, the obtained rates are better (from a numerical point of view) when r is chosen at
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around 5 in the exponential case, and at around 10 in the polynomial case, mainly because of the oscillations that
deteriorate the convergence when r is too small.

Figure [2| then compares several stochastic optimization algorithms in the toy example f(z) = |z|?/p: the standard
Robbins-Monro stochastic gradient descent introduced in [RM5I] (SGD) and several second order algorithms: the
“optimal” Ruppert-Polyak averaging algorithm (see [PJ92 [Rup88]), the Nesterov accelerated gradient descent [Nes83]
adapted in the stochastic framework in a straightforward way using an unbiased evaluation of the gradient in each
iteration, and the recent SAGE method introduced in [HPK09]. Note that the Rupper-Polyak averaging algorithm is
used according to the recommendation of [Bacl4] with vz = k= /2.

Nesterov acceleration 5, = 1/ Nesterov acceleration 5, = 1/

—=— Polyak averaging v = 1/VE // —— Polyak averaging v = 1/VE

— & -SGDw=1/k / — & -SGDw=1/k
\

SAGE 7, = 1/k Ay | SAGE 7 = 1/k
—— HBF Exp =10 v, = 1/k 0 ¥

. V\E\X —— HBF Exp =5, =1/k
= —e— HBF Poly r=20 = 1/k

—&— HBF Poly r=20 v = 1/k

Figure 2: Evolution of log(f(X%)) with respect to log(k) with f(z) = |x|?/p. Left: Convex case p = 4. Right: Strongly convex case
p=2.

The first elementary remark is that the rate is of course deteriorated by the loss of strong convexity (left side,
Figure . In this case, the Ruppert-Polyak averaging outperforms other methods and attains the O(1/4/n) minimax
rate (see [NY83]). When f is strongly convex, the second-order algorithms then all share an equivalent efficiency with,
apparently a O(1/n) convergence rate. This corresponds to (i) of Theorem [4] when the Hessian at the critical point is
sufficiently large to make this minimax optimal rate possible. Nevertheless, the ability of the stochastic heavy ball in a
more general situation may deserve further numerical investigation, which is beyond the scope of this paper. The SGD
seems to be a little bit less effective in the strongly convex case. Finally, the Nesterov adaptation to the stochastic case
does not lead to an efficient algorithm (in comparison to the other methods tested). However, this remark should be
balanced by the fact that we did not use the Lan adaptation of the Nesterov accelerated gradient descent introduced
in [Lanl2]. It appears that this modification that consists in an addition of an intermediary point in the NAGD seems
important to optimize the behavior of the algorithm in the stochastic case.

Non-convex case In this paragraph, we investigate the ability of the stochastic algorithm to avoid local traps and,
in particular, we focus on the behavior of second order algorithms that may be an intermediary step towards global
optimization methods such as simulated annealing. For this purpose, we defined f as:

Ve eR f(x) = az* + b(z — 1)°.

with @ = 1/40 and b = —1/5. These values have been fixed to guarantee the numerical stability of the stochastic
procedures, but the results we obtained may be replicated for other values. The values of a and b above yield a
double-well potential with a global minimizer of f of around z* ~ —4.9, although f has a local trap on the positive
part at around x4+ ~ 4. The function f is represented on the top left of Figure

We used v, = k! for all of the methods and we varied the initialization point of each algorithm from —10 to 10
with 100 Monte-Carlo replications. For each simulation, we arbitrarily stopped the evolution of the algorithm after
T = 10* iterations, and considered that optimization was successful when |xr —2*| < 1. This criterion may be replaced
by a more stringent inequality, at the price of an increase of T', without really changing the main conclusions below.

Performances are reported in Figure [3] We observe that both SGD and Ruppert-Polyak algorithms have the same
behavior. This fact is absolutely clear because Polyak averaging is built with a Cesaro average of SGD. The target
convergence point of SGD and of Polyak averaging are thus the same. We can also note that in the almost no noise
setting, the basin of attraction of z* for SGD may be roughly approximated by ] — o0, 1]. Nevertheless, both SAGE
and HBF seem to behave better behaviour with a somewhat larger basin of attraction: in particular, it is possible to
start from an initialization point 1 = 8 and still obtain convergence of SAGE or HBF towards z*. This last point is
clearly impossible with SGD. The same conclusions hold for different values of o (see Figure |3} bottom left and right).
Finally, we observe that NAGD does not present very good behavior: the probability of failure when the algorithm is
initialized at —4 is lower than 1 for 0 = 1 or o = 2.

We can calculate a more quantitative indicator of this behavior with the computation of the average rate of success
of each algorithm when the initialization point is sampled uniformly over [—10; 10]. Table |1 seems to indicate that the
stochastic heavy ball leads to a better exploration of the state space, in particular, with reasonable values of r (see
Table . These conclusions should be understood as numerical observations of experimental results on this particular
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Figure 3: Top left:

function f to be minimized. Top right: probability of success of the stochastic algorithms with respect to the

initialization point with small variance: ¢ = 0.1. Bottom left: ¢ = 1. Bottom right: o = 2.

o | SGD
0.1 ] 047
1 | 0.47

0.47

Table 1: Average rate of success of each stochastic algorithm with a uniformly sampled initialization over [—10; 10] when o varies.

type of synthetic case, but we do not have any theoretical arguments to strengthen these final observations at this

time.

0.47 0.49
0.47 0.49
0.47 0.49

A Technical results

AV SGD | SAGE | NAGD | HBF Poly r=5
0.29
0.27
0.20

HBF Expo r=5
0.58 0.52
0.58 0.55
0.58 0.54

A.1 Standard tools of stochastic algorithms

We recall below a standard version of the so-called Robbins-Siegmund Theorem (see e.g. [Duf97]):

Theorem 27 Given a filtration F, and four positive, integrable and F,-adapted sequences (an)n,(Bn)n, (Un)n and

(Vn)n satisfying:
* (i) (an)n,(Bn)n, (U,

Exp 1
0.51

Table 2: Average rate of success of heavy ball stochastic algorithm for several values of r, when ¢ = 1 and the initialization point

is sampled uniformly over [—10;10].

Exp 2
0.53

n)n are predictible sequences.

Exp 5

0.55 0.58

Exp 10
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Poly 1
0.26

Poly 2

Poly 5
0.43

Poly 10
0.58
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o (ii) sup, [ [(1 + an(w)) < o, %}E(ﬂn) < 0.

n

o (iii) Yn e N,
E(‘/n+1|]:n) < Vn(l + an+1) + ﬁn+l - U’n+1
Then:
(i) Vi converges to Voo in L' and sup,, E[V,.] < .

(i3) > E(Un) <0, YU, < 0 a.s.

A.1.1 Step sizes v, =yn? with g <1

Proposition 28 For any positive values a > 0 and b > 0, for any B € (0,1) and any sequence (Vn)n>1 defined by
Yn = yn"?, one has:

n
(i) —a If B < 1/2, then kgjl ayk — by = %nlfﬁ _? 128

(1) —b If B> 1/2, then Y ayy —byE > “Lnt=F _ b

k=1

(i) —c If B=1/2, then ) ayx —byi = %nl_ﬁ — by

k=1
(i) An integer no exists such that Vn=>no Y, v [I (1 —am)® < 2qni

n n
(1) An integer no exists such that¥n =no > 72 [] (1 —ay + b)) < 21
k=1 I=k+1

Proof: The upper bounds involved in (i) — a, () — b and (i) — ¢ are straightforward. o

Proof of (i1): Using I', introduced in the beginning of Section [2] we write:

n

Yot [T -amp? <
k=1 l

—k+1

%%e*“ZEH m

NgE

=
Il
—

n
_ _ _ a 1-8
,W%e al'p+al'y < 'Y2€ al’y, Z k Qﬁel—[-}k

k=1

|
NgE

b
Il
-

1—

. _og AL Gl=B . . - .
The function & — = 2Pe1-5" being increasing for z > cq,4,3, we then obtain, considering an integer t > cq4,4,3:

n n n a _B

2 0 H (1—am)® <~%e <Cz +j = dx) .

k=1 I=k+1 t
/

We can write z 20577 = (eKﬂ”lfB) @ PK~'(1—B)”" and integrating by parts, we obtain for a large enough n:

al'p,

n n
_ e
Dok [] @=am)? <42t (C’t + p

_ 2
nﬁ)gf*yn.
a

<
Proof of (iii): We only deal with 8 < 1/2, which is the most involved situation. Using I',, and T'\?) introduced in the
beginning of Section [2| we write:

S 2 2l taly 46T —pr ()
D [] O—am+tf) < ) ype oTnrelntoln =t
k=1 I=k+1 k=1

N

n
2 2
e—aFn+ngl) Z fy,%ear’“_br’(c )

k=1

N

2 —al, 4502 n _op -4 pl-B_ b2 128
Y¥e n n Z k el—8 1—28

k=1
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. Lop er =B ba? 12 . . - .
The function z — z~2%e1-6" =257 being increasing for & > ¢a,b,,8, we then obtain considering an integer
t > Ca,by,8:
n n n 2
B (2) m 1-8_ 1-3_ by 1-28
Z 'y,f H (1—av+ b’yf) < e aln+oln (Z k~2Pe1-sk +J z PeT=5" 1-28 dm)
k=1 I=k+1 k=1 t
2 _aTp+br? " _op v g1-8_ 2128
< e T [ Cy+ x Tel-B =28 dx
t
_ (2)
< ’)/26 al’'y, +bT), (Ct
- 2 —2 —2 _
N "x_,g 3ayx B by2g28 Sb'yac T 6111311_[3715{22611_2[3dw
: 2 ay 2

> (3b/a)?
Z o H (1—ay +b0}) <
k=1

Now choosing ¢

<

<

yields 3byz~2% < ayz =P for any

> t. Integrating by parts, we obtain:

_ (2) n 8 _ (2)
726 al'y, +bT, (Ct + e al'p, +nly, >
ay

_5
n _ (2)
4 20,6~ n o

Then, choosing ng large enough (that depends on a, b,y and ), we deduce that:

n

n

2
Yn = no Z'y,f H(l—a’n—kb’yf)éf’yn-
k=1 1=ki1 @
o
o
A.1.2 Step sizes v, = yn~!
Proposition 29 For any positive values a > 0 and b > 0 and any sequence (yn)n>1 defined by v, = yn™", we have:
(@) ) ayk —byE = alogn — b /6
k=1
. . ﬁl_lnfl if ay>1
(@) Y 4F ] A—an)*<Cy<{lognn~! if ay=1
k=1 I=k+1 - .
171(” it if ay <1
. . ﬁnil if ay>1
(iii) Y v [T (1—am+b7) <Cqyp{lognn if  ay=1
E=1  I=k+1 1 —ay .
Ty if ay <1
n n 1 pr(lte)
(iv) Foranye>0,a>0andb>0: > yeq1 [ (1—ay+by ™) < 22—,
k=1 I=k+1
Proof: The upper bounds involved in (i) and (i7) are straightforward. o

Proof of (ii7): The situation is easier than the one involved in point (i) of Proposition [28] because in that case, we

have:
Yn>=1

I <y*7%/6.

Therefore, we can repeat the computations above and get:

n
D
k=1

n
[T @=an+td)
1=k+1

‘We then deduce that:

Mk [ Q=am+byd) =%
k=1 l=k+1

< Z 2 —aI‘n+aFk+bI‘(2) br{?
~
—aly,+bv272/6 2 al
< aln+by2w2/ Z 2T
2,0 2/6 — -2
< Al w7r/6 avzk +ay
1 -1 s
P if ay >1
bw27-r2/6 1 .
lognn if ay =
1 —ay s
oy if ay<1
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Proof of (iii): We follow the same guideline: remark that (Fg“))n;l is a bounded sequence and write

n

= 1+e - Y —a~y log n+a~ylog k+bI"
Z Ve+1 n I—am+by, ™) < Z me
k=1 l=k+1 k=1

(1+e€)

n
prte .
< vel' e T ¥ de
1

1+
et
<
a

A.2 Expectation of the supremum of the square of sub-Gaussian random vari-
ables

We consider a sequence of independent random variables (§;)i>n of R? such that each coordinate satisfies a sub-Gaussian
assumption (Hgauss,o):

. 2
VAeR Vje{l,....d} Vizn 1ogJE[eAff]<A2%, (56)

where o2 is a variance factor. If (vi)r>n is a decreasing sequence in £%(N), we are looking for an upper bound of:
* 2 2
i = B [sup {16} (57)
=n

For any v > 0 and any decreasing sequence v, ~ yn~", we establish the following result (useful for Theorem .

Theorem 30 If each coordinate §f is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure and satisfies (Hgauss,o),
then:
my, S o’dy, log(v ),

where < refers to an inequality up to a universal constant.
We begin with a preliminary lemma.
Lemma 31 Assume that X is a real random variable that satisfies (Hgauss,o) with median 0:

P(X>0)=PF(X <0)=_.

Then, we can find Y ~ N(0,02) on the same probability space and c large enough s.t.
|X] < |Y] a.s.

Proof:

We use a coupling argument. We denote Fx as the cumulative distribution function:

Fx(t) = f Fx(u)du = P[X < t].

Similarly, we also denote ¥, 2 as the cumulative distribution function of a Gaussian random variable N'(0, o%):

t 67ZQ/20-2

—w V270

Our assumption on the distribution on X shows that the generalized inverse of Fix (denoted F'y 1Y exists and if U is
a uniform random variable between on [0,1], then X ~ Fy'(U). We now consider the random variable Y ~ F;zl o)

U, o(t) = dz = PIN(0,0%) < t].

built with the same realization of . Of course, Y is distributed according to a Gaussian random variable N (0, o?).
We need to show that a sufficiently large ¢ > 0 exists such that | X| < ¢|Y], that is:

|Fx'(w)] < |V 3 (u)|. (58)
Using the fact that F'x is an increasing function, and letting u = ¥ 2(y), it is then equivalent to show that:

VyeR  Fx(=clyl) < ¥n2(lyl) < Fx(clyl) (59)
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We now study two different situations for y. If y = 0, then Inequality holds since the median of X is 0. If |y| < nis
close to 0, the same inequality is satisfied with a first-order Taylor expansion. For example, the right hand side reads:

clyl

Fx(clyl) i Ix()du = 3+ cfx(0)lyl + o(lyl),

1 1
2 2

which is greater than U, 2(|y|) for ¢ large enough. Hence, we deduce that Inequality holds around 0.
Now, we assume that |y| > n > 0, the desired upper bound is equivalent to:

1= Fx(cly]) <1 =P,z (lyl).

The Chernoff bound associated with the sub-Gaussian assumption (Hgguss,o) on the distribution of X implies that:

]P(X > C|y|) < eian>O{A2(;2/2—>\c|y|} e 6251\2 .

At the same time, the lower bound of the Gaussian tail is given by:
e~ 207
\V2mo
with x(0) a constant independent of |y| = §. Hence, the right hand side of (59)) holds for a large enough ¢ (independent

— _ _ 2 02
1—,2(cy|) = [yl =y 7] = K(8)e V127,

on o). A symmetry argument permits to conclude for the left hand side of (59).
Inequality being equivalent to , the conclusion of the proof follows. o

We are now looking at to the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem [30;
We will shift all of the coordinates of the random variables (&;)i>» by their corresponding medians. Assuming
(HGauss,o), the coordinates (£/)1<j<a are centered and have a second-order moment upper bounded by o2 (see
[Str94], for example):

Vizn  Vie{l,...,d} E[{&}]<o”

The Tchebychev inequality implies that each median mg of the random variables §f are bounded by:
Yizn  Yje{l,...,d} |ml| <20 (60)
We then consider the centered (w.r.t. their medians) random variables:
& - —mi,

and use the inequality (a + b)2 < 2a® 4 2b? together with the upper bound to deduce that:

d
my, = Esupif&]® = Esupyi Y {€])?
k=n k=n =1
d .
< Esupyi |2 Z{fi —m5}? + 2do”
k=n =1
<

2do?~2 + 2E sup v |
k=n
‘We can use Lemma and deduce that up to a multiplicative universal constant:
my, S 2do”y; + 20 E sup 72| Zi |,
k=n
where each (Zy)k>n are i.i.d. realizations of Gaussian random variables A (0, 02 14).

We now aim to apply a chaining argument to control the supremum of the empirical process above. To apply
Lemma [32] we define 7, := [n; +o0[ and compute the Laplace transform of the chi-square-like random variables:

2z, d 1—2)\y7
loe E AR 212 =221251%1 _ 4 5
g e 2 B\1-2x02

We can check that up to a universal multiplicative constant, we have:

1—a\ la — b|?\?
< _
TN S Aa —b| +

VAeR, V(a,b)eRy xR, : log

We are naturally driven to define the pseudo-metric on 7, by:

V(,5) e T d(i,j) =i =)
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It remains to upper bound the covering number of 7, according to d for any radius € > 0. Indeed, when 272 < ¢, we
have N (e, 7,) = 1 although when € < 22 we use the rough bound:

N(e,Tn) <inf{j=n : 27]2 <e}.
In particular, if ; = 57", we then obtain
N(e, Tn) ~ e V2.

‘We apply Lemma and obtain an upper bound for the right hand side of . The first term is proportionnal to 2.
The other terms lead to the computation of the two integrals (up to some universal multiplicative constants):

e v
J V/1og(e—1)de and J log(e™")de
0 0

? and an integration by parts leads to an upper bound whose size is log(y,2)y2. o The

The change of variable € = e~

next Lemma, borrowed from [BLM13] (see Lemma 13.1, Chapter 13), provides a key estimate for the expectation of
the suppremum of an empirical process indexed by a pseudo metric space (7, d). This estimate involves the covering
numbers N (§,T) associated with the set 7 and the pseudo-metric d.

Lemma 32 Let T be a separable metric space and (Xt)ieT be a collection of random variables such that for some
constants a,v,c > 0,

2920 -
A -] . vA"d" (i, §)
log Ee \a)\d(l’])+72(1—c)\d(i,j)
for all (i,5) € T2 and all 0 < X < {cd(i,5)}"". Then, for any io € T:
5/2 5/2
Esup[X; — X;,] < 3ad + 124/ VH(u, T)du + 12¢ H(u, T)du (61)
€T 0 0
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