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Abstract

We consider the composition optimization with two expected-value functions in the form of 1 3" | F;(L Z;TL=1 Gj(z))+
R(x), which formulates many important problems in statistical learning and machine learning such as solving Bellman
equations in reinforcement learning and nonlinear embedding. Full Gradient or classical stochastic gradient descent based
optimization algorithms are unsuitable or computationally expensive to solve this problem due to the inner expectation
% Z;”:l Gj(z). We propose a duality-free based stochastic composition method that combines variance reduction methods
to address the stochastic composition problem. We apply SVRG and SAGA based methods to estimate the inner function, and
duality-free method to estimate the outer function. We prove the linear convergence rate not only for the convex composition
problem, but also for the case that the individual outer functions are non-convex while the objective function is strongly-
convex. We also provide the results of experiments that show the effectiveness of our proposed methods.

1. Introduction

Many important machine learning and statistical learning problems can be formulated into the following composition
minimization:

min P@):fE:mg%gyg@»+Ru>, ()

RN n“

where each F;: R — R is a smooth function, each G;: RV — RM is a mapping function, and R(z) is a proper and
relatively simple convex function. We call G(z):= - Z;n:1 G;(w) the inner function, and F(G(z)):= 1 3" | F;(G(z))
the outer function. The composition optimization problem arises in large-scale machine learning and reinforcement learning
tasks [1} 2]], such as solving Bellman equations in reinforcement learning [3]:

min [E[B]z — E[b]]*,

where E[B] = I — vP™, v € (0,1) is a discount factor, P™ is the transition probability, E[b] = r™, and r™ is the expected
state transition reward. Another example is the mean-variance in risk-averse learning:

min, E, p[h(x; a,b)] + AVar, p[h(z; a, )],

where h(z; a,b) is the loss function with random variables a and b. A > 0 is a regularization parameter.
The commonly used gradient or stochastic gradient descent based optimization algorithms are unsuitable or too computa-
tionally expensive to solve this problem due to the inner expectation % ZT:l G (z). Recently, [1]] provided two plausible
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schemes for the composition problem. The first is based on the stochastic composition gradient method (SCGD), which
adopt a quasi-gradient approach and sample method to approximate G and estimate the gradient of F/(G(x)). The other
is the Fenchel’s transform approach, which is analogous to the stochastic primal-dual coordinate (SPDC) [4] method. This
approach is based on the primal-dual algorithm to solve the convex-concave saddle problem, in which problem (I)) can be
reformulated as

Ir;inmzax{<z,G(m)> —F"(z)+R(2)}, (2)
where F*(z) = maxg){(2,G(z)) — F(G(x))}. However, the above reformulation (2) destroys the convexity of the
original problem, since the reformulation does not necessarily result in a convex-concave structure even if the original prob-
lem is convex. This means that we lose global optimality. Specifically, when using the cross-iteration method to minimize
(z,G(x)) + R(x) with respect to = while fixing z, it may not converge to the optimal point since the subproblem is not
necessarily convex. In such cases, the dual problem becomes meaningless.

In this paper, we propose the stochastic composition duality-free (SCDF) method. The SCDF method belongs to the fam-
ily of stochastic gradient descent (SGD) methods and, while based on the gradient estimation, is different to the vanilla SGD.
Variance reduction method have become very popular for estimating the gradient and are investigated in stochastic variance
reduction gradient (SVRG) [S]], SAGA [6], stochastic dual coordinate ascent (SDCA) [7] and duality-free SDCA [8]]. How-
ever, these methods only consider one finite-sum function. The Composition-SVRG1 and Composition-SVRG?2 [9] methods
apply variance reduced technology to the two finite-sum functions that estimate the gradient of (9G(x))"VF(G(x)), the
inner function G and the corresponding partial derivative dG. However, SVRG-based methods cannot directly deal with
the dual problem. Here we design a new algorithm that not only disposes of the dual function, but also reduces the gradient
variance. The main contributions of this paper are three-fold:

e We apply the duality-free based method to the composition of two finite-sum functions. Even though the gradient
estimation (0G(z))TVF(G(z)) is biased using the SVRG-based method to estimate the inner function G, we obtain
the linear convergence rate.

e Besides the SVRG-based method to estimate the inner function G and the partial gradient 0G, we also provide the
SAGA-based method to estimate G and G and provide the corresponding convergence analysis.

e Our proposed SCDF method also deals with the scenario that the individual function F;(-) is non-convex but the
function F' is strongly convex. We also proof the linear convergence rate for such case.

1.1. Related work

Stochastic gradient methods have often been used to minimize the large-scale finite-sum problem. However, stochastic
gradient methods are unsuitable for the family of nonlinear functions with two finite-sum structures. [1] first proposed the
first-order stochastic method SCGD to solve such problems, which used two steps to alternately update the variable and inner
function. SCGD achieved a convergence rate of O(K ~2/7) for the general function and O(K ~*/®) for the strongly convex
function, where K is the number of queries to the stochastic first-order oracle. Furthermore, in the special case that the inner
function G is a linear mapping, [[10] also proposed an accelerated stochastic composition proximal gradient method with a
convergence rate of O(K~1).

Recently, variance-reduced stochastic gradient methods have attracted attention due to their fast convergence. [11] [12]]
proposed a stochastic average gradient method with a sublinear convergence rates. Two popular gradient estimator methods,
SVRG [5]] and SAGA [6], were later introduced, both of which have linear convergence rates. [13] went on to introduce
the proximal-SVRG method to the regularization problem and in doing so provided a more succinct convergence analysis.
Other related SVRG-based or SGAG-based methods have also been proposed, including [14] who applied SVRG to the
ADMM method. [[15] reported practical SVRG to improve the performance of SVRG , [[16] introduced the Katyusha method
to accelerate the variance-reduction based algorithm, and [[17] used the SVRG-based algorithm to explore the non-strongly
convex objective and the sum-of-non-convex objective. Moreover, [9] first applied the SVRG-based method to the stochastic
composition optimization and obtained a linear convergence rate.

Dual stochastic and primal-dual stochastic methods have also been proposed, and these also included “variance reduction”
procedure. SDCA [7]] randomly selected the coordinate of the dual variable to maximize the dual function and performed
the update between the dual and primal variables. Accelerated SDCA [18]] dealt with the ill-conditioned problem by adding
a quadratic term to the objective problem, such that it could be conducted on the modified strongly convex subproblem.
Accelerated randomized proximal coordinate (APCG) [19] [20] was also based on SDCA but used a different accelerated



method. Duality-free SDCA [8] exploited the primal and dual variable relationship to approximately reduce the gradient
variance. SPDC [4] is based on the primal-dual algorithm, which alternately updates the primal and dual variables. However,
these methods can only be applied to the single finite-sum structure problem. [2] proposed the dual-based method for
stochastic composition problem but with additional assumptions that limited the general composition function to two finite-
sum structures.

Finally, [21] considered corrupted samples with Markov noise and proved that SCGD could almost always converge to an
optimal solution. [22]] applied the ADMM-based method to the stochastic composition optimization problem and provide an
analysis of the convex function without requiring Lipschitz smoothness.

2. Preliminaries

In this paper, we denote the Euclidean norm with ||-||. 4 € [n] and j € [m] denote that ¢ and j are generated uniformly
at random from [n] = {1,2,...,n} and [m] = {1,2,...,m}. (0G(x))"VF(G(x)) denotes the full gradient of function
F(G(x)), where OG is the partial gradient of G. We first revisit some basic definitions on conjugate, strongly convexity and
smoothness, and then provide assumptions about the composition of the two expected-value functions.

Definition 1. For a function f: RM — R,
o f* is the conjugate of function f(x) if Vz,y € RM, it satisfies f*(y) = max,((z,y) — f(z)).

o fis \-strongly convex if Vo,y € RM it satisfies f(x) > f(y) + (Vf(y),x —y) + A\/2||x — y||%. ForVa € [0,1], it
also satisfies f(azx + (1 —a)y) < af(x) + (1 —a)f(y) — a(l — a)\/2||z — y]|*.

o f is L-smooth function if Vz,y € RM it satisfies f(x) < f(y) + (Vf(y),x —y) + L/2||x — y||>. If f is convex, it
also satisfies f(x) > f(y) + (Vf(y),x —y) +1/(2L)[|V f(z) = Vf(y)|*

Assumption 1. The random variables (i, j) are independent and identically distributed, i € [n],j € [m],Vox € RM
E[0G,(z)"VF;(G(x))] = 0G(x) "VF(G(x)).
Assumption 2. For function L 37" | F(L Z;n:l G;(z)), we assume that
o [ has the bounded gradient and Lipschitz continuous gradient, i € [n],
IVE;(y)l <Br.,¥y € R, 3)
IVEi(x) = VF;(y)|| <Lpllz —yl|,Ve,y € RM. ©)

o G has the bounded Jacobian and Lipschitz continuous gradient, j € [m)]

|0G(z)|| <Bg,Vz € RY, Q)
1G;(z) — G;(y)|| <Bglz —yl|,Vz,y € RY, (6)
10G;(z) — 8G;(y)|| <Lcllz — yll, Yz, y € RV, )

Assumption 3. For function L 37" | F;(G(x)), we assume that F; is L-smoothness and convex, then,

1(0G(2))"VFi(G(x)) = (0G(y) " VE(GW))I?/(2Ly) < Fi(G(2)) = VE(G(y)) = ((0G(y) VF(G(y)), = — y>&8)

3. The duality-Free method for Stochastic Composition

Here we introduce the duality-free method for stochastic composition. This method is a natural extension of duality-
free SDCA: at each iteration, the dual variable and the primal variable are alternately updated, where the estimated gradient
satisfies E[(0G (z)) TV fi(G(z)) + VR(z)] = (0G(z)) "V f(G(z))+V R(z). Note that the query complexity for computing
the estimated gradient is O(2 + 2m). We first describe the relationship between the primal and dual variable and derive the
estimated gradient that satisfies the unbiased estimate for the composition problem. Algorithm [I] shows the duality-free



Algorithm 1 Dual-Free for composition function

Require: 30 = (VG (z0)) a?
Ensure:
1: fort=1to T do
2 Randomly select i € [n] and j € [m)]
3 B =Bl = A ((0G (2,)) TV Fy(G(x1)) + BY)
4: Tyl = Tt — ((aG(l’t))TVF( (xt)) + ﬁf)
5: end for

process. Note that partial gradient G («) and inner function G(x) are computed directly. In our proposed method, both
function G and its partial gradient can be estimated using variance reduction approaches.

To obtain the dual function, we adopt the Fenchel duality method [23]], which is derived by converting the original problem
to the equation equality optimization problem in variables y;, i € [n],

z€RN y,eRM N

1 m
min ZF yi) + R(z), st.y; = - ZGj(a:)
=1

Its corresponding Lagrange function is

n n m

=— %Z —ag,yi) — Fi(yi)) — (<ﬁ Zai’G(x» - R(2)),

where a; € RM is the Lagrange multiplier. Through minimizing the Lagrange function with respect to « and ¥, respectively,
we have

D(a) = min L(z,y.0) =~ ¥ F (~a0) ~ F'(a)

where F}* (—a;) is the conjugate function of Fj, and R* (cv) is the function with respect to c,
Ff (—a) ZHZ&XK—O%, vi) — Fi(yi)},
. 1 —n
Rr(@) —max{ (> 3" i, Glw)) - Blz)).

Based on the convexity definition, we can see that R* () is convex function but not the conjugate of R(z) if G(z) is
not affine. Furthermore, R* (a) is not easily computed if G(z) is complicated. However, the dual problem is concave
problem, and the relationship between primal variable and dual variable can be obtained through keeping the gradient of
(L3 @i, G (2)) — R(z) wrt. z to zero,

(OG-S o= VR(@) ©)

=1
We observe that the update of x can be written as
zes1 = 20— 9((0G (@) TV L(G(ar)) + (VG(ar) o).

Based on the expectation of gradient, we have

Elzi11] =E[x:] — nE[(0G(24)) TV fi(G(2)) + (VG(2¢)) 0]
=F[x;] — nVP(zy),



where the gradient is
VP(z) = (0G(x))"Vf(G(z)) + VR(z). (10)

For the case of I norm, that is R(z) = $Al|z[|%, from @), we have Az = (VG(2))TL 37" | . Let 8! = (VG(zy)) "o,
we observe that
BB — BB =B[(VG(2141)) a; T = B(VG(21)) o]

=An(zpr1 — o)
=X E[(VG(2)'V fi(G(21)) + (VG(z:)) o).

Then, the update of w; becomes

BT =B = A((VG(2)) TV fi(G(x0)) + BY).

Let 2* be the optimal primal solution and a* be the optimal dual solution. Combining equations (I0) and (9), their
relationship is

n n

L3 (VGE)Tat =~ S (VO(E) TV A(VG()).

n < :
i=1 =1

Through the relationship, we can see that according to the theorem in [8], the primal and dual solutions converge to the
optimal point at the linear convergence rate. Furthermore, as the iterations increase, the gradient variance asymptotically
approaches zero as x and « go to the optimal solution. Note that the inner function G is fully computed.

In Algorithm each iteration requires computing function G and its partial gradient G, which has O(2 + 2m) query
complexity. In the next section, we provide the variance reduction method to estimate function GG and partial gradient 0G.

4. The duality-free and variance-reduced method for stochastic composition optimization

To reduce query complexity, we follow the variance reduction method in [9] to estimate G and OG. In doing so, we
propose SVRG- and SGAG-based SCDF methods, referred to here as SCDF-SVRG and SCDF-SAGA. These two methods
not only include gradient estimations but also estimate the inner function G and corresponding partial gradient:

e In SCDF-SVRG, we divide iterations into epochs, each with a snapshot point . For the finite-sum structure function
G, we follow the SVRG-based method in [9] to estimate the full function and full partial gradient at the snapshot
point. In the inner iteration, composition-SVRG2 defines the function estimator G;(z) — G;(Z) + G(Z) and the partial
gradient estimator 0G;(z) — 0G;(Z) + OG(&). Then, we use the estimated G and its partial gradient to define a new
gradient estimation of function F'(G(z)). We extend the dual-free SDCA method using the estimated gradient to tackle
the formed convex-concave problem. Pseudocode can be found in Algorithm 2]

e In SCDF-SAGA, we replace the estimation method for inner function G with the SAGA-based method. They are
the function estimator G (z) — 0G;(¢;) + = >j=1 0G(¢;) and the partial gradient estimator Gj(z) — G;(¢;) +
L Z;nzl Gj(¢;). Thus, we can also obtain the new estimator of full gradient F'(G(x)), which can be applied to the
dual-free SDCA method. SCDF-SVRG differs in that there is no epoch to maintain a snapshot point. Pseudocode can
be found in Algorithm

4.1. Estimating the function G based on SVRG

Specifically, we describe SCDF-SVRG method. Because G(x) function is also sums of function G;. For each epoch, the
estimated function and the corresponding estimated partial gradient of G(z) are,

N 1 ~ ~
Gr=1 D (Gap(n) = Gap(Es)) + G(E), an
1524
N 1 . _
0Gk = 3 (0G4, 15) (k) — OG 4,131 (E5)) + OG(Es), (12)
15524



where Z; is the current outer iteration, xj is the current inner iteration, A is the mini-batch multiset and A is the sample
times from Vi € [n] to form A. Taking expectation with respect to 7, we have

E[ék} = G(l‘k), E[@Gk] = aG(l’k)

Furthermore, we assume 7 and j are independent with each other, that is E[(DG,(z4))TVE;(Gy)] = (3G (xx))TVF(Gy).
Then the step [3|in algorithm[I] can be replaced by

zhi1 = 2k — 1((0GR) "V E;(Gr) + BY).

However, because the inner function Gy, is also estimated, E[(9G (1)) VFi(Gy)] # (0G(x1))TVF(G(x1)), Even
though the biased of the estimated gradient E[(G.; (1)) TV F;(G},)], we give the following lemma to show that the variance
between (G (1)) TV F;(G}) and (9G(z1)) TV F(G(24)) decrease as the variable ), and #, close to the optimal solution,

Lemma 1. Suppose Assumption EI holds, in algorithm |2} for the intermediated iteration at xj, and s, and Gy, and 0G,,
defined in and (I1)), we have
. . . 1 . | *
E[|(0Gk)TVFi(Gr) = (0G) ' VE(G@i)|*] <BGLE— Elllee — o|*] + B&LE 1 Elll#s — 2],
where L and B are the parameters in () and ().

Remark 1. The mini-batch Ay, is obtain by sampling from [m] for A times, if the number of A is infinite, then we can see
that Gy, = G (xy,), the difference between (0G (1)) TV Fy(Gy) and (0G(21,)) TV F(G(x},)) is also approximating to zero.
This is verified by Lemma |l|that the difference is bounded by O(1/A) (assume E[||x), — is||?] is a bound sequence) that as
A increase, the upper bound approximate to zero.

Algorithm 2 SCDF-SVRG
1: Initialize: o = 2 30 | 82, &y = o,
2: for s=0,1,2...5-1 do
3 G(Fs) = 5 20, G(3s) > m Queries
4 0G(F,) = i 0G () > m Queries
S: Ty = Ts
6: for £=0,2..K-1 do
7.
8
9

Sample from [m] for A times to form the mini-batch Ay,

Update G , from 1i > 2A Queries
: Update G, from (12) > 2A Queries
10: Randomly select i € [n] X
1 BT = BF = Ann((0Gx) TV Fi(Gy) + BF)
12: wpi1 = xx — 1((0Gr) 'V E(Gy) + BF)
13: end for
. L & Askl _ 1 SN ok
14: Top1 = 3 T, BT =% > B.i€n]
k=1 k=1
15: end for

4.1.1 Convergence analysis

Here we provide two different convergence analyses for the cases that the individual function Fj is convex and non-convex,
respectively. Theorem |1 gives the convergence analysis without Assumption [3|that function F; can be non-convex but P(x)
is convex. Theorem 2] gives the convergence rate under Assumption [3] Both convergence rates are linear.

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumption and@hold, P(x) is \-strongly convex, in algorithm E] let Ay = |25 — x*||2, B, =
LS 185 — Bt% Cs = aB[A] +bE[By). Define AR, = max, {||z* — z||” : F(G(z)) < F(G(x0))}, the SCDF-SVRG

method has geometric convergence:
- 1 dy \° -~
Cs <|——=+—) Cy,
- <77)\K * an)\> 0




where the parameters a, b, do and n satisfy

- A2 —ABLLZ L
1= (BRI L +4BELE L) A+ L0 — ABLIZ I

dy =2 (aangL P+ 0w <4B§L g+ ABL LA A)) + by (4BELE + 4BSLY)
2X\ (4B%2L% L +4BEL% L) _a_ (1-npA
A—é-&;BéLH - b n

q = AN(ABGLE).

Remark 2. The convergence analysis does not need the convexity of individual function F; but requires function P(x) to be
strongly convex.

The following theorem also gives the geometric convergence in the case that F; is convex. Even though the proof method
is similar to Theorem [T} the inner convergence analyses is different such that it lead to different convergence.

Theorem 2. Suppose Assumptlonl Iand.hold F; is convex functlon and P(x) is \-strongly convex, in algorithm let
A = ||Es —a*|*, By = 2S00, 1185 = 87117, O = aB[A] + bE[B,]. Define AR, = max,{||lz* — x| : F(G()) <
F(G(x0))}, the SCDF SVRG method has geometric convergence:

~ 1 es .
Cio< | —+ —) Cy,
= <n>\K " anAl '

where the parameters a,b, d, es , 1 and A satisfy

A>2R, BGL /d,
n<(1 —d)/(QLf—l-/\n(l —d)),

es = 2anAR, B& LY — + 4bdn (BELE + BLLT) /A,

A
2 (2B%L% + BLLE) & — LA _a_ (1 —nAn)A
d— 2R, BLL%L SpS T o

- (2BELZ + BLL%) & + ALpR, BLLE %
- (2B2L2 + BLL2) L + ALy

The variance bound of the modified estimate gradient is shown in the following corollary. Note that the inner function G
is the estimated function of G.

Corollary 1. Suppose Assumption[2holds, in algorithm 2] for the intermediated iteration at x), and [y, we have
BlI0G)TVF(Gr) + B5IP] < (B2 LA 1/A+ ABLL31/A) Ellay — )
+ (ABELE +ABG L) Elll@s — «*(1*] + B[ 87 — 5717,
where B, Bg and L¢ are the parameters in (B)- (6).

Remark 3. From Corollary the variance of the estimated gradient is bound by O(E|[||z), — %:||?]) and O(E[|| 8 — B7]|?)).
As g, Ts and By go to the optimal solution, the variance also approximates to zero.

4.2. SAGA-based method for estimating function G

Extending SAGA such that the table elements are updated iteratively, we propose SAGA-based SCDF. In contrast to
SCDF-SVRG, there is no need to compute the full function and full partial gradient of G. This approach is analogous to
the duality-free method in that it can avoid computing the full gradient of function F'. Following the variance reduction
technology in SGAG, we replace step [3]in Algorithm [T] with

Tep1 = o — n((0Gr) ' VE(Gr) + BF),



where

| 1 &
Gr =7 (Gac) (@) = Gay (Sl ) + — > Gieh), (13)
1<j<A =1
| 1 —
0Gr =~ (G a,5) (1) = 0G A, 1 (D, ) + — D> 0G,(¢h), (14)
1<j<A =1

Aj, is the mini-batch formed by sampling A times from [n]. Ay[j], 7 € Ay indicates the jth element in the list A. ¢¥ Anli)
j € Ay is stored in the variable table list. Taking expectation on above estimated function G and partial gradient of G, we
have E[G] = G(xx) and E[0G)] = OG(x1). But the same problem as in SCDF-SVRG, the estimated gradient is not
unbiased estimation, because E[(0G:)TVF;(Gy)] # E[(dG(x1))TV F;(G(z))]. However, based on the above estimation
about function G, we also give the upper bound of the difference between them,

Algorithm 3 SCDF-SAGA

1: Initialize: 7o = 1 Z B, o = 43,5 € [ml,

2: for £=0,2..K-1 do

3: Sample from {1, .. for A times to form the mini-batch Ay,

4: Update Gk by usmg 1. > A Queries
5: UpdateaG;C by using || > A Queries
6:  Take ¢A = xy, for j € Ay, and ¢th] = ¢§tk[j] for j € [m]butj ¢ Ay

7 Update Gk+1 by using 1.j

8 Update G, by usm

9: Randomly select i € [n]

10: BE = BE — dn((0G)TVEF;(Gr) + BF)

11: Tyl = Tk — ((aGk)TVFZ(Gk) + Bf)

12: end for

Lemma 2. Assume Assumption 2| holds, in algorithm|3| for the intermediated iteration at xy, G defined in and 0G,
defined in ([[4), the following bound satisfies,

E[||(0Gx)TVF,(Gk) — (0G(x1)) "V Fi(Gr(wr))|*] <(2BRLE + 2BLLE)/A* > Elllak — ¢, 111°],
1<<A
where Lp, L, Br and B¢ are the parameters in (3)- (7).

Remark 4. As xj, and ¢* go to the optimal solution, the expectation bound approximates to zero. Furthermore, this lemma
also shows that as A increases, the estimated Gy, approaches the exact function G.

At intermediated iteration xj, define

L 1l m ST e
Gr=— 3" G (0),0G = — 3" G, (4h).

m j=1

Note that for each time estimation for function G, the term G}, and dG), can be iteratively updated without computing the
full function and full partial gradient of function G,

. A -
Gr+1 = leng (G Al (¢it%j]) — Ga, ) (¢]f4k[j])) + G, (15)
- A -

OGh =— Zlgng( (@5 = 0G a1 (¢4, 1)) + OGh. (16)



4.2.1 Convergence analysis

Similar to the SVRG-based SCDF method, we also provide two convergence rates for the two cases that the individual
function F; is convex or non-convex. In Theorem we provide the linear convergence rate for the non-convex case but P(z)
is strongly convex; in Theoremlé-_ll, we also provide linear convergence rate for the convex case where P(x) is strongly convex;

% B = X I18F - 87117
and Cy, = = Z] 1 ||¢k , ¥ is the minimizer of P(x ) and E [5}] = )\x Ais the sample times for forming mini-batch
A. Define )\Rz = maxm{H:r —z||?: F(G(x)) < F(G(20))}. As long as the sample times and the step satisfy,

A >(\nqn + 16R,(B%+LE + BELE)) /2 + \/)\2n2n2 + (16R,(B%L% + BLL%))?/2;
A

2s + 4 2Vs + A% (18 (14 5452 ) 1)

n<

where Y1 = R, (B%L% + BLL%)1/A,Ys = B2L%41/A + BLL%,Ys = B%L%1/A. Then the SDCA-SAGA method has
geomeltric convergence in expectation:

E[Ai] + bE[By] + ecnE[Cy] <(1 — M)k (aE[Ao] + bnE[By] + enE[Co)),
where the parameters a, b and c satisfy,

Mot i e (1=
1=8(1+445)n b0

¢ < (—8aAnYy + anA — 2bAnYs) /A.

Remark 5. The convergence analysis does not need the convexity of the individual function F; but requires function P(z) to
be strongly convex.

Theorem 4. Suppose Assumption I I 2| and 3| I hold, F;(x ) is convex, and P(x) is \-strongly convex. Let Ay, =

=I5 IBF =B 12 and C, = & Zm 1 ||¢k , &* is the minimizer of P(z) and E [B}] = A\x*, A is the sample
tlmesforformzng mini-batch A. Define AR, = max,{||z* — z||? : F(G(z)) < F(G(x0))}. As long as the samle times A
and the step satisfies,

A>(2+V2) (M + 16R,(BELE + BLL3)/d),
1 <1/(2LgA/(1 —d) + An),

then the SDCA-SAGA method has geometric convergence in expectation:
E[Ay] 4 bE[Bi] + cnE[Cy] <(1 — n)\)*(aE[Ao] + bnE[By] + cnE[Cy)),

where the parameters a, b, c ,d and q satisfy,

2LAA/(1—d) < T < (L= Anm)A/n,
L (47 + 52545 = 20,0) +16 (1+ 5245 ) RaY LyA
- 4Y + 55547 ’

¢ < (=8anAR,Y + and\ — 4b)\77Y +2bL s \*n) /A,
Y = (B}LE + BLLE) /A
Remark 6. As parameter d decreases, the lower bound number of sample times A needs to increase, thus the estimated

Sfunction G and partial gradient of G are well estimated. Furthermore, step 1 can be larger than before. The opposite is also
similar. This is verified in Theorem 4



Note that as variable z, and ¥ go to the optimal solution, the variance of the gradient in the update iteration approximates
to zero. The following Corollary shows the bound of the estimated gradient variance.

Corollary 2. Suppose Assumption Elholds, in algorithm G}, and G, defined in and , we have,
E[|(0G)TVE(Gy) + BE|*) <4(BELE/A + BELE) Bl — 2”1

1 * *
+4B%Léﬁ Z E[Hqﬁﬁk[jl—z 1] + 2E[)|8* — 8*||*],
1<j<A

where Lg, Lp, Bg and B are parameters in (3)) - (7).

Remark 7. As the SCDF-SAGA method also shows geometric convergence, variables xy, and By, both converge to the optimal
solution iteratively. Since they control the upper bound of the gradient as indicated in the Corollary, the gradient variance
decreases to zero.

5. experiment
5.1. Portfolio management- Mean variance optimization

In this section, we experiment with our two proposed algorithms and compare them with previous stochastic methods
including SGD, SCGD, SVRG, SAGA, duality-free SDCA (DF-SDCA) and compositional-SVRG (C-SVRG).
To verify the effectiveness of the algorithm, we use the mean-variance optimization in portfolio management:

n n

TSR SRR el

i=1 i=1

where r; € RV i € [n] is the reward vector, and » € R¥ is the invested quantity. The goal is to maximize the objective
function to obtain a large investment and reduce the investment risk. The objective function can be transformed as the
composition of two finite-sum functions in[I|by the following form:

Gi(a) =los (rjs )]y =+ 3" Gyo) = el

Fz(y> = <Ti7y1> + (<Ti7y1> - y2)7jai € [n}

where y; € RM and yo € R. We follow the un-regularized objective method in [8], in which the term L|jw||?/2 is added or
subtracted to the objective for DF-SDCA, SCDF-VR, and SCDF-SAGA, where parameter L can be obtained in advance and
directly from the maximal eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix. We choose n = 2000 and N = 200 and conduct the experiment
on the numerical simulations following [9]]. Reward vectors 7;, ¢ € [n] are generated from a random Gaussian distribution
under different condition numbers of the corresponding covariance matrix, denoted x. We choose three different x = 10, 30,
and 50. Furthermore, we give three different sample times for forming the mini-batch A, A = 50, 100, and 500. Figure /]|
shows the results with different sample time A. From Figure[I] we can see that: 1) our proposed algorithms SCDF-SVRG
and SCDF-SAGA both have linear convergence rates; and 2) SCDF-SAGA outperforms the other algorithms.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a new algorithm based on variance reduction technology and appli it to the composition of
two finite-sum functions minimization problem. Unlike most previous approaches, our work applies duality-free SCDA
to compositional optimization and tackles the primal and dual problems that cannot be solved directly by the primal-dual
algorithm. We show linear convergence in the situation that the estimator of the inner function is biased. Furthermore, we
also show a linear rate of convergence for the case in which the individual function is non-convex but the finite-sum function
is strongly convex.

Appendix:

A. Analysis tool
Lemma 3. For the random variable X, we have

E[| X — EIX]|*|=E[X* — || B[X]|*] < E[X?].

10
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Figure 1. As the SCDF-SAGA method also has geometric convergence in expectation, the variables zj and i both convergence to the
optimal solution iteratively. Because they control the upper bound of the gradient, as indicated in Corollary, the variance of gradient

decrease to zero.

Lemma 4. For the random variable X+, ..., X,., we have

Lemma 5. For a and b, we have 2(a, by < %||a||2 + q||b]|?, Vg > 0.
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=2L;(F(z) = F(«") = (F(27),z — 7))
=2L¢(F(z)+ R(z) — F(z*) — R(z*) — R(z) + R(z*) — (VP(z*) + VR(z") — VR(z™),x — z™))
=2L¢(P(x) — P(z")) + 2L(—R(z) + R(z™) — (—VR(z"),x — z™))

(Appl)

where (App1) is based on the smoothness of R(z), that is R(z) = 1 A||z||?, the smooth constant is A, then we have

R() + R + (VRG), 2~ a) < — 21| VR@*) — B@)|?
f

A 2
< — =l —x*||°.
< -Gl -2

B. Proof of SCDF-SVRG
Proof of Lemmall]
Proof.
E[”(aék)TVFi(ék) - (aék)TVFi(G(xk))”z]
<BZE[|VF(Gy) — VF{(G(xx)|*]
<BELLEE[|Gy — Glaw)|?]

1
<B&LE Elllow — &

1 . 1 - "
<B& LR Ellloy - o*|) + BELE B3 - 2" |,
where the first and the second inequalities is based on the bounded Jacobian of G and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F.
The last inequality follows from Lemma 7} O
Proof of Theorem 1l

Proof. Based on Lemma|[T4] we have
Ck — Cr1 < —nACh—1 + d2 E[|| 75 — 2™ |17,

where dy = 2 (angB& L% % + bAn (ABELL % +ABELE)) + bAn (4B%LE + 4B L%). Summing from k=0 to K, we
obtain

K-—1
Ck +n\ Y Cy < Co + KdoE||Z, — 2*|].
k=1

Since Cy = C; and C‘S+1 = % Zle Cp, and nA < 1, we have

K
~ 1 - %
NMAKCsy1 = 7})\} kil Cr < Co+ KdyE[| &5 — 2*|?].

The definition of C,, implies that aE[||Zs — 2*||?] < Cs. Therefore we have

- Kdo ~
DAKCyy1 < Co + TQCS.

12



Dividing both sides of the inequality by nA K, we can obtain the linear convergence,
~ 1 da \ ~ 1 do \° =
Cor1 8| —=+—)Cs < | =—=+ —] Co.
= (n)\K + anA) <77)\K + a77/\) 0

Proof of Theorem
Proof. The proof process is similar to Theorem T} but based on different inner estimation bound from Lemma|T3] O
Proof of Corollary/]]
Proof. Based on Lemmaf] we have
E[|(0GR) TV Fi(Gx) + B |I°]
<2E[||(8Gx) TV Fi(Gx) + B7 1% + 2E[18F — 57 1I°]

(4BFL %o +ABLLY A) Blllzi - &%) + (BELE + 4BELE) Ell3, — o | + E(18F - 71,
where the first inequality follows from Lemma[T2] O

C. Proof of SCDF-SAGA

Proof of Lemma 2]

Proof. Through subtracting and adding (0G(z)) TV F;(G}.), we have

E[|(0Gx)TVF,(Gr) — (0G(x1)) "V Fi(Gr(1)) 1)
=E[|(0G1)"VFi(Gr) — (0G(xx)) "V Fi(Gy) + (0G (k) VF;(Gy) — (0G ()T V(G () ||°]
<2E[||(0Gx)"VF;(Gy) — (0G (w) TV (G |I°]
+ 2E[[|(0G (2x)) 'V F;(Gr) — (0G(w)) T VF; (G (1)) ||°]
<2BLE[|0Gk — 0G(xx)|”) + 2BEE[|VFi(Gy) — VF;(0G (1)) %]
<2BLE[|0Gk — 0G(xx)|”) + 2B L3 B[||Gi — G(ax)|)*]

1 1
<2BipLg—z > Ellow — ol I°) +2B5L:BG 5 D Elllow — o, 5]
1<j<A 1<j<A

1
= (2BRLE +2BELE) 5 D Elllaw — o)
1<<A

where the first inequality follows from Lemma [4] The second and third are based on the bounded gradient of F; in (3)), the
bounded Jacobian of G in (3 and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F' in (@), The last inequality follows from the Lemma 2]
and Lemma [22) O

Proof of Theorem
Proof. Based on Lemma[26] Lemma[28|and Lemma[30] let Dy, = aE[Ay] + bE[By] 4+ cnE[Cy], we have

Dyt — Dy
=a(E[Ag1] — E[Ar]) + (E[Bi11] — E[Bi]) + ¢(nE[Cria] — nE[Cy])
< — anAE [Ag] — bAnE [By] — c/\r]nE [Ck]

+ (8a)\an (B%#LE + BGL2) 1~ @A+ 2 (BFL Y BéL%) + cA> E[Ag]

Ey

13



1 1
+ (&;Aan (BRLg + B&LY) I+ 2b/\nB%LéZ —cA+ w\nn) E[Cy]
E>
+ (an® = (1= Xn)bAn) [ (0G1) TV E(Gr) + BEII%,

E3
by setting the last terms F, F» and E5 negative. Thus, we can obtain
D41 — Dy < =MDy,

In order to simply the analysis, we define Y = R, (B%L% + B&L%) &,Yo = BZLZ 4 + BLL%,Y; = B%LLL. Both
E4 and E5 are negative, we get

A
2Y; + A4—2V3

% > . . (17)
To keep the bound positive, that is 1 — 8Y; — 8%}\7}}/ > 0, the sample times A satisfy,
(AMqn + 2R, (B2LZ + BLL%)) + \/ A22n? + 4(R, (BZLZ + B&L%))?
> .
- 2
Based on above condition in and E3 < 0, we have
2Ys + 55 2Y3 < (L= np)A
Thus, we get
A
S Aoy i n(1-8(14+ 4 )vi)
2+ ZognYs T+ TL( - ( +m> 1)
Finally, we can obtain the convergence form,
aE [Ajs1] + bE [Big1] + nE [Crpa] < (1 — A (aE [A1] + bE [By] + cnE [C4)),
O

Proof of Theorem 4
Proof. Based on Lemma[27] Lemma[29|and Lemma[30] let Dy, = aE[Ay] + bE[By] 4+ cnE[Cy], we have

Dyy1— Dy
=a(E [Ap1] = E[Ar]) + b (E [Bra] — E[Bi]) + ¢ (nE [Crpa] — nE[C])
< — anAE[Ag] — bAnE[Byi] — cAnnE[Cy]

1
A

1
+ (SanARz(B%Lé + BLLZ)~ — and\ + 4b (B LE + BéLZF)Z — 2L s N?n + cA> E[Ag]

Ey

1 1
+ (San)\Rw(B%LQG + BéLQF)Z + 4bAn(BELE + BéLQF)Z —cA+ c)mn) E[Cy]

+ (an® = (1= dn)bn) [ (90G) TV E(Gr) + BEII? + (=2a(1 — )i + 4bLyAn) (P(xx) — Pla”)).

E3 E4

14



by setting the last four terms negative, we can obtain
Dyi1 — Dy < =MDy
Define Y = (B%Lé + B, L%) % for simply analysis. Based on F; and F that should be negative, we have

4Y + 55754Y = 2050

> :
d-8(1+ 54 ) Ry

(18)

SRS

In order to keep the bound positive, the sample times A should satisfy

2712 47172
A>(2+V?2) (/\nn L 16Ra(Brl + BGLF)) :

Based on E'5 and E that should be negative, we have

Thus, we can get the upper bound of the step

where the parameter d satisfy,

(47 + 545547 —20,0) +8 (14 545 ) ReY2LiA

d< -
4Y + A4y

Thus we can obtain the convergence form
aE [Ajs1] + bE [Big1] + nE [Crpa] < (1 =\ (aE [A1] + bE [By] + cnE [C4)),

O

Note that as the variable x;, and 5* go to the optimal solution, we can see that the variance of gradient in the update
iteration is also approximating to zero. The following Corollary shows the bound of the estimated gradient variance
Proof of Corollary 2]

Proof. Based on the update of x, we have

U%E[n(xm — )|
—E[(0C)TVE(Cr) + B2
<2E[[[(0G)TVE(Cr) + B2 1) + 2E(8F — 57|

1 * 1 * *
<4 (B%LéAwéL%) Bl —2*|*) + 4BELg - > Elldl, gy — 1%+ 2B(118° - 571%),
1<5<A

where the first and second inequalities follows from Lemma [24]and Lemma 4] O
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D. Convergence Bound Analysis for SDFC-SVRG
D.1. Bounding the estimation of inner function G

Lemma 7. Assumption E' holds, in algorithm |2} for the intermediated iteration of xy and Zs, and e defined in , the
variance of stochastic gradient is ,

E[|Gy. — G(an)lPP] < BE 5 Elllzx — &I,

where Bg is the parameter in ().

Proof. Based on the bounded Jacobian of G; and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F}, j € [m], i € [n], we have

E[|Gr — G(zx)|]

“E[I2 S (Gapy(er) — Ganp () + G(Es) — Gla)|?)
1<;<A
< BlIGa @) — CaypE) — (Glan) — G
1<5<A
1

1<5<A
1 -
<B4 Blla — |,

where the first and second inequalities follow from Lemma (3) and (@), and the third inequality is based on the bounded
Jacobian of G in (3). O

Lemma 8. Assumption E| holds, in algorithm |2} for the intermediated iteration of xi and Ts, and G defined in , the
variance of stochastic gradient is ,

A 1 -
E[|0G), — 0G(xx)|*] < LZGZE[”xk — &,

where Bg is the parameter in ().

Proof. Based on the bounded Jacobian of G; and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F;, j € [m], i € [n], we have
E[|0G, — 0G (k)]
1 - -
=Elll5 Y (0Ga(r) = 0G4, 15)(s)) + 0G(Es) — OG (i) ]

1<j<A
1 ~ ~ 2
<5 Y FlOGA () — 0G A, 5)(3.) - (0G() — 0G(@.) )
1<G<A
1 -
< 2 Bll0Gaen) —0Ga,p )|
1<j<A

1 N
<13, o — 5,

where the first and second inequalities follow from Lemma (3) and (@), and the third inequality is based on the bounded
Jacobian of G in (3). O

Lemma 9. Assumption [2| holds, in algorithm |2} for the intermediated iteration of xy and x5 and G defined in , the
bound satisfies,

3 . 1 ~ N
E[|Gy, = G(2")|"] < 2B& 7 Elllzx — &%) + 2BGE[[|7, — 2",

where B is the parameter in ().
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Proof. From the definition of G, in ,we have
E[|Gx — G(2")|]

=Bll5 Y (Cap) — Ga @) + G(@) — G

1<j<A

<8l 3 (Gapilen) - Gag @I+ 2BGE) - G
1<5<A

1 - ~ *
<25 Y ElGap(@n) = Gau (@)1 +2B]G(E,) - G
1<5<A

1 - .
<2BG 1 Elllwx — &)%) + 2BE E(l|7, — 2" |1%],

where the first and the second inequalities follow from Lemma] and the third inequality is based on the bounded Jacobian
of G in (). O

Lemma 10. Assumption holds, in algorithm EI for the intermediated iteration of xy, and Ts and oGy, defined in , the
bound satisfies,

~ * ]. ~ ~ *
E[l0Gy, = 0G(2")||*] < 2LE 7 Blllx — #5*] + 2L E[l|7, — 2",

where L is the parameter in ().

Proof.
E[[|0Gy, — 0G(")|]
1 ~ ~ *\ || 2
=Ell5 Y (0Gap(xk) — 0G (&) + 0G(Es) - 0G ("))
1<j<A
<2E[||l D (G a (k) — OG A, 15 (E:)|P] + 2E[|0G (i) — 0G(z*)||?
< Axls) (k) A1 (E)) 7] + 2E[[[0G (25) (@*)["]
1<5<4
<2 Y El0Gap(r) — 0Ga,p(@)|” +2B(|0G(&,) — 0G(x")|?)
=% 12 A\ Tk A\ Ts Ts z
1<j<A
1 ~ ~ *
<2LE 7 Bllles — &|°) + 2L E[l|7, — 2*7),
where the first and the second inequalities follow from Lemma ] and the Lipschitz continuous gradient of G in (6). O

D.2. Bounding the estimation of function F

LeAmma 11. Suppose Assumption |2| and 3| holds, in algorithm for the intermediated iteration at xj, and Zs, and G 1 and
OGy, defined in and , we have

E[|[(0Gk)TVE,(Gy) — (0G(x1)) TV E (G ()]
<2 (BRL% + BELR) 3 Bllai — o |) + 2 (BRLE + BSLY) = El|a —a* |
where L and Bg are the parameters in (@) and ().
Proof. Through subtracting and adding (3G () TV Fi(G})

E[|[(0Gx)TVFi(Gr) — (0G(x1)) ' VFi(G(xx))||*]
<E[[(0Gk)TVEF;(Gy) — (0G(xx)) "V F;(Gy) + (0G(xx)) "V (Gr) — (0G (k) "V (G(a)) %]
<2BLE[||0G), — 0G(xx)|*] + 2BEE[|VFi(Gy,) — VFi(G(ax))|]
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<2BQFE[II<9@k — 0G(zi) ] + 2B& L, E[Hék — G(xw)|?]
<2B} L% Ellai — 4] + 2BEL3BE  Blles — &)
1 1 1 1
< (2B%LéA + 28303 ) Bllow — a2+ (28508 + 2830485 ) Blle. — I
where the first and the second inequalities is based on the bounded Jacobian of G and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F'.

The last inequality follows from Lemmal(7] O

Lemma 12. Suppose Assumption Eholds, in algorithm for the intermediated iteration at By, Gy, and G, defined in
and (I1), we have,

. . 1 1 - .
EIOGUTVE(G) + BiIP) < 4(BELE + BELE) Bllo — o )+ 45325 + B4L3) (14 ) Ella, - o
where Le, Lp, Bg and By are the parameters in (3)) - (7).

Proof. Based on the relationship between 3; and (0G (*)) TV F;(G(x*)), we have
E[[[(0Gx)"VE(Gy) + 87 11%] = Ell(9Gx) TV F;(Gr) — (0G(2")) TV Fi (G (")) |]-
Through subtracting and adding (0G (z1))"VF; (G ), we obtain
El(0G)TVE(Gr) — (9G(2")) TV E(G ("))
=E[|[(0G)TVFi(Gy) - (9G(2"))TVE,(Gr) + (0G(x")) T VFi(G) — (0G(2")) ' VE,(G(a))|]
<2E[[|(9Gy)TVE(Cr) — (0G(") VE(Gy)|]
+2E[|(0G(x*) TV EF(Gy) — (9G(z*))  VE(G(2"))|I]
<2BRE[||0G). — G (x")|°] + 2BEE[|VFi(Gr) — VF(G(2"))||*]
<2BLE[||0G), — G (2")|*] + 2BELLE[| Gy — G(2™)|’]

1 - - . 1 - - X
e S L A
~ (am 2 A+4BGL A)Emmk—sesn?]+<4B%Lé+4BéL2F>EH|¢S—x*||2]

2 2 2 2 ]‘ ~ * (|2
UBELE + BYLE) S By - a2+ ABRLE + BLE) (14 2 ) Ell, - 2°|)

where the first and fourth inequality follows from Lemma [} the second and third inequalities are based on the bounded
gradient of F (3), the bounded Jacobian of G in (3), and Lipschitz continuous gradient of F' in (@), the fourth inequality
follows from Lemma[9 and O

Lemma 13. Suppose Assumption |2|and 3| holds, in algorithm|2| for the intermediated iteration at Sy, G, and 8G, defined

in (I2) and (T1), we have,
E[|(0Gk) "V F;(Gy) + 5117
<A (BRLY + BALE) - Ellw - o' |2) + 4 (BELY + BALE) S Ell, - 2°|)
+4Ly(P(wy) — P(x*)) = 2Lp(||lzx — 2*[|*),
where Lg, Lp, Bi and By are the parameters in (3)) - (7).

Proof. Based on the relationship between 37 and (9G(2*))" VF;(G(z*)), we have

E[[[(0Gx)"VE(Gy) + 8711 = E[[(9Gx) TV F;(Gr) — (0G(2"))TVF (G (")) ).
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Through subtracting and adding (9G ()" VF;(G(xy)), we obtain
E[|[(9Gx)TVE,(Gy) — (9G(a")) TV E(G(a"))|1?]
=E[(8Gx) "V EFi(Gr) — (G (2x))TVE(G(ax)) + (0G(ax)) 'V E(G(ar)) — (9G(2")) TV E(G(2))|1%]
<2B[)|(8Gx)"VF;(Gr) — (9G (xx)) TV E (G(a1))IIP] + 2E[|(9G(2x)) TV E(G(xr)) — (9G (") TVE(G(a*))]1?]
1

1 ~ *
Bl — 2]

Tk

<4(BELE + BGLE) 1 Ellon — «*|P) + 4 (BELE + BGLE)
* A *
+aLy (Pl - Pla) = gl -1

where the first inequality follow from Lemmafd] and the second are based on Lemma|[TT|and Lemma|§ O
D.3. Bound the difference of variable and the optimal solution

Lemma 14. Suppose Assumption and@ hold, and P(x) is A-strongly convex. In algorithm [Z] let let Ay, = ||z — 2*|?,
By =130 |18F - BZ*H2 and Cy, = aE[Ag] + bE[By), a,b > 0. As long as A > 2R, B} L%, the step

1 - 2R, BLL3 %
n<
4(BELE + BLLE) +nX? (172R BLI3 L)’

(19)
we can obtain

Chy1 — Cp < —nACy, + do E[||Es — *||%),

where the parameters a, b and ds satisfy

1
dy = 2an\R, B4 L% P +4b>\77 (B#Lg + B&LY) (1 + A)

4 (BELE + BLL) <% (1- n)\n)A
1-2R,BLL% L b~ n

Proof. By adding bound results of Lemma[T6|and Lemma|I8] we have,

Crt1 :aE[Ak+1] + bE [Bk+1]
<a(1— ) E[Ag] +b(1 - \y) B[By

1 1
+ <2anARmBéL%A — an\ + 4b\n (BELE + BLLY) A) E[Ag]

dy

1 1
+ (QanARwBéL%A + 4bMn (BELE + BELYT) (1 + A)) E[||Es — z*|?]

da
+ (an” = b(1 — ndp)An) E[||(0Gx) TV E(Gy) + 87 [1%)-

ds

In order to obtain Cyy1 — Cr < —ACy + do E[||Zs — x* ||2] we can choose the step 7 such that d; and d3 are both negative,
that is

4 (B212 B412
EZ(FG"' GlF) (20)
b~ 1-2R,BLL%:L

1 —nAn)A
a _(L=nmimr @1
b n
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In order to keep 1 — 2R, B L% % > 0 positive, the sample times A should satisfy A > 2R, B¢ L3.. Based on conditions
and (21), the step 1 can be bounded as

1—-2R,BLL% %
(B%L% + BLLZ) +nX? (1 — 2R, BLLE %)

<
=7

O

2

5

Lemma 15. Suppose Assumption and hold, and P(x) is A-strongly convex. In algorithm let let Ay, = ||z — a*
B =211 |I8F - Bf||2 and Cy, = aE[Ag] + bE[Bg], a,b > 0. As long as the sample times A and the step satisfy

T n

2R, B¢ L%, 1-d
d =L,y am(1—d)

A>

we can obtain
Cr+1 — Cr < —nACy, + e2E[|| 75 — z*||?],

where the parameters a, b and ey satisfy

1 1
ey = 2an/\RmBéL%Z + 4bAn (B%Lg + B&LY) 1
2 (2B#L% + BLLY) 4 — Lex _a_ (1-npA

d—2R,BLIZL =5 = "
_ (2B%LZ% + BLL%) & + ALyR, B L3+
- (2BZLZ + BLL%) & + ALy '
Proof. By adding bound results of Lemma[T7]and Lemma([I9] we have,

Cr+1 :aE[Ak_H] + bE [Bk+1]
<a(1— 7)) B[4y +b(1 - \n) BBy

1 1
+ (Qan/\RmBéLQFA +4bAn (2B%LE + BELY,) 1 20mA?Ly — an)\d) E[Ag]

el
9 1

1
+ (Zan/\RgCBéLFA + 4bAn (B%Lg + B&LY) ) E[||Zs — z*|*]

A

€2

(—2an(1 — d) + 4bnALy) (P(z) — P(z"))

€3

+ (an? = (1= mx) ) Bl[[0G0) V(G + 5|

B

€4

In order to obtain Cy+1 — Cr < —nACy + do2E|||Zs — x*||2} we can choose the step 77 such that eq, es, e3 and ey are all
negative, that is

ALy _2 (2BELE + BLLE) 4 — LA

< (I =nX )X
(1—d) ~ d—2R,BLL%L L

a
b~ n

< (22)

In order to keep d — 2R, B4 L% % positive, the sample times A should satisfy A > 2R, B L%, /d. Based on conditions (20},
the step 1 can be bounded as
< 1-d
1oL v am(1—d)
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Lemma 16. Suppose Assumption|l|and Ehold, in algorithm for the intermediated iteration at xy, let Ay, = ||z — 2|2,
define AR, = max,{||z* — z|* : F(G(x)) < F(G(x¢))}, the bound of Ay, satisfies,

E[Apy1) <E[Ap] 4+ 20\R, B& L% —FE[AL] + 2nAR, B4 L% — E[|| 3, — x*||%]

A
— 20AE[Ag] + n* E[||(0Gk) TV Fi(Gr) + B,

A

where x* is the optimal solution.
Proof. Based on the update of z,we have
A1 =llzx = n((0G)TVE(Gr) + Bf) — |
=z —2*|* = 20{(0GK) TV E(Gy) + BF @ — &*) + [In((0Gx) TV E(Gr) + B
Taking expectation with respect to ¢, j, we get,
E[Ag11] =E[Ax] =2nE[((0Gx)TVF.(Gk) + BF, ax — 2*)] +1° E[||(0Gx) TV Fi(Gy) + BF||*)
Al

<E[Ak] + 2nAR. BGL2 Blllax — 27|1°] + 2nAR, BGL2 P PlIEs = 27 |7]

= 2nMJax — 27|* + +?72E[||(6Gk)TVFi(Gk) + B71I°,
where A1 follows from Lemma 20l O
Based on above Lemma, we can also get another form upper bound.

2

i

Lemma 17. Suppose Assumption and@hold, in algorithm |2} for the intermediated iteration at xy, let Ay = ||z — x*
define \R, = max,{||z* — z||? : F(G(x)) < F(G(x¢))}, the bound of Ay, satisfies,

1
E[Aj+1] <E[Ak] + 2nAR, BGL2 E[A] + 2nAR, BGL2 E[|#s — 2|7
—2n(1 = d)(P(zx) — P(w )) = AL+ d)l|lzi — 2" ||* + 0’ E[[(9Gk) TV Fi(Gr) + BF[1%),
where x* is the optimal solution, and 1 > d > 0.

Lemma 18. Suppose Assumption@holds, in algorithmElfor the intermediated iteration at B*, let By, = % S lIBE - B ||2
the bound of By, satisfy,

1 1
E[Bi 1] SE[B] - ME[By] + Wn(BALE + BLLE) - Bl — o |2) + 4\n(BELE + BELE) (1 n A) Ell& - 2*]?)
— (1= nA)AE[|(0G) TV EF(Gr) + BF|2,

where Bp, Ly, B and L¢ are the parameters in (3)) - (7).

Proof. Based on the definition of By, and the update of /3, we have

By11 — By

LS8~ mAn(OG) TV E(G) + 4 - B - ZIIB’“ Pk

i=1

= (8 — mAn(@C) TV EGR) + B — B — 18— 87 P
= [[(B — nAR(@CK) TV F(G) + B — 57 + 57)) — LI — 118 — 51

=0 mAn) (B — B7) + mAn(~(0G) TV E(C) — B — 18— 57 P
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:%(1 —n)|IBf = B*1° + M| —(9GR) TV E(Gr) = B II° = (1 = ndn) Ayl (9Gy) "V Fi(Gi) + BF |

1
— =87 = B II?
n
== M8 = BI1° + Ml —(0Gk) TV Ei(Grmr) = B711? = (1 = nd) M| (0G) TV Fi(Gr) + B |1
Taking expectation with respect to ¢ on both sides, we have
E[Biy1] — E[By]
== MB[|BF = BI1°] + M B[ (0G) TV E(Gy) + B7IIP] —(1 = nAm) A E[||(9G) TV E;(Gy) + BF ]

B1

1 § 1 .
<~ MELB] + 0 (BRL% + BSLE) S Elle — a* P+ 0 (B34 + BE2) 1+ 7 ) Ella. - o°

AT ~
— (L= nAn)AE[||(0Gr) VFi(Gr) + B 117,
where (B1) follows from Lemma 2] O

Lemma 19. Suppose Assumpttonlandlhold in algorzthml for the intermediated iteration at B*, let B, = 1 Zz Ll BE—
Bi||%, the bound of By, satisfy,

E[Bys1] < — ME[Bi] + 4Ny (BELE + Bo L ) Blllzx — a*|] + 4An (BELE + B& L ) E(|z; — 2]

A A
+ 4Ly (P(ay) = P(a*)) = 2AnLr|lzx — 2*(|*) — (1 — nd) B[ (9Gx) "V Fi(Gr) + BF|°],
where Br, Ly, B and L¢ are the parameters in (3)) - (7).
Proof. Based on the definition of By, and the update of 3, we have
E[Bg1] — E[By]
= — B8] = B°I1P] + M B[ (0Gx) TV E(Gy) + B71IP] —(1 = nAn) A E[[|(0Gx) TV, (Gy) + BF|°]

B1

Elllay — «*[*) + 4An (BELE + B L)

1 1
i i
Ly (P - P) = Fllon =) = (1= iN)MELI @G T F(G) + A1

< — ME[By] + 4\ (BELE + BGLE) E||zs — z*|?]

where (B1) follows from Lemma [[3] O

Lemma 20. Suppose Assumpnon I and ) I hold in algorithm |2} I for the intermediated iteration at ), and 3%, G, and 8G),
defined in and , let Ay, = | 2, define AR, = max,{||z* — z|?: F(G(x)) < F(G(x0))}, we have

. . 1 1 - « X
E[(0Gk)TVE(Gr) + Bk = 2")] = = AR Bg Ly 7 Bz — 2°|*] = AR BE L7 BlI|75 — 27 |*] + Al — 2],

where L and Bg are the parameters in (@) and ().
Proof. Through subtracting and adding (9G},)TV F;(G},), we have

E[((0G)TVE,(Gy) + BF, p — ™))
=E[((0Gy) "VE;(Gr) — (0Gk)TVE;(Gy) + (0Gy) "VE;(Gr) + BF, xx — 27)]
= E[((0Gx)"VEF(Gr) — (0G1)TVF;(Gy), x, — 2*)] + E[((0Gk) "V F(Gr) + B, an — )] .

(A11) (A12)
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For the bound of (A11), we have,
E[((&Gk)TVFZ(Gk) — (8Gk)TVFi(Gk),l‘k - l‘*>]
> — E[[|(0Gy)"VFi(Gk) — (0Gk) "V F; (Gi)|I?] Elllxr, — 2*||]
A2

E[||lzy — 2*||*] — AR, BLL

2 1 2 1

A A

where the first inequation is based on Lemma 5] (A2) follows from Lemmal[]
For the bound of (A12), based on the relationship between 3 and z, that is % Z?: 1 B; = Az, we have

>~ AR,BLL E[||Zs - =*|],

E((0G4) TV F(Gr) + BE, 55 — )] =(0G(2)) TV F(Gy) + Mg, g — )
=(VP(zg),xr — x¥)
> Play) ~ P") + 5 s — 2P
2>\ka - 1,*”2’

where the first and the second inequalities are based on the A-strongly convexity of P(z). Thus, combine the bound of (A11)
and (A12), we can get the result. O]

E. Convergence Bound Analyses for SDFC-SAGA
E.1. Bounding the estimation of inner function G and partial gradient of G
The bound on the variance of inner function G and its partial gradient A is in the following two lemmas,

Lemma 21. Suppose Assumption 2| holds, in algorithm |3} for the intermediated iteration at xy, and G defined in (ﬂ) we
have

N 1
|Gy = G (@n)*) < BE—5 D Blllak — ol
1<j<A
where Bg is parameter of the bounded Jacobian of G.

Proof. From the definition of G in , we have
E[|Gr = G (x1)|”)

=Bl Y (Can@) — Can(@i ) + = D0 G50 — Gl

1<j<A =1
1 1 &
== > E[”G.Ak[j](xk)_GAk[j](¢l,€41k[j})+%ZG]'( ) = Glan)|?]
1<j<A =1
1
<= > EGa (k) = Ga (5, ) 1)
1<j<A
1
gB?}ﬁ Z E[kaf(b.]i\kb]”ﬂv
1<j<A

where the first and the second inequality follow from Lemma]and Lemma([3] and the third inequality is based on the bounded
Jacobian of G in (6). O

Lemma 22. Suppose Assumptionholds, in algOrithm for the intermediated iteration at xj, and Flen defined in (ﬂ), we
have

. 1
E[||0G), — 0G(x1,)[|*] < Léﬁ > Elllwk — ¢4, 517,
1<j<A

where Bg is parameter of bounded Jacobian of G.
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Proof. From the definition of dGY, in , we have
E[|0G), — 0G (1))

1
:E[HZ Z (aGAk[j](.Tk> 8GAk[J] ¢Ak[] ZaG d)k 8G($k)”2]
15524
1
< D ElloGa(er) — 0G4, (@, ;) + ZaG (¢%) — 9G (@)1
1<j<A
1
<5 2 BllOGa (k) = 0G a1 (6, )11
1<j<A
1
SLQGE Z E[Hmk—(ﬁﬁlk[]‘]HQL
1<j<A

where the first and the second inequality follow from Lemma [ and Lemma 3] the third inequality is based on the Lipschitz
continuous gradient of G in (7). O

E.2. Bounding the estimation of function F

The following two lemmas shows the upper bound between the estimated gradient of F'(G(z)) and unbiased estimate
gradient of F'(G(x)), and between estimated gradient of F'(G(x)) and optimal solution.

Lemma 23. Assume Assumption holds, in algorithm 3| for the intermediated iteration at xy, G defined in and 9G,
defined in ([4), the following bound satisfies,

E[[(0Gx) "V Fi(Gr) — (0G(ak)) "V Fi(Gr(a)) )

1 * 1 *
<4(B3LE + BELY) 5 Ellan - o7 |P)+ 4 (BRLE + BELE) 45 Y Elldli, - 2|,
1<j<A

where L, Le, By and Bg are the parameters in (3)- (7).
Proof. Based on Lemma[2] we have
E[||(0Gr)TVFi(Gy) — (0G(21)) "V Fi(Gr(zk)) 1]

1
< (2BRLE 4 2BLLE) 47 Y Bl — ¢y )
1<j<A

* 1 *
llow = 2| + 2 (2B3LE +2BELE) 5 > Ellol,y -« IF)

1<5<A

1
<2 (2BRLg +2BgLy) 4 F

where the last inequality follows from Lemma ] O

Lemma 24. Assume Assumption holds, in algorithm 3| for the intermediated iteration at xy, G defined in and G,
defined in and [} is the optimal dual solution, i € [n|, the following bound satisfies,

EINOGUTVE(G) + 117 <2 (BELE G + BOLE ) Ellon — ']+ 253125 3 Elldhagy - oI
1<j<A
where Ly, L¢, Br and B are the parameters in (B)- (7).
Proof. Through subtracting and adding (9G(z*)) " VF,(G4), and the relationship between 3* and z*, we have
E[|[(0G) TV Fi(C) + B 1]
=E[(8Gx) "V EFi(Gr) — (0G(z") TVE(G(2"))|]
=E[l[(9G1) 'VEF(Gr) — (0G(*)TVE(Gr) + (0G(2")) TV, (G(xr)) — (9G(x")) TV E(G(2")|]
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<2E[|(0G)TVE;(Gy) — (0G(2")) TV E(Gr)|1?] + 2E[||(0G(2*)) TV Fi(G(xr)) — (0G(2*)) TV F(G(2*))|?]
<2B} E[||0G), — 0G (")||*] +2BEE[|VFi(G(z1)) — VFi(G(z")) %]

(G1)
BRI Elle - ot |2) 4 2830y Y Ellot ) - o] + 2BRLBLE ey — o
1<j<A
— (253225 + 28813 ) Ellos - ')+ 283 3 Bllohyig -1

1<]<A

where the first inequality is from the bounded of Jacobian of G in (§) and the gradient of F" in (3, the second inequality
is from (G1) and Jacobian bound of G and Lipschitz continuous gradient of B. The upper bound of (G1) is derived by
subtracting and adding % 3, < < 4 0G4, [5)(x*),

(G1) =E [”aék*aG( ol

—E[||3Gk—2 > 0G A (2 Z 9G 4,15 (% el
1<j<A 1<J<A
1
=Elll > 0G A (w) — Z 9G 4,15 (x")|1%]
1<j<A 1<]<A

1 1 1 <&
E[IIZ Z aGAkm(x*)—Z Z 3GAkm(¢§xk[j1)+Ezan(cﬁf)—@G(w*)llr"]
j=1

1<j<A 1<j<A
1

*\ |2 1
< 2 ElloGa(en) —0GamE)| T+ 5 Do BlloGa (") — 0G5, )]
1<j<A 1<j<A
1 * 1 *
SL%;ZE[H%—CU ||2]+L%:E > Elllgl, 5 — =117,

1<j<A

where the third equality is based on the expectation on the second term that is equal to zero,

1
B3 Y. 0Gap@ Z OG A1) (D, 1) + ZaG (¢f) - 9G(a")

1<<A 1<]<A

1 L1 A
=F 1 Z OG ,15)(z )_Z Z G A, 1) (P, | — | OG (= )—azan@?) =0
j=1

1<j<A 1<j<A

and first inequalities follow from Lemma E| and Lemma [3] the last inequality is based on the bounded Jacobian of G in (3]
and Lipschitz continuous gradient of G in (7 [

Lemma 25. Assume Assumption E| and Assumptlon I hold, in algorithm EI for the intermediated iteration at xy, G defined
in (.) 3) and G, defined in . and [3} is the optimal dual solution, i € [n], the following bound satisfies,

E[|[(0Gy) VF'(ék) + 87171

1 *
<4 (BRLE —|—BGL2) By — o |*] +4 (BRLE + BeLy) 5 D Bllok, gy — 21
1<j<A

A
+aLy (Pl - Plat) = Sl o)
where Ly, L, Br and Bg are the parameters in ([B)- (7).

Proof. Through subtracting and adding (3G (z1))" VF;(G(zy)), we have
E[|(0Gk)"VF;(Gk) + B |I°]
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=E[|[(9G1) 'VF(Gr) — (9G(2")) TV E(G(2")) ]

=E[|[(0G1)TVFi(Gy) — (0G(x1.) TV EF(G(x1)) + (0G (1) TV F (G (x1)) — (0G(2")) TV E(G(a)|]

<2 B[[|(9G1) " VE(Cr) = (0G(x))TVE(G(ax)) P +2 E[|(0G (21))" VE(G(ax)) = (9G(x")) TV E(G(2"))|]
(b) (@)

1 *
lze = 21"} + 2 (2BELE + 2BGLE) 45 Y Bl — 217
1<j<A

<2 (2B} L +QBGL2)A

A
+4L; (P(:v) —P(a") = Sz - x*||2> :
where the first inequality follow from Lemma 4] and the upper bound of (a) and (b) are based on Lemma 23] and Lemma
6 O

E.3. Bound the difference of variable and the optimal solution

Lemma 26. Suppose Assumption |I|and @ hold, in algorithrrEl for the intermediated iteration at xy, let Ay, = |5, — z*||%,
define A\R, = max,{||z* — z||” : F(G(z)) < F(G(x0))}, we have

E[Aj41] — E[Ay] <8nAR.(B3LE +BGL2) E[Ax] + 8n\R,(BELE +BGL2)A > Ellldh, g — =17
1<j<A

— 29AE[AL] + n*E[[|(0Gx) "V Fi(Gr (k) + BF 1],
where Bp, Ly, Bg and L¢ are the parameters in (3)) to (7) and p > 0.
Proof. Let Ay, = ||z — 2*||°, we obtain
A1 =|lzpr — ¥
=l = n((0Gx) TV Fi(Gx) + BF) — 2*||?
=l — 2" (> = 20(((0GR) TV (G) + BE), ax — %) + 1 [|(0GR) TV F(Gi) + BF 1>

Taking expectation on above both sides, we have

ElAp11] — E[A]
= — 20 E[(((0Gx) "V F.(Gk) + BF), xx — &*)] +7° E[||(0Gx) "V Fi(Gy) + BF|1%]

(Al)

1
<SR, (BRI + BSL3)  Ellles — 2°]) + 8AR, (BRLE + BELE) 75 D Elldl, g — ="

1<j<A

A
= 20AE[||z* — ail*] + n* B[ (0G) TV Fy(Gi(ar)) + B,

where (A1) follows from Lemma@ O

Lemma 27. Suppose Assumption @and hold, in algorith for the intermediated iteration at xy, let Ay, = |
we have

1 *
(A4 + 8IAR, (BRLE + BALE) 5 > Fllok, ) — o)
1<j<A

—2(1 = d)n(P(zx) = P(a*)) — (L+ d)MEa” —ap|* + 7° Bl (9Gx) "V Fi(Gr(zr)) + B 1],

1
E[Ai41] — E[Ay] <8nAR, (BLLg + BGLY) ZE

where B, Ly, Bg and Lg are the parameters in (EI) to (|ZI) and1 > d > 0.
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Proof. The beginning of the proof is the same as the proof of Lemma[26]
E[Ap 1] — E[A]
= =20B[(((0G)VE(Cy) + Bf), . — 2")] +0° B[ (0Gx) TV E,(Gr) + BF|°]

A2

* 1 *
llwe — 2% + 8nAR, (BRLE + BLLE) 5 Y Elléh, i — 2*II°]
1<j<A

—2(1 = d)n(P(zx) — P(x*)) — (1 + d)AnE|z” — 2 ]|* + n° E[|[(0Gx) "V Fi(Gr(xx)) + B 7],
where (A2) follows from Lemma 32} O

1
<8NAR, (B%#L% + BLLY) e

Lemma 28. Suppose Assumption@holds, in algorithm for the intermediated iteration at xj, and B*, let By, = % oy ﬂf - 8%,
then we have

E[Biy1] — E[By]
1 * 1 *
< - ME(B] + 230 (BRI + BALE ) Bllow - o)+ 2B gy 3 Blldhy - o'l
1<j<A
— (1= )\ (9Gx)TVE(Gr) + BF I,
where Br, Ly, B and L¢ are the parameters in (3)) 1o (7).

Proof. In algorithm |3} for the intermediated iteration at (3 k. based on the definition of Bj, and update for Bf tlie [n], we
get

1< . 1< .
Biyr = By == (I8 = 117 = = > 16¢ - 11
=1 =1
1 * 1 *
:*Hﬂfﬂ - B; ||2 - *”ﬁf -5 H2
n n

=B = M0G0 TV E(Gi) + BY) — BLIE 118 — B

B1

Based on the strongly convex property in Definition , laz + (1 —a)y|* =alz|?+ 1 —a)|y|* —a(l —a) ||z -y
(0 < a <1),(BI) can be expressed as

(B1) =18} — Ann((0G)TVF(Gy) + BF) — 57 |1”

=[18F = Ann((0Gx) TV E(Gr) + B7 + B — B;) — B; |I°

=[1(1 = ) (BF = B7) = Ann((0G) TV E,(Gy) + 871

= [0 = Xn) (B = B7) + Ann(—(9Gx) TV Fi(G) = 67)I?

=(1 = )18 = BF|I* + Annl|(9GR) TV E(G) + B7||* — (1 = Anm) Ann | (9G) "V (G + BF|I*.
Taking expectation on both sides of above equality, we get,

E[Biy1] — E[By]
= — ME[By] + M [|(0GK) "V F;(Gi) + B; || —(1 = Anm) Ml| (9Gx) TV Fi(Gy,) + BF|)?
(B2)

1
< B B+ 2 (L2 + BL3 ) Ellow - o 2]+ 2Bt g 3 Ellof,y - ol
1<j<A

— (1 = A A (0Gk) TV Fi(Gr) + BEII?,
where (B2) follows from Lemma [24] O]
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Lemma 29. Suppose Assumption |2|and Assumption|3|hold, in algorithm|3| for the intermediated iteration at x;, and ¥, let
By, = 5 iy 187 = Bi|I?, then we have

E [Byy1] — E [By]

1 * 1 *
< = N0F [Bi + 4Mq (BELE + BELE) 3 Elllow — o |2 + 4\ (BRLE + BELE) 5 > Blloly, - o)
1<j<A

+4Lp(P(xr) — P(x*)) = (1= Ann) Mpl| (9Gy) TV Fy(G) + B,
where B, Ly, Bg and Lg are the parameters in (EI) to (|ZI)
Proof. The beginning proof is the same as Lemma 2§
E[By11] — E[By]
= — M E[By] + M [|(0GR) TV, (G) + B7|I* —(1 = Anm) Anl|(9Gx) TV Fi(Gi) + BF|1?

(B3)

1 * 1 *
< = ME[By] + 4\ (BELE + BELY) 7 Elllak — 2™ |°) + 4M (BELE + BGLE) 5 D Elllol, gy — 21
1<5<A

A A - .
L (P - P) = Gl =" ) = (L= M)l @G T F(Gr) + B
1

1 * *
< = ME [By] + 4Ny (BELg + BELY) 1 Elllax — 2™ |*) +4My (BELG + BGLE) 3 > Ellél, ) — |
1<j<A
+ 4Ly (P(ay) — P(z")) = (1= Ann) || (0Gk) "V (Gr) + BF |
where (B3) follows from Lemma 23] O

2

5

Lemma 30. In algorith for the intermediated iteration at xy, let Cj, = - Z;n:l ||¢;C —2*||? and Ay, = ||2* — 2~
then we have

E[Cu] - B = -2 B[] + 2B,

where A is the number of sample times for forming the mini-batch Ay.

Proof. In algorithm at the intermediated iteration at xy, for j € Ay, (b’j“*é | = Tk, thus, we have
k

1 . *
Crrn = Cr= | D0 (Bl =" IP) = ¢l — 2 1)
1<j<A
Ak a2 1 k |2
:ng — " o Z D%, — 2"

1<G<A

Taking expectation on both sides,
A A
B[] = BICk] = ——E[Ci] + — E[A4],

where %Zlgng E[W’Zk[ﬂ —z*|?] = %219‘5,4 % 27:1 H¢f —z*|? = %Ck- O

Lemma 31. Assume Assumptionandhold, in algorithm Define AR, = max,{||z* — z||” : F(G(z)) < F(G(x0))}.
The bound satisfies,

— E[(((0G) TV E(Gr) + B1), 2 — 27)]
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1
<AR, (2BRLE +2BLLY) —E

* 1 *
T Ellan — " IP)+ AR, (2BELE +2B5LE) 45 Y Elldly, i — ")

1<j<A
— AB[[lz* — x|,

where By, Ly, Bg and L¢ are the parameters in (3)) to (7), p > 0.
Proof. Through subtracting and adding term (9G})" V F;(G(zy)), we have

E[((0G)TVF(Gr) + BF), wx — )]
<E[(3Gk)TVF( k) + B 2 — )
) —
) =

(Bl(0Gk)TVE(Cr) — (0G)TVE(G(ar)) + (0Gk) TV E(Glax)) + B, 2" — )
(E[(0C) VF,(Gr) = (0Gy) VF(G(xp))] 2" — ax) + (E[(0G(xr)) " VE(Glax)) + BF], 0" — )

(A3)

E[I(0Gx)TVE(Gr) — (aGk)TVFi(G(xk))HQJHx* — g * = Al2™ — @]

* 1 *
Elllax = *|°) + 4ARe (BELE + BELE) —5 > Ellol, g —«"|]
1<j<A

<4\R, (BEL% +BGL2) vl

= AB[|a* — x|,

where the first inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma[33](A3), the second inequality follows from
Lemmal[23] O

Lemma 32. Assume Assumption[I} 2landB]hold, in algorithm 3] the bound satisfies,
— E[(((9G)TVE(Gy) + B7), xx — z*)]

* 1 *
[l = 2" I") + 4ARs (BELG + BeLh) 25 D Bllél g — 1)
1<j<A

1
<UAR, (BRLg + BoLy) 4 F

— (1= d)(P(zx) - P(z7)) — %/\(1 +d)]la” — ],

where By, Ly, B and L¢ are the parameters in (3) to (7), p > 0, and A is the number of sample times for forming the
mini-batch Ay,.

Proof. The beginning proof is the same as the Lemma 31]
E[(((0Gy)TVE(Gy) + BF), x), — a)]

* 1 *
[llzx — 2*(|*] + 4AR, (BELE + B&LY) 12 > Elléh, gy — =17
1<j<A

1
<4AR, (BELLE + BLLY) e

— (P(ax) — P(a™)) — 1Anoc* a2

1 *
<R, (B3I + BSLY) = Ellla, — 27 |2) + ANR, (BRLE + BLLE) = 2 Blléhy — 217

1<j<A

A
(L= d)(Pm) ~ ) — A0+ )l —

where 1 > d > 0, and the last inequality based on d(P(zx) — P(z*)) > s Ad||z), — z* |2 O
Lemma 33. In algorithm suppose P(x) is A-strongly convex, for the intermediated iteration at xy, the bound satisfies,

E[((0G(xx))"VEi(G(x1)) + Az, 2* — x1)] < —AE[||lz — 2*|?].
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Proof. Based on the A-strongly convexity of function P(xz), we have

B((0G(xx))"VE(G () + B;] =((0G (x1,)) "V F(G(xx)) + Avg, a* — )
=(VP(xg),x" — x)

where E[3F] = \zy. O
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