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Communication Efficient Distributed Learning with
Censored, Quantized, and Generalized Group ADMM

Chaouki Ben Issaid, Anis Elgabli, TJihong Park, Mehdi Bennis and ¥Mérouane Debbah

Abstract—In this paper, we propose a communication-
efficiently decentralized machine learning framework that solves
a consensus optimization problem defined over a network of
inter-connected workers. The proposed algorithm, Censored and
Quantized Generalized GADMM (CQ-GGADMM), leverages the
worker grouping and decentralized learning ideas of Group
Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (GADMM), and
pushes the frontier in communication efficiency by extending
its applicability to generalized network topologies, while incor-
porating link censoring for negligible updates after quantization.
We theoretically prove that CQ-GGADMM achieves the linear
convergence rate when the local objective functions are strongly
convex under some mild assumptions. Numerical simulations
corroborate that CQ-GGADMM exhibits higher communication
efficiency in terms of the number of communication rounds and
transmit energy consumption without compromising the accuracy
and convergence speed, compared to the censored decentralized
ADMM, and the worker grouping method of GADMM.

Index Terms—Alternating Direction Method of Multipli-
ers, communication efficiency, decentralized machine learning,
stochastic quantization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning is central to emerging mission-critical
applications such as autonomous driving, remote surgery, and
the fifth-generation (5G) communication systems and beyond
[1]-[3[]. These applications commonly require extremely low
latency and high reliability while accurately reacting to lo-
cal environmental dynamics [4f]. To this end, training their
machine learning models needs the sheer amount of fresh
training data samples that are generated by and dispersed
across edge devices (e.g., phones, cars, access points, etc.),
hereafter referred to as workers. Collecting these raw data
may not only violate the data privacy, but also incur sig-
nificant communication overhead under limited bandwidth.
This calls for developing communication-efficient and privacy-
preserving distributed learning frameworks [5]], [6]. Federated
learning is one representative method that ensures learning
through periodically exchanging model parameters across
workers rather than sending private data samples [7]]. Nev-
ertheless, federated learning postulates a parameter server
collecting and distributing model parameters, which is not
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always accessible from faraway workers and is vulnerable to
a single point of failure [§].

Spurred by this motivation, by generalizing and extend-
ing the Group Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers
(GADMM, see Fig. [[[a)) and the Quantized GADMM (Q-
GADMM) in our prior work [9]], [10], in this article we
propose a novel decentralized learning framework, coined
Censored and Quantized Generalized Group ADMM (CQ-
GGADMM, see Fig. [T[c)), which exchanges model param-
eters in a communication-efficient way without any central
entity. Following the same idea of GADMM, workers in CQ-
GGADMM are divided into head and tail groups in which the
workers in the same group update their models in parallel,
whereas the workers in different groups update their models
in an alternating way. In essence, CQ-GGADMM exploits
two key principles to improve the communication efficiency.
First, to reduce the number of communication links per round,
CQ-GGADMM exploits a censoring approach that allows to
exchange model parameters only when the updated model is
sufficiently changed from the previous model, i.e., skipping
small model updates [11]]. Second, to reduce the communi-
cation payload size per each link, CQ-GGADMM applies a
heterogeneous stochastic quantization scheme that decreases
the number of bits to represent each model parameter [10].
These principles are integrated giving rise to a generalized
version of GADMM (GGADMM, see Fig. [[(b)) wherein each
worker communicates only with its neighboring workers. Note
that in the original GADMM, every worker needs to connect
with two neighbors under a chain network topology [9]. By
contrast, in CQ-GGADMM, each worker can connect with an
arbitrary number of neighbors, as long as the network topology
graph is bipartite and connected.

Towards improving the communication efficiency of dis-
tributed learning, prior works have studied various techniques
under centralized and decentralized network architectures.

a) Fast Convergence: The total communication cost until
completing a distributed learning operation can be reduced
by accelerating the convergence speed. To this end, departing
from the conventional first-order methods such as distributed
gradient descent [[12], second-order methods are applied under
centralized [11]], [13[], [[14] and decentralized architectures
[9]. Furthermore, momentum acceleration is utilized under
centralized [15], [[16]] and decentralized settings [17].

b) Link Sparsification: In large-scale distributed learn-
ing, a large portion of total communication links is often
redundant [[18]]. In this respect, for each communication round,
sparsifying the number of communication links can reduce the
communication cost without compromising the accuracy. To
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Fig. 1: A schematic illustration of (a) group ADMM (GADMM), (b) generalized GADMM (GGADMM) and (c) censored and

quantized GGADMM (CQ-GGADMM).

this end, link censoring for negligible model updates is applied
under centralized [19]] and decentralized network topologies
191, [20].

¢) Payload Size Reduction: To reduce the communica-
tion payload size per link, model updates are quantized under
centralized [21]-[23] and decentralized network topologies
[1O], [17], [24]]. Alternatively, the entries of model updates can
be partially dropped as shown under centralized [25] and de-
centralized architectures [26]]. Furthermore, under centralized
settings, model parameters can be compressed at the parameter
server via knowledge distillation (KD) or while training and
running KD simultaneously, i.e., federated distillation [27],
[28]].

Although the aforementioned principles have been sepa-
rately studied in [9]-[11]], integrating them for maximizing the
communication efficiency while guaranteeing fast convergence
remains a non-trivial problem. Indeed, first the algorithm
convergence rate depends highly on the network topology.
Second, both censoring and quantization steps incur model
update errors that may propagate over communication rounds
due to the lack of central entity. To resolve this problem,
we carefully determine the non-increasing target censoring
threshold and quantization step size, such that the model
updates are more finely tuned as time elapses until conver-
gence. We thereby prove the linear convergence rate of CQ-
GGADMM, and show its effectiveness by simulations, in
terms of convergence speed, total communication cost, and
transmission energy consumption. The major contributions of
this work are summarized as follows.

e We propose CQ-GGADMM, a second-order decentral-
ized learning framework utilizing censoring, quantization,
and GADMM for any bipartite and connected network
topology graph (Algorithm [1]in Sec. [IT)).

o« We prove that CQ-GGADMM converges to the opti-
mal solution for convex loss functions (Theorem [1] in
Sec. [[V).

o We identify the network topology conditions under
which CQ-GGADMM achieves a linear convergence rate
(Theorem [2] in Sec. when the loss functions are
strongly convex.

e Numerical simulations have corroborated that in linear
and logistic regression tasks using synthetic and real
datasets, CQ-GGADMM achieves the same convergence
speed at significantly lower communication rounds and

several orders of magnitude less transmission energy,
compared to C-GGADMM and Censored ADMM (C-
ADMM) in [11]].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
section II, we describe the generalized version of GADMM
(GGADMM) for a bipartite and connected graph, and for-
mulate the decentralized learning problem. Then, we ex-
tend GGADMM to censored and quantized GGADMM (CQ-
GGADMM) in Section III. In Section IV, we prove the
convergence of CQ-GGADMM theoretically under some mild
conditions. Finally, Section V validates the performance of
CQ-GGADMM by simulations. The details of the proofs of
our results are deferred to the appendices.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a connected network wherein a set V of N
workers aim to reach a consensus around a solution of a
global optimization problem. The problem is solved using
only local data and information available for each worker.
Moreover, communication is constrained to only take place
between neighboring workers. The optimization problem is
given by

N
(P1) ©7 := argmin Z f(©), (1)

n=1

where ® € R9¥! is the global model parameter and f, :
R? — R is a local function composed of data stored at worker
n. Problem (P1) appears in many applications of machine
learning, especially when the dataset is very large and the
training is carried out using different workers. The connections
among workers are represented as an undirected communica-
tion graph G having the set £ C V x V of edges. The set of
neighbors of worker n is defined as N,, = {m|(n,m) € £}
whose cardinality is |N,| = d,,. We start by making the
following key assumption.

Assumption 1. The communication graph G is bipartite and
connected.
Under Assumption 1, following the worker grouping of
GADMM [9], workers are divided into two groups: a head
group H, and a tail group T. Each head worker in H can
only communicate with tail workers in 7, and vice versa.
In this case, the edge set definition can be re-written as
& = {(n,m)ln € H,m € T}, and the problem (P1) is



equivalent to the following problem

N
(P2) 6" :=arg min > fal60) )
On}n 1n=1

s.t. 0, = 6,,,Y(n,m) € &,

where 6,, is the local copy of the common optimization
variable ® at worker n. Note that, under the formulation
(P2), the objective function becomes separable across the
workers and as a consequence the problem can be solved
in a distributed manner. In this case, the Lagrangian of the
optimization problem (P2) can be written as

N
n=1 (n,m)€e&
> 160 —0nl?, 3)

(n,m)€e€

where p > 0 is a constant penalty parameter and A, is
the dual variable between neighboring workers n and m,
Y(n,m) € £. Atiteration k+1, the Generalized Group ADMM
(GGADMM) algorithm runs as follows.

(1) Every head worker, n € H, updates its primal variable
by solving

02-‘:—1 = argmin f,(0,) + Z <)\ﬁm,0 9fn>
O meN,,
£ 116, - 042, @)
mEN

and sends its updated model to its neighbors.
(2) The primal variables of tail workers, m € T, are then

updated as
08 = argmin f,n(6,) + > (AL, 05 —0,,)
Om nEN
DI Ay (5)
nE/\/

(3) The dual variables are updated locally for every worker,
after receiving the model updates from its neighbors, in
the following way

At =L, +p(0T! — m) €. (6)

Note that GGADMM is a generalized version of GADMM
algorithm proposed in [9] since it considers an arbitrary
topology. Introducing o, = ), - N, Anyms VR €V, we can
write

0., v(n,

m

1) The update of the models of head workers is done in
p
parallel by solving

02+1 = argmin f,,(6,) + 071; OL -p Z ak
On meN,
+ 5.0 )

(2) The models of tail workers are updated in parallel using

= arg min fm(em) Gmaa - P Z 9k+1
em, TLGN

k+1
6,

+ Sl ®)

(3) Instead of updating A,, ,,, each worker will update locally
the new auxiliary variable o, as

okt =akp 3 (B8 -6k, ey, ©)
meN,,

ITI. CENSORED QUANTIZED GENERALIZED GROUP
ADMM

To reduce the communication payload size, we use stochas-
tic quantization in which we use the quantized version of the
information Qm, Ym € N, to update the primal and dual
variables at each worker n. We also reduces the communica-
tion overhead by using the “censoring idea”.

We follow a similar stochastic quantization scheme to the
one described in [10] where each worker quantizes the differ-
ence between its current model and its previously quantized
model before transmission (0% — Q%) as ¥ — Qk~1 =
Qn (6%, @Q*~1). The function Q,,(-) is a stochastic quantization
operator that depends on the quantization probability pf” for
each model vector’s dimension i € {1,2,---,d}, and on b%
bits used for representing each model vector dimension.

The " dimensional element [Q*~1]; of the previously
quantized model vector is centred at the quantization range
2RF that is equally divided into 2bn — 1 quantization levels,
yielding the quantization step size A¥ = 2RF/ (21’}3 —1). In
this coordinate, the difference between the i dimensional
element [6%]; of the current model vector and [QF~1]; is

(ea(08))s = 25 ([65): = [Q4~1)i+R})
the non-negativity of the quantized value. Then, [c,(0%)]; is
mapped to

N [len (05)]]
n gn i =
(60 {ucnwﬁ)u

where [-] and |-] are the ceiling and floor functions, respec-
tively. Next, the probability p’fu in (T0) is selected such that
the expected quantization error E [ef ;] is zero

Pri = ([en(00)); = Llen(07)]:]) - (11)
The choice of p; ; in (TT) ensures that the quantization in (T0)

. . o . 2] .
is unbiased and the quantization error variance [E [( k l) ] is

less than (AF)2. This implies that E Mek l } < d(AF)2

In addition to the above condition, the convergence of CQ-
GGADMM requires non-increasing quantization step sizes
over iterations, i.e., AF < wAF=1 for all k where w € (0, 1).
To satisfy this condition, the parameter b® is chosen as

- DRE/@RE™)]

Under this condition, we get that A} < w*AY. Given p} ; in
(TT) and % in (T2)), the convergence of CQ-GGADMM is pro-
vided in Section With the aforementioned stochastic quan-
tization procedure, b%, RF and q,(8F) suffice to represent

£ where 4,(05) = (g, (65)]1,.... [3,(0)])T which are
transmitted to neighbors. After receiving these values, Q,’fL can
be reconstructed as QF = Q%1 + Ak, (6F) — RE1. When

where RE ensures

with probability pk (10)

with probability 1 — pk

bk > [mg2 (1 + (2t (12)



the full arithmetic precision uses 32 bits, every transmission
payload size of CQ-GGADMM is b%d + (bg +b) bits, where
br < 32 and b, < 32 are the required bits to represent Rﬁ
and bF, respectively. Compared to GGADMM, whose payload
size is 32d bits, CQ-GGADMM can achieve a huge reduction
in communication overhead, particularly for large models, i.e.,
large d.

Now, we introduce a censoring condition to reduce the
number of workers communicating at a given iteration by
allowing the worker to transmit only when the difference
between the current and previously transmitted value is suffi-
ciently different. However, we apply the censoring not on the
model itself but on its quantized value, i.e., if the worker is
not censored, it transmits its quantized model to its neighbors.
According to the communication-censoring strategy, we have
that 951 = Q¥**1 provided that ||§% — Q**1|| > 7,¢**1 and
Gk+1 = g% otherwise. The CQ-GGADMM algorithm can be
written in this case as

(1) Primal variables for head workers are found using

0k — argmin £,(0,) + (8, ak — Z 6~ )
On mEN
+ L., (13)

(2) Primal variables update for tail workers is done as follow

08! — argmin £,,(0,,) + (O, @, Z Gr+1y
Om neN
+ Lm0 (14)

(3) Dual variable of each worker is updated locally

ot =ak 1) Z (OFF1 — -+ wn e V. (15)
meN,

IV. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

Before stating the main results of the paper, we further make
the following assumptions.
Assumption 2. There exists an optimal solution set to (P1)
which has at least one finite element.
Assumption 3. The local cost functions f,, are convex.
Assumption 4. The local cost functions f,, are strongly convex
with parameter p,, > 0, i.e,

[Vfn(z) = V(Y = pullz —yll,Vz,y € R4,

Assumption 5. The local cost functions f,, have L, -Lipschitz
continuous gradient (L,, > 0)

IV fa(@) = Via(y)ll < Laollz - yl|, Ya,y € R”.

Assumptions 1-5 are key assumptions that are often used in
the context of distributed optimization [11]], [13], [19]. While
only assumptions 1-3 are needed to prove the convergence
of CQ-GGADMM, assumptions 4 and 5 are further required
to show the linear convergence rate. Note that Assumption 2
ensures that the problem (P2) has at least one optimal solution,
denoted by 6*. Under Assumption 4, the function f is strongly
convex with parameter p = . énlél n, and from Assumption

(16)

a7

Algorithm 1 Censored Quantized Generalized Group ADMM
(CQ—GGADMM)
1: Input: N, p, 19, &, fn( ) for all n
2: 69 =0, 00_0 al =0 for all n
3 for k=0,1,2,--- , K do
4:  Head worker n € H:
5: computes its primal variable 8% via (T3] in parallel

6: quantizes its primal variable 0511 to Q¥*1 as de-
scribed in section
7: if |0F — QF 1| > 7o&* ! then
: worker n sends g, (0%*1), RET! and bEH! to its

neighboring workers A, and sets 651 = Qk+1,
9: else
10: worker 7 does not transmit and sets %! = %,
11: end if
12:  Tail worker m € T:
13: computes its primal variable 8% via (T4) in parallel
14: quantizes its primal variable 0511 to Q¥*1 as de-

scribed in section

15: if |08 — QF1|| > 7o£* ! then

16: worker m sends g, (0%+1), REFL and bEF! to its
neighboring workers A, and sets 651 = Qk+1,

17: else

18: worker m does not transmit and sets 6% = %

m*

19: end if
20  Every worker updates the dual variables «

locally.

21: end for

k+1

~T via

5, we can see that f has L-Lipschitz continuous gradient with

L= max L,.
1<n<N

To proceed with the analysis, we start by writing the optimality
conditions as

0 =6,Y(nm)ef and Vf,(0;)+a, =0, Vne),
(18)

where ) and o} are the optimal values of the primal and
dual variables, respectively. We define the primal residual
ritl = @t — 08, Y(n,m) € £, and the dual residual
fLH LY omen, (651 — @%), ¥n € H. The total error
is defined as e,’i*l = @F+t1 — @kl ¥n = 1,...,N. The
total error can be decomposed as the sum of two errors:
(i) a random error coming from the quantization process
eltl = @k+1 _ QFF1 and (i) a deterministic one due to
the censoring strategy £5+1 = QF+1 — §5+1. According to
the communication- censormg strategy, we have that Ok Qk
if |65~ —QF|| > 7% and 0% = %1 if |§F 1 — H <k

In both cases, we have |[£%| = ||QF — 8%|| < 7. Since the
sequence {7*} is a decreasing non-negative sequence, then
we have that ||€5|| < 7% and |€5+Y| < 7%, Vn € V. Since
the second moment of the quantization error is bounded by

E [[lef|?] < d(Ak)? < d(A%)%w?* where A = max A?,
1<n<N



then, the total error can be upper bounded, using (23)), by
E[|lex]?] < 2(||15k||2 +E[[lex|*])
(7_05216 +d(AO)2 Qk) S 4002w2k, (19)
where Cy = max{ry, Vd(A®)}, and ¢ = max{¢,w} € (0,1).
To prove the convergence of the proposed algorithm, we

start by stating and proving the first lemma where we derive
upper and lower bounds on the expected value of the optimal-

ity gap.

Lemma 1. Under assumptions 1-3, we have the following
bounds on the expected value of the optimality gap

ZE

<— Z E [(ASEL phtly]

(n m)e€

+pZd E [(eft, 0505,
n=1

0k+1

— [n(6")]
+ Z E [(s

neH

k+1 0* _0k+1>]
(20)

0k+1

—[n(6")] >—

an

(n,m)€E
(21)

Proof: The details of the proof are deferred to Appendix

|

Next, we present the first theorem that states the asymptotic

convergence of the proposed algorithm where we prove the

convergence to zero in the mean square sense of both the

primal and dual residuals as well as the convergence to zero
in the mean sense of the optimality gap.

Theorem 1. Suppose assumptions 1-3 hold, then the CQ-
GGADMM iterates lead to
(1) the convergence of the primal residual to zero in the
mean square sense as k — oo, i.e.,

Jim E [lry W I?] =0, ¥(n,m) €€, (22)

the convergence of the dual residual to zero in the mean
square sense as k — oo, i.e.,

lim E [||sk)°] =0, Vn e A, (23)
k—o0

(iid)

the convergence of the optimality gap to zero in the mean
sense as k — oo, i.e.,

N
Jim ; E [fa(6})

Proof: The proof can be found in Appendix [VII-C| H
The linear convergence of the CQ-GGADMM algorithm is
presented next.

— fa(05)] =0 (24)

Theorem 2. Suppose that assumptions 1, 2, 4 and 5 hold
and the dual variable o is initialized such that o lies in
the column space of the signed incidence matrix M_. For
sufficiently small k and p, the sequence of iterates of CQ-
GGADMM converges linearly with a rate (1 + 02)/2 where
8y = max{(1 + &)1}

STOE[AL . rEh].

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix where
the conditions on x and p are derived. In the proof, we require
an extra initialization condition that o lies in the column
space of M_, by taking a® = 0. Thus, we ensure that o
will always stay in the column space of M_ and we can
write o = M_B*. The convergence rate, derived in the
proof, depends on the network topology through the values of
Omax(C)s Omax(M_) and Gymin(M_), the properties of the
local objective functions (x4 and L), the penalty parameter p
but also on the threshold parameter £ as well as the parameter
w used to construct the quantization step sizes. [ ]

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To validate our theoretical results, we numerically eval-
uvate the performance of CQ-GGADMM compared with
GGADMM, C-GGADMM, and C-ADMM [11]. Note that
C-ADMM performs censoring on top of the Jacobian and
decentralized version of the standard ADMM. For the tuning
parameters, we choose the values leading to the best perfor-
mance of all algorithms.

Model and Datasets. All simulations are conducted using
synthetic and real datasets. For the synthetic data, we used
the datasets that were generated in [19]. We consider two
decentralized consensus optimization problems: () linear re-
gression, and (i7) logistic regression. The details about the
datasets used in our experiments are summarized in Table
[l For each dataset, the number of samples are uniformly
distributed across the N workers.

Communication Energy. We assume that the total system
bandwidth 2MHz is equally divided across workers. There-
fore, the available bandwidth to the n-th worker (B,) at
every communication round when utilizing GGADMM is
(4/N)MHz since only half of the workers are transmitting
at each communication round. On the other hand, the avail-
able bandwidth to each worker when using C-ADMM is
(2/N)MHz. The power spectral density (No) is 1075W/Hz,
and each upload/download transmission time (7) is 1ms. We
assume a free space model, and each worker needs to transmit
at a power level that allows transmitting the model vector
in one communication round (the rate is bottlenecked by the
worst link). For example, using C-ADMM, each worker needs
to find the transmission power that achieves the transmission
rate R = (32d/1ms) bits/sec. Using Shannon capacity,
the corresponding transmission power can be calculated as
P = 1D?NyB,, (2%/B» — 1), and the consumed energy will
be £ = Pr.

A. Linear Regression

In this case, the local cost function at worker n is explicitly
given by f,(0) = 1| X,0 — y,||* where X,, € R**? and
Y, € R*¥! are private for each worker n € V where s
represents the size of the data at each worker. Figs. 2}(a) and
[BH(a) corroborate that both C-GGADMM and CQ-GGADMM
achieve the same convergence speed as GGADMM and sig-
nificantly outperform C-ADMM, thanks to the the alterna-
tion update, censoring, and stochastic quantization. Note that
though, C-ADMM allows workers to update their models in



Dataset | Task

Data Type | Model Size (d) | Number of Instances

synth-linear [19] linear regression synthetic 50 1200

Body Fat [29] linear regression real 14 252

synth-logistic [19] | logistic regression | synthetic 50 1200

Derm [29] logistic regression | real 34 358

TABLE I: List of datasets used in the numerical experiments.

parallel, it requires significantly higher number of iterations. 2z, y) < l\|:c|\2 +nlly|l?, Va,y € RY, n >0, (26)
Figs. [2L(b) and [3}(b) show that C-GGADMM achieves 10~* . n
objective error with the minimum number of communication For any two matrices A and B, we have
rounds outperforming all other algorithms. We also note that 1
. o perom N S ; 2(A, B) < nl|All} + ~[|Bll%, vy >0, @n
introducing quantization on top of censoring has increased the n
number of communication rounds. However, in terms of the |AB|r < O'max(A)HBHF» (28)
total number of transmitted bits and consumed energy, CQ- |A+ B|% < n||A|% + H B|%, ¥ > 1, (29)

GGADMM outperforms all algorithms.

B. Logistic Regression

In this section, we consider the binary logistic regression
problem. We assume that worker n owns a data matrix
X, = (®p1,..,®ns)T € R**? along with the corre-
sponding labels y, = (Yn1,.--,Yns) € {—1,1}°. The
local cost function for worker n is then given by f,(0) =
2305 log (1+exp (—yn ) ;0)) + £2[0]]> where pg is
the regularization parameter. As observed from Figs. [}(a)
and [5}(a), C-GADMM requires more iterations compared to
GADMM to achieve the same loss which leads to either no
saving in the number of communication rounds (see Fig. f}
(b)) or a small saving in the number of communication rounds
(see Fig. B}(b)). It also appears that the update of each
individual worker when not quantizing is important at each
iteration and censoring hurts the convergence speed. However,
interestingly, when introducing stochastic quantization and
performing censoring on top of the quantized models, we
overcome this issue, and we show significant savings in the
number of communication rounds and the communication
overhead per iteration.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed a communication-efficiently
decentralized ML algorithm that extends GADMM and Q-
GADMM to arbitrary topologies. Moreover, the proposed
algorithm leverages censoring (sparsification) to minimize the
number of communication rounds for each worker. Utilizing a
decreasing sequence of censoring threshold, stochastic quanti-
zation, and adjusting the quantization range at every iteration
such that a linear convergence rate is achieved are key features
that make CQ-GGADMM robust to errors while ensuring its
convergence guarantees. Numerical results in convex linear
and logistic regression tasks corroborate the advantages of CQ-
GGADMM over GGADMM, and C-ADMM.

VIL

A. Basic identities and inequalities

APPENDICES

For any two vectors x, y € R?, we have

e +yl* < 2 (I + [ly*) , Ve, y € RY, (25)

where omax(A) denotes the maximum singular value of the
matrix A.

B. Proof of Lemma []|
Using the update of the head workers can be written
as

Vi@ +ah—p > 0 +pdn6 = 0.
meEN,

(30)

Using the update of a* in (T3), and the definition of the dual
residual, we get

an(0k+l) + ak+1 k+1

+ pdnel™t 4 55T = 0. @31

Thus, 6%*! minimizes the function f,(6,) + (aft! +

pdneltl + sk+1 0, and as a consequence
E [fu(05) (k™ + pdnet 451, 017)]

<E [fn(e,t) (& 4 pdnet ™ 4851 07 >] (32)

Similarly, using the update of the tail workers as in (14)), we
can write

Vin@n ™) + ol —p > 03 + pdn0) =0, (33)

n€ENm
Hence, we get V f,,(05F1) + aktl + pd,, ekt = 0. Thus,
we can observe that the dual feasibility condition is fulfilled
by the tail workers and 8%+! minimizes f,,(6,,) + (af+! +
pdme€itt 0,,). Therefore, we obtain the following inequality

E [fm(oljjl)] +E [(aﬁjl-l—pdmeﬁjl 91;“)}

<E[fu(0)]4E (o +pdneh ", 00)] . G4
Summing over all workers, we get
ZE (120551 = 1a(62)]
< M sE T 4 pdaentt 0 — 05T
% [ )
+3 E[ ML pdn e o fef,jl)]
meT
+pZE [(dneitt 0n — 01 )] . (35)

n=1
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Fig. 2: Linear regression results on synthetic dataset showing loss w.r.t.: (a) # iterations; (b) # communication rounds; (c) #

transmitted bits; (d) total energy.
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Fig. 3: Linear regression results on real dataset showing loss w.r.t.: (a) # iterations; (b) # communication rounds; (c) # transmitted

bits; (d) total energy.

Using the definition of a**!, n € V in the right hand-side of

ZEBO&H’G* 0k+1}+z [ k1 g 0k+1>}

neH meT

= 3 e[ -kt > e[l en-ei)].

(n,m)e€ (n,m)€eE&
(36)

Using that ANl = —AE¥1 and that 0} = 0};,, V(n,m) € £
we can write

ZE[< k41 0* 0k+1]+ Z [ k+1 0* _0§n+1>}

neH

- Y E[ m]. (37)
(n,m)€e

This proves (i) of Lemma I} To prove (w) we know from
the optimality conditions that V £, (6}) + a, = 0. Thus, 6}
minimizes the function f,(6,) + (a}, 0,) and for n € H
E[fa(6)] + E[(@}, 02)] < E [£2(65)] +E (e, 057)] .
(38)
Similarly, we have, for m € T, that
E [/ (03)] +E (0, 0] SE [ fin (05| +E [(arm, 617
(39)

Summing over all workers, we get
N
PGB ENACH]
n=1
> Y E[(eh™0n -6 + Y E[(ak 6 - 00

neH meT
2Y E[anaei-0i] s Y B[00
(n,m)e& (n,m)e&
® * k+1
2 - Z E |:<An,'rru'rn,m>] ’ (40)
(n,m)€ee€

where we used the definition of o, in (a) and that A% =
— k41 and that 0% = 6%, in (b).

Tn,m?

C. Proof of Theorem |

Multiplying ZT) by (-1), adding (20) and multiplying the
sum by 2, we get

2 30 B[ AL ek 42 YR (b 0 — 007

(n,m)e€& neH

+2pZE[ (dnet 0 *—012*1)]20. (1)
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Fig. 4: Logistic regression results on synthetic dataset showing loss w.r.t.:

transmitted bits; (d) total energy.
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Fig. 5: Logistic regression results on real dataset showing loss w.r.t.:

transmitted bits; (d) total energy.

Number of communication rounds

(b)

Since AptL = AL+ pri o+ p(el ™ — eft!), then we can
write
)y ]
(n,m)€E&
=2 3 E [m,m — AL =20 30 B[R]
(n,m)e& (n,m)€eE&
2 > E [<efn+1—e’;+l,r,ﬁﬁ;>] . (42)
(n,m)€&
Using rit! = ()\’ngl =X — l()\k = X)) FERtt —
ekt

the ﬁrst term

2 E[(A;m

(n,m)€e&

k k+1
- An,my Tn m>]

|

(n,m)e&
2 *
+2 3 E[IAN Al
(n,m)e&
+ 2 Z E |:<)‘:L,m - Afb,mv 6{2+1
(n,m)e€

The second term can be re-written as

~20 3 E[IrkiP]

(n,m)e&

— e )]

, we will examine the different terms of @[) starting from

)|

(43)

Total number of transmitted bits x 10°
(©)

4000
Sum energy
()

(a) # iterations; (b) # communication rounds; (c) #

1
=—p Y E[IRI] = X E[IAR - AL
(n,m)e& p (n,m)€eE&
1 k * k k
= Z E X = Al =0 D0 E[lleh™ — ]
p (n,m)€eé&
2 |: k+1 * k *
- Z - )‘n,my An,rn - An,’m>i|
p (n,m)e&
—2 3 B[N - AL et )]
(n,m)e€
+2 Y E [(Aﬁ,m A e’:jl)] . (44)
(n,m)e&
The third term can be expanded as
—2 > E[(eh —erihh)]
(n,m)e&
=2 > E[(eh” - et A - A
(n,m)e&
+ 2 Z E |i<6'lr€n+1 - eiﬂl+17 A'Ircr,,rn - A;:,,'m>j|
(n,m)e&
+20 3 E [He,’z“ - eﬁfIHQ] . (45)
(n,m)e&



From Eqs. @3)-(@3), we can re-write {@#2) as -p > E [||0§1+1—efn||2] . (51)
9 Z [ _ kL k+1>:| (n,m)es
(e o T Replacing (@6) and (51) in @I)), we obtain
1 . 1 1 * 1
=~ Y E [HA’;,m—An,mn?} —= 3 E[INR-AL] S Y B[ AP =2 S E [N AL ]
(n,m)e& (n,m)e& (n,m)e& (n,m)e&
—p X E[IrRIP]+2 Y B[ —e AL AL o 3 E[IrRRP 42 DD B [(eh — ekt AL Al )]
(n,m)eé& (n,m)€e& (n,m)e€ (n,m)e&
+p > E[le -] o) +p > Ellet —ei 4o D E[10h-0517]
(n,m)e& (n,m)e& (n,m)e&
The second term of the left hand-side of @I) can be decom- —p > [|(9'“rl —05,| ] > E [Hofjl—(),’;HQ]
posed as (n,m)€E (n,m)€E
2> E[(sh, 0 - 65t ~2p Y E[ON7 -6k, 420 > E[(eh —ehrihh)]
neH (n,m)€e€ (n,m)e€&
— A+l pk px gkl N
2p Z E [<0m 0,0, — 0., >} 120 Z E [(lefemﬂkﬂ o >] JFQPZE [<dnez+1’9;705+1>} >0.
(n,m)eé& (nomyes o
—20 > E[@5" —éﬁ,rﬁt;>]. (47) (52)
(nm)€e Using the identity 770 = S(AL%) — A% ) + et — enft,
Now, we can re-write the first term as we can write
—20 > B[O - 6k —p > E[Irkil’]
(n,m)e& (n,m)e&
=20 > E[6N" - oh,riih)] -l y & (MRS = A5l = > Efller™ - enIP]
(n,m)€ee (n,m)e& (n,m)e&
+2p Y E[(eh —ehriin] 48) 42 3 B[ - ALen -] (53)
(n,m)e& (n,m)€eE&
The second term can be expanded as On the other hand, we have
2p Z E [<éfn+1 — éﬁw 0, — efn+1>:| ktl_ ok k+1 k+1 px k+1
Wi % 3 E [(ehi —eh i) +20 ZE[den 0:-01")]
n,m)e
=2p Z E <95L+1 - Bme:L - 95L“> k41 o k+1 k4+1 o k41
9 Z il _ ¢k g+l 0*>} 49) (n,m)e€ (n,m)e€
+ 2p msyYm  — UYUn/| -
2 3 Y B[l 4z D B[R -AL e
(n,m)e€& (n,m)e&
Since 0 = 6},, V(n,m) € £ and 0, — 6%+ = 0% — 0F + ko kel
’ 7 g g -2 E msyTnm/| - 54
ok — HE‘H we can write p(ﬂ%):eg [<6 " >} >4
k+1 k * k+1 e .
2p Z E [<9m —0,,0, — 6, >] Now, recall that 0,";1“, m € 7 minimizes the function
(n.m)e€ Fm(0m) +{(aFH 4+ pd,, €41 0,,) and 6%, m € T minimizes
= S E [Hgfnﬂ_gfﬂ”?] —» S E [||gfn+1_9;n||2] the function f,(6,n) + (e, + pdimel,, 0, then we could
(n,m)e& (n,m)€eE write
—p > E[l6h-6nl]+20 Y E[(Oh 05,05 -05)] . E [ (0] +E [(ab +pdme ™, 0511
(n,m)e& (n,m)e&
(50) <E [fm(efn)}—’_E [< m pdmen 0 >] (55)
With this expression at hand, we can go back to @7) E [fm(f)f;)] +E [(afn +pdmer 05,1)]
2 E[(sh 0 -0 <E[fn(O5 )] +E [(ah +pdmeb, 05| 56)
neH
— Z E |:||07]fn, B 9;1”2] B Z E [HBIZ@H B e:nHQ] Adding both equations and re-arranging the terms, we get
(nimye€ (nimyee E [(afn“ A 91;)}
k+1 k+1 *
+ ZP( Z};E [<6m —€m: O 9">} < —pdmE [(J“ — €k, okt 05;)} . (57)
7210 Z <0'Ir€n+1 70:;7 r5ﬁ>i| +2p Z E |:<€i€rj1 - frn Tﬁtr&)]

(n,m)e& (n,m)e&



Using the update of ait!, ie. afft = af, +p> o Thr
we can re-write (57) to get

—p > E[iih e -6n)]
(n,m)e&
<o > B[l —eh.ont-on)]. (58)
(n,m)e&
k+1 — k+1

where we used 7. T after summing over m € 7.
Going back to (]3_7[) we can write

HED DI A [PVa= S VTS B i A PUMES Ve

(n m)e& (n,m)e&

£ 3 B[INE ML+ 3 E[l6k -0 °]
(n m)e€ (n,m)e€&

—p Y E[I0h-6nl]+p > E[l60nT-65]
(n,m)e€ (n,m)€E

<2 3 B[N e —ei )]
(n,m)e&

+2 Z [Ak+1—)\ ekt ek“)}
(n,m)e€&

—2p 3 B[Ok -0k e ek -2 S B[(eh, ik
(n,m)e& (n,m)e€&

+2p Z E[em+en+1 o, 0,’2“)]. (59)

(n,m)€ee&

To upper bound the terms in the right hand side, we will use
the identity (26)

2 Z Ak+77%._A:Lm>€']r€n+1 €2+1>:|
(n,m)e&
1
< > E[len eIl m > B[N -] +
m (n,m)e& (n,m)e&
(60)
2 3 B[N e k)]
(n,m)e&
1
< > E[len eI > B[ -ALI?]
2 (n,m)e& (n,m)€E
(61)
2p Z ]E[em+en+1 o, 70k+1>]
(n,m)e&
<L S B[l et 4o Y E [l -0k,
3 (n,m)e& (n,m)€E
(62)
—20 > E[(0h -6k ek —eh)]
(n,m)e&
<SR[l el o Y E[I65 6017,
4 (n,m)e& (n,m)e&

(63)

Finally, we use both identities (23) and (26) to get the
following bound
)

-2 S E [@fmrm

(n,m)e&
2
<o 30 B[P+ 3 B[N AL
5 (n,m)e€ (n m)eE

+20ms Y E[llek -],
(n,m)e&

(64)

where {n;}?_, are are arbitrary positive constants to be
specified later on. Using these bounds and re-arranging the
terms in (39), we can write

20 > E[les™ —eb P 4o -n) Y E[l6N - 6h?]

(n,m)e& (n,m)e&

1-2
+ (—’75—772) S E[IAR - A7)
p (n,m)e&
( + — + 2p7’]5> Z |:||ek+1 €§n+l‘|2]
(n,m)e&
1 .

+ 25 B[l +enl] 42 D E 1A = Al

3 (n,m)e& (n,m)e€&

~(3-m) X E[E Al 4o 5 [leh 6]

(n,m)e€ (n,m)eE
—p(l=me) Y E[l65—enP|+L S E[leh)’]
(n,m)e& s (n,m)e&

P k41 k2
+2 IE[ k1 gk ] 65

" > Elllen —enll (65)

>:| (n,m)e&

Fix the values of {n;}°_;, to be (n1,7m2,n3,M4,75) =

L U L T |

(215;%7 1,0 290020 1 )» We get

P k41 k2 1
LS E[len -oh + o
(n,m)e&

4

>

(n,m)e&

E [IA%: = An?]

5p | 2p9° [ k41 k41 2}
< (£ E _
<(3+% L2l e
2 zp 1 *
G > B[l e 4s 30 B[ ALIP]
(n,m)e€ (n,m)€eE€
1 ¢k k+1 ]
— (1= X —
p< vw) X E[IN Xl

(n,m)e&

16} ~67] ~p(1-

1—

> )

E[l65 —657]

0
(n,m)e& 217[) (n,m)e&
+1p > E[lehl?]+20 > E[lent —ehl’] (66)
(n,m)e& (n,m)eE

Re-arranging the terms, we can write

1
g S IE[HG?,L“—BanQ}—I—Z > E[HAZ%—AZ,mIIQ}
(n,m)e& P (n,m)€ee&
1 N 1
<L 5 e anal) - (1- 5 e [Nk -x ]
(n,m)€& P
* wk *
o X Bfioh-0nl] s (1-05) X E[les-6nle]
(n,m)e& (n,m)e€
8p1° 4py)°
+<5p+ Zf ) > E[lenp? ]+(9p+ Zf > > Eflles 1]
(n,m)e€& (n,m)e&
4 0
+(8p+ ’"If) 3 E[||efn||2]. 67)
w (n,m)e&

Therefore, using (19), we can write

p k41 k2 1
d ]E[Om — o~ ] -

> E[l ]+ 4
(n,m)e&

>

(n,m)e&

E [N = XelP]



<3S B[N = Nl
p(nm)EE
1 P *
5 (130 )2 - Xonll e 3 E[10n-05 ]
k
-7 (1_;&%) (n%):EEE |:H0'f:n+1_0;”2] +Fylwk+72w2k7 (68)

where 71 = 64pCo9)°|€| and vo = 88pCZ|E|. Now, we define
the Lyapunov function

1 * *
szf Z ”)‘nmf)‘n,mHZ‘Fp Z |\9i€n*9m||2~ (69)
(n,m)e& (n,m)eE
Thus, we get
p 1 ‘
LS E[les-eht]+— 3 B[N -AL L]
(n,m)e€E (n,m)e&
<E [V } (kw—k)E [V’““] 4y (70)
= Zwo

As a consequence, we can write that E[V’Hl] <

-1
(1 ;f;]) (E [V*] + 7% + 72¢%*). Using this equation
iteratively, we obtain

E [V’““]
k 1/Jj E ok T
() Y Sl 2)
Jj=0 j=01i=j
E Ok 1/)‘ -1 )
+’Y2Z ’ (1—w) (
J=01i=j
[e%e) -1 oo
SL[O —2%) ( VO +71;W+722w21> (71)

where we have used the fact that (1 - %) € [4,1]. Since

Ygw' < oo and Y & < oo, thus Y U0 < oo,
Furthermore, the sequence {v'} is non-negative, then we get

-1
2i Y

that 372, ¥* < oo. To show that [ ]2, ( — W) is also

finite, we consider its logarithm, i.e.

(i) )25 (0-2) )
< Zlog (Hz/};) < f:

where we have used that log ((1 — %)_
<

(72)

<log(l+z), z >
+2) < z z > 1 in (b). Hence,

is also finite and we conclude that the

1 in (a) and log(1
- =1
szo (1 - 2w0>

sequence E [V*] is upper bounded by a finite quantity that
we denote as V. Gomg back to (70) and taking the sum from
k =0 to oo while using the upper bound on E [V*], we get

Z 3 {”E[Ho’““—efnu]+4—1/)1E[\|Aﬁ,ti—>\ﬁ,mll2]}

k=0 (n,m)€&

< V"+(2w0 +m)§w’“+wa%.

k=0

(73)

Since the right hand side is finite, we conclude that the left
hand side is convergent and that

lim E[l6h - 65)°] = 4
Jim E[IA = X ?] = &)

Using the definition of the primal and dual residuals and (23)),
we can write

E [k ]
<2 (o [IAkE -k ] +2 (8 [k ] 42 el 1)) ).
(76)
E[llsh 7]
<20%d, ( Z E [||01’j1+1_0fn”2]+ Z [Hem 1|2 }) .
meN, meN,
a7
Since E [[eF|?] < 4CZy?, Vn, then lim E [||€k||?] =0
k—o00
Using (74), (73) and klim E [||€¥[|?] = 0, we conclude that
—00
Jim E [llrE+2?] =0 and Jim E [||sEFH12] = 0.
—00

Usmg the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can write

[ [k riin]| < [N [k e 78)
& [X D] < B (AP B [Ir5AE] &)
& [(sh 008" < [k 1] & 02 -0k 7]
(80)
& [t 0 - 0] | < B [k 7] & oz - 04+ ]
(81)
Since lim E [||€¥[|?] = o, hm]E[HrkHH ] 0 and
k—o0
lim E [[|s5+1]]2] =0, we get that
k—o0
Jlim B[ rkth] =0, (82
Jlim E [(A;,W rﬁ,t,i)] -0, (83)
Jlim E [<sk+1, o; — ofﬁl)] -0, (84)
Jim E [(d:ﬁl, o — eﬁ“)] —0. (85)
From (i) and (i¢) of Lemma we conclude that
Jim 3 B [fa(07) = Fa(65)] = 0.

D. Proof of Theorem 2]

The proof of Theorem [2] follows similar steps as the proof
of convergence rate of [11]. However, the alternating update
nature of our algorithm makes the updates happen in an asym-
metric manner, in contrast to the symmetric update in [[I1]],
which makes the proof more complex. For a bipartite 7graph
the adjacency matrix can be written as A = [0,., B; B*, 0]
where » = |H|, s = |T| are the cardinalities of # and
T, respectively. The matrices 0,.., and Og; are the null
matrices of order r x r, and s X s, respectively. The matrix
B € R"*¢ is called the bi-adjacency matrix. The adjacency
matrix is a boolean matrix where each element is defined as
A; ; = 1 if there exists a link between the nodes ¢ and j (i.e.
workers), otherwise A, ; = 0. In our analysis, we also define



the matrix C = [0y, B;0,,055] as well as the matrices
0= [01,...,0]\7}71, o = [al,...,aN]T, 0= [01,...,0N]T,
and E = [€1,...,en]”. In this section, we introduce matrices

related to the network topology: the diagonal degree matrix
D, the signed and unsigned incidence matrices, M_ and M,
respectively. Using , (30), and , wWe can write

VO + o — pCd”* — pCT O + pDOM ! =0,
ottt =k p(D — A)OAk'H7

(86)
87

and the optimality conditions are given by Vf(6*) + a* =
0, and M*6* = 0. Since we have D — A = ;M_MT,
then we can re-write (87) as af ! = o+ LM_ MTB’“+1 +
£M_MTEFL Initializing a° in the colurmn space of M _,
we get that a® always stays in the column space of M_ and
thus, we have a* = M,ﬁk, Vk > 0. Thus, we can further
write as

B = gF 4 P Mo 4 E T B (88)
Using D=3M_M*+I M, M, A=

and (38), we can write (@) as

VI (05Y) £ M_ B 1 pC(E* —0%) + p(CT — %M,MT)E’“+1

1 1
IM . MT-1M_MT

+p(A—CT)0k+1 —o. (89)

Using that Vf(0*) + M_3* =0 and A = C + C7, we can
write

V(0" —Vf(6")
=M_(8"-B""") +pC (6" —-0""")— pCE"

) (%M,M_TfCT) EF (90)

then, multiplying both sides by 8%+! — 8*, we get
E[(VAOF) = V1(67),6"" —6")]
—E[(M_(8" - B*"), 6" - ]
+ pE [(C (6‘“ - 9’““) gt
(

—JE [<CTEk+1 gFt1_ *>]

[ E". " 0*>]
[M MTEk+1 gFt1_ 0*>].
on

The first term of the right hand side can be re-written as

E [(M_(ﬁ* _ gy gh ! _ g >] (a) [(ﬁ _ gt MTOI““)}

v _2

;IE [<5k+1 —B*, gk 75k>} _E [(ﬁ*iﬁkJrl’ MTEk+1>] 7

92)

where we have used MT6* = 0 in (a) and MT9*+! =

(I@k+1 I@k+1) MTEk-H in (b)
ﬁxpandmg the first term of (92), we can write

2E [(B*T-p*, p* T - B")]
p
_l k_ * 112 _
=€ [I8" -] -E

(18" =8"11%)).
93)

18" -p 3] -E

Replacing the terms derived in (92) and (©@3) by their expres-
sions in , We obtain

E[(Vr(6"") - vi(0),6"" ~64)]

— 2B (I8 - 8'I] - JE [16* - 8713

— B (18— BI] + B[ -t ME B

—pE [(C QR+ _ *>] — E [<CTE/¢+1791C+1 _ 9*>}
+7E [(M_MTEM 0"~ 6%)]

— pE [( (0’““ _ ) o++1 _ 6*)}, 04

Using the strong convexity of the function f, we can lower
bound the left hand side of (9T)

E[(VF(6") - V(0"),0" — 6%)] > u [|0*"* — 6|13
)

Hence, we can write

i (|64 - 81+ ull6" - 03]

<S5[18" - B3] + o5 [ (0" ~07) 0 —0")
(18" - 8 |17]

[(CE’“, ot — 9*)}

+ pE [(C (9* - 9’““) LOF T 9*)] _1g
+E [(5’““ e M_TE’““)] — pE
— pE [(CTE’““, ot — 9*>] + glE [<M,MZE’““, oF ! — 9*)} .

(96)

Now, using identities (27) and (28), we get the following
bounds

E [(c (e* - 9’““) LOF T 9*>]

< (%aiax(C) + 2—,,170) E[l6" - 073, 7
E [(c (9’“- 9*) ,e’““-e*)]

< 10O g g 3] 5B [0 -0 3] o9

E |:<18k+1 —,8*7MTEI€+1)}
< TE[I8 - 8413 +

E [(CEk, 0 — o’““)]

OrQHax (M_ )

E [ B2
sy E[IBE] 09

2
< * max C
< TE (6" - 07 |7] + Tmax O I (100)

E* 2]7
e E (12

E |:<CTEk+170* _ 0k+1>]

2
N4 k41 * 112 Umax(C) k+1)2
< 12 _ Zmax\ )
< GE [l —ort] + T R[], aon
E [(M_MTE’““, o+t — 0*>]
4
75 k41 *1(2 Umax(M—) k+1)2
< = _
< BE[I0* —ori] + Tees SR [ R] L a0

Replacing the bounds derived in (97)-(102) in (96) and intro-
ducing « > 0, we get

E[I8*" = 8° 11| + wE 6™+ — 0|13
pUﬁmX(C)
2
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<E [Ilﬁ -1 + mE [l6* - "%

1 N3, N4, M5 k+1 %112
— B m ]E[ okt _ g ]
+p<2 1+ ) + 5 + — 1 H ||F



(25 E[Ie - 515

2 2
nOUmax(C) 1 k+1_ * 112 pamax(c) k2
o 0omlO LV [+ -0 ] 4 27 D [
12nax M-_ r2nax C ;lnax M_
2772 2774 47]5

(103)

Using that ||[E**!(|Z, < ||[E*||%, and re-arranging the terms,
we can further write

“E (I8 - gl - R [18 - B ]
2
P771Um;x(C)E[”9k_9*”2F]+<7]22 7) |:Hﬂk+1 ﬂ*H%]
nOUrznax(C)
‘L“(f*?%* T2 *4)’?]

+

< B [|6" 0" |3] +~E B3] > 0 (104)
M-

where v = ”‘337(72 L+ ¢ (n% + nig) 02.4(C) +

T Omax (M) > 0. Fixing 7o = 22, we get

CE (18— 81F] - (14 w2 [18+ — 871
P2 k 2K k+1 %2
+ et CE [0 —6° HF}+ Ze (16 - 6 13]
2
e (M0omax(C) 11 s s
{“ ( 2 +2n0+2m+2+2+4>p]
< E (16" =6 3] +1E [|E*%] > 0. (105)

In order to bound the term E [||3**!
side, we use (90) to write

E[IM-(8" - B)II3]
=E [Hw(e’““)—w(e*)wc (9k+1—0k)

— B*||%] in the left hand

+pCEk+p(CT—%M,MT)EH1H%} : (106)
Using identity @), we can further write
E[IM- (8" - 8)I7]
<2E[|[V/(6"") - V1(6") + pC (6" — 6") |7]
+ 2K {HpCEk +p (CT - %M_MT) Ek+1||?~“] .07

Using (29) for the first term and (23) for the second term of
the right hand side, we get

A%

<2E[|[V /(6" )~V

E[IIM- (8" -

7]+ VIiE]

+4E [”PCE’CH%} +4E [HP (CT - §M,Mf) Ek“”?p] _
(108)

can write E [||M_(8*! — 8*)||%] >
E [||B*+ — B8*|%] where  Gppin (M)
minimum non-zero singular value of M_
since both BF"' and B* belong to the columns

space of M_ and from Assumption 5, we have
E[[Vf(O)-Vi@)llr] < L E[|6F"-6%F].

21 E [H C<0k+1

Now, we
62, (M)

min
is the

Therefore, we get
(I8 - 8°I1%]

2n 2 2P2 2 k+1 112
>~ ~2m(]\4 ) ( 1 max( ) |:|| HF]

_AnpPonax(C)
(n—-1a mm(M )

+ E[l6" - 6*[13]

o (han(©) + o (€7 = SV M) Y,
mln (109)
where we have used that E [||[E*1||2] < E[|E*|%]

4C2 N2k, Plugging the bound obtained from (T09) in (T03)
we get

SE[I8" -8 - (14 )

+ (b1 +ar) pE [ 6" e*np]

E 18" - 8" %]

- (u - % — (b2 + am)p) E [He’““ - G*H%] +vyp?* >0,
(110)

2
where by = 22l p, = o2 (C)+ 5h- 4+ 5 + % +
= — 8195, (C) -
%43;1\/”75 _QW’ a W "‘;ld v=4Nvy+
wfﬁl—)( maX(C)+O'max (C M_M_))

To ensure that there is a decrease in the optimality gap, we
need to determme for which values of p, we have ¢ — byp —
ap? >0 and g — < — (by +ar)p > (1 + k)(by + ar)p > 0.
In other words, we need to look for p such that

—[(ba 4 ak) + (1 + K) (b1 + ar)] p° 4+ up — ck > 0. (111)

The discriminant of the quadratic equation is A = pu? —
4ek [(be + ak) + (1 4+ &) (b1 + ak)]. To ensure that we can
find p such that (ITI) is satisfied, we need to impose that
A > 0. Since A is a third order equation in x, finding, for
which values of K > 0, A > O is not straightforward. However,
since when x — 0, A — p2? > 0, and knowing that A is a
decreasing function with A — —oo as Kk — oo, then we
deduce that there exits < > 0 such that for 0 < K < &,
we have A > 0. In the remainder, we consider x such that
0 < kK < E. Thus, for 0 < p < p, (ITI) holds where

P pHVA
P = GaFarn)t(Lrn)(brEan)” Therefore, we can write

CE (18— Bl - L+ )oE [185 - 8]
+p (b1 +ar) E [|6F - o*HF]
— p(1+K) (b1 +ak)E [||49’“+1 - G*H%} +u® >0, (112)
Re-arranging the terms, we get
“E (184~ B71F] + o (b1 + am) E 16— 6%[2]
= (Gelist = 1] + o+ a0 16 - 0712) )

— 14k
(113)

v 2k
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Using this equation iteratively, we can write

E[I8* =B IF] + p (b1 + ax) E 6" — 07 3]

1 e 1 0 *112 0 * 112
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J
()
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Deﬁnlng 51 = min{(1 + &)~ ¢?} and 62 = max{(l +

K)”

INE S

(b)
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where we have used in (a) the fact that do
k> 0and ¥ € (0,1) and (261)/(1 + &2) €

CE (185~ B3] + (b1 + an)E [0 — 0"

<k
+y]2(
(5

1402 — 24:

142}, we can further write

H

k—j+1 )
J

) (%E [18° =" I[%] +p (b1 +ar)E [||6° 6" |%]
1+52) )

(115)

< (1+02)/2 since
(0,1) in (b).

Since (1 + d2)/2 € (0,1), then we deduce that the sequence
(6%, B%) converges to (6*, 3*) linearly with a rate (1+d2)/2.
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