arXiv:2109.10049v1 [math.OC] 21 Sep 2021

2 Error Compensated L-SVRG

3 Error Compensated Quartz and Error Compensated SDCA

Error Compensated Loopless SVRG, Quartz, and
SDCA for Distributed Optimization

Xun Qian Hanze Dong Peter Richtarik Tong Zhang
KAUST* HKUSTT KAUST HKUST

September 21, 2021

Abstract

The communication of gradients is a key bottleneck in distributed training of large scale machine
learning models. In order to reduce the communication cost, gradient compression (e.g., sparsification
and quantization) and error compensation techniques are often used. In this paper, we propose and study
three new efficient methods in this space: error compensated loopless SVRG method (EC-LSVRG),
error compensated Quartz (EC-Quartz), and error compensated SDCA (EC-SDCA). Our method is
capable of working with any contraction compressor (e.g., TopK compressor), and we perform analysis
for convex optimization problems in the composite case and smooth case for EC-LSVRG. We prove linear
convergence rates for both cases and show that in the smooth case the rate has a better dependence on
the parameter associated with the contraction compressor. Further, we show that in the smooth case, and
under some certain conditions, error compensated loopless SVRG has the same convergence rate as the
vanilla loopless SVRG method. Then we show that the convergence rates of EC-Quartz and EC-SDCA
in the composite case are as good as EC-LSVRG in the smooth case. Finally, numerical experiments are
presented to illustrate the efficiency of our methods.
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1 Introduction

In this work we consider the composite finite-sum optimization problem

1 n
in P(z) := — ™) 1
min P(z) n;f () +¥(2), (1)
where f(z) := 1% f)(z) is an average of n smooth convex functions f(7) : R¢ — R distributed over n

nodes (devices, computers), and 1 : R? — R U {400} is a proper, closed and convex function representing a
possibly nonsmooth regularizer. On each node, f(7)(z) is an average of m smooth convex functions

FO@) =3 1),

i=1
representing the average loss over the training data stored on node 7. We assume that problem () has at

least one optimal solution x*.

For large scale machine learning problems, distributed training and parallel training are often used.
While in such settings, communication is generally much slower than the computation, which makes the



communication overhead become a key bottleneck. There are many ways to tackle this issue. For instance,

there are large mini-batches strategy [Goval et all, 2017, [You et all, [2017], local SGD [Ma. et all, 2017, Stich,
], asynchronous learning [Agarwal and Duchi, [2011, [Lian et all, 12015, Recht et all, 2011], quantization
and error compensation |[Alistarh et all, 2017, Bernstein et all, [201&, Mishchenko et all, 2019, [Seide et all,
For quantization, there are mainly two types, i.e., contraction compressor and unbiased compressor, which
are defined as follows.
A possibly randomized map Q : R* — R? is called a contraction compressor if there is a 0 < § < 1 such
that

E[lz - Q@)*] <(1-0)lel? veeR" (2)

Q :R? — R? is called an unbiased compressor if there is w > 0 such that
E[Q@)] =2 and E[IIQ@)] < (@ +Dlzl?, VzeR? (3)

Quantization can reduce the communicated bits to improve the communication efficiency, but it will slow
down the convergence rate generally. Hence, error feedback (or called error compensation) scheme is often
used to improve the performance of quantization algorithms HSM, w] For the unbiased compressor,
if the accumulated quantization error is assumed to be bounded, the convergence rate of error compensated
SGD is the same as vanilla SGD |Tang et al, M However, if the bounded stochastic gradient is assumed
instead, in order to bound the accumulated quantization error, some decaying factors need to be involved
generally, and the error compensated SGD is proved to have some advantage over QSGD

in some perspective for convex quadratic problems M 2018]. On the other hand, for the
contraction compressor (for example TopK compressor |Alistarh et al J |M the error compensated SGD
actually has the same convergence rate as Vanilla SGD H&M, M, BIMM&MXL 2019,
Tang et all, |ZD_1Q] The above results are all for the smooth case. If f is non-smooth and ¥ = 0, error
compensated SGD was studied by [Karimireddy et all HZD_lQ] in the single node case, and the convergence
rate is of order O (1/vsk) for f being non-strongly convex.

For variance-reduced methods, there are QSVRG |Alistarh et all, M] for the smooth case where ¢ =0
in problem (), and VR-DIANA [Horvath et all, 12019a] for the composite or regularized case. However,
the compressor of both algorithms need to be unbiased. Recently, an error compensated method called EC-
LSVRG-DIANA which can achieve linear convergence for the strongly convex and smooth case was proposed
by [Gorbunov et all ﬂZ_QZ_d], but besides the contraction compressor, the unbiased compressor is also needed
in the algorithm. In this paper, we studﬁe error compensated methods for loopless SVRG (L-SVRG)

Kovalev et all, 2019], Quartz , ], and SDCA |[Shalev-Shwartz and Zhang, 2013], where only

contraction compressors are needed.

1.1 Contributions

We now outline our main theoretical contributions.

1.1.1 Strongly convex case for EC-LSVRG

Denote the smoothness constants of functions f, f(7), and fi(T) by L¢, L, and L, respectively. Let u be the
strong convexity parameter, p be the updating frequency of the reference point, and 4, §; be the contraction
compressor parameters. Let p < O(d1).

Composite case. In the composite case, the iteration complexity of error compensated L-SVRG (EC-

LSVRG) is i
1 1 L L 1-90)L 1-9)L 1
of(Lylyley £ Q0L (A-0L), 1)
5 p . u | nu 02 o €




Under an additional assumption (Assumption [[3]) on the contraction compressor, the iteration complexity

is improved to
1 1 L L 1-6)L 1-6)L 1
10 PE S S Al ) LT Gl ) A PR Y
5 p u onp % nop €

Smooth case. In the smooth case, the iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG is

O<<1 L L L O OLE 6>LfL>11>.

o+ L=
S p pu np (0 e €

The iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG-DIANA |Gorbunov et all, [2020] is O((w + m + )ln ). If the
compressor Q1 in EC LSVRG is obtained by scaling the unb1ased compressor in EC- LSVRG DIANA and

we choose p = min{ L T +1} then our iteration complexity becomes

1 Ly L 1= 0)L/L T—0L;L\, 1
of(tswsme e b VO-OLL  VUZOLL) ) 1)
4 po np Ho s €

which is better than that of EC-LSVRG-DIANA since Ly < L<L.
Under an additional assumption (Assumption[I.3]) on the contraction compressor, the iteration complexity
of EC-LSVRG is improved to

0<<1+1+ s FLf) )

5punu

Ly L
In particular, if - < &

, then the above iteration complexity becomes

1 Ly L\, 1
O(<—+—f+—>1n—),
pop oap) e

which is actually the iteration complexity of the uncompressed L-SVRG [Qian et all, |2019b]. Noticing that
Ly < L <mnLy, this means that in the extreme case: L = mnLy, the error compensated L-SVRG has the
same convergence rate as the uncompressed L-SVRG as long as % <m and p < O(41).

1.1.2 Non-strongly convex case for EC-LSVRG
Let p < 0(51)

Composite case. In the composite case, the iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG is

O<<%+Lf+%+(1_6)L+(1_5)L) 1).

02 0 €

Under an additional assumption (Assumption [[3]) on the contraction compressor, the iteration complexity

is improved to
1 L 1—90)Ly 1-90)L\ 1
O(<5+Lf+ﬁ+( )Ly, ))—).

02 no €

Smooth case. In the smooth case, the iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG is

1 L, VO-0L/L VO-9L;L\1
(Lo ST ST )

Under an additional assumption (Assumption [[3]) on the contraction compressor, the iteration complexity

is improved to
1 V( 1— )L
0(( + Lyt L, f) E)




1.1.3 Strongly convex and composite case for EC-Quartz and EC-SDCA

We consider problem () for EC-Quartz and EC-SDCA in the strongly convex and composite case. The
iteration complexities of EC-Quartz and EC-SDCA are

0<(1 R?, \/1TRR V1—6RR,, )1n1>.

5 *T+m oy o

Under an additional assumption (Assumption [[L3]) on the contraction compressor, the iteration complexities

are improved to
1 R2, V1 -0 R? 1
0] — In- ).
(<5+ " M*M* ; M)“e)

€

Noticing that for problem (&), we usually use R—z, =, an nd fm ( R, R, and R,, are defined in Algorithm [2])
to estimate the smoothness constants of # 27:1 Py (;5”( ), % S dir(Alx), and ¢ (A ), re-
spectively. In this sense, the iteration complexities of EC-Quartz and EC-SDCA in the composite case

are as good as EC-LSVRG in the smooth case. Let § go to 1. Then the iteration complexity becomes

2
O((mn+ nM + f;j) In %), which has linear speed up with respect to the number of nodes n when n < };—7;.

Not1c1ng that there is no linear speed up with respect to n for Quartz with fully dense data, our result is
actually better than Quartz in this case. This improvement for fully dense data benefits from the better
estimation of expected eparable overapproximation (ESO). The ESO estimation for arbitrary sampling for
Quartz can be found in the appendix.

1.2 Compression methods

We now give a few examples of contraction compressors:
TopK compressor. For a parameter 1 < K < d, the TopK compressor [Stich et all, [2018] is defined as
ifi <K,

(T)r(i
(TOPK(x))w(i)_{ 0() otherwise,

where 7 is a permutation of [d] := {1,2,...,d} such that (|z[)~u) > (|2])r@t1) fori=1,...,d - 1.
RandK compressor. For a parameter 1 < K < d, the RandK compressor is defined as

() ifiels,
(RandK(z)); = { 0 otherwise,

where S is chosen uniformly from the set of all K element subsets of [d].
It is known that after appropriate scaling, any unbiased compressor satisfying (B]) becomes a contraction

compressor |Beznosikov et all, 2020]. Indeed, it is easy to verify that for any Q satisfying (), %HQ is a
contraction compressor satisfying [2)) with 6 = 1/(w+1) as follows.

T aéﬁﬂm@wW]HMF—;}@pm@@q

1 2 2 2 2 1 2
- =(1-— .
——llall® + Jlal* = — el —— )l

For more examples of contraction and unbiased compressors, we refer the reader to |[Beznosikov et all,
2020]. For the TopK and RandK compressors, we have the following property.

Lemma 1.1 (Lemma A.1 in [Stich et all, 2018]). For the TopK and RandK compressors with 1 < K < d,
we have

Hw—l—l

IN

E (ITopka) — o) < (1= 5 ) el B [IRandice) — alP] < (1= ) el



Now we propose some new contraction compressors.
Composition of the unbiased compressor and contraction compressor. Let S € [d], and denote
S; € S such that 51 < S < --- < S|g|, where |S| represents the cardinality of S. For any € R?, define

rg € RIS such that (zg); = zg, for 1 <14 < |S|. For any y € RI°l, define yg-1 € R? such that (yg-1)s, = v
for 1 <i<|S| and (yg-1); =0 for j ¢ S. Then we have following result.

Theorem 1.2. For any unbiased compressor Q with parameter w, and any contraction compressor QQ with
parameter 8, Define Qo Q : x — (%HQ(Q( )s ))571’ where x € RY, and S is any subset of [d] such that

Q(z); =0 forj ¢ S (S can depend on Q(x)). Then Qo Q is a contraction compressor with parameter wf_l

Proof. For any = € R?%, we have
2

Ellz — G o Q)| = H%(%Q(Q@S))Sl

~ ol + £ ( @@ )

), [l (chaon) )
_2E< ()>

_l’_
where in the third equality we use ||yg-

E [(W—HQ(Q( )s ))Sj =E KmQ( )s )S]

and the fact that for any € R? if z; = 0 for j ¢ S, then (z5)g-1 = . Since [|Q(2)s|? = |Q(z)|?, we
further have

— ol + £ | 2 0(@)s)

1
< ol + Bl Qs ? - 28 (o 2

1|2 = llyll* for any y € RI®,

Ele - Q2 QWP < lal? + EIQ@IP - 28 (o, 2 )

= (1= 22 ) el + S el + QI — 240, Q)]

= (1 o3 ) el + %Eux QP
4]

< <1— —) e
w+1

If we let @ be the TopK compressor, Q be the general exponential dithering operator [Beznosikov et all, 12020,
and S be [d], then we recover the TopK combined with exponential dithering compressor in [Beznosikov et all,
2020].

We can construct some concrete contraction compressors based on Theorem[[.2] For example, let RTopK
be the composition of TopK and random dithering |Alistarh et al), |2017], and NTopK be the composition of
TopK and natural compression [Horvath et all, 2019b), where S is composed of the K indexes in TopK(x),
e, S={r(1),..,7(K)}.

We may use the following assumptions for the contraction compressor in some cases; and this will allow
us to obtained improved results.

Assumption 1.3. E[Q(z)] = 0z. E[Q1(z)] = d1x.

It is easy to verify that RandK compressor satisfies Assumption with § = K/d, and Q/ (w+ 1), where
Q is any unbiased compressor, also satisfies Assumption with § = 1/(w+1).

O



2 Error Compensated L-SVRG

We now describe the error compensated L-SVRG algorithm (Algotirhm [Il). Roughly speaking, EC-LSVRG
is a combination of L-SVRG, the error feedback technique, and the learning scheme method in VR-DIANA
[Horvath et all, [2019a]. The search direction in L-SVRG is

1o ar . ,
Ezvff;)(:v’“) —Vfi(z)(wk)—i—Vf( J(w"), (4)
T=1
where 4], is sampled uniformly and independently from [m] := {1,2,...,m} on 7-th node for 1 < 7 < n, z*

is the current iteration, and w* is the reference point. Since when 1 is nonzero in problem (), V f(z*) is
nonzero in general, and so is V f (T)(x*). Thus, compressing the direction

VED @) = VD (@) + VO (wh)

directly on each node would cause nonzero noise even when z*¥ and w” goes to the optimal solution z*. We
adopt a learning scheme method in VR-DIANA [Horvath et all, 2019a], but with the contraction compressor
rather than the unbiased compressor. We maintain a vector h* € R? on each node, and use it to learn
Vf (T)(wk) iteratively. The same copy of h*¥, which is the average of h¥, is also maintained on each node. We
substract k¥ from the search direction in L-SVRG on each node, and then add h* back after the aggregation.
The search direction of EC-LSVRG becomes

g7 = VAP @) = VA7 ) + VO wh) - B,

that could be small if w* is close to 2* and A close to V() (w"). Before compressing g%, we apply the
error feedback technique. The accumulated error vector e® is maintained on each node and will be added
to ng¥, where 1 represents the stepsize, before the compression. e“*! is updated by the compression error
at iteration k for each node. On each node, a scalar u” is also maintained, and only u} will be updated.
The summation of u” is u*, and we use u* to control the updating frequency of the reference point w*. All
nodes maintain the same copies of z*, w*, y*, z* and u*. Each node sends their compressed vectors y*, 2%,
and u¥*! to the other nodes. At last, the proximal step is taken on each node, where we use the standard

proximal operator:
. [1
prox,,; (z) := argmin § =[lz — y||> + ny(y) ¢ -
y |2

k+1

The reference point w* will be updated if = 1. It is easy to see that w* will be updated with probability

p at each iteration.
In algorithm [l let e¥ = L 3" ek gF = L5 g% and % = 2% — €¥ for k > 0. Then we have

D

n

1
== (er gy —uF) =+ gt — o,

T=1
and

FEFL gkl okl

xk+0.5 _ naw(karl) _ ekJrl
2 — gk — gkt = ndu () — ek — ngt 4+ yF
= " —n(g" + rF + 0u ("))

2.1 Composite case (¢ # 0) of EC-LSVRG

We need the following assumptions in this subsection.



Algorithm 1 Error compensated loopless SVRG (EC-LSVRG)
1: Parameters: stepsize n > 0; probability p € (0, 1]
2: Initialization: 2° = w® € R 2 =0 € R% w® =1 € R; h? € R h0 = %22:1 Y
3: for £k=0,1,2,... do
4: for 7=1,...,ndo

5: Sample ¢}, uniformly and independently in [m] on each node
6 gt =V ) = VD k) + VO k) — bk
7 yg - Q(Zg’ﬁ + ekﬁ) .
8: e‘iI;Jrl =e€r + ngr _kyT i
9: Zr = Ql(Vf(T)(’LU ) - hT)
10: RE+L = pk 4 2k
11: ubtt =0forr=2,...,n
1o, LEHT 1 with probability p
' I 71 0 with probability 1 — p
13: Send y¥, z¥ and u**! to the other nodes
14: Receive y¥, zF, and u#*! from the other nodes
16: 2T =u ZTZI Zr
17: ubtl = Z:l u’frl
18: k05 = ok — (y* 4 nhk)
19: okl = proxnkdj (xk+0:4)r1
_ [ ifu* =1
20 v { wk  otherwise
21: RF+L = pk 4 2k
22:  end for
23: end for

Assumption 2.1. The two compressors Q and Q1 in Algorithm [l are contraction compressors with param-
eters 6 and 1, respectively.

Assumption 2.2. fi(T) is L-smooth, f(7) is L-smooth, f is Ly¢-smooth, and v is p-strongly convex. Ly >
= 0.

The following are the main results. We use two Lyapunov functions for two cases: with or without
Assumption [[3] in the following two theorems.

Theorem 2.3. Let Assumption [21] and Assumption[2.2 hold. Define

koo Wi a2 L 9N w2y, 16401 = 0)n’ - kg 10 ()2
¢y = (1+ 9 )E[Hx x| ]"" 5n;E[||eT|| } + 5201n ;E [th ARGl }
an? (41(1-6) (4L 16Lp 2p 161 . .
+§<T 7+L+5—51 1+5—1 +T E[P(’LU)—P(I)]

Ifn < ﬁ, then we have

B0t < (pm{%,g,%,g}) & [84] 1 208 [P(e*) — P
(96(15_ ) (% + L+ 1?? (1 + %)) + ﬁ) ’E [P(2*) — P(z*)]



Theorem 2.4. Let Assumption 21 and Assumption 2.2 hold. Define
o = (14 BBt -+ SR + ZEH dy

164(1 — 0)n? k k2, 2000(1 — 0)n? k (™) (apk (12
S5 Bl = VI g ;Enm VIOt

an? ((1—6) (164L; 1344L 541L  (656L + 8000L 2 16L
dn® ((1—9) - N L (6561 + T ()L 2| | 161
3p 1) 1) on n 001 01

Under Assumption[.3, if n < then we have

4L’

B < <1 T {% T 2}) E[®}] + 27E[P(z") — P(s*)

(O (s 50 5 (20 ) 0 e
From the above two theorems, we can get the iteration complexity.
Theorem 2.5. Let Assumption[21] and Assumption hold.
Let wy, = (1 —min { &2, %, %, g )4@ Wy = Ef:o w;, and 7% = WL,C Zfzowi:ri

(i) Let n < 1/(105 (1=9) (4L + L+ 5 16Lp (1+ (2;—119)) +4Lf + %) If p> 0, we have

B0 _ x]|2 l P 0 — P(x* 1 n v (1) (.0 _hO 2
1—(1—m1n{3,z,41,1)+ 3747474
If 4 =0, we have
1 8
AN < 2 - T) 012 © 0y _ *
EIP(#) ~ P(a")] < ( I+ g 2 190G ~ I+ (PG Pl >>>.
(i) Letn-l/(lOS (TE —l—lgéLlp( ))+4Lf+%) and p < O(61). If p >0 and € < 42" —
o2 + 3(P(a°) — P(2%)) + 551 27 1||Vf(7)( %) = h2||?, we have E[P(z*) — P(x*)] < € as long as
1 L (1-8L @(1-6L\, 1

((5 +nu+ et ) )

If u =0, we have E[P(z*) — P(z*)] < ¢ as long as

1 L (1-6L (1-6L\1
k>0 -+ L — - .
> ((p R -
Theorem 2.6. Let Assumption [2.]] and Assumption hold Assume the compressors Q and Q1 also

. . _ . un & 61 p k o
satisfy Assumption[.3 Let wy = (1 —minq 5 5,59, 8 ) Wi = Zl owi, and z* Wk Do Wi’

(i) Let n < 1/((1;5) (41%[/]‘ + 346213E + 13;119L + (1671Lf;;1203:4L)p (1 + ?s_i))) +4L; + %) If >0, we have

Glla® =2 + 3(P(2°) = P(a) + o5 IV @O + 157 Xroy IV (@) = h2|1?

(z°)
1 — (1 — min{&? .3, Il ik
{1 —min Méé—l
374747

ik

E[P(z") - P(a")] <

s



If 4w =0, we have

BIPG) - Pt < g (gl = o P VAR
6 < . 8 .
5L ; IVF7 @) =kl + - (PG") - Pl ))) .

(ii) Let n = 1/(<156> (41%Lf 4 84221 4 1310 | <1671Lf6§1mT6“>P (1 + f;—f)) + 4L + %) and p < O(8,). If
p> 0 and e < Ea® — 22 + (P0) — Pa?) + o [V FGO)IP + moim Sy IV (22) = I, we have
E[P(z*) — P(x*)] < € as long as

kro(felyle L 0-0L; (-0, 1)
d p p  np 02p nop €

If u =0, we have E[P(z*) — P(z*)] < ¢ as long as

1 L 1-6)L 1-6)L\ 1
pxo((Lip e Ly U200 Q0L 1Y
P n 02 nd €

Remark. The iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG in the case where p > O(d1) can be obtained easily,
however, it is no better than the iteration complexity of EC-LSVRG in the case where p < O(é1). Thus we
omit that case for simplicity.

Noticing that Ly < L< nLy and L<L< mf/, the iteration complexity in Theorem [2.8] could be better

than that in Theorem [Z5l On the other hand, if Ly = L = L, then both iteration complexities in Theorem
and Theorem in the strongly convex case become

1 1 L (1-6L\. 1
2.2 Smooth case (¢ = 0) of EC-LSVRG

In this subsection, we study the Algorithm [ for problem () with ¢» = 0. We need the following assumption
in this subsection.

Assumption 2.7. fi(T) is L-smooth, f(7) is L-smooth, f is L¢-smooth and f is p-strongly convex.

We also use two Lyapulov functions for two cases: with or without Assumption [[.3in the following two
theorems.

Theorem 2.8. Let Assumption[21] and Assumption[2.7 hold. Define

3 . 12L 1 & 192(1 — 0) L1 &~ .
B = B Y ety BE DL S gk g k)
=1 T=1
4 (48(1—08)Lyn® (4L 16Lp 2p 4Ln? X .
Sl (it A/ (e 5 1422 E - .
- (2= L D2 (14 2)) () - f(a™)]

1
If’l] S m, then

n 224(1—6)Lsn?* (AL 16Lp 2p 11Ln .
-2 <1— — (7+L+ 5 <1+5—1>> -— >E[f(a:k)—f(a: ).



Theorem 2.9. Let Assumption 2.1l and Assumption [2.7 hold. Define
N . 12L¢n 6(1 —0)Lsn —
¥ = B o)+ R+ szlane’:w

192(1 — 8)L 1 2304(1 — 8)L 1 ;
S b Enh’f—ww’f)n%%zzanhk VO wh)

4 (48(1—8)Lyn? (4L; 320 13L  16p(Ly + 12L) 2p 4Ln? k .
3p ( 5 5 Tt 561 5 [F(w) = f@")]
Under Assumption[.3, if n < m, then

Ef] < (1-min {47550} ) By

n 1_224(1—5)Lfn2 &Jrg 13L | 16p(Ls + 12L) L2 _11Ly
2 1) 1) no n 001 01 n

) E[f(z") = f(«")].

From the above two theorems, we can get the iteration complexity.

Theorem 2.10. Let AssumptionIﬂ and Assumption[2.7 hold.

Let wy, = (1 —Imn{ 55 I 541,17; ) Wi =30 g w;, and TF = WLkZizowixl
(i) Let n < min L g _ V5 0V, . If u> 0, we have

ALy +33L/n7 60/(1=8) Ly L’ 64y/(1=6)L;L’ 120\/(1—5)Lff1p<1+§l)
1

3

Oulla® — |2 + 2(F(20) — F(@*) + 5= 35 VSO0 — hY? sk
E[f(z*) - /(")) < E T T 7y (“mm{% ¥ zlf}) |

1- (1 _mln{%v 1074

=13

If u =0, we have

6

= * 1 18 * |2 1 S T 2 *
E[f(z") = f(a") < 7 <;|I:v0 — a7 +mgllvf( /(2°) —hl| 2 (f(@) = f(= ))>~

T k+1

i) Let n = mi S N Ve LIVAIY dp<O0@). If p >0
(it) Let n = min 4 grssrr 60/(1=8)Ls L7 64y/(1=0)Ls L 120\/(175)Lfip(1+§—f) wdp < O Al

and € < 9plla® — 2*||* +2(f (%) = F(2") + 1557 L1 VST (@) = h2|1%, we have E[f(z*) — f(2*)] < ¢ as

long as
— 1-9)LsL
k20<<%+l+ﬂ+£+\/(l Ll V=L )ml).
p 1%

no np op Ve €
If 1 =0, we have E[P(z*) — P(2*)] < € as long as

k20<<1+Lf+L V=) LfL+\/(1—5)LfL> l),

] NG €
Theorem 2.11. Let Assumption [21] and Assumption @ hold. Assume the compressors Q and Q1 also
satisfy Assumption[.3 Let wy = (1 - mln{ 55T ‘2,% ) L Wi = Zl owi, and Tk = ml,k Zf:o w; "
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(i) Let

1 § Vné V/né 6v/01
ALy +33L/n’ 60v/T— 6Ly 229,/(1—0)L;L’ 360\/(1—0)L;L 120\/(1 _ S)pLy (Lf R &) (1 4 §_p)
(6)

n < min

If p > 0, we have

8|2 — a*||* + £ Z V£ (20) — hO||? 4 5(f (") — f(z*))
E[f(z") - f(z*)] < — T T S P
— (1 —mln{ g Z}) +

If u =0, we have

18

_ . 36 . 6 — i §
E[f(@") = [ < <;|ﬂc0 @ |I2+W;I\Vf< (%) = I+ 5 (@)~ f ))>.

(1) Let n equal to the upper bound in (@) andp < O(61). If > 0 and e < 9u|\x0—x*|\2+L+n S IV (20—
hO|12 4+ 3(f(2°) — f(z*)), we have E[f(z*) — f(z*)] < € as long as

k20<<(15+1+ mLf> 1>,

p T T T T €

If u =0, we have E[P(z*) — P(z*)] < ¢ as long as
1 \/1— )L
k20<<p+L,+ + f) )
€

Same as the composite case, the iteration complexity in Theorem 2.1T] could be better than that in
Theorem 2.I01 On the other hand, if Ly = L = L, then both iteration complexities in Theorem and

Theorem [2.11] in the strongly convex case become

(2T

4]

3 Error Compensated Quartz and Error Compensated SDCA

In this section, we study the following problem:

min P(x ZZ bir (Al x) + Ng(z), (8)

z€R4

where N = mn and A;, € RI*t,
The corresponding dual problem of problem (8] is

max D(a) = —f(a) = (a),

a€RN

12



Algorithm 2 Error compensated Quartz (EC-Quartz) and error compensated SDCA (EC-SDCA)

1: Parameters: 6 > 0; R, := max;,||4:]; R? := maxfe[n]{%)\max(zgl Air ALY
R? == (Ol X Air ALY pir = 2 € R for i € [m] and T € [n]; positive constants
vir = R2, + nR? € R for i € [m] and 7 € [n]

2: Initialization: a® € R"™V; 20 e R w0 = - 57" S 4,00 € R% €2 =0 € R? for 7 € [n]

3: for £k=0,1,2,... do

4: for 7=1,...,ndo

5: EC-Quartz: 2%+ = (1 — 0)2* + 0Vg*(u*)

6: EC-SDCA:  zFt! = Vg*(uF)

7 o = ok for i € [m]

8: Sample 7], uniformly and independently in [m] on each node

9: Ao/a“ —9pﬁa177 9p_1 V- (Al a1

10: ozf:Tl =ak irr + AakH

11 =Q (AmA Aakfl +ek

12: eﬁ‘H =eb + A Aakfl —yk
13: Send y* to the other nodes

14: Receive y* from the other nodes
15: uPt =k 4 LSk

16: end for

17: end for

where f(a) = Ag* (ﬁ PR P AiTO‘iT)v 15(04) = % Doy iy O (—ur), air €RY,

— T T T T T T \T tN
a_(allv'-'aam17a127'-'aam27'-'aan17'-'aamn) ER )

#% and g* are the conjugate functions of ¢;, and g respectively. Generally, for any vector h € RN we use
hir € R* with i € [m] and 7 € [n] to denote the i + m(7 — 1)-th block vector of h.
We need the following assumptions in this section.

Assumption 3.1. The compressor Q in Algorithm[3 is a contraction compressor with parameters 6.
Assumption 3.2. ¢;; is %-smooth. g s 1-strongly conver. R72 >A>0.

The error compensated Quartz and error compensated SDCA are described in Algorithm Pl Quartz is a
variance reduced primal-dual method, and also a minibatch version of SDCA. The updates of 2* in Quartz
and SDCA are slightly different, and the rest steps are the same. In distributed Quartz, each node needs
to communicate Al TAO/H;l with each other at each step The error feedback technique can be applied

easily in this case. We maintain an accumulated vector e on each node, and add it to )\m Al TAoszr1 before

compression. e’”l is updated by the compression error at iteration k for each node. All nodes mamtam the

same copies of z¥ and u*. The rest of Algorithm Plis the same as Quartz and SDCA.

3.1 Convergence of EC-Quartz
Theorem 3.3. Let Assumption[31] and Assumption[3.2 hold. Assume 6 < 1. Define

2(p 4 0)) —
W= P(ah) - D(a*) + 2LV S e

13



fnl)—rv (a]f2)T= ) (afn2)—r7 EERE) (O‘fﬂ)—rv EERE) (afnn)T)T € RtN? p= 2L and ay =

where o := ()7, ..., (a 5

(1—=6)(2R? +6R2%). Let

P ) 20\ NMvypir Oy )
= min ) ’ ’
SAym + 1/820292m2 + 48 ya; 3vir + NAy dAym + 12R\/aq

Then E[¥4] < (1 — min {6, %})k U0, and we have E[¥}] < € as long as

kz()((l R, V1—-6RR +/1-0RR,, )1n1)'

3 +T+E+ WY

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumption[L.3, Assumption[31, and Assumption[3.Q hold. Assume § < 1. Define

(10)

€

2(p+0X) 16(1 — p +0X)
W = Pa*) - D(a) + 2L P ok 4 Zn 7,

where e¥ = 135" ek p= DR gnd ay = (1—0)(2R? + @ + %) . Let

2/as
. 26 \y NMypir Oy
6 = min ’ ’ . (11)
SAym 4+ /520292m?2 + 48)\yay 3vir + NAy dAym + 12R,/az

Then E[¥5] < (1 — min {6, g})k U9, and we have E[¥E] < € as long as

1 R?, VI—6R*\ 1
> - S - .
k20 ((Grme e B 0B (12)

Noticing that R? < R? < nR? and R? < R2, < mR2?, the iteration complexity in Theorem [34] could be
better than that in Theorem 3.3l On the other hand, if R? = R? = R? | then both iteration complexities in
Theorem [3.3] and Theorem [3.4] become

o(((15+ +A—+\/5—fj>1 %) (13)

3.2 Convergence of EC-SDCA

Define €5, := P(z*) — P(2*) and €}, := D(a*) — D(a¥) for k > 0, where 2* and o* are the optimal solutions
of the primal and dual problems.

Theorem 3.5. Let Assumption[31] and Assumption[3.2 hold. Assume 6 < 1. Define

2(p+ 0)) <
Wh = e+ =———> Ik,

n
0 T=1

where p = 228 and a; = (1 — 6)(2R? + 6R%,). Choose 6 as in (@). Then E[¥4] < (1 —min {6, %})k v,

2/ar
and we have E[W4] < € as long as k satisfies {I0). Let wp = (1 —min{@,%}) g , Wi = Zf:l w;, and
k= WLk Zle w;x’. Then we have
1 — min {0, 2})" 9
E[P(:fk)—P(x*)] < ( mln{ ’4}) €D (14)

T 1-(1-min {0, )"
and for e < €%, E[P(z%) — P(2*)] < € as long as k satisfies {I0).

14



Theorem 3.6. Let Assumption[L.3, Assumption 31, and Assumption[3.2 hold. Assume 6 < 1. Define

2 (2 161— o)
W=y 20O e 1000 % Zn e,

where e* = %ET ek p= 2‘3& and az = (1—6)(2R? + @—F%) . Choose 0 as in {Il). Then E[¥%] <

(1 —min{@,% ) 9. and we have E[U] < € as long as k satisfies (I3). Let w, = (1 —min{@,% )_k,
Wy, = Zle w;, and T = Wik Zle w;z*. Then E[P(z%) — P(2*)] satisfies (I4), and for e < €%, E[P(z*) —
P(z*)] < € as long as k satisfies (I2).

EC-LSVRG (mushrooms) EC-LSVRG (a5a) EC-LSVRG (a%a) EC-LSVRG (w6a)

— Top1 101 — Top1
Random dithering Random dithering

—— Natural compression

— No compression

10-1t — Top1 100 — Top1 101
—— Random dithering Random dithering

—— Natural compression 1071
— No compression

—— Natural compression 1071

10-13 —— Natural compression 107
No compression

— No compression

25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 00 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

00 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 00 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 0o
Communicated bits per node (10° bits)

Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Communicated bits per node (10° bits)
EC-SDCA (w6a)

107
107
107

— Top1
Random dithering

—— Natural compression

— No compression

EC-SDCA (mushrooms) EC-SDCA (a5a) EC-SDCA (a9a)

107 — Top2 107 — Top1 107 — Top1 107
—— Random dithering Random dithering Random dithering
1072 ~—— Natural compression 1074 ~—— Natural compression 1072 ~—— Natural compression 1072
— No compression — No compression — No compression
107 107 10715 s
00 25 S50 75 100 125 150 175 200 00 25 S0 75 100 125 150 175 200

00 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 00 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
node (10° bits) Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Communicated bits per node (10° bits)

Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Communicated bits per

Figure 1: EC-LSVRG and EC-SDCA with different compressors

4 Experiments

In this section, we run experiments with EC-LSVRG, EC-Quartz, and EC-SDCA to demonstrate the empir-
ical effectiveness. In particular, we should highlight the linear convergence rate of our algorithm with the
biased compressor and non-smooth objective function. Also, the communication complexity performance is
competitive to other compressed algorithms.

Setting. We implement the logistic regression problem with Li-Ls regularization

(1T E T A2 2
min {3 Dt (1 + exp(-bial @) + el + el
where {a;, b; }ic[n) are data samples. We use Python 3.7 to perform experiments on a server with 2 processors
(Intel Xeon Gold 5120 @ 2.20GHz), 28 cores in total. Library include numpy, sklearn. We search the
optimal step size from {10%,3 x 10}, where t € {—4,---,0,1} for all tested algorithms. We choose the same
contraction compressors for @ and @ for EC-LSVRG. Without more speficiation, we use L1-Ls regularization
with \; = Ay = 10~% and p = § for EC-LSVRG. For EC-LSVRG-DIANA [Gorbunov et. al, 2020], we choose
p = Y/m. For VR-DIANA ﬂﬂgmaalhﬂj‘u, 12Q1_943|], we use the optimal o = 1/(w+1). For smooth experiments,
we use A; = 0 and Ay = 1073,

Datasets. We have four real data sets: aba, a9a, mushrooms, and w6a, from the LIBSVM library

Chang and Lidl, 2011].
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Compressors. We use RandK, TopK, random dithering in [Alistarh et all, 2017], natural compression in
[Horvath et all, 12019b], RTopK, and NTopK. It should be noticed that the random dithering and natural
compression are both unbiased compressors. When we use them as contraction compressors, we mean the
ones scaled by 1/(w+1). RandK is a contraction compressor. When we use it as an unbiased compressor,
we mean the one scaled by ¢/k. For RandK and TopK, § = K/4, and the number of communicated bits
for the comprssed vector in R? is (64 + [logd])K. For random dithering, we choose the level s = v/d, the
number of communicated bits for the comprssed vector is 2.8d 4+ 64, and w = 1. For natural compression,
the number of communicated bits for the comprssed vector is 12d, and w = 1/8. For the random dithering in
RTopK, we choose s = K. Then the number of communicated bits for the comprssed vector using RTopK
is 2.8K + 64 + K[logd]| and 6 = &/2d. For NTopK, the number of communicated bits for the comprssed
vector is 12K + K[logd], and § = 8K/9d.

4.1 TopK, random dithering, natural compression vs no compression

We firstly compare our algorithm with different compressors in Figure[Il It shows that, for the communication
complexity, EC-LSVRG and EC-SDCA with contraction compressors are superior to the uncompressed ones,
especially for Topl compressor.

4.2 Comparison with ECSGD, ECGD, and EC-LSVRG-DIANA

We also compare our algorithms with the baseline EC-GD and state-of-the-art competitor EC-LSVRG-
DIANA |Gorbunov et all, 12020], VR-DIANA [Horvéth et all, 2019a] in Figures 2 — @ For the subfigures
where the title is “Topl/Rand1”, we use Topl in EC-GD, EC-LSVRG-DIANA and our algorithms and Rand1
in VR-DIANA. For EC-LSVRG-DIANA, an unbiased compressor is also needed. Thus, for the Topl/Randl
case, we use Randl; for random dithering and natural compression cases, we use random dithering and
natural compression, respectively, for the unbiased compressor in EC-LSVRG-DIANA.

Because of the compression error, EC-GD could not converge to the optimal solution. For EC-LSVRG-
DIANA, it converges linearly to the optimal solution when the objective function is smooth, and the communi-
cation complexity performance of it is almost the same as that of EC-LSVRG. However, EC-LSVRG-DIANA
does not support non-smooth objective function well, leading to a biased solution. These figures show that
in the most cases, EC-LSVRG or EC-SDCA performs the best. VR-DIANA is not compatible with Topl
compressor, which is extremely efficient. While our methods, including EC-LSVRG and EC-SDCA, perform
well on either smooth or non-smooth case with Topl compressor.

Random dithering Natural compression

Topl/Randl

1071 1071 4 1014
10-3 1072 4 1073 4
107 10754 1054

107 10774 107

107° 107° 4 107° 4

—— EC-GD

10-11 4 EC-LSVRG-DIANA

—— VR-DIANA
10713 4 —— EC-LSVRG
~—— EC-SDCA

10715

Communicated bits per node (10° bits)

Figure 2: Comparison with ECGD,
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EC-LSVRG-DIANA, VR-DIANA on mushrooms (non-smooth case)
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Figure 3: Comparison with ECSGD, ECGD, and EC-LSVRG-DIANA on mushrooms (smooth case)
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Figure 4: Comparison with ECGD, EC-LSVRG-DIANA, VR-DIANA on a5a (non-smooth case)
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Figure 5: Comparison with ECSGD, ECGD, and EC-LSVRG-DIANA on aba (smooth case)
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Figure 6: Comparison with ECGD, EC-LSVRG-DIANA, VR-DIANA on a5a (non-smooth case)
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Figure 7: Comparison with ECSGD, ECGD, and EC-LSVRG-DIANA on a9a (smooth case)
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Figure 8: Comparison with ECGD, EC-LSVRG-DIANA, VR-DIANA on wéa (non-smooth case)
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Figure 9: Comparison with ECSGD, ECGD, and EC-LSVRG-DIANA on w6a (smooth case)
4.3 TopK vs NTopK vs RTopK

Previous experiments have shown the efficiency of the contraction compressor. In this context, we consider
using random dithering + TopK (RTopK) and natural compression + TopK (NTopK) to further improve
the performance. It should be noted that NTopK is suitable for any K, while for RTopK, we usually require
K > 1. By Figures[I0 — [[3] we can notice that either NTopK or RTopK reduces the communication costs
than TopK only.
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Figure 10: Comparison among TopK, NTopK, and RTopK on mushrooms
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Figure 11: Comparison among TopK, NTopK, and RTopK on ab5a
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Figure 13: Comparison among TopK, NTopK, and RTopK on w6a

4.4 Impact of the update frequency parameter p

Our default setting in EC-LSVRG is p = 4. In this part, we investigate the impact of the update frequency
p. From the theoretical results, it is easy to verify that an optimal choice of p is ©(d), and too large or small
p may lead to a slower convergence. By Figure [[4 when p = §/3, the convergence is usually much slower
(mushrooms, w6a). When p = 1, the performance is no better than p = §, generally. In particular, large
p makes convergence slower on aba and a9a.
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Figure 14: Impact of the update frequency p
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4.5 EC-SDCA vs EC-Quartz

Although in theory, EC-SDCA and EC-Quartz have the same iteration complexities, they perform differently
in actual data. Figures [[H] — [I8 show that EC-SDCA is usually comparable to EC-Quartz or better than
EC-Quartz, and sometimes much better, especially for Topl compressor. Thus, we prefer EC-SDCA for

more general scenarios.
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Figure 15: EC-SDCA vs EC-Quartz on mushrooms

Random dithering Natural compression No compression

Topl
. y
. 10 10

10 107 10~ 10-
e 10 10 105
107 1077 1077 1077
109 109 10° 10°
101 1071 101 101

10-12 —— EC-sDCA 10-12 — ECSDCA 102 — ECSDCA 102 — ECSDCA

EC-Quartz EC-Quartz EC-Quartz EC-Quartz
oA 1008 1008 10

3 P 100 2%0

10715
000 025 050 075 100 125 150 175 2.00 ¥ 10
Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Commum(ated bits psrnode (10° bits)

Communicated bits per node (10° bits) Communicated mts per node. uos ms)

—

°

Figure 16: EC-SDCA vs EC-Quartz on aba
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Figure 17: EC-SDCA vs EC-Quartz on a9a
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Figure 18: EC-SDCA vs EC-Quartz on w6a
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Appendix

A ESO Estimation for Arbitrary Sampling for Quartz

For simplicity, in this section we consider problem (8) with m = 1, and replace ¢;; and A;; with ¢, and
A, respectively. We consider arbitrary proper set sampling, i.e., S € [n] with p; := P[i € S] > 0 for all
i€n]:={1,..,n}

Assumption A.1. There exist constants A; > 0 for each i € [n] and 0 < B < 1 such that for any matriz
M € R¥™*"™ and sampling S,

; (15)

n

Soh

=1

2 n
E <) A |IML|P+ B

i=1

> oM

ies Pi

where M.; denotes the ith column vector of M.

Assumption [Ad] appeared in |Qian et all, [20194] and |Qian et al), 2019H] for the convergence analysis of
SAGA and L-SVRG. The estimations of A; and B for arbitrary set sampling, 7-nice sampling, and group
sampling can be found in [Qian et all, [2019h].

Lemma A.2. Under Assumption[Ad] the following inequality holds for all h; € RY with i € [n],

2 n
ZAihi < ZpiviHhi”Qv
=1

€S

E

where v; = A;p;R%, + Bnp; R?.

Proof. By applying Assumption [A 1] with M.; = p; A;h;, we have

> Aih

€S

2 2

E =E

Zi -pidihi

ies

n 2
<Y AillpiAin|* + B

i=1

ipiAihi
=1
ipiAihi

2

< 3 APk + B

i=1 i=1
n n 2
< ZAz'P?anHhiHQ-FB ZpiAihi )
i=1 i=1

where we use R, = max;{||A4;||} in the last inequality.
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For HZ?:l p’LA’Lh’L||25 since Z?:l pZA’Lh”L = [Ab 7An][p1hirv "'7pnhr—”—r7 we have

n 2
ZpiAihi
i=1

<Az oo, Al llprh] s ooy by TP

= )\max([Alu eeey An][Alu eeey An]T) . ZP?”thQ
i=1

= Amax <Z AiAI) : Zp?”thQ
=1 i=1
<Y nRp}(|hil %,
i=1

where we use R? = %/\max (X, AiAl) in the last inequality. Combining the above two inequalities, we
arrive at

E

> Aih

2 n n
< Z Aip} B2 [ hal|* + BZ nRp||hql|*
i€s i=1

=1

= Zpi (AipiR%, + Bnpi R?) || hi|?.
i=1

B Proofs for EC-LSVRG in the Composite Case

B.1 Lemmas

Let Ei[] denote the expectation conditional on z*, wk, h* u*, and ek.

3 3 )

The following lemma shows the progress at iteration k for the auxiliary points #* and Z**1.

Lemma B.1. Ifn < ﬁ, then

(1 + %) Eil|d**t — 2|2 < |13 — 2*||* + 20Bk [P(2*) — P(aFT)] + || €¥||
+(1+ np)Ex[|€¥T 12 + 4p’Ey [l g* + BF — V f(2*))?).

Proof. Since #**1 = &% — n(gk + h* + 0y (z**1)), we have

n(g" + h*),z* — )
jk _ ijrl _ 7781/)($k+1),117* _ Ik+1>

<.’Z‘k _ CL‘kJ'_l,x* _ xk+1> + <$k+1 _ jk"'l’x* _ xk+1> _ n<a¢(mk+l),$* _ xk+1>

1
(=12% =2 4 [12° = 22 4 2 = 27)?) + 5 (|25 =27

Y

v * * ILL
et = B 0t = 272) 4 (9 - 9(en) + Bl - 7))

— §||5jk+1 _ I*H2 _ §ij _ I*”Q + 5”57]@ _ xk+1H2 _ 5ijJrl _ Ik+1H2

0 ($(ah*h) = p(a®) + Sl - a|?)
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From ij _xk+1||2 > %ka-'rl _kaz _ ij _kaz’ and ”xk—i-l —$*||2 > %||jk+1 —$*||2 ”xk—i-l
we arrive at
(n(g" + h¥), 2" — 2"t
> 1 +727'u/2||fk+1 _ {E*||2 _ lij _ I*||2 + inxk-i-l _ Ik||2
ST g 2 g () — ().

1
- Sl - ot

Since f is convex and E[g* + h¥] = V f(2*), we have

fl@®) = f@®) + (V@) a" —a*)

= f(z") + Bpl(gF + hF, 2% — 2P 4 2P = gk

= f(a:k) +E [< + Kk z xk+1>] + Ek[<gk + hF — Vf(a:k),:zk+1 - xk>]
+EL[(V f(2"), a1 — a*)]

> B )] - DB o Bl 00— )
—|—Ek[<gk +hk— Vf(a:k), Zht — a:k}]

> Bl - Lmen w’fnz] Bl + BE 2]
——ﬂEk[Hgk + WY = Vf(@)P] - SEx[lla"T - 2|7,

k+1||2,

(16)

where the second inequality comes from that f is Ly-smooth and the last inequality comes from Young’s

inequality with any B > 0.
By choosing f = £, we have

f@)
el = (2 + o ) Balleh ™ — oM+ B + 14" = o)

—20Ex[llg" + 1 =V f(2")||?]

Y

as 1 Ly 1 1+ /2
> E k+1 - 2 E k+1 _ k2 e E ~k+1 w2
> Eg[f(z")] + pre kil 2|2 + T wllE 2|
1 1
—2—||i'k _ $*||2 _ 2—||i'k _ kaz _ ;nNEkHjlﬁ-l _ :Ek+1||2
n n n

HER[ (@] = v (a”) = 2nE[lg" + 1 = VF@@h)]).

< 1, we can get the result after rearrangement.
4Lf ’

Lemma B.2. We have
! ZEk |75 - 95D @h|| < 4LiPEh) - Pt + n(Pt) - Pao)L,

and
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and

T=1

and

U (VDGR VD @) + V) ~ Vi)

T=1

Ey

< [ («*) = P(a*) + P(w*) — P(a")].
Proof. Since fi(T) is L-smooth and f is Ly-smooth, we have ([Nesterov, |2004], Theorem 2.1.5)
IV @) = VT WI? < 2057 @) = £7@) ~ (Vi )2~ ).
and

IVf(x) = VIW)? <2Ls (f(x) = fy) = (VF@),z— ),

for any z,y € R?. Therefore,

B |V (%) = VI (w2

IN N

AL[fO (%) = fO (@) = (VD (2%), 2% — 7))
HAL[f D (k) — fO (@) — (VO (%), w* — 27))],

and

n 2

Z (vf("’) Vfi(g)(wk))

n

Z

T=1 T=1

n

= i2 Z qu’qu

To=1

= EZEICHQ"]?W—FE Z <Vf(ﬂ)($k)—Vf(Tl)(wk),Vf(Tz)(fL‘k)—Vf(TQ)(wk)>
=1

TIF#T2

- %ZEHMEHQ +IVF(") = Vf@h)? - %Z IV (k) — VO (wh))?
=1 p—

IN

% ZEkIIq’ﬁII2 +2|[Vf(*) = V()| + 2|V (w*) = Vf(2")]?

IN

i <% * 4Lf) [F(wh) = f(2%) = (Vf (@)t — )],
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where we denote ¢F = Vfi(g)(:vk) - Vfi(g)(wk).
Since x* is an optimal solution, we have —V f(z*) € 9y (z*), which implies that

f(a®) = f(z*) = (Vf(a*),2" - a*) < P(a*) = P(a"). (21)

Thus,
y ZEk [v59a) - 950 @h|| < 4LiPEh) - Pt + 4z (Pt - Pa)L,

and

2

< 4 (Lf + %) [P(zF) — P(z*)] + 4 <Lf + %) [P(w®) — P(z*)).

Z (Vi) - VD wh)

=1

2
For Ey |27, (Vfi(g)(:vk) - Vfi(g)(wk» + Vf(wk) — Vf(xk)H , we have

n 2

Z (VA @) = VD ") + V! - V16

2

— IV f@*) = Vf@h)]?

n

Z( -V ))

n

= Z gz 11? ~ ZHVf ~ VO @Wh))?

n

Z el

IN

%[P(ﬁ) ~ Pa)] + SU[P(t) — P

<

Since f(7) is L-smooth, we have

IV (@) = VD )] < 2L(f T (2) = fTD(y) = (VT (y), 2 — ).
Then similarly, we can get

% DIV k) = VD (Wh)|? < 4L[P(a*) - P(a®)] + 4L[P(w") — P(z")].

O

The following two lemmas show the evolution of e and e, which will be used to construct the Lyapulov
functions.

Lemma B.3. We have

LY BT < (1-5)% ZH e 20O ZHW R
T=1
+4(1 - §)n? (% + L) (P(2%) — P(z*) + P(w*) — P(z%)).
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Proof. First, we have

Ex[lleX*)%]

@
< (1= 0)Exll€f + ngk|?

= (1= 0)Exlel + (V7 (%) = VO (wh)) + ngt — (V7 (@") — V7 (wh))|?
= (1= 0)Egllel + (V7 (a*) = VO (wh) + VO (wh) — hE)|2

(1= O)PEe | V£ (2%) = VD () = (VO (@) = V0 (b)) 2
(1-0)|lek + n(Vf§T><x’€> - h’:)i? + (1= OB [V (@) = VI ()2
(= O+ B + (1= 8) (145 ) IV I P

+(1 = )P B |V £ (%) = VI (w2

5 21— 6 . . .
< (1) 1kt + s — HP 4 1= PR @) - VD P

IN

IN

2
where we use Young’s inequality in the third inequality and choose g = 1—6) when 6 < 1. When § =1, it

is easy to see that the above inequality also holds.
Then from Young’s inequality, we can get

1 - k+1
@ S ElleE P

< ( ) Zn G an VO k)2
Ctal)L g an — 5?41 6>n25§mnw§g><x’“>—Vfi<g><w’“>||2
S (1 - —) ;i Jeb 2+ O ITL (piay —pio) 4 P) — Pla)
”Qinw T 5)n2%iEkllvf§{)($’“)—Vfi({)(w’“)llz
2 ( ) in b2 4 A= 9 Zuv,f — B2

+4(1 — 8)n? (% + L> (P(zF) — P(z*) + P(w*) — P(z%)).

Lemma B.4. Under Assumption[.3, we have

) 2(1 — 6)8 & 617
e L) S ET T an R
=1

2
(1= 0 (54 28) [P) - P + Pt - PO+ WHWWC) AR
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Proof. Under Assumption [[3] we have E[Q(z)] = dx, and

n 2

1 E k+1
— e’
n

T=1

1
= B
0J

1 n
ﬁ ZEk”elj—i—lHQ 2 ZE k+1 I§+1>
T=1

i#]

Ekl|ek+l||2 _ Ek

@& 1- 2
g el H€5+7795H2+( ) > Bk (ef +ngl, ek +ngk)
=1 i#£]
(=62 [ : J
= B D (er e + ZE ek +mgt”
=1
< (1= 0Bk +ng*|? + ZIE le® + ng|”

where we use the definitions of e¥ and g* in the last inequality. Then we can obtain

Bl 112

N ZE e +ngk||”

< (1= O [t + gt + 2S00 Zn B2+ ZEknngz

< (- OB et g |F + 2 Zn R Sl ZE 195 @) - V50 (W)
AL DO $ o o ) —

B o et 4 ngt]? + 2050 Zn {2 4 an P
0= 0L oy p(ae) 4 P(u) — Pa)], (2)

n

where in the second and third inequalities we use the Young’s inequality.

29



For (1 — §)Eg|le* + ng®||?, we have
2
(1= 8)Ey ||e" +ng"||

= (1= 0 [l +n(VF(*) = V(b)) +ng® —n(VF(*) = V(b))
= (1 O [ + (Vi (*) — nh)||°

2

H= 0PE | B (VD ) - VD ) — (V) - V)

T=1

(1-3) k1 + 52T 4wty - e
= 0B | E S (VD )~ VI ) — (V) - V)
21 - )72

() e 2

Since f is L¢-smooth, we have

IN

IVF(z") = h** + (1 - 9)

IV£(a®) =V f(w")]? IVF(@®) = Vf(2*) + Vf(z*) = V(b

< 2Vf(aR) = V)P + 2 V(W) = V)]
< ALp [f(aF) = f@) = (Vf(a"), 2" —2")]
+4Ls [f(w®) = f(@*) = (Vf(z*), 0" — 2*)]
a)
< ALf[P(z*) — P(z*)] + ALs[P(w") — P(z")], (23)

which implies that

IVF) =B < 2V f@h) = Vb + 2]V (k) — 1¥)?

8L¢[P(a") — P(2")] +8Ls[P(w") = P(a*)] + 2|V f(w®) — h*||*.

IA A

Hence, we arrive at

2 J 4(1—=&)m?
(-0 + gt < (1-3) 1t + 5w sty - e

+4(1 — 0)n? (% + %) [P(xk) — P(z*) + P(wk) — P(z")).

Combining ([22)) and the above inequality, we can get

Ek||ek+lH2
< (1-3) ek B2 S ek 20 ZHW R
T=1
(L o) (% + % n 4‘%) [P() - Pa) + Pu®) — Pa*)] + @mek) e
< (1-5) e ZH £z 4 an B
2
1= oy (4 + %) (P@) - Pa) + Pt - Pt + 0T g pluty - e
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Lemma B.5. We have

LS mfia - v < (1-82) 230 - 0w

T=1 T=1

+ap (14 2) [P) = Plt) + Pw?) - P

Proof. First, from the update rule of w*, we have

Ex[lR5 = VO @)%
= pE[IAFT = VIO @I+ (1 = pERIBF = VT ()]

< <1+§)Ek[lw ( >—me(wk)“%p(”%)E’“[”hiﬂ_W(T)(wk)'Q]
+(1 = p)By[|[pET — VT (w)]?)
_ <1+ )[vam( k) — Vf(T)(wk)|2]+(1+%>Ek[|hf+l—Vf(T)(wk)”Q]

< o (14 Z)I9I06H - TP + (1= T ) It - T whE,

where the first inequality comes from the Young’s inequality and the last inequality comes from the contrac-
tion property of Q.
Then we can obtain

n

Z Hhk-i—l vf(r)(wk+1)||2]

< (_ 2) i 1957 - V£ P+ (15 ) %g I8 = 77 b))

m o i
< (_%> Z::Hh’“ VO (w )|2]+4Lp<1+(2$—]19) [P(z") = P(a*) + P(w*) — P(a")].

Lemma B.6. Under Assumption[.3, we have

5 1— )8 &
E[|[hFT = VO (k2 < (1 - —1) [F =V f ()] + =% n§ i § [RE =V ) (wh))?
T=1

2
+apL; (1 +2

k * k *
2 [P - Pa) + Plot) = Pl

Proof. First, from the update rule of w*, we can obtain

Ep[|/MHE = V(w2
= pE[[RT = VNP + (1= p)ER| A = VF(w")]?

< (1+ )nw( b -V (w >||2+p(1+5)E|hk+l Vi) + (1= pEsR — V@t

— (14 ) IV - P+ (1 G ) B - V)
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For Eg|[h**+! — V f(w*)|?, under Assumption [3] same as E||e*+1||?, we have

B - V)2 < (1 o)t - O )2+ SIS o 2

T=1

Hence, we arrive at

g [|fMHE = V(w2

< (1 + %) 1955) = TrhI+ (1- 2 ) I - VP
Znh’f VIO W)

23) 5 -%)

= <1—51)||hk—Vf(wk)||2 5 Znh’“ VO (wh)?

+4pL; (1 + ?—f) [P(z*) — P(z*) + P(w") — P(z*)).
O
B.2 Proof of Theorem [2.3]
Let n < ﬁ. From [|e¥||2 < 23" ||e¥||> and Lemma[B1] we have
(1+ L) Bl — |2 - |17 — 2*|)* - 20Bx(P(a") - P(a**))
< P+ (A Bl + 4n?Eg g + bE — V(b2
SR g Y R+ = TS
ren B3 —Zn a2 (1-2)1 Zn b 20— an P
+5(1- o) (% + L) [P) — (") + P(u) — P")] + ArPBellg* + 15 — V()
7?0 %Z ek + 200 vaﬂ” — AP
4 (5(1 _5) (% 4 L) 1?) P[P(a*) — P(a*) + P(w*) — P(a")].
From the definition of w1, we have
E[P(wt1) = P(a*)] = p[P(z*) — P(a*)] + (1 - p)[P(w*) = P(a"). (24)

From Lemma [B.3] we have
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9 n
k+1 * |12 ~k * (12 * k+1 k412
(1 Y B — 0| — 3 — 2] — 2B [Pla”) — P+ 3 Bk

_< “)ZII ey LD ZHW () - |

Then from Lemma [B.5] we have

(14 ) Bl — 2>~ |7 = 2| = 2mEr(P(a”) — P(a*+)

9 & 164 n .
+s ZMH&“H“#ZE [RET — ¥ f O (wh )2

g _é " 2 164 6)’[]2 61 3 (,,.) 2
< 5 (1-5) Sehir e gt >4 = 97t

P (B0 (% rr) w (1 2V ) PP6) - Pa) + Pl - P

Combining the above inequality and (24]), we can get

164 "
1=ty I el

Ap? (41(1 =6 g 16Ep 2p 16L K1Yy _ p*
+3, ( 5 + 55 (1+5l))+ )Ek[P(w ) = P(z7)]

o)
I — 2| + 1——)Z| kI + %(1——)2% VIO )

(e A )1

2B [P(a*) — P(a!

+ <M (TL +L+ 1(?5Llp <1 + ?;)) - %) n’[P(a*) — P(z)]

(1—m1n{'w7 g

L (960 =0) (4L
< 5 (5

where we use (1 + %)71 < 1— &l for un < 1. Taking expectation again and applying the tower property,

we can get the result.

9 n
Ecf@ft] = (1+7)E|\xk+l 2|+ 5 D Balle T +
T=1

IN

IN

%2}) B 4 2B [P(a”) — Pat)]
+

e (1+3)) )

n

+L

B.3 Proof of Theorem [2.4]
Let n < 37—. From Lemma [B1] we have
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(1+5) Bl — 7|2 — 3" —a*|]? - 20Ew(P(a®) — P(**1))

< [€¥]1 + (1 + nu)Ex[| e |1” + 4n°Ei || g* + h* — V£ (2¥)[?
5
< lle®]|* + ZIEklle'““H2 + 47721Ek|\9’c +hE =V fEh)?
Lemmm 9 577 -
< Zl\e’“ll2 ZII 117 + leh’“ VT (wh)|?
=1
5(1 = 0)n? ko N 2 k ko N
+75 A" = V()" + 4n°Eg | g" + h" — V f(z7)]
4L ¢ 5L
+5(1 — 5)772 <Tj + 7) [P(xk) — P(z*) + P(wk) — P(z")]
(710)) 9 5n
< ZH@’“II2 Z leX]|* + Z [RE — ¥ O (wh))2
T=1
5(1 —
+%Hh’“ VW)
4L 5L 16L
+ (5(1 —9) (Tf + 7) + T) ?[P(z*) — P(z*) + P(w®) — P(z*)).

Then from Lemmas [B.3] and [B.4] we have

9 84(1 — §) <
k+1 * (12 k+1)2 k+1)2
(1+ 2)1@ 12570 = 27|12 + SExlle™ P + — 5= §7:Eklle7 I
—E||7" — 2*|* = 2nE[P(z") — P(z"*1)]

lemmd Bl 5§ 6\ 9 41(1 = &) . 41(1 — 6)n?
< (1‘§+z)—n 2 + <7ZW A e e T

o (B D) S+ DS et
)

T=1
(41(1 - <4Lf 5L

n

5 + 16L> 2[P(ah) — P(a7) + P(w*) — P(a”)

+
Lemmm ) ) 84. 336 77 T
25 (- 5) S (1-5) M ek + SRR AT

4
4a(1—-6)n2, ., - 41(1—5) ALy 5L 16L 336(1 —6)% (4L
L A L e S O RS A PR A B

7?[P(a") = P(z*) + P(w*) — P(a")]

0N 9 k2 L8\ 84(1-0) & “336 S\ . -
- (1 4)5”6 '+(1 4) 52 ;HeTH ZHh VO ()]
41(1 — &)n?
+%Ilh’“ - Vfwh)]?
(1-06) (164L; 1344L 541L 6L\ 50 ko o
( 5 5 T, T )t ) PEt) = Plat) + P(w") - P(z7)].
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Then from Lemma [B.5] and Lemma [B.6] we can get
9
(1 + 7) Ey ka-‘,—l x*||2 + gEk||ek+lH2 +

164(1
5251

—a*||* = 2nEx[P(x

. 2
5)77 Ethk-i-l —Vf(wk+l)|‘2+

)]

0201

") = P(a*

84(1 — 8) & k112
TZE’“HST |

2000(1 —

77 ZE ”hk-‘rl \i 7—)( k+1)||2

Lemma [B.G] g k2 ( k12 4 164(1 = 0)n* . kyy2
< _2)\ 2 _Z b Sl A0 _
¢ Q 4)gen+(1 1) 2 §]|n (1- %) 2w - v

500(1 — &) T 2000(1 — &)1 B}
+——i—————§jnw’ VO )+ 2 §jE B~ 9 k2
(1-4) 164Lf 13440 5411 160 _656(1 - 5)po 2
+< 5 5 T T )t 525, 3
a7 [P(z*) — P(a*) + P(w*) — P(x*)]

Lemma [B.1] 0N 9 k2 g k12 4 164(1 = 0)n* . kyy2
< _2)\ 2 b Sl A0 _
(- g) B (1-9) 262 §]|n (1= %) 2w - v

4 2000(1 — 6)n? k ) 2
(1) ;mh VO]

(1-0) (164L; 13441 541L\  16L _ (656L; + 5090L)(1 — 5)p 2p
+< 5 T TR 526, 135
7 [P(z*) — P(a*) + P(w") — P(z")].

Combining the above inequality and (24]), we can obtain
Ey,[®5"]
9
— (1 + 5 )E ”Ik-i-l x*H2 + gEkHek-‘r1||2 +
_ 5) 2

1640~ 8 s

9201
164L
LA !

2000(1 —

325,m o ZE

— Vf(w*h)? +

1344L

a2 5ALL
! +

(656Ly + %)p

84(1 —0) kb 1y2
TZEkHeT [

”hk-‘rl Vf(T)( k-‘rl)H2

16L

2
2\ | 16L

on 001

(5
3p 1) 1) n

Ex[P(w*!) = P(a")]

< (1—min{“’7 2 % p}) Ok + 2B, [P(a*) — P(a"+1))

1263L
+

(1531L; + 189671 ),

o1

n

() )

374744
1-—
(( J)
n

383L;  3136L
5 + +

) on
where we use (1+ %)_1
we can have the result.

001

< 1— & for up < 1. Taking expectation
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B.4 Proof of Theorem
Let n < g7—. From Theorem 2.3 we have

IN

|~ min {@ 3% 1—9}) E[®} 1] + 2qE[P(a") - P(a")

( 3747474
(2 (0 B F) e
<

Va2 90 2V 003 (1 {122,882 ity ey
AR 1A 3°4°4'4

96(1 —6) /4L 16L 2 38L
+ 7( V(AL LoIe (y 2y B8LY e
1) 01 01 n

i
—

=
bS]

(=%} |
=g
=g
[y

IN

+ <796(1 =9 (g + L+ 16Lp <1 + %>> + ﬁ) i’ ki:lwiE[P(xi) — P(z")]

5 56, 51 n ) w, &

A
|
&

[=}

|

|
(]

g
=
3
&@

|
)
&*

105(1 —6) (4L 16Lp 2\, 42L \
+< 5 <T+L+ 30, <1+51 n wkaz Pk

where we use w; < % in the last inequality. Rearranging the above inequality, we can get

2 & -
— Y wE[P(z") - P(z")]
Wk 520

1 1
— 00— B[} +

<
Nwg, n Wi
105(1 — 6) (4L 16Lp 2 420\ ) o~ .
+(75 (7+L+ o (L5 ) ) o w—k;sz[P(I)—P(x)]
0y _ *
o L g APE) - P
Nwg Wi
105(1 — 6) (4L 16Lp 2 420\ 0 o~ .
+<f(7+L+ o (L5 ) ) w—k;le[P(I)—P(x )]
Hence, if
1

n= - 7 ’
(—105%“” (% + L+ 1o (1 + §—f)) +4L; + %)
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then

k
> wiE[P(a') - Pa")] < E‘P? +2(P(a") - P(a)). (25)
i=0
When p > 0, since
1
T (—min{ &2 8 3L pyyk 1— (1 —min{&2 8 91 D1yk+1
szzwz: a {371474)4}) = - n 5( 61 p {3 4- 4#774}6) 51 P\\k'’
= - mm s min{‘gt, 3, %, § (1 —min{, §, 3, 7}
we can get
L
Wk;wﬂ (")]
23 1 /1
< O +2(P(2°) — P(z* )
. (n (P(a®) - Pa)

VI A ’
From the definition of ®¥ and e? = 0, we have
2
= mingBl 32 (2 (14 BT e - 4 164525 ”an SR
G KL *»>
1

=1

55 p
< 2 /“7 91
< 3(1+2)|\x — 2% + min{ 2
pn 6 01 py 2000 ok
+min{&, 2,25y 3p[P<w> P(a")]
Ko w2, L 0 0112
< Za0 - —[P(z°) — P(x § —h
< 2|\x z”|| +3[ (") 4OL v °

Therefore, we arrive at

k
Wik S wE[P() - P(a")]
1=0

< Glla® —a*|” + 5(P(°) — P(a")) + 5= 37 IVF

E[P(gzk) —P(z")] < ik szE[P(wl) — P(Y)]
=0
HHZEO_Qj*HQ—i—l(P(:EO)—P(x*))+ 1n22:1|‘vf(7)(170)—h9.”2 . o 5 51 » X
S 2 2 1—(1_m1n{% 240%7117})]64’1 (1—m1n{? Z Z Z}) .



(ms(;fa)(MJerSLi (1+32))+ar;+42L)’ i z <

If we choose =

we first let

which implies that

) —P(z* 20 — z*|? z° ) (z 012 — min pm 0 01 p
B[P ()~ P( )]S<u|| 24 P) - Pa") + an th)(l {25

Hence, when ¢ < 420 — 2* 2+ 1 (P(2%) — P(¢*)) + 5= Y0, [VF0(a%) — W12, E[P(2*) - P(a*)] < €
as long as

1_mln RN S 1 mn )
3°04°4f) S U0 2 P+ P@) — Pe) + g 3, [V (@) — RO

which is equivalent to

€

1 (2 = 1P+ PGO) — Pty + e S 9SO — RPN
—In(1 — min “—g’,g,%,%}
Since —In(1 — ) > = for x € [0, 1), if p < O(d1), we have E[P(z*) — P(z*)] < € as long as

pro(felyle L 000 Q9L 1)
d p pu  np 02 o €

When p =0, from (28) and the convexity of P, we have

E[P(z") — P(z*)] < —— zk: E[P(z') — P(z*)] < —— (lqﬁ +2(P(%) — P(w*)))
~“k+1 n ! '

=0

From the definition of ®¥ and €Y = 0, we have

l 0 _ l Hn 0 _ % 2 164 77 (7') 012
8= (1 ) e an — B
4n (41(1—6) (4L 16Lp 2p 16L 0 .
+3p( 5 (5 + L+ 5, 1+ = 5, +— [P(2°) — P(z*)].
9 2
< e 0 _ % 2 (7') hO 2 i P 0y P * .
< 877||:17 I© + 1OL ZIIW -l +3p( () — P(z"))

Hence, we arrive at

") — P(x* Lgm—x* ! Y (M) (%) — 8 x’) — P(z*
BP(#) — P >]§k+1<8n'° I+ g Do I97 )~ IR + 2 (P) — P >>>.

and p < O(d1), we have E[P(z%) —

In particular, if we choose n = . L
’ (ST (T (1)) i )

k20<<%+Lf+%+(1—5)L+(1—5)L>1>.

P(z*)] < € as long as

02 ) €
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B.5 Proof of Theorem [2.06]
Same as the proof of Theorem 2.5 if

1

)

n=
20364L
(1-¢6) [ 418L 3422L 13491 | (1671Ls+=— —=)p 2 421
<5 < L+ + 1349L 4 o L+ 357) | +4Ls + 52

then i
S wEP@) - Pa)] < ~05+2(P(a’) - Pla*). (26)
‘ n
=0

When p > 0, notice that

mlnﬂ§5 p}l
37474747 2

B 8 b (T o e 1648 g, 2000(1 = 8)n O
= g8 500 (n(1+2)|x 2+ S Dy oy 4 O ZHW

an (1 —=06) (164L; 13441 5411  (656L;s + 2000L 2 16L
+_n<< 5 >( ALy | UL UL (G50 B () 20 L 108 ey pery

n 551 51

Iz BN o 2 pun 6 61 p 1 2

< Z(1+ = .

< E(1+E) a0 - )P+ min £, 2,2, 4} mprnw(a: I

g1 0 01 Py 02 0 01 Py 2 p0y | pyt

+ming20, 2 2 By 5pr”§)|\ — bl +mm{3 32t 3p[P<x> P(a")
Ko w2, L 0 24 Z (7') 02

< M — j— .

Hence

WikiwiE[P(xi)—P(w*)] (1—mm{/§,n g 51 Q})k

4
Glla® = a*? + 3(P(a°) = P(a)) + o5 IV @) + 155 7oy VA7 (@0) = h21?

(z°)
1— (1 —min *g",% Il i kan

When p = 0, notice that

leo 1 212 164(1 —d)n 0|12 + 2000(1 77 T) 02
Y (R e G e an — bl
an ((1—6) (164L; 1344L 541L  (656L; 4 520L)y, 2p 16L 0
- n 1 = [P(z°) — P(z*
+3p< 5 R T 5, +35,) ) T | PE) - P
< L —at 2+ —— Va2 + vaﬂﬂ )= 2+ = (Pa®) - Pa")).
- 8 10Lp T 3p
From % < Ly, the rest is the same as that of Theorem [2.5
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C Proofs for EC-LSVRG in the Smooth Case

C.1 A lemma

Thanks to the following lemma, we can get better results than the composite case. The main difference
between Lemma [B.I] and Lemma is that there is an additional stepsize n before E||e¥||2. The following
lemma is similar to Lemma 7 in [Stich and Karimireddy, 2019]. However, for completeness, we give the
proof.

Lemma C.1. Ifn < then

1
IL;+8L/n
Ep|#* —a*? < (1 82) 3" —a*|® = 3[f (=) - f(a")]

+3L | eF|* + En?[f (w*) = f(a¥)].
Proof. Since 9 = 0, we have z**! = ¥ — n(g* + h¥). Hence
EkHi,k-l-l —.’L'*||2
= Epf|#" -2 —n(g" + 1"
= [|&* —a*|? = 2m(@* — 2%, V(")) + n’Ex || g" + h"|?
= (17— 2")? = 2m(a® — 2, V(b)) + 2m(at — 3 V") + n’Erlg” + BF|?
< @ =2t |? = 2m(f () = (@) = plla® = 2¥||® + 20(e”, V£ (@*)) + n’Eillg® + BF(I2,

where the last inequality comes from the p-strongly convexity of f.
For ||z* — 2*||2, we have
175 — &*||* < 2l|2* — 2*||* + 2/|e*|*.

For 2(e*, V f(2*)), we have

2(e*, Vf(2")) < ilvf(:vk)ll2 +2Lglle"|* < f(2") = f(2") + 2Ly "],

Thus, we arrive at
EkHi,k-'rl _ $*||2

(1= G0 135 = I = n( ") = @) + Ly + mnllet]> + n°Exlg* + b2

IN

IN

AN * *
(1 5F) 13" = a1 = n(F(@*) = () + BLynlle" |2 + 1wl g* + ¥

Billgh + 047 = Bl > (VA7) = VAP W) + V1) = VI + V) = V)P
- B Y (V) - DI 0h) + DS t) — VA + IV - VA
< B Y (VA6 - VI )+ 10 =TI+ 26 ~ )
2 (o ) g s+ Ligt) - )
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Thereofore,

Bttt o < (1= G0 1t -t i? - (1 (2004 25 ) ) D) - )

3Ll M + SR () — )

By choosing n < m, we can get the reslut.

C.2 Proof of Theorem 2.8

Let n < m. From Lemma [C7]] Lemma (B3] and [|e¥||2 < 23" [|e%||2, we can obtain

. a2 1205 5 BN ok gz .
Epll# — a2+ L S Bullek 2 - (1- £ 12" — 212 + S1f () — f(a®)
=1

n — )L &
< S e+ Lprsnt) s+ BEEDEIT S k- g ot
T=1 7=l
n _ 3 I
+127isf77 (1 N g) S llek|? + M (% +L> [f(2F) = f(z*) + f(wh) — f(z)]
T=1
12L 1 5\

48(1 = 0)Lyn® & 4L
= BE (1o 3) et BB S k- s @+ ) - 1)
=1 =1

B (524 L) 1) - 1)+ ) - 1)

Then from Lemma [B.5] we can get

N . 12L 1 & 192(1 — 8)Ls1° — .
Ekak-i-l _ ||2+ n—gZEk”elj—HW_‘_ Tnfzﬂik”hi-i-l —Vf( )(wk+l)|‘2
T=1 T=1

(=B a4 D) — )] - SR ) - Fa)
8\ 12L 0 & 61\ 192(1 — 8) L7 & .
< (1-3) WS (1-2) R TG

1n
5 fép (1 " ?» @) = (@) + f(wk) = fla)].

48(1 — 8)Lyn? (4E
7
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Combining (24) and the above inequality, we can obtain

E[®5H]
N 121 1) &~ 192(1 — 6) L1
_ k+1 %12 £ k412 M k+1 (7) (0 k+1Y]12
= B =t 5 S Bl gt S B - V0w )
4 (48(1—6)Lsn? 4L 16Lp 2p 4Ln? k
— (=T +L 1+22 E Y _ f(a*
b (BUEPE (B2 0 B (14 2]+ 2D () - £

IN

1)
(1-22) ja* o+ (1 )12Lf"2| 2 + (1——)%2”* VO

4 (M (4L L4 1L (1 ; 2p)) + ‘*L—”) (1= ) rwh) - £

3p 5 5 50, 51 n 4
S, 2240 =8)Lsn? (4L 16Lp 2p\\ 1lLy Wy o
(1= USRI (324 0 B2 (14 2)) - B r0h) - sl

IA
7 N\
—
|
z
=
—N

|7;
=
NS
INg
S
——
N———
e
wa

n 224(1—6)Lsn? (AL 16Lp 2p 11Ln .
-2 <1— — <7+L+5—51 <1+ E)) - T) [f(z*) = f(z")].

Taking expectation again and applying the tower property, we can get the result.

C.3 Proof of Theorem

Let WS m Frorn Lemmam we ha,Ve
12L 96(1 — 8)L 1 —
Ep [ —a*||* + 5mEk||ek+l|\2 + (f)m > Exller
T=1
N sk oxn2 o Mgk o = AL ok *
—(1—7) 127 = 21" + S [f (%) = f@")] = —n7[f(w") = f(2")]
n
12L; 96(1 — 6)L
< 3Lfn|\ek||2+T’”EkH R 4 MZE ek+2)
Lemmam 12L 7 ) L n L n
E F2 (1= 3 ety 4 2O ZH s+ LD S e
T=1
48(1— &)Ly (AL; 5L . i
(B OE ALy | SEN by )+ ft) - f(a))
) ) n
48(1 — )Ly & . 48(1 —d)Lym
+BAZDLIE 57 - v w2 + LEZDET gy
=1
Lemma B3l 121 0N kp2 , 96(1—=0)Ln AR
g 0 A —0)Lyn (0
< 5 (1 4) lle™ I + n2g (1 4);1”67|
48(1—6)Lygn® (ALy  32L  13L k . k *
- 5 ey s A C R GRS R (C)
384(1 — 6) L1’ & . 48(1 — §)Lyry”
+52—n2j2||h’ﬁ — Vit )(w’“)ll2+lelhk—vf(wk)HQ-

T=1
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Then from Lemma [B.5 and Lemma [B.6] we can obtain

~ 12L 96(1 — 0)Lsn 5\ 12Lsm
Exf| 2+ — |)* + 5’EH“W2————;LXFH“ﬂP i i G
T=1
192(1 — &)L yn? . 2304(1 — )L yn® <&
E.||RE+tL — k+1y(12 E.||RE+L — (1) (,, k+1\)12
— 5Bl V@I g L Bl - OO W)
AT . n ey AL .
- (-5 18t - 1P + Lirah) - 1@ - nlf ) - )]
LemmdB.6 5\ 96 §)Ln 2304(1 — 0)L 1 .
S (12 9) B DL S e 4 BUCILIT gy st — v
T=1 T=1

61\ 192(1 — 8)Ln? 576(1 — 6)L 0> & i
+O_J>_477Lﬂqﬁ—Vﬂwmﬂu—L—lllz]M—VﬂNMWQ

4 61 52112 f—)

48(1 = 8)Lyn® (4L L L L
+ﬁ%%ﬁ0f%%l%1%%”?»w%wmwwwmw

Lemmlm 1) L 2304 L
(- ”}]Mw +(1- )——ﬁgﬁiiznm VIO W)

+<1_%>EE%%gﬂﬂﬁﬁ—VﬂwﬂW+U@ﬂ—f@U+fw@—f@W

48(1 = §) Ly (@ 82l 130 16p(Ly + ) (1 2p)>

5 5 T T T 56, t5

Combining (24)) and the above inequality, we arrive at

Ex[®}]

N . 12L 96(1 — 6)L 1
= Bl & — o )P 4 R P+ T Y e

=1
192(1 — 0)Lyn? bl etz 2304(1—8)Lpn® bl (P B4y (2
52—61Ek”h = V(") +W;Ekl\h7 = VT ()|
4 (48(1—8)Lyn? (4L; 320 13L  16p(Ly + 12L) 2p 4Ln? X
3p( 5 5 T T 58, o n ) BRlF ) = f7)]
pn 0 01 p k
< — -z =z
< (1 mln{ 2,4,4,4}><I>4

224(1 — §)Ln? [ 4L 320 13L 16 L+12L 2 11L
_ﬂ<1_u<_f+_+ +M<1 _p> iy

5 T 56, 5 n )V(xk)_f(x*)]'

Taking expectation again and applying the tower property, we can get the result.

C.4 Proof of Theorem [2.10

. 1 ) NG 5381
Let n < min { AL +33L/1 604 /(1-8)L ;L 644/(1—8)LyL’ 120\/(1—6)Lfip(1+§i’) } hen we have
1
— T 2
ULy 1 896(1—8)L;Ly* _ 1 224(0-0)LeLn® _ 1 3584(1 — 8) Ly Lpr? (1+ 5—10) ey
n —3 52 = 5 =18 526, =y
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Hence, from Theorem 2.8 we have

k+1y < _-Méé_lij g ky *
Eef] < (1-nin {47520} Bpel) - st - )
k+1 k k—1
Hun o 61 p 0 U . Hn J 61 p i *
< _ - - B _ _ - 2 B _
(w555 0)) (e {550 e - re)
un 8 51 p1\" N pn 8 6 p "
< _ .7 _ - 4 0__ _ : ~r - -2 7 _ *
(1-mn {535 5)) 9o (e {55 TE)) B g6
= g LS ) - )
Wi 18 = ’ 7
which implies that
k
1 . 18 18wy 18
— ) wE[f(z)) - f(z*)] < ——dY — E[@®5 ] < —a9. 27
Wk; [f(z") — f( )]_an 3T (@5 ]_an 3 (27)
When g > 0, from (217) and
1
W, Zk: N e s Ep - (1—min{s2 ¢, 5§D (28)
k= w; = = A )
- 1- o min{42, §, %, 5} (1 — min{42, §, &, 5}k

we can obtain

k . 5 & k
1 ; i} min{ &, §, % 5} 18 . fun 6 01 p
Wk;wﬂ[f(x)—f(ﬂf )< - @y (1 —ming o5, o, 5 0 :

{53554
— o {5,355} (G o SR S o) -
+% (48(1_6—&]””2 <% + L+ %Llp <1+ i—f)) + 41%) [£(°) —f(x*)]>
< —||:v x|2+mln{%, ,%,g}mianII FO @) = Y|P

1)
i
} 4 <i8 TR %) %) = £(a™)]

< Bl =224 5o 3 IV @) - B2+ 51 - £ ()]
T=1

Therefore, we can get

1< ,
77 2 wiEL ) o)

9pla® — "2+ 2(/(a°)  F(@) + g5z oy VS D) — WO (1 min {12
1— (1 — min{&, g 3 Bkt 2

IN

iR

0 o
TRV

S
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For zF = Wik Z?:o w;x’, from the convexity of f anf the above inequality, we have

E[f(z*) — f(z*)]
9#H$O—I*||2+2( f(@®) = f(z*)) +
- — (1 — min “277,%

DO Ao R W SR R AN
rvaaf)

L
)
Z1 lf_;})kJrl

— mi 1 ) Vs Vo1 :
If we choose 77 = min { AL;F33L/M° 60\/(1-0)L L’ 641/(1-0)L,L’ 120\/(1—5)Lfip(1+§l) }7 then i order o
1

})k+1 1
< 50
-2

guarantee E[f(zF) — f(2*)] < ¢, we first let

1 — min Bn § é
2747 47

S

which implies that
E[f(z*) — f(z*)]
55 b
< (mnxo P A - f@) + an h0||2> (1-min {553,223

Hence, when € < 9ul|z° — 2*||2 + 2(f (2°) — f(z*)) + ﬁ >, V£ (2%) — hO|12, E[f () — f(2*)] < € as
long as

NS

€

1 mind 11 0 P g
I ISR < 0 |2 0 * 2 n (1) (0 02’
2°4°2 18pf|a® — @*(|2 + 4(f(2°) — f(2*)) + w5 2or=e VST (20) = A

which is equivalen to

k>
8 €

1
—In(1 — min {&2, 2, %

. <18u||$0 — P+ 4 ) — @) + g Y, 9060 - h9|2>
i) '

Since —In(1 —2) > x for = € [0,1), if p < O(61), we have E[f(z*) — f(z*)] < € as long as

o ((1 L Ly L VOI-DLL \/(1—5)LfL>

-+
5 p  p np Sp Vo

(18u|x° — I+ A @) — @) + g Y VA6 - h9||2>> |

-In

€

When g = 0, from (21) and the convexity of f, we have

k
B/ (a) - ")) € g Y BU @) — @) €~

=0

From the definition of ®% and e? = 0, we have
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1 1 . 192(1 — 0)Ly1? .
S05 =l =P = IV ) - )

n n 026
4 (48(1—08)Lsn? 4L 16Lp 2p 4Ln 0
S ik St AU S 1 = _ *
- (B FrLt g (14 5)) + =) 6 - £
4 (1 1 1 1
< g0 — 2 (‘r) hO 2 =l - - 0y *
< = I § 1977 IP+o (5 +5+ g +s) F@® - 76
1 1
< g0 — 2 (‘r) hO 2 - 0y 1.
< = I } 197 7a) = 121 + o 14(6%) = £(0”)]
Hence, we arrive at
E[f(@") - f(2)] € —— [ 22 — 2| Ry - E IV £ (a0) - B2 + 2 (f(@%) = f@@) |-
“k+1\n i D
. . o 1 5 V6 5v/3
In particular, if we choose n = min IL;33L7n° 60\ /(1_0)L,L  64v/(1-0)L,L’ 120\/(176)Lf}p(1+27)) } and

p < O(dy), we have E[f(z%) — f(2*)] < € as long as

E>0 <<%+Lf+§+ \/(1—5)Lffi+ \/(1—5)LfL> %>

8 V6

C.5 Proof of Theorem [2.17]

Let n < min , V/nd V/nd 0VE, . Then we
n= {4L +33L/n 60\/7Lf 2294/(1—8)LsL’ 3604/(1—6)LsL’ 120\/(1 5)po(Lf+%)(1+%)
have
896(1—0)Lin* _ 1 T168(1—-0)L;Ly* _ 1 2912(1—8)LsLn* _ 1 1Ly _ 1
62 — 4’ no2 18 né 18 n — 3
3584(1—8)pn> Lf(Lf+12E)(1+2P)
and 4
Therefore, from Theorem [ZQL we have
Bor] < (1—mind #2000 PN gok) - Tgipiehy - poo)]
4 27444 36
k+1 k k—1i
pn 6 01 p o N pn 6 01 p ; .
< _ L _ L — L _
(w555 0)) woge (e {5550 B - re)
k k k—1i
pn 6 61 p o 7 pn 6 61 p .
< (1- U G 1-— U E[f(z%) —
(mn{ 555 5)) g (e {5251 E)) Be g6
1 n k
_ 0 . A *



When g > 0, notice that

1 92 L 2304 L
}<5||x0—x*|2 MHW( o2 + MZIIW(” o) _ 22

525 526,
4 (48(1—-6)Lym? (4L; 320 13L  16p(Ly + 12L) 2p 4Ln 0
= T =L iy ey TV /(4 22 - — *
+3p< 5 5 T T T 5, 5 )|t | @) = fE
B0 ez fpn 0 0 pl 1 2 pn 6 61 p 1 ) 012
< L e ol h
< Bl =P i {5 3.5 2 v min {4,258 6prn2” 7O K|

0

4
plm oo pl 4 (1 1L I 0y
+m1n{ : 4} (8+84+84+18+8)[f(:v) f(x")]

(%) = Vf(@")II* +

IA

213

B
8

S ZH WP+ S1F(a0) - f)]

< Ll —a|?

1 n
() (,.0y _ I’LO 2 - 0y _ *
+ 2 ; IV500) ~ B + 217 ~ Fa)]
Then same as the proof of Theorem .10, we have

18plla — a*|? + 72 7y IV (@) = R + 5(f(2°) = f(a¥))

°) -
1 —(1—min{&! % %1 By)k+t

E[f(z") - f(z)] <

and if we choose

Vnd Vnd 0V
4Lf+33L/771760\/7Lf 229./(1—8)L L’ 360/(1—86)L+L’ 2
V( s V(A-9)L; 120 (1—6)po<Lf+&) <1+6—f)

7 = min

and p < O(61), then E[f(7") — f(2*)] < € with ¢ < 9pl|2® — o[> + 75 327y [V (2) — b2 +3(f(2°) -
f(z*)) as long as

L O<<1+l+ﬂ+£+\/(1—5)Lf+\/(1—5)LfL+\/(1—6)LfL>lnl>7

S p p np 10 p/nd puN/néd €

v s O(<__7¢<;>))
€

o p p np

: L
since - < Ly, and

Ll _ VT=3L;  VT=3L _VI=3L; L

(1-
2 nd ) n ) n

When p = 0, notice that
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1 1 L 102 L 2304 )Ly B
e R~ L eI ——%3——L—XJWf> )~ B

4 (481 —68)Lyn? [4Ly 32L 13L  16p(Ly+ 12L) 2p 4Ln 0 .
?p(f(T—‘rn—(s—’—T—i_T(l—i_(ﬁ) + — [f(iC)—f(I)]
S 7OL IV f ()| + ZIIVf(T’ — h|f?
4 /1 1 1 1 1 .
= (5 +@+@+—+Quww¢@ﬂ
Lo «2 2, )(z o2 2 Arp 0y g
< nl\w " +7OL IV f(2%) =V f(a")]” + —ha +9p[f(w) f(@")]

10_*2 1 S (t)(,.0N _ 1,072 4 L) 0y *
< Lo MW%MMEHW‘@)hJ+(9+% (£ ~ £

Then same as the proof of Theorem .10, we have

1 (36 6 18
E AN N < - 22 * 2 - () hO 2 -© _ * )
U@)f@ﬂ_hu<nm PP+ 2 IVTO) — P+ (1) - )
In particular, if we choose
7 = min ir; 33L/ 20 /0 D0
+ n’ — )
60\/ 6Ly’ 229,/(1-8)LyL’ 360/(1—8)LsL’ 120¢(1*5)po(Lf+liL)(1+(2§i)>

and p < O(61), we have E[f(z¥) — f(z*)] < € as long as

«/1— )L
k20<<;+Lj+ + f>l>.
€

D Proofs for EC-Quartz

D.1 Lemmas

For brevity, let
A= [A11, oo At Atz ooy A, ooy Aty oy A] € RV,

Let S = {(i",7)| i" is chosen from [m] uniformly and independently for all 7 € [n]}. For any vector h € R*Y,
let hig) € R™Y be defined by

. hir if (i, T) es
(hisy)ir = { 0 otherwise

Lemma D.1. [ESO] The following inequality holds for all h € RN :

E[|Abg)*) <D0 pirvirllhir 1%, (29)

T7=11=1

where p;r = # and v;; = an +nR2.
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Proof. We give two proofs.

First proof. Notice that S can be regarded as a group sampling [Qian et all, [2019b] where the index
set on each node is a group and P[(i,7) € S] = p;; = = for all i € [m] and 7 € [n]. Hence, from Lemma 6.6
in [Qian et all, 2019b], we have

2 2

mE ||| Y Aihio|| | =E ||| >

(i,7)ES (i,7)ES

szz [l Airhir|* + Z;ZA h
7=11i=1 =11i=1

[ Aizhir ||* + || AR

g
NERS
Ms

3
Il
-
.
Il
-

1Az 12 l1Bir [ + Amax (AT A) ||

<
M:
NE

3
Il
-
.
Il
-

1Az 121 hirll* + Amax (AAT) |||

g
NIE
NgE

7=14=1

< (mB2 + NE) S S el

7=11i=1

where in the last inequality, we use ||A;-|| < max; - ||4ir| = Ry and
1 n m

N )\max(AAT max Z Z AZTA
7=11i=1

Then we arrive at

2

E [HAh[S]||2] =E Z Airhir < % R2 +”R2 ZZ ||hi7'||2 = ZZP”U”HMTHQ.

(i,7)ES T=11i=1 r=1i=1
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Second proof. From the definition of S, we have

2
Bl A ) =2 || 3 Auchir
(i,7)ES
o ,
=E |||D>_ Airrhir
=1

=E | Y (Airir, hiriry, Aimapyhimar,) | + B

Z HAiTThiTT”Q}
T=1

_7'1757'2
= T§2 <E ;Amhm, — ;Amhm> +— ; ; | Airhir ||
= i2 Z Z <Ai‘r1 hiTlvAjT2th2 i Z Z ||Ai~rhi7-||2
m T1#T2 1,J=1 m‘l’:l i=1
= Z Z <Ai7'1 hi‘rl ) AjTQ thg - % Z <Ai7'hi7'u Ajrhj7'>
T1,72=11,j=1 T=114,j=1
1
+ = AirhiT 2
i A
= %HMHQ— miZ ZAwhir %ZZI\AirthF
T7=1|[i=1 =1 1i=1

<— \Ahl\2+—ZZI\Anhwll2
7=1 =1

NS> el L 33 e
=1

T7=114=1

| /\

n o m
Z ZpiTUiT||hiTH27

7=11=1

where in the fourth equality, we use the fact that ¢™ is indpendent of i™ for 71 # 7».

Lemma D.2. [Lemma 18 in [Qu et all, 2015]] Function f : R™N — R satisfies the following inequality:

fla+h) < fla)+ (Vf(a),h)+ 2ANQhTATAh Vo, h € RV,

Lemma D.3. [Lemma 19 in [Qu et all, 120153]] For all o, h € R™N | the following holds:

E[-D(a + [5])
~ n m 1 1 n m
< Ty S X R Vs 112
_f(a>+;;pn< AL <ANAa),hn>+2w2;;pmvw|hn|
1 n m
57 2 2 = pir )i (—air) + pir ¢ (—tir — hir)
T=11i=1
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Lemma D.4. Fizing o € RN and x € R, let & = ;5 Aa and h € R™Y be defined by:

hiT = _epi:—l(ai‘r + V¢1T (A;l;x))a te [m]v TE [n]v

where 0 > 0. Then

Ms

+ Z Dir < Vg* (%AO&) ;hi‘r> + T,lNQ Z Zpi‘r'UiT||hi7'||2

T=11i=1 T=11i=1
1 n m
+ N Z Z 1 - pZT ( az‘r) +p17¢w( Qi — hrr)]
=1 1i=1
—(1=0)D(a) = OAg(Vyg™ (u ZZ V" (u), Air Vir (A2))
=1 1=1
9 n m p
3 2 2 05 (Vour (AlL2)) + —ul?
T=11i=1
I e NAp2 R?>  NMpZ.(1-6p 1) )
i Vir T - e C hiT )
+2w;§(p v+ 220 : I
for any u € R% and p > 0.
Proof. First, for any u € R? and p > 0, we have
~ 1 T *
Q) + g gpm' <NA“—V9 (/\_NAO‘> z‘r>
= f(a) ZZ}?W AL Ng* (@), hir)
~ 1 n m n m Y- .
= fla) + N Z Z ZT<AT Z ZpiT«Vg (@) = Vg (u)), Airhir)
7=114=1 T=11i=1

= fl@)+ 5 2D pir ALV ) >+<<v9*<ﬁ>—v9*<u>>%x4hp>

r3 1 _— * 4 * [~ *
<J(@)+ 5 2. > pir(A Vg (W), hir) + 51V (@) = Vo' (w)|” + N2|\Ahp|\2
T7=114i=1
B 1 n m . p n o m P R
< flo)+ 5 DD pirlAL V" (u), hir) + Sl —ul® + ZZ il
T=11i=1 T=11i=1

where we denote h? € R'™ such that h? = p;;h;, in the third equality, in the first inequality we use the
Young’s inequality and the last inequality comes from g* is 1-smooth since g is 1-strongly convex. For the
first two terms in the above inequality, we have
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1i=
=(1-0)Ag" (@) + OAg™ (@) — OXg™ (u) — ON(V g™ (u), T — u) + OAg" (u) — ON(Vg" (u), u)

IN
—~
—
|
>
S~—
>

Na)
*
—~
<
S~—
+
=
|
&
o
+
>
=
—~
S—

— (Vg™ (u),u))

* ([~ oA ~ 2 ~ T
= (1= 0)Ag" (@) + - [la = ul|* = 0A9(Vg™( Z Z} OVg* (u), A Voir (A ),
where the first inequality comes from ¢g* is 1-smooth and the last equality comes from the definition of

conjugate functions.
From (50) in [Qu_ et all, [2015], we also have

% Zl (1 = pir )i (—air) + pzﬂbu—( ir — hir)]
T7=114=1
Z” Zm Z Z NA )
== N — O (Voir (4 2/\]\72 —1 =1 /yp” i )||hi7'||2'

Combining the above three inequalities, we arrive at

5 n m 1 - . 1 n m )
f(a) + Z - Dir <NAZTVQ (—AO&) z7'> + W Z Zpi‘rviT”hi‘r”

T=11i=1 T=11i=1
1 n m
+ N 7; ;[(1 - pm’)¢ ( aw) +p17¢17—( Qyr — hw)]
—(1=0)D(a) = Org(Vg'( ZZ OVg" (1), Air Voir (Al 7))
7=11=1
Rete 9)\
7 2 D O (Véir (Alx)) + ull?
7=11i=1
I NAp2 R?> NMpZ.(1-6p 1) )
9\ A T2 i ViT 7 - T 1 hiT .
* o 2 3 (e + : I
O
Let Ei[-] denote the expectation conditional on z*, o, u*, and e*. Define Aa¥* = —dptak —

Op; ' Vir (Al *+1) for k > 0. Notice that Ei[z#+1] = 251, Hence, Ex[Aa ] = Aa! a2y

1T
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Lemma D.5. We have

n

%Z elllex™ %) < (1——> ZH P+ AQZ; %) (2—R2+R2>ii|mk+1”2.

T=1 7=1i=1

Proof. First, from the contraction property of ), we have

Ex[llef+)?]
)
< (1_5)Ek|\e’;+ Al et
- k+1 k+1 k+1
= (1 —=0)E.[||e" +—ZA”Aa —l—)\—A Aoy — ZA“—AQ
— _ - k+1 = A k+1 k+1
= (L= OExlllef + 5 ZA”Aa 2] (1 = SRl Aigr el ZAwAa
< (1—0)Eg[|le" +3 ZA”AO/CH +(1— )Ek[||—Al AAak i)
1—5)R2 "

k+1 =9y k412
S ( )Ek ||€ + ZAZTA /\2m3 Z”Aaw H
< @O+ +0 6><1+ ) ZAWA el ’”ZHA B2

) 2(1 (1=0)R?,

< (1-g) e+ 0T 3Z||A L2 4 >~ e

d k|12 (1 6) 2R2 2 k+1)12
= (=g G (B 2 ZnAa I?

where we use Young’s inequality in the third inequality and choose g = 1—6) when 6 < 1. When § =1, it
is easy to see that the above inequality also holds.
Taking the average of the above inequality from 7 = 1 to n, we can get the result.

o
Lemma D.6. Let e¥ = 13" e¥ for k > 0. Under Assumption L3, we have
Ek||ek+lH2
) —6) [(206+1)R2, 2R2 " &
< (1-5) 1 ZH P+ e (25 S IAakt

7=11i=1

53



Proof. Under Assumption [[3] we have E[Q(z)] = dx, and
1 3 ekt
n T
T=1
1
= o DBk el)
1,8

2
Ek||ek+lH2 _ Ek

Jj#s
@ _ 2
< ! AZ Aot
J#s
(1-9)° —~ x|l ki1
= — Es ZI(GT + )\_mAiETAO‘i;r )
< (1 — Ek 6 + - Z m Az" AO/Cj_l

where we use the definitions of e* in the last inequality.
Let Sy = {(Z;;, T

2o (i1)ESk Ay Al and we can obtain

Er|le" )% — (1 — 6)Ey ||€” + 3% Z A Aokt
(z T)ESkK
2
S + _Az TAakJrl
< Z” k||2 Z kHAz TAO‘k+1||2
= Z lez]|* + ZZ 1A AaZ
_ 2 n m
< Z” k”2 /\2N2 m ZZ”AakﬂHza

1 n
mZEkHe’:“n? 2 LB

T

1

=

—

<e;C + —A Ao/ﬁf1 el + )\—A Aafg;l>

6

o

n

where in the second and third inequalities we use the Young’s inequality.
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For (1 — 6)Eyg [|e* + )\N Z(Z Hesy A“-Ao/“rl H we have
2
(1—06)Ey ||e” + v Z A Aokt
(z T)ESK
1 n m
- (1—06)Ey ||e” + N ZA”Aafjl + > Apaltt - —— ") A Ak
=1 1i=1 (i7‘r)€Sk m 7=11i=1
1 n m 2
_ k ] k+1
= (1 — 6)Ek e’ + m ; ;AZTAQZT
2
1 n m
. L ) k+1
+(1 - 0)E > AiAd] N > ZA”A%
(4,7)ESk T7=11i=1
2
g k2 2(1-9) - k+1 (1-9) k+1
- (1 B 5) €1+ Sxope || 2 2 A bl |+ R B || D Al
r=14i=1 (4,7)E Sk
- _ k41
TOA2N2Z2 Z ZA”AO‘ZT
=1 1i=1
2
O\ ¢ k2, L=0)R? ~ oFH2 4 (1-9) k1
< (1 - 5) ™[I + eNmZ ZZ "+ N2 Z Air Ao
T7=114=1 (i,7)ESK
Lemmam ) ( 6) n.om n m
250 (- 9) e+ S (— - 1) D03 Ik 1P+ s 323 pvis 1Aak
r=114i=1 T7=11i=1
Recall that p;, = # and v;; = an + nR?, we have
2
1
(1—0)Ex || + v > AnAat!
(1,7)ESK
§ (1-10) [2R? R2 " &
< (1 - 5) ”ekH2 + A2Nm2 ( ZZ ||Aak+lH2'

Combining ([B2) and the above inequality, we can get

Ek|‘6k+1||2

1)
(1-3) k1 +

IN

ZH b2y 120
)\2N 2

T7=11i=1

2, (1-9)
Zn’fn el

(1-3) ek +

95

20RZ,  2R? L
(22 2+ T2 ) o) el

7=11i=1

26 +1 2R?\ -
(( n) ) ZZ”AakJ’_lHQ'

T7=11=1



D.2 Proof of Theorem 3.3
Let h* € R*N be defined by:

= Aot = —Op;H(af + Vi (ALa"), i € [m], T € [n],

for k > 0. Then we have of*! = o + hfsk]' By Lemma [D.3]

Ex[-D(a"*!)]
- n m 1 i} 1
< o)+ 35 (AR (spA0) 1) + s 2 S ol
T7=11i=1 i
i ~\ . * (_ _k Cax ( k 1k
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Define @* = u* + e for k > 0. Then we have
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1« 1o

=uh =Dy =y et
=1 =1
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T=
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Moreover, since @° = u® = s >"_ " A;-af, we have
1 n m
~k
g
for k > 0.
Next we use Lemma [D.4] to further bound Ex[—D(a**1)] by choosing a = oF, x = 2%+ and u = u*.
We have
Ex[~D(a* )]
1 n m
—(1-6)D(a") — 6Ag(Vg" (u Z Z OVg* (u"), Air Vir (AL 2"H1))
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s
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By convexity of g,

Pt = bir (AL 2FT1) + Ng((1 — 0)2* + 0V g* (u¥))

==
M=
NE

3
Il
=
-
Il
-

< Gir (AL 2FTHY £ (1 — 0)Ag(z®) + ONg(Vg* (ub)).

=]~
M=
NE

13

T

@
Il
=

By combining the above two inequalities, we can get

Ek[P( kJrl)_D( k+1)]

< LSS G (AT + (1 - 0)g(e) — (1 - 0)D(")

T7=11i=1
9v Azrv T AT k+1 V i AT .’L'k+1 + —p ek 2
721;9 dir ggcﬁ ) + S e
1 Np? R? N)\”yp (1—6p;h) 5
it Uit 7 1T 1 h
+2AN2;;(p vir + = ; DA

Since Vg*(u*) = zF*1 — (1 — 6)2*, same as the proof of Theorem 9 in |[Qu et all, 2015], we can simply
the above inequality to the following form

Ek[P(IkJrl) _ D(akJrl)]

p+9)\
< (1—9)(P($k) — D(a")) + e
~\ NAp R NXypf, (1 - 6p;.') 2
i Uir 1T 1T 1T h 34
T Z;@v + 200 : I 1 (34)
Since [[e*||> < L 3" ||e¥||? from the convexity of the Euclidean norm || - ||?, from (34) we have

2(p+ 6)) < p+ O\ G
EL(EE] < (1 0)(P() — D(0) + 2L S erene o 2202 S oo

“e ii (e + # LT T:;V (1~ Hzo;l)) I;_Tlg
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Recall that p;; = -, by choosing p = 2‘535_1, where a; = (1 — 0)(2R? + 6R2,), the coefficient of ||h¥ ||
becomes

dnpir Ry/a1  46nay v N\yp? (1 —6p;t)
5 52m plT 1T 0 N
In order to guarantee the above coefficient to be nonpositive, we let
46nay -1 N \yp2 (1 - 6p;.h) .. 1 N)wp”(l — Op;.h)
62m — 3 9 ) p'LT T = 3 0 b
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and
dnpirRy/ar _ 1 Nypl (1—0p;,")
é -3 0

3

which is equivalent to

§ < min 20y NAypir Sy
- 5>\'ym+\/62)\272m2+48)\'ya1 ? 3vir+NAy? dAym~+12R /a1 ( °
By choosing the upper bound in the above inequality for 8, we arrive at

B0 < (1= (P - D) + (1= 5+ 3) 2 Sy

2
T=1
= (1 — min {9, g}) ok

By using the tower property, we can obtain

R[4 < (1 — min {9, g})k o,

Therefore, E[U¥] < ¢ as long as

1 1 1
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where we use RTZ > X in the second equality.

A=

D.3 Proof of Theorem 3.4
First, from ([34) and Lemma [D.6] we have
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Combining the above inequality and Lemma [D.5] yields

. 5 32(1 = 8)%(p+6X) [(2R?
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By choosing p = 253%, where ay = (1 — §)(2R? + 16n_R2 + %), the coefficient of ||h¥ || becomes

4npiTR\/@ n 40nas Dirtin — N)\'yp%_(l - ep;rl)
5 52m v Vit 9 :

Same as the proof of Theorem [3.3] we can choose

f = min 20y N\ vpir SNy
5>\’y’m+\/62)\2'y2m2+48)\'ya2 > 3vir+NAY? dAym~+12R\/az [’

and get Ex[U5H!] < (1 —min {6, 2}) U4
By using the tower property, we can obtain

E[T5] < (1 — min {9, g})k vl

Therefore, E[U4] < ¢ as long as
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where in the first equality we use }%2 < R?, in the second equality we use
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and in the last equality, we use
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E Proofs for EC-SDCA

E.1 A lemma

Lemma E.1. For error compensated SDCA, we have

0
Exle] < (1 0)eh, — 0eb + ZE DR ot

I = (ANYp2 ( 1—9p“. ) ANp? R?
- IAN2 ZZ ( — DirVir — P) HA k+1||2 (35)

for any p > 0.
Proof. Denote s* = Hpi_le and zF = _v¢i;T(A¢ET$k+1)- Then from (B3) we have
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where in the first inequality, we use that ¢F, is ~y-strongly convex and g* is 1-smooth. From (B3) and the
update of of, we know a" ! —aF = 37" A, Aozk"’l SN 2ore1 Aigr(=skaly .+ skzr). Then we have
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where in the last equality we use gb;-“gT(—zf) + (AiETka,zf) = —¢>i£T(AiETxk+1) which comes from z¥ =
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Since xF*t! = Vg* (u*), we have g(x**1) + g*(u¥) = (z*+1, u¥). Therefore,
ZZ )+ Ag* (@)

- % DD (Gir(ALTY) + 65 (—ak)) + Ag™ (@) — Ag™(uF) + M@ k),
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where in the last equality we use 21 = Vg*(u¥), and in the last inequality we use that g* is 1-smooth and

akF = uk + ek.

From (B6) and (B7), we arrive at
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For Ej, HET L Air TAak“ , from Lemma [D.1] we have
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For Ej <Vg*(&k) A D Ai;TAa%tl>, we have

Ey, <v9* (@) — 2 ZA Aa’“+1> = <Vg*<a’“> — Vg* (u), ZZA”piTAaffl>
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where in the first inequality we use Young’s inequality for any p > 0 and that ¢g* is 1-smooth, in the last
equality we use the fact that R? = 3+ Amax (3r_q Doiey Air A)) = %[ A%
Then we can obtain
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After rearrangement, we can get the result.

E.2 Proof of Theorem

First, notice that (B5) in Lemma [Edlis the same as (34) except that €™ and €% are replaced by P(z**1) —
D(a**+1) and P(z*) — D(a*) respectively, and there is an additional term —fe%™. Hence, same as the proof
in Theorem B3] we can get

E[Wht!] < <1 —min{e, g}) Wk — geitt (38)

by when 6 satisfies (@)). Since 61;3+1 > 0, by using the tower property, we can obtain E[¥4] < (1 — min {6, %})k .
From (B8) and the tower property, we have
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for kK > 1. Let wy = (1 — min {9, g})_k and Wy, = Zle w;. By multiplying wy on the both sides of the
above inequality, we can get
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which implies that
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Finally, from —In(1 — x) > x for € [0, 1), we have E[P(zF) — P(2*)] < € as long as
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which indicates that

which is equivalent to

2 =% e 0
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E.3 Proof of Theorem
The proof is the same as that of Theorem 3.5l Hence we omit it.
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