
Riemannian Stochastic Approximation for

Minimizing Tame Nonsmooth Objective

Functions

Johannes Aspman ∗, Vyacheslav Kungurtsev †, Reza Roohi Seraji

February 9, 2023

Abstract

In many learning applications, the parameters in a model are struc-
turally constrained in a way that can be modeled as them lying on a
Riemannian manifold. Riemannian optimization, wherein procedures to
enforce an iterative minimizing sequence to be constrained to the manifold,
is used to train such models. At the same time, tame geometry has become
a significant topological description of nonsmooth functions that appear
in the landscapes of training neural networks and other important models
with structural compositions of continuous nonlinear functions with nons-
mooth maps. In this paper, we study the properties of such stratifiable
functions on a manifold and the behavior of retracted stochastic gradient
descent, with diminishing stepsizes, for minimizing such functions.

1 Introduction

Consider an optimization problem,

min
x∈M

F (x) := E[f(x, ξ)]

where M is a Riemannian manifold, and F is continuous but not necessarily
continuously differentiable, i.e., it is nonsmooth. We do endow F with some
structure, however, in the form of tame geometry and Whitney stratifiability.
These are topological notions which are generously versatile while at the same
time providing important functional properties making F amenable to algorithmic
optimization.
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Functions whose graph satisfies this structure, called tame, have been the
subject of significant interest in recent years. This is in light of the fact that
the optimization problem defining the training of the weights of a deep neural
network is expressed as the minimization of a tame function. The function is a
nested composition of component-wise maximums (rectified linear units) and
nonlinear activation functions (softmax, hyperbolic tangent, etc.), resulting in a
nonsmooth and nonconvex objective landscape, however one that is also locally
Lispchitz and with a well-defined set of points at which it is nondifferentiable
with a hierarchical structure.

The canonical algorithm to consider is Retraction-SGD

xk+1 = Rxk(−αkgk), gk ∼ ∂f(xk, ·) (1)

in which the standard stochastic subgradient descent algorithm is extended to
include a so called retraction step. The operator Rx(·), at a base point x, is an
essential feature of Riemannian optimization. Starting from x, the step αkgk,
which is a vector in the tangent space of M, may not be merely subtracted from
x, as a manifold is not necessarily a topological vector space with a notion of
addition and subtraction. Instead, considering the tangent space with base x
as a plane tangent to M, we can consider a path that is in the direction −gk,
however, projected onto the manifold. The path curves along the geometry of
the manifold, with the original tangent vector parallel transported along while
being simultaneously the direction of the optimization trajectory.

Thus each iteration is a combination of a stochastic gradient calculation and
a retraction. In this paper, we shall study the convergence properties of the
procedure for tame Whitney stratifiable nonsmooth functions. This work is in
the spirit of [8] and [6] in following the “ODE”, in this case the “differential
inclusion” approach to studying the properties of the optimization. The intention
is to show that when interpolated, the iterates converge asymptotically to the
infinitesimal flow of the inclusion ẋ(t) ∈ F (x(t)). By the structural properties
of F , we can conclude that these limit points are stable with respect to the
objective value, and stationary, in an appropriate sense.

2 Previous Work

Riemannian stochastic approximation for smooth functions has been a recent
development in the literature. This case is considered in [10, 11, 24]. See also
[17] on stochastic fixed point iterations, which can apply to nonsmooth convex
functions.

In this paper we follow the perspective of studying the iterates’ weak con-
vergence to a trajectory of a solution for a differential inclusion. There are
two classes of approaches in the literature for establishing these results in the
Euclidean case. In this paper we consider diminishing stepsize methods and
establish that the iterates’ interpolation satisfy an asymptotic pseudotrajectory
property. This is the approach taken in, e.g., Benaim and others [2, 21]. For a
Markovian constant stepsize analysis for nonsmooth problems, see [3].
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More broadly speaking, a comprehensive analytical work on nonsmooth
analysis on manifolds is given in [19]. The paper [14] considers nonsmooth
optimization on Riemannian manifolds more broadly. A recent work presenting a
bundle method is given in [13]. A zero order method for nonsmooth Riemannian
optimization is considered in [18].

3 Preliminaries and notations

We recall some background results on Riemannian geometry. Throughout, we let
M denote a smooth m-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The tangent space at
a point x ∈M is denoted TxM and the tangent bundle ofM by TM. Similarly,
the cotangent space at x and the cotangent bundle are denoted T ∗xM and T ∗M,
respectively. The metric on M, g(·, ·), or gx(·, ·) when evaluated at a point
x ∈M, induces a norm ‖·‖gx :=

√
gx(·, ·). For v ∈ TxM and w ∈ T ∗xM we have

the scalar product 〈w, v〉. The length of a piecewise smooth curve γ : [a, b]→M
is defined as

L(γ) =

∫ b

a

‖γ̇(t)‖gγ(t) dt. (2)

For two points x, y ∈ M, we denote the Riemannian distance from x to y by
d(x, y),

d(x, y) := inf{L(γ) : γ ∈ A∞, γ(a) = x, γ(b) = y}, (3)

where A∞ denotes the set of all piecewise smooth curves. The Riemannian
distance defines a metric space structure on M.

For a smooth curve γ : I →M, we denote the parallel transport along γ
from γ(a) to γ(b), for every a, b ∈ I, as P γγ(a)γ(b). It is defined by

P γγ(a)γ(b)(v) := V (γ(b)), for every v ∈ Tγ(a)M, (4)

where V is the unique parallel vector field along γ with V (γ(a)) = v. When γ is
a unique minimizing geodesic between x and y we simply write Pxy.

The exponential map expx : TxM→M projects a vector from the tangent
space to the manifold along a geodesic.

Throughout, we denote by B(M) the Borel σ-algebra onM. Let L(M) be the
Lebesgue σ-algebra on M. A subset A ⊂M is in L(M) if, for any chart (U,ϕ),
ϕ(A ∩ U) is a Lebesgue-measurable subset of Rm. Note that L(M) ⊇ B(M).
For any set A ⊂ U , with A ∈ L(M), we have a unique measure defined by

λ(A) =

∫
ϕ(A)

√
gdλL, (5)

where g = det gij is the determinant of the metric in local coordinates and λL
is the Lebesgue measure on Rm. Since this induces a volume element for each
tangent space, we also get a measure on the whole manifoldM, which we denote
λ := λ(M). We can then define a probability space (Ω,B, µ) on M.

3



The set of all probability measures on B(M) is denoted P(M), and for a
subset A ⊂M we write

Pabs.(A) = {ν ∈ P(M) : ν � λ(A) and supp(ν) ⊂ A}, (6)

where, as usual, ν � λ denotes that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to λ.
Finally, we write P1(M) := {ν ∈ P(M) :

∫
d(y, z)2ν(dz) <∞}, where y ∈M

is a fixed point.
Let (Ω,J , µ) be a probability space on M, with J being µ-complete. Fur-

thermore, let (Ω̃,F ,Pν) be a probability space, where ν is a probability measure
on B(M), Ω̃ =M× ΩN, F = B(M)⊗ J⊗N and Pν = ν ⊗ µ⊗N. The canonical
process on Ω̃→M is denoted (x0, (ξn)n∈N∗).

A random primitive on M is a Borelian function X from Ω to M, with
probability density function, pX defined by

µ(X ∈ X ) =

∫
X
pX(y)dλ(y),

µ(M) =

∫
MpX(y)dλ(y) = 1,

(7)

for all X in the Borelian tribe ofM. There is some subtlety regarding the choice
of metric to use when defining the pdf on a manifold, for a discussion on this we
refer to [22]. For a Borelian real valued function φ(x) on M we calculate the
expectation value by

E[φ(X)] =

∫
M
φ(y)pX(y)dλ(y). (8)

We further define the variance of a random primitive X as

σ2
X(y) =

∫
M
d(x, y)2pX(z)dλ(z), (9)

where y is now a fixed primitive.
We will furthermore make the following assumption on the geometry through-

out.

Assumption 3.1 (Geodesic completeness). M is a connected geodesically
complete Riemannian manifold. This makes the exponential map well-defined
over the tangent bundle TM.

We will study retractions on M, which we define as follows.

Definition 3.2 (Retraction, Def. 2 in [24]). A retraction on M is a smooth
mapping R : TM→M such that

1. Rx(0x) = x, where Rx is the restriction of the retraction to TxM and 0x
denotes the zero element of TxM;
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2. with the canonical identification T0xTxM∼= TxM, Rx satisfies

DRx(0x) = IdTxM, (10)

where IdTxM denotes the identity operator on TxM.

With this definition in mind we are interested in studying the process defined
by

xk+1 = Rxk(−αk(gk(xk, ξk+1)), (11)

for some gk ∈ TxkM that will be specified later on. We will make the assumption
throughout that gk has zero mean and finite variance. A classical example of a
retraction is the exponential map.

4 Conservative set valued fields on a Rieman-
nian manifold

Bolte and Pauwels, [4], introduced the important concept of a conservative
set-valued field. For completeness we list the relevant definitions and properties
of these fields, lifted to the Riemannian setting.

4.1 Absolutely continuous curves and conservative fields

An important notion in the following will be that of an absolutely continuous
curve. We follow [7] and start by defining an absolutely continuous function on
Euclidean space. To this end, let I ⊂ R be a closed interval. We call a function
f : I → R absolutely continuous (on I) if for all ε > 0 there exists a δ > 0
such that for any m ∈ N and any selection of disjoint intervals {(ai, bi)}mi=1 with
[ai, bi] ⊆ I, whose overall length is

∑m
i=1 |bi − ai| < δ, f satisfies

m∑
i=1

|f(bi)− f(ai)| < ε. (12)

We furthermore call a function f : I → Rn locally absolutely continuous if it
is absolutely continuous on all closed subintervals [a, b] ⊆ I. On a Riemannian
manifold M, we call a continuous map γ : I →M an absolutely continuous
curve if, for any chart (U,ϕ) of M, the composition

ϕ ◦ γ : γ−1(γ(I) ∩ U)→ ϕ(U) ⊆ Rn, (13)

is locally absolutely continuous. Absolutely continuous curves admits a derivative,
γ̇(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M, a.e., and their length, L(γ), is well-defined.

We are now ready to lift the relevant notions from [4] to the Riemannian set-
ting. The good news is that everything generalizes more or less straightforwardly,
as was already pointed out in a footnote of [4].

First of all, we have the following lemma, whose proof goes through without
any modifications.
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Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 1 of [4]). Let D : M⇒ T ∗M be a set-valued map with
nonempty compact values and closed graph. Let γ : [0, 1]→M be an absolutely
continuous curve. Then

t 7→ max
v∈D(γ(t))

〈v, γ̇(t)〉, (14)

defined almost everywhere on [0, 1], is measurable.

Two central objects we will be concerned with are the conservative set-valued
maps and their potential functions.

Definition 4.2 (Conservative set-valued field, cf. Def. 1 of [4]). Let D : M⇒
T ∗M be a set-valued map. We call D a conservative field whenever it has a
closed graph, nonempty compact values and for any absolutely continuous loop
γ : [0, 1]→M we have ∫ 1

0

max
v∈D(γ(t))

〈γ̇(t), v〉dt = 0. (15)

Equivalently, we could use the minimum in the definition.

Definition 4.3 (Potential functions of conservative fields, cf. Def. 2 of [4]).
Let D : M ⇒ T ∗M be a conservative field. A function f : M→ R defined
through any of the equivalent forms

f(y) =f(x) +

∫ 1

0

max
v∈D(γ(t))

〈γ̇(t), v〉dt

=f(x) +

∫ 1

0

min
v∈D(γ(t))

〈γ̇(t), v〉dt

=f(x) +

∫ 1

0

〈γ̇(t), D(γ(t))〉dt,

(16)

for any absolutely continuous γ with γ(0) = x and γ(1) = y is called a potential
function for D. It is well-defined and unique up to a constant. We will sometimes
also say that D admits f as a potential, and that D is a conservative field for f .

We further say that f is path differentiable if f is the potential of some
conservative field D and that x is a D-critical point for f if there exists v ∈ D(x)
with 〈v, w〉 = 0 for all w ∈ TM

Recall that a function f is Lipschitz continuous with constant K on a given
subset S of M if |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ Kd(x, y), for every x, y ∈ S. We say that f is
Lipschitz at x ∈ M if for all y ∈ S(x), an open neighborhood of x, f satisfies
the Lipschitz condition for some K. Finally f is called locally Lipschitz on M
if it is Lipschitz continuous at all x ∈ M. Note that a potential function of a
conservative field, as described above, is locally Lipschitz.

One of the important properties of the conservative fields is that they come
equipped with a chain rule.
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Lemma 4.4 (Chain rule, cf. Lemma 2 of [4]). Let D : M ⇒ T ∗M be a
locally bounded, graph closed set-valued map and f : M→ R a locally Lipschitz
continuous function. Then D is a conservative field for f if and only if, for any
absolutely continuous curve γ : [0, 1]→M, the function t 7→ f(γ(t)) satisfies

d

dt
f(γ(t)) = 〈v, γ̇(t)〉, ∀v ∈ Df (γ(t)), (17)

for almost all t ∈ [0, 1].

Finally, we will need the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5 (Cf. Theorem 1 in [4]). Consider a conservative field D : M⇒
T ∗M for the potential f : M→ R. Then D = {df} almost everywhere.

An important corollary of this is that the Clarke subdifferential gives a
minimal convex conservative field, i.e., for all x ∈M we have

∂f(x) ⊂ conv(D(x)). (18)

See Appendix 10 for the details and definitions of this.
An important application of conservative fields is to non-smooth automatic

differentiation, as discussed in [4]. Here, the more standard generalized subdif-
ferentials are not enough to perform the analysis.

4.2 Analytic-geometric categories and stratifications

The power of o-minimal structures and tame geometry in optimization is by
now well-known [5, 8, 4, 9]. However, o-minimal structures are defined on
Euclidean spaces Rn. To generalize to the manifold setting, van den Dries
and Miller [26] put forward the definition of an analytic-geometric category.
Roughly, we can say that analytic-geometric categories are locally given by
o-minimal structures extending Ran.. Due to this property, the objects of the
analytic-geometric categories share most of the important and useful properties
of o-minimal structures. See Appendix 11 for a brief discussion on o-minimal
structures.

Definition 4.6 (Analytic-geometric category, [26]). An analytic-geometric cat-
egory, C, is given if each manifold M is equipped with a collection C(M) of
subsets of M such that the following conditions hold for each manifolds M and
N :

1) C(M) is a boolean algebra of subsets of M, with M∈ C(M);

2) if A ∈ C(M), then A× R ∈ C(M× R);

3) if f : M→N is a proper analytic map and A ∈ C(M), then f(A) ∈ N ;

4) if A ⊆ M and {Ui}i∈I is an open covering of M, then A ∈ C(M) iff
A ∩ Ui ∈ C(Ui) for all i ∈ I;
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5) every bounded set in C(R) has finite boundary.

Objects of this category are pairs (A,M), where M is a manifold and
A ⊂ C(M). We refer to an object (A,M) as the C-set A (inM). The morphisms
(A,M) → (B,N ) are continuous mappings f : A → B and referred to as C-
maps. Their graphs belong to C(M× N ). We will borrow the terminology
from o-minimal structures and say that a set (function) is definable in an
analytic-geometric category C(M) if it (its graph) belongs to C(M).

An important property of sets definable both in o-minimal structures and
analytic-geometric categories is that they are Whitney stratifiable.

Definition 4.7 (Whitney stratification). A Whitney Ck stratification M =
{Mi}i∈I of a set A is a partition of A into finitely many non-empty Ck subman-
ifolds, or strata, satisfying:

• Frontier condition: For any two strata Mi and Mj , the following impli-
cation holds,

M i ∩Mj 6= ∅ =⇒ Mj ⊂M i. (19)

• Whitney condition (a): For any sequence of points xk in a stratum
Mi converging to a point x in a stratum Mj , if the corresponding normal
vectors vk ∈ NMi

(xk) converge to a vector v, then the inclusion v ∈ NMj
(x)

holds.

A Ck Whitney stratification of a function f : S → N , for S ⊂M closed, is a
pair (S,N) of Whitney stratifications of S and N , respectively, such that for each
P ⊂ S the map f |P : P → N is Ck with f(P ) ∈ N and (rk f |P )(x) = dim f(P )
for all x ∈ P . Here, rk f(x) := Txf , where Txf : TxS → Tf(x)N is the induced
linear map between tangent spaces [26].

We now have the important result from [26], Theorem D.16, that states that
sets definable in analytic-geometric categories are Whitney stratifiable.

Furthermore, we have the following results on Whitney stratifiable functions.

Definition 4.8 (Variational stratification). Let f : M→ R be locally Lipschitz
continuous, D : M⇒ T ∗M a set-valued map and let k ≥ 1. We say that (f,D)
has a Ck variational stratification if there exists a Ck Whitney stratification M
of M such that f is Ck on each stratum and for all x ∈M:

ProjTxMx
D(x) = {dxf(x)}, (20)

where dxf(x) is the differential of f restricted to the active strata Mx containing
x.

Theorem 4.9 (Variational stratification for definable conservative fields). Let
D : M ⇒ T ∗M be a definable conservative field having a definable potential
f : M→ R. Then (f,D) has a Ck variational stratification.

The Whitney stratifiability of the C-maps allows us to make some important
claims. The following will be important:
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Theorem 4.10 (Non-smooth Morse-Sard, cf. Theorem 5 in [4]). Let D : M⇒
T ∗M be a conservative field for f : M → R and assume that f and D are
definable. Then the set of D-critical values, {f(x) : x ∈M is D-critical for f},
is finite.

5 Perturbed Differential Inclusions on a Mani-
fold

Consider the metric space with the distance of uniform convergence on the
set of continuous functions C(R,M, dC) endowed with the metric of uniform
convergence on compact sets,

dC(x(t), y(t)) :=

∞∑
k=1

1

2k
min

(∫ k

−k
d(x(t), y(t))dt, 1

)
Given a set-valued map G : M ⇒ TM, we call an absolutely continuous

curve γ : [0, a]→M a solution to the differential inclusion

γ̇(t) ∈ G(γ(t)), x0 ∈M, (21)

with initial condition x0, if γ(0) = x0 and the inclusion holds for almost all
t ∈ [0, a] [23]. If G is an upper semicontinuous set-valued function with compact
and convex values, then for any v ∈ G(x0) the differential inclusion has a local
solution with γ(0) = x0 and γ̇(0) = v, Theorem 6.2 in [19].

Observe that we can take G∗ = −conv(D(γ(t))), which is a compact and
convex subset of a linear vector space. Recalling that there exists an iso-
morphism ι : T ∗M → TM (see, e.g., pp. 341–343 in [20]), we define
G(γ(t)) = −ι (conv(D(γ(t)))), which satisfies the above conditions, and so
γ̇ ∈ G(γ(t)) is a differential inclusion with the above solution existence guaran-
tees.

Let us denote by SG(A) the set of solutions to (21) with initial points in

A ⊂ M, and ŜG(A) ⊂ SG(A) the subset of solutions that stays in A. Finally,
we denote by S =

⋃
x Sx the set of all solutions to (21).

We furthermore define, following Def. 2 of [2]:

Definition 5.1 (Perturbed solution, [2]). A continuous function γ̃ : [0, a]→M
is called a perturbed solution of the differential inclusion (21) if it satisfies the
following:

1. γ̃ is absolutely continuous;

2. there exists a family of curves ut : {R→M}R defined for s ∈ [0, Tt] locally

integrable, i.e., the family has integrable arclengths, or
∫ s2
s1

∫ Tt
0
‖u̇t(s)‖g(u(s)) dsdt

is finite for any finite s1, s2 > 0, and such that,

lim
s1→∞

sup
0≤v≤T

∫ s1+v

s1

∫ Tt

0

‖u̇t(s)‖g(u(s)) dsdt = 0

9



for all T > 0 and,

Putγ̃(t)ut(s)
˙̃γ(t)− u̇t(s) ∈ Gδ(t)(γ̃(t)), ∀s ∈ [0, Tt] (22)

for almost all t > 0, with δ(t) : [0,∞)→ R satisfying δ(t)→ 0 and

Gδ(x) := {y ∈ TxM : ∃z ∈M : d(z, x) < δ,

inf
a∈G(z)

‖Pxzy − a‖ < δ}. (23)

The limit set of a perturbed solution γ̃ is given by

L(γ̃) =
⋂
t≥0

{γ̃(s), s ≥ t}. (24)

We introduce the notation Φt(x) = {γ(t) : γ is a solution to (21) with γ(0) =
x}, and Φ = {Φt}t∈R. This dynamical system has the following properties, that
are easy to see from the definition:

1. Φ0(x) = {x};

2. Φt(Φs(x)) = Φt+s(x), for all t, s ≥ 0;

3. y ∈ Φt(x) =⇒ x ∈ Φt(y) for any x, y ∈M and t ∈ R;

4. (x, t) 7→ Φt(x) is a closed set-valued map with compact values.

Definition 5.2 (Invariant sets, Def. 8 in[24]). A set A is said to be invariant
under the flow Φx(·) if x ∈ A implies that Φt(x) ∈ A ∀t ∈ R.

Definition 5.3 (Definition 9 of [24]). Let Φt(x) be a flow on a metric space
(M, d(·, ·)). Given ε > 0, T > 0 and x, y ∈M an (ε, T ) chain from x to y with
respect to Φt(x) is a pair of finite sequences x1 = x, x2, . . . , xn−1, xn = y and
t1, . . . , tn−1 ∈ [T,∞) such that

d(Φti(xi), xi+1) < ε, ∀i = 1, . . . , n− 1. (25)

A set A is called internally chain transitive for the flow if for any choice of x, y
in this set and any ε, T as above, there exists an (ε, T ) chain for A.

By Lemma 3.5 in [2], internally chain transitive sets are invariant.

6 Convergence - Diminishing Stepsize

Let us make the following assumptions on the retraction process (11):

Assumption 6.1. 1. The steps {αk}n∈N∗ form a sequence of non-negative
numbers such that

lim
k→∞

αk = 0,
∑
k

αk =∞
∑
k

α2
k <∞. (26)

10



2. For all T > 0 and any x ∈M

lim sup
n→∞

{ k−1∑
i=n

αi+1g(ιG(xi+1), ιgi+1) :

k = n+ 1, . . . ,m(τn + T )
}

= 0,

(27)

with

m(t) = sup{k ≥ 0 : t ≥ τk}, τn =

n∑
i=1

αn, (28)

and τ0 = 0.

3. supn d(xn, z) <∞ for any point z ∈M.

The equation
Θt(γ)(s) = γ(s+ t) (29)

defines a translation flow Θt : C(R,M)× R→ C(R,M). We call a continuous
curve ζ : R+ →M an asymptotic pseudo trajectory (APT) for Φ if

lim
t→∞

dC(Θt(ζ),Sζ(t)) = 0. (30)

As we show in the Appendix following arguments akin to [2], the limit set of any
bounded APT of (21) is internally chain transitive.

Next we seek to characterize any stationarity guarantees for the points in
this limit set. To this end: let A be any subset of M. A continuous function
V : M→ R is called a Lyapunov function for A if V (y) < V (x) for all x ∈M/A,
y ∈ Φt(x), t > 0, and V (y) ≤ V (x) for all x ∈ A, y ∈ Φt(x), t ≥ 0.

From [8] Lemma 5.2 we see that if f is a definable potential of a conservative
field D then Corollary 4.4 together with Theorem 4.10 implies that f is a
Lyapunov function for the differential inclusion γ̇(t) ∈ −ι(conv(Df (γ(t)))) and
we get the following generalization of Corollary 5.9 in [8]:

Theorem 6.2 (Convergence). Let f : M → R be a locally Lipschitz Ck-
stratifiable function. Consider the iterates {xk}k≥1 produced by the process (1)
and assume 6.1 with G = −ι(conv(Df )). Then every limit point of the iterates
{xk}k≥1 is critical for f and the function values {f(xk)}k≥1 converges.

7 Numerical Results

We present the results on the numerical performance of Riemannian stochastic
approximation on a set of standard representative examples.

7.1 Sparse PCA

We seek the principal component vectors of a large scale matrix A. The problem
can be written formally as,

min
X∈M

− tr(XTATAX) + ρ‖X‖1
M := {X ∈ Rn×p, XTX = Ip}

(31)
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In order to consider the problem as stochastic, at each iteration, we sample a
subset of rows of A, i.e.,

A = E[A(ξ)] = n

1p(1)a1

1p(2)a2

· · ·


where with probability 1/n we sample p ∈ [n].

We show the result of performing RSGD with diminishing step sizes on a
random matrix A of order 102 × 102. We considered two step size regimes for
learning rate annealing:

• Regime 1 : s0, s = (1− cs)s.

• Regime 2 : a/(1 + k).

such that a, s0 and c are constant parameters and k is the current iterate. We
will use the median method for plotting Figure 1, for the number of 10 epochs
and each 104 iteration.

We see, in Figure 1, the norm of the retracted gradients (y-axis) is decreasing
as the number of iterations (x-axis) increase. Both regimes are converging
rapidly, but the efficiency of the regimes at the first few iterates, is related to
the conditions of the initial parameters relative to each other: on the left side
s0 = 1, a = 100 and on the right side s0 = 1000, a = 0.2, for a fixed value
c =1e-4.

Figure 1: Regimes in RSGD for Sparse PCA

7.2 Low Rank Matrix Completion

min
X∈M

∑
i,j

|Aij −Xij |

M := {X ∈ Rm×n, rank(X) = p}
(32)

In order to make the problem stochastic we consider that access to the components
of A is noisy, i.e., every evaluation of Aij is of the form Aij + ε where ε ∼ N (0, σ)
for a small σ.

Here we have the results of using RSGD with diminishing step size according
the same two regimes as in the above example. We consider a normalized random
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matrix of order 100× 100 with some noise ε on entries where ε ∈ N (0, σ) and
σ = 1e− 3.

We will do the experiment in 10 epochs in which each 104 times and plot the
result in Figure 2 by the median method.

In the Figure 2, on the left side we have considered a = s0 = 10 and c = 1e-4
and on the right side a = .1, s = 1000 and c =1e-4. The cost function (y-axis)
starts to decrease rapidly as the number of iterates (x-axis) increases.

Figure 2: Regimes in RSGD: Low Rank Matrix Completion

We observe convergence for both step size regimes again.

7.3 ReLU Neural Network with Batch Normalization

Inspired by [16], we shall also consider the problem of training a neural network
with batch normalization. We consider regression with a network composed
of Rectified Linear Units (ReLUs), activation functions that take a component
wise maximum between the previous layer, linearly transformed, and zero. For
additional non smoothness, we consider an l1 loss function. Batch Normalization
amounts to scaling the weights at each layer to encourage stability in training.
Formally,

min
w∈M

1
N

N∑
i=1

|ŷ(xi;w)− yi|

M := {x ∈ Sn1 × Sn2 × · · · × SnL × Rno}
(33)

where we have N training examples {xi, yi} and ŷ is the neural network model
given the set of weights w, at each layer j = 1, ..., L, there are nj weights to be
normalized, and there are n0 additional unnormalized weights.

We are reporting the result of the experiment on two data sets:
The first one is from sklearn data sets regression: ”load digits” in which the

number of digit numbers is N = 1797 and the number of features of each is 64.
We have L = 4, therefore we will have a 4−layers neural network, with 4 weights
and 4 biases. The number of nodes in the hidden layers is of order 10× 10.

The second one is from LIBSVM library data sets regression: ”eunite2001”
in which N = 367 and the number of features of each is 16, and the neural
networks are the same as before.

Again, we will use the median method for plotting the Figure 3 and 4, for
the number of 10 epochs and each 104 iterations. We use the same two step size
regimes as before.

13



We see, in Figures 3 and 4, the loss of the neural network (y-axis) is decreasing
as the number of iterations (x-axis) increases. The loss will be a constant but
not necessarily approaching zero. For both step size regimes we have a rapid
decrease, with regime 1 performing better than regime 2.

Here in Figure 3 we use a = s0 = 10, a small constant c = 1e − 4, and a
random batch size = 16. We can see in both data sets that regime 1 is performing
better than regime 2.

Figure 3: Regimes in RSGD for Batch Normalization

We should notice that the regime’s efficiency is sensitive to the parameters
a, s0, and c. For instance, for the same batch size=16 and a small constant
c = 1e-4, if s0 = 10 and a = 0.1, in Figure 4 the regime 2 results in more
oscillation on data set 1 and performing better on data set 2 than data set 1.

Figure 4: Regimes in RSGD for Batch Normalization

We notice, the larger the minibatch the smaller the noise. This fact can
be verified by choosing two mini batch sizes and parameters a = s0 = 10 and
c = 1e-4, in the following Figure 5. Note in particular the results corresponding
to regimes 1 and 2 in data set 1, and regime 2 in data set 2.

8 Discussion and Conclusions

Both tame geometry, as a structural topological description of an important
class of so-called Whitney-stratifiable functions, and Riemannian geometry,
as precise geometric modeling of structural constraints, are simultaneously
mathematically elegant as well as increasingly important in faithfully modeling
important problems arising in machine learning. As such their combination

14



Figure 5: Noises based on batch sizes in RSGD

is an important open problem that this paper has addressed. A number of
conceptual challenges had to be addressed to adequately studying algorithms
in this space, requiring significant generalizations of stochastic approximation
techniques. We intend that this opens an expansive space of potential work
studying other existing algorithms as well as insight to develop new ones.
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9 Appendix: Proofs

The proofs of Theorems 4.4, 4.9 and 4.10 are trivially lifted from the references
to the Riemannian setting, and we do not include them here.

Proof of theorem 4.5. We follow the procedure in [4]. Fix a measurable selection
a : M → T ∗M of D and a potential f of D. Further, fix a point x ∈ M, a
vector v ∈ TxM and let γ(t) : [0, 1] →M be the curved defined by γ(0) = x
and γ̇(0) = v.

The definition of a potential function gives us

f(γ(1))− f(x) =

∫ 1

0

〈a(γ(t)), γ̇(t)〉dt, (34)

giving us dfx(v) = limt→0
f(γ(t))−f(x)

t = 〈a, v〉 almost everywhere along γ(t),
since Rademacher’s theorem says that f is differentiable almost everywhere.

Introduce the Dini derivatives [12]

f ′u(y; v) := lim sup
t→0+

f(γ(t))− f(x)

t
,

f ′l (y; v) := lim inf
t→0+

f(γ(t))− f(x)

t
.

(35)

Since f is measurable, f ′u and f ′l are as well. Now, consider the set

A = {y ∈M : f ′u(y; v) 6= 〈a(y), v〉 or f ′l (y; v) 6= 〈a(y), v〉}. (36)

This set is measurable and for y ∈M\A and v ∈ TyM we have

dfy(v) = f ′u(y; v) = f ′l (y; v) = 〈a(y), v〉. (37)

Furthermore, λ(A ∩ γ(I)) = 0, with I = [0, 1]. Fubini’s theorem then tells us
that λ(A) = 0. Both x and v were chosen at random and we can run the same
argument for any x ∈ M and any v ∈ TxM, then we see that dfy = a(y) for
almost all y ∈M.

Furthermore, the selection a was chosen arbitrarily and Corollary 18.15 of
[1] then tells us that there exists a sequence of measurable selections (ak)k∈N
of D such that for any x ∈M D(x) = {ak(x)}k∈N. Rademacher again tells us
that there exists a sequence of measurable sets (Sk)k∈N with full measure and
such that ak = df on each Sk. Setting S =

⋂
k∈N Sk we have thatM\S has zero

measure and this implies that D = {df} on S.

9.1 Proof of Theorem 6.2

For later reference, let us state the following definitions.
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Definition 9.1 (Attracting set, [2]). Given a closed invariant set L, the induced
set-valued dynamical system ΦL is the family of set-valued mappings ΦL =
{ΦLt }t∈R defined by

ΦLt (x) := {γ(t) : γ(t) is a solution of (21) with

γ(0) = x and γ(R) ⊂ L}.
(38)

A compact subset A ⊂ L is called an attracting set for ΦL, provided that there
is a neighborhood U of A in L with the property that for any ε > 0 there exists
tε > 0 such that

ΦLt (U) ⊂
⋃
x∈A

B(x, ε), ∀t > tε. (39)

If A is an invariant set, then A is called an attractor for ΦL. Note that, an
attracting set (or attractor) for Φ is an attracting set (or attractor) for ΦL with
L =M. If A 6= L, ∅, then A is called a proper attracting set (or attractor) for
ΦL. Finally, the set U is referred to as a fundamental neighborhood of A for ΦL.

Definition 9.2 (Asymptotic stability, [2]). A set A ⊂ L is called asymptotically
stable for ΦL if it satisfies the following:

1. A is invariant;

2. A is Lyapunov stable, meaning that for every neighborhood U of A there
exists a neighborhood V of A such that Φ[0,∞)(V ) ⊂ U ;

3. A is attractive, i.e., there exists a neighborhood U of A, such that for any
x ∈ U we have ωΦ(x) ⊂ A.

The set
ωΦ(x) :=

⋂
t≥0

Φ[t,∞)(x) (40)

is the ω-limit set of a point x ∈M.
We now have the following results from [2]:

Theorem 9.3 (Theorem 4.1 in [2]). Assume ζ is bounded. Then the following
two statements are equivalent:

1. ζ is an APT for Φ;

2. ζ is uniformly continuous and any limit point of {Θt(ζ)} is in S.

In both cases the set {Θt, t ≥ 0} is relatively compact.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in [2]. Since K = {ζ(t) : t ≥ 0} is
compact, by assumption, for any ε > 0 there exists η > 0 such that d(ζ, γ) < ε, for
any γ ∈ K, ζ ∈ Φs(γ) and |s| < η. This follows from the fact that (x, t) 7→ Φt(x)
has compact values. If ζ is an APT there exists some T such that t > T implies

dC(ζ(t+ s),Φs(ζ(t)) <
ε

2
, ∀|s| < η. (41)
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This further implies that d(ζ(t+ s), ζ(t)) ≤ ε and ζ is thus uniformly continuous.
Due to the defining property (30) every limit point will belong to S.

If, on the other hand, ζ is uniformly continuous, then the family of functions
{Θt(ζ) : t ≥ 0} is equicontinuous and the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem then tells us
that the family is relatively compact, and (30) follows.

Theorem 9.4 (Theorem 4.2 in [2]). Any bounded perturbed solution γ̃ is an
APT of the differential inclusion (21).

Proof. We prove that γ̃ satisfies the second point in Theorem 9.3. To this end,
set v(t, s) = Putγ̃(t)ut(s)

˙̃γ(t)− u̇t(s) ∈ Gδ(t)(γ̃(t)). Then,

d(γ̃(t1 + t2), γ̃(t1))

=

∫ Tt1+t2

Tt1

∫ t2

0

‖v(t2 + τ, s)‖gut2+τ (s)
dτds

+

∫ Tt1+t2

Tt1

∫ t1+t2

t1

‖u̇τ (s)‖guτ (s)
dτds.

(42)

By the defining properties of ut the second integral goes to zero as t→∞. The
boundedness of γ̃, γ̃(R) ∈ A for compact A then implies the boundedness of v
and we thus see that γ̃ is uniformly continuous. Thus, Θt(γ̃) is equicontinuous,
and relatively compact. Let ζ = limn→∞Θtn(γ̃) be a limit point, set t1 = rn
above (42) and define vn(t2, s) = v(rn + t2, s). Again, by the defining properties
of ut the second integral in (42) will vanish uniformly when n→∞. Hence,

d(ζ(t2), ζ(0)) = lim
n→∞

∫ Trn+Tt2

Trn

∫ t2

0

‖vn(τ)‖gurn+τ (s)
dτds. (43)

Since (vn) is uniformly bounded, Banach-Alaoglu tells us that a subsequence
of vn will converge weakly in L2[0, t2] to some function v with v(t) ∈ G(ζ(t)),
for almost any t, since vn(t) ∈ Gδ(t+rn)(γ̃(t + rn)) for every t. Now, a convex
combination of {vm, m > n} converges almost surely to v, by Mazur’s lemma,

and limm→∞ conv
(⋃

n≥mG
δ(t+rn)(γ̃(t+ rn))

)
⊂ G(ζ(t)). We thus have that

d(ζ(t2), ζ(0)) =
∫ Tt1+Tt2
Tt1

∫ t2
0
‖v(τ, s)‖guτ (s) dτds. This proves that ζ is a solution

of (21) and that ζ ∈ ŜA.

Theorem 9.5 (Theorem 4.3 in [2]). Let ζ be a bounded APT of (21). Then
L(ζ) is internally chain transitive.

Proof. The proof is more or less identical to that of [2]. The set {Θt(ζ) : t ≥ 0}
is relatively compact, and the ω-limit set of ζ for the flow Θ,

ωΘ(ζ) =
⋂
t≥0

{Θs(ζ) : s ≥ t}, (44)
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is therefore internally chain transitive. From (30) we know that ωΘ(ζ) ⊂ S.
Let Π : (C0(R,M), dC) → (M, d(·, ·)) be the projection map defined by

Π(ζ) = ζ(0). This gives Π(ωΘ(ζ)) = L(ζ). Now, set p = limn→∞ ζ(tn) and w a
limit point of Θtn(ζ), then w ∈ ωΘ(ζ) and Π(w) = p. This implies that L(ζ) is
nonempty, compact and invariant under Φ, since ωΘ(ζ) ⊂ S. The projection Π
has Lipschitz constant one and maps every (ε, T ) chain for Θ to an (ε, T ) chain
for Φ. This means that L(ζ) is internally chain transitive.

We will prove the following theorem, which in turn will imply Theorem 6.2.
The proof follows that of Theorem 3.2 in [8].

Theorem 9.6. Suppose that assumption 6.1 holds and that there exists a Lya-
punov function ϕ on M. Then every limit point of {xk}x≥1 lies in G−1(0) and
the function values {ϕ(xk)}k≥1 converge.

We will need the following lemmas.

Lemma 9.7. limk→∞ d(xk, xk+1) = 0

Proof. The retraction is a smooth map from TM→M and we haveDRx(0x)[v] =
v. Furthermore, we can define a curve γ(t) = Rx(tv), γ̇(0) = v and Rx(0x) = x.
Now,

‖v‖gx ≤ αk max
z∈F (xk)

‖z‖gx + αk ‖u̇t‖gx . (45)

But the second part goes to zero by assumption and ‖z‖gx is bounded while
αk → 0, so this implies that v converges to zero and therefore d(xk, xk+1)→ 0,
since R(tv) is smooth.

Lemma 9.8. We have

lim inf
t→∞

ϕ(x(t)) = lim inf
k→∞

ϕ(xk), (46)

and
lim sup
t→∞

ϕ(x(t)) = lim sup
k→∞

ϕ(xk). (47)

Proof. Clearly, we have that ≤ and ≥ holds, respectively, in the two equations.
To argue for the opposite direction we let τi →∞ be an arbitrary sequence with
x(τi) converging to some point x∗ as i → ∞. For each index i, we define the
breakpoint ki = max{k ∈ N : tk ≤ τi}. Then

d(xki , x
∗) ≤ d(xki , x(τi)) + d(x(τi), x

∗)

≤ d(x(τi), x
∗) + d(xki , xki+1).

(48)

Since the right hand side tends to zero we get that xki → x∗, which further
implies that ϕ(xki)→ ϕ(x∗).

Let now τi → ∞ be a sequence realizing lim inft→∞ ϕ(x(t)). Since x(t) is
bounded, x(τi) converges to some point x∗ and we find

lim inf
k→∞

ϕ(xk) ≤ lim
i→∞

ϕ(xki) = ϕ(x∗) = lim inf
t→∞

ϕ(x(t)). (49)

The second equality can be shown in the same way.
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Proposition 9.9. The values ϕ(x(t)) have a limit as t→∞.

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose 0 = lim inft→∞ ϕ(x(t)). For each
r ∈ R, define the sublevel set

Lr := {x ∈M : ϕ(x) ≤ r}. (50)

Choose any ε > 0 satisfying ε /∈ ϕ(G−1(0)). Note that ε can be arbitrarily small.
According to the above lemma we then have infinitely many indices k such that
ϕ(xk) < ε. Then, for sufficiently large k ∈ N we have

xk ∈ Lε =⇒ xk+1 ∈ L2ε. (51)

This follows from the same argument as in [8].
Let us define a sequence of iterates. Set i1 ∈ N as the first index satisfying

1. xi1 ∈ Lε;

2. xi+1 ∈ L2ε\Lε;

3. defining the exit time e1 = min{e ≥ i1 : xe /∈ L2ε\Lε}, the iterate xe1 lies
in M\L2ε.

Next, let i2 > i1 be the next smallest index satisfying the same properties, and
so on. This process must then terminate, i.e., {xk} exits L2ε a finite amount of
times. Then we see that the proposition follows, since ε can be made arbitrarily
small and the above lemma gives us limt→∞ ϕ(x(t)) = 0.

Now we can give the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 9.6. Let x∗ be a limit point of {xk} and suppose for the sake
of contradiction that 0 /∈ G(x∗). Let ij be indices satisfying xij → x∗ as j →∞.

Let z(·) be the subsequential limit of the curves γtij (·) in C(R+,M) which are
guaranteed to exist. The existence of the Lyapunov function guarantees that
there exists a real T > 0 satisfying

ϕ(z(T )) < sup
t∈[0,T ]

ϕ(z(t)) ≤ ϕ(x∗). (52)

But, we can deduce

ϕ(z(T )) = lim
j→∞

ϕ(γtij (T )) = lim
t→∞

ϕ(γ(t)) = ϕ(x∗), (53)

where we used the above proposition and continuity of ϕ in the last step. But
this is a contradiction and the theorem follows.
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10 Appendix: The Clarke Subdifferential on a
Manifold

A central object in non-smooth analysis is the Clarke subdifferential. We define
it for a Riemannian manifold following [15]. To this end, we first define the
generalized directional derivative.

Definition 10.1 (Generalized directional derivative and Clarke subdifferential).
Let f : M→ R be a locally Lipschitz function and (U,ϕ) a chart at x ∈M. The
generalized directional derivative of f at x in the direction v ∈ TxM, denoted
f◦(x; v), is then defined by

f◦(x; v) := lim sup
y→x,t↘0

f◦ϕ−1(ϕ(y)+tdϕ(x)(v))−f◦ϕ−1(ϕ(y))
t . (54)

The Clarke subdifferential of f at x, denoted ∂f(x), is furthermore the subset
of T ∗xM whose support function is f◦(x; ·).

The Clarke subdifferential gives a minimal convex conservative field, as is
seen by the following.

Theorem 10.2 (Cf. Corollary 1 in [4]). Let f : M→ R allowing a conservative
field D : M⇒ T ∗M. Then ∂f is a conservative field for f , and for all x ∈M

∂f(x) ⊂ conv (D(x)). (55)

Proof. The idea is the same as in the proof of Corollary 1 in [4]. Fix an S ⊂M,
a full measure set such that D = df on S. From Lemma 5.5 of [15] we have

∂f(x) = co{ lim
k→∞

df(xk) : {xk} ⊂ S, xk → x}. (56)

But D has a closed graph and on S we have D = df , so the result follows
directly.

11 Appendix: O-minimal Structures

For reference, we give the definition of o-minimal structures and list a few
important examples. For more information we refer to [25, 26].

Definition 11.1 (O-minimal structure). An o-minimal structure on R is a
sequence S = (Sm)m∈N such that for each m ≥ 1:

1) Sm is a boolean algebra of subsets of Rm;

2) if A ∈ Sm, then R×A and A× R belongs to Sm+1;

3) {(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Rm : x1 = xm} ∈ Sm;

24



4) if A ∈ Sm+1, and π : Rm+1 → Rm is the projection map on the first m
coordinates, then π(A) ∈ Sm;

5) the sets in S1 are exactly the finite unions of intervals and points.

A set A ⊆ Rm is said to be definable in S, or S-definable, if A belongs to Sm.
Similarly, a map f : A→ B, with A ⊆ Rm, B ⊆ Rn, is said to be definable in
S if its graph Γ(f) ⊆ Rm+n belongs to Sm+n. When we do not wish to specify
any particular structure we simply say that a definable function or set is tame.

Some important examples of o-minimal structures are:

• The collection of semi-algebraic sets forms an o-minimal structure denoted
Rsemialg..

• Adjoining the collection of semi-algebraic sets with the graph of the real
exponential function, x 7→ ex, x ∈ R, gives an o-minimal structure denoted
Rexp..

• The collection of restricted analytic functions can also be adjoined with
Rsemialg. to give the o-minimal structure Ran..

• Finally, we can actually combine Rexp. with Ran. to get the o-minimal
structure Ran.,exp..
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