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Abstract

Many convex optimization problems with important applications in machine learning are
formulated as empirical risk minimization (ERM). There are several examples: linear and logistic
regression, LASSO, kernel regression, quantile regression, p-norm regression, support vector
machines (SVM), and mean-field variational inference. To improve data privacy, federated
learning is proposed in machine learning as a framework for training deep learning models on
the network edge without sharing data between participating nodes. In this work, we present
an interior point method (IPM) to solve a general ERM problem under the federated learning

setting. We show that the communication complexity of each iteration of our IPM is Õ(d3/2),
where d is the dimension (i.e., number of features) of the dataset.
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1 Introduction

Empirical Risk Minimization (ERM) is one of the key problems in machine learning research. ERM
appears in many machine learning problems including LASSO [Tib96], logistic regression [Cox58,
HJLS13], support vector machines [CV95], AdaBoost [FS97], kernel regression [Nad64, Wat64], etc.
Due to its wide applications, a great number of works have considered this problem. They not only
study the statistical convergence properties but also investigate how to develop efficient algorithms
for ERM. Among these efficient algorithms, Interior Point Methods is one of the most widely-used
optimization algorithm. IPM is first proposed by [Kar84]. After that, IPM has become an active
area in optimization research. There is a long line of work using IPM to speedup optimization prob-
lems, such as linear programming [CLS19, JSWZ21, SY21], semi-definite programming [JKL+20a],
and cutting plane method [JLSW20]. Recently, [LSZ19] develops a fast and robust algorithm to
solve Empirical Risk Minimization (ERM).

However, users are not willing to share data with others. Therefore, Federated Learning, which
is a general framework for distributed learning on sensitive data, is paid more attention to recently.
Motivated by the Sketched-SGD [IRU+19] and FetchSGD [RPU+20], there exists a large num-
ber of works focus on reducing the communication cost [JST+14, KMY+16, LHM+17]. In addition,
some works [LSZ+20] develop optimization algorithms under federated learning. Nevertheless, all
of them develop distributed SGD, which is a first-order optimization algorithm. Due to the reason
that first-order algorithms for ERM always depend polynomially on the Lipschitz constant of the
gradient and the running time will also have to depend on the strong convexity of the optimization
function [LSZ19]. In view of this, we focus on developing distributed second-order optimization
algorithms in this paper. As for the distributed second-order optimization algorithm, [GGD+21]
develops a distributed second-order method, which could address the bottleneck of distributed set-
ting. However, in order to present convergence analysis, they make several strong assumptions that
are unrealistic in practice.

In this work, we mainly study the ERM under FL, we called it FERM (Federated Empirical Risk
Minimization). We develop an IPM framework under FL settings to address FERM first. Then,
considering the communication issue of the IPM framework under FL settings, we use sketching
techniques to reduce the communication cost. In the end, we present the convergence analysis of
our algorithm.

Challenges. We have witnessed the success of the first-order optimization algorithm under FL.
Nevertheless, it is non-trivial to design an IPM under FL. Especially, we need to use the sketching
technique to reduce the communication cost and provide convergence analysis for IPM under FL.
In the following sections, we focus on answering the following problems:

• How to design a distributed IPM algorithm without data sharing?

• How to use sketch matrices to compress the Hessian information under distributed setting?

• Is it possible to present convergence guarantees of IPM under FL?

Before we show the specific algorithms and analysis, we first state our main result here:

Theorem 1.1 (Informal Main Result, see Appendix D for details). If the following conditions hold

• Consider a convex problem under the FL setting minAx=b,x∈Πm
i=1Ki

c⊤x, where Ki is compact
convex sets.

• For each i ∈ [m], we are given a νi-self concordant barrier function ϕi for Ki.
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Then, there exists a FL algorithm (see Algorithm 1) runs in O(
√
ν log2m log(νδ )) iterations and

each iteration sends O(bmaxn) bits to find a vector x up to δ error, where bmax is determined by the
size of sketch matrices.

Contributions. Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• To the best of our knowledge, we first study the ERM under FL settings. And we propose
an IPM under FL to solve FERM.

• We are also the first one to sketch Hessian information of the IPM algorithm under the FL
setting. Previous works only either sketch the gradient information under the FL setting or
Hessian information under the classical distributed computing setting.

• We show convergence guarantees of IPM under FL, which compresses the Hessian via sketch-
ing methods to reduce communication costs. Due to the reason that IPM is a second-order
optimization method, it is non-trivial for us to present such convergence without making
strong assumptions.

Organization. We present related work in Section 2. In Section 3, we present the background of
this paper. And in Section 4, we formulate the problem first. Next, we give the sketching technique
we used in our algorithm and the overview of our main algorithm. In Section 5, we present the
theoretical analysis of our algorithm. In Section 6, we compare our algorithm with some naive
models. And we conclude this paper in Section 7.

2 Related Work

Distributed Optimization Methods. Nowadays, distributed optimization methods have gained
popularity. As for the distributed first-order optimization methods, a large number of works fo-
cus on developing communication-efficient distributed SGD. These work includes that distributed
variants of stochastic gradient descent [ZWSL10, NRRW11, MKSB13], accelerated SGD [SS14],
variance reduction SGD [LLMY17, RHS+15], dual coordinate ascent algorithms [Yan13, RT16,
ZWX+17], and stochastic coordiante descent methods [FR16]. As for the distributed second-order
optimization methods, DANE [SSZ14], AIDE [RKR+16], and DiSCO [ZL15] are well-known work.
CoCoA [JST+14, MSJ+15, SFC+18] is similar to the second-order method, but it does not use any
second-order information.

Federated Learning. Federated learning is a special case of distributed machine learning. Fed-
erated learning allows clients to train machine learning models without data sharing. The appli-
cations of federated learning include healthcare [LGD+20, RHL+20], financial area [YZY+19], and
autonomous vehicle [LLC+19]. Although federated learning has numerous advantages, the feder-
ated learning is always limited by the communication issue. In view of this, a great number of
methods [IRU+19, RPU+20] are developed to reduce communication cost in federated learning.
FEDAVG [MMR+17] is the first work focus on solving communication efficiency problem in feder-
ated learning. After that, a great number of gradient compression methods [IRU+19, RPU+20] have
been proposed. Communication-efficient algorithms achieve success in practice. However, it is not
easy to present convergence analysis for communication-efficient algorithms. Recently, [RPU+20]
presents convergence analysis for SGD under federated learning. Federated learning convergence
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on one-layer neural networks is investigated in [LJZ+21]. Furthermore, [HLSY21] gives conver-
gence guarantees of the general federated learning on neural networks. [SWYZ23] studies federated
learning for convex, Lipschitz, and smooth functions. [LSY23] proposes an federated algorithm for
adversarial training in deep learning. Another interesting angle of federated learning is differential
privacy, a number of works [HSLA20, HSC+20, CLSZ21, CSTZ22] have studied the privacy inspired
question related to federated learning. Privacy is not the major task in this paper.

Sketching Technique. Sketching technique has been widely applied to many applications in ma-
chine learning, such as low-rank approximation [CW13, NN13, MM13, BW14, SWZ17, ALS+18],
linear regression, distributed problems [WZ16, BWZ16], reinforcement learning [WZD+20], ten-
sor decomposition [SWZ19], sparsification of attention matrix [DMS23], discrepancy minimization
[DSW22], clustering [EMZ21], online bipartite matching [SWY23, HST+22], exponential and soft-
max regression [LSZ23, DLS23a, LSX+23, GSY23], integral optimization [JLSZ23], submodular
problem [QSW23], generative adversarial networks [XZZ18], symmetric norm estimation [DSWZ22],
optimizing neural tangent kernel [BPSW21, SYZ21, SZZ21, HSWZ22, Zha22, GQSW22, ALS+22],
database [QJS+22], fast attention computation [AS23], dynamic kernel computation [QRS+22,
DJS+22], matrix completion [GSYZ23], matrix sensing [DLS23b, QSZ23]. Count Sketch [CCF02]
is used in [IRU+19, RPU+20] to reduce the cost of communication at each iteration. Count Sketch
is able to approximate every coordinate of a vector with an ℓ2 guarantee. And it is also possible to
recover an approximate vector from Count Sketch. In this paper, we use AMS matrices [AMS99]
to compress the model updates at each iteration to reduce the communication cost of FL.

3 Background

In Section 3.1, we explain the notations that we use. In Section 3.2, we introduce empirical risk
minimization. In Section 3.3, we explain the central path method and the properties of the self-
concordant barrier function. In Section 3.4, we present the Newton method.

3.1 Notations

Given a positive value n, we use [n] to denote {1, 2, · · · , n}. We use m to denote the number of
clients. For each client i ∈ [m], it contains dataset Ai ∈ Rd×ni . We also assume that

∑m
i=1 ni = n.

Moreover, we define x as the main variable, and s as the slack variable. We use xi, si, Wi and Ai

to denote the variables that are computed in client ci. And we use xti, s
t
i, W

t
i , and At

i to denote
the variables that are computed in client ci at t-th iteration.

Next, we define two operations here. The operation ⊕ denotes concatenation operation, which
indicates that x = ⊕m

i=1xi = [x1, x2, . . . , xm]⊤ and s = ⊕m
i=1si = [s1, s2, . . . , sm]⊤. And we use ⊗ to

denote the following operation: W = ⊗m
i=1Wi = diag(W1,W2, · · · ,Wm).

Given that f and g are two functions, f ≲ g means that f ≤ Cg, where C is a constant. Let v
be a vector. ∥v∥ represents the standard Euclidean norm. E[] represents the expectation and Pr[]
denotes the probability. We use ∇f(x) to denote the gradient of f , namely df

dx .
For any A ∈ Rm×n, ∥A∥2 represents its operator norm and ∥A∥F stands for its Frobenius norm.

We also use some facts that ∥AB∥2 ≤ ∥A∥2 · ∥B∥2, ∥A∥F ≤
√
n∥A∥2. Moreover, if the matrix

A ∈ Rn×n is a block diagonal matrix, then A could be expressed as diag(A1, A2, · · · , Am), where
A1 is a matrix whose dimensions is n1 × n1, A2 is a matrix whose dimensions is n2 × n2, and Am

is a matrix whose dimensions is nm × nm. In addition,
∑m

i=1 ni = n. If A ∈ Rn×n is a symmetric
positive semi-definite (PSD) matrix, i.e., A ⪰ 0 if for all vectors x ∈ Rn, then x⊤Ax ≥ 0, and we
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use ∥v∥A to denote (v⊤Av)1/2. If we are given a convex function f , we use ∥v∥x to denote ∥v∥∇2f(x)

and ∥v∥∗x to denote ∥v∥∇2f(x)−1 for simplicity.

In general, we use R ∈ Rb×d or S ∈ Rb×d to denote sketches that are used to compress model
updates. In order to distinguish different sketches, we use Ri ∈ Rbi×d and Si ∈ Rbi×d.

Furthermore, in this paper, we consider the computation model to be word RAM model. In
this model, each word has O(log n) bits and all the basic computation can be done in O(1). This is
standard in the literature of algorithm design [CLRS09] and distributed algorithm [WZ16, BWZ16].

3.2 Empirical Risk Minimization

We give the definition of traditional Empirical Risk Minimization (ERM) as below:

Definition 3.1 (Empirical Risk Minimization). Given a convex function fi : Rd → R, Ai ∈ Rd×ni ,
xi ∈ Rni and bi ∈ Rd, ∀i ∈ [m], we call the following optimization problem as Empirical Risk
Minimization problem minx

∑m
i=1 fi(Aixi + bi).

Then, we could rewrite the original problem by defining yi = Aixi+ bi, zi = fi(Aixi+ bi). After
that, we could get the following problem:

min
x,y,z

m∑
i=1

zi

s.t. Ax+ b = y

(yi, zi) ∈ Ki = {(yi, zi) : fi(yi) ≤ zi},∀i ∈ [m]

In this paper, we mainly consider the following question, when the dimension of Ki could be
arbitrary: minx∈

∏m
i=1 Ki,Ax=b c

⊤x.
In the next section, we briefly introduce the solutions to address the general form under cen-

tralized setting.

3.3 Central Path Method

In this section, we introduce the central path method. First, we recap the problem that we analyze:

min
x∈

∏m
i=1 Ki,Ax=b

c⊤x (1)

For each i ∈ [m], Ki is a convex set and xi is the i-th block of x respect to Ki. The interior point
methods (IPM) consider the following path of solutions:

x(t) = arg min
Ax=b

c⊤x+ t
m∑
i=1

ϕi(xi) (2)

where ϕi(·) is called self-concordant barrier function. (Fig. 3 is an example of barrier function).
And the path is always called central path. The IPM solves Eq. (1) by decreasing t → 0 (See
Fig. 1).

The running time of the central path based algorithm is determined by the self-concordant
barrier function. In view of this, we first present the definition and properties of self-concordant
barrier function here.
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x(1)

x(t)

x(0)

Feasible region

Figure 1: Here is an example of the central path. The curve denotes the central path. The hexagon
denotes the feasible region. The start point of the central path is x(1), and the end point of the
central path is x(0). Then we follow the path x(t) to from x(1) to x(0).

Definition 3.2. Given a function ϕ, if any x ∈ domϕ and any u ∈ Rn, the following inequality holds

|∇3ϕ(x)[u, u, u]| ≤ 2∥u∥3/2x , ∥∇ϕ(x)∥∗x ≤
√
ν where ∥v∥x := ∥v∥∇2ϕ(x) and ∥v∥∗x := ∥v∥∇2ϕ(x)−1 , for

any vector v. Then, the function ϕ is called as a ν self-concordant barrier for K, where K = domϕ.

Remark 3.3. In general, ν ≥ 1 for any self-concordant barrier function.

[Nes98] demonstrates that for any open convex set K contained in the Euclidean space Rn,
there exists a O(n) self-concordant barrier function. We focus on a specific convex set Ki which
has a dimension of O(1) in this paper. We make the assumption that a νi self-concordant barrier
function ϕi is given, and we can efficiently compute its gradient ∇ϕi and Hessian ∇2ϕi in constant
time (O(1)). An important result we rely on regarding self-concordance is the stability of the norm
∥ · ∥x when we alter the value of x. Subsequently, we proceed to present certain properties of the
self-concordant barrier function.

Theorem 3.4 (Theorem 4.1.6 in [Nes98]). If the following conditions hold

• Suppose ϕ represents a self-concordant barrier function.

• the norm ∥y − x∥x is less than 1

Then, the following inequalities hold true: ∇2ϕ(y) ⪰ (1 − ∥y − x∥x)2∇2ϕ(x) and ∇2ϕ(y) ⪯
(1− ∥y − x∥x)−2∇2ϕ(x).

Now, we consider the way to go alone with the path from x(1) to x(ϵ), where ϵ ∈ (0, 1), in the
next section.

3.4 Newton Step

In this section, we briefly introduce the Newton method in central path. It is a standard method,
for details of the background, the readers could refer [NW06].

In order to follow the path from x(1) to x(ϵ) and control in error that caused in the progress,
we consider the following problem

s/t+∇ϕ(x) = µ

Ax = b

A⊤y + s = tµ+ c

6



where ∇ϕ(x) = (∇ϕ1(x1), ϕ2(x2), · · · ,∇ϕm(xm)) and µ stands for the error that is caused in the
progress. In order to control the error, the Newton step to move from µ to µ+ h is given below:

δ∗s/t+∇2ϕ(x) · δ∗x = h

Aδ∗x = 0

A⊤δ∗y + δ∗s = 0

where ∇2ϕ(x) = diag(∇2ϕ1(x1),∇2ϕ2(x2), · · · ,∇2ϕm(xm)).
Then, we define that W := (∇2ϕ(x))−1 and we define the projection matrix P ∈ Rn×n below:

P := W 1/2A⊤(AWA⊤)−1AW 1/2 (3)

We could get the following solutions:

δ∗x = W 1/2(I − P )W 1/2h, δ∗y = −t · (AWA⊤)−1AWh, δ∗s = t ·W−1/2PW 1/2h

4 IPM under FL

In this section, we develop the interior point methods under FL. Before we introduce our algorithm,
we first introduce the sketching technique used in section 4.1. Then, we give the overview of our
algorithm in section 4.2.

4.1 Sketching Techniques

In this subsection, we give the definition of AMS matrix [AMS99] and show the statistical properties
of using the AMS matrix to sketch a fixed vector. See Appendix A for rigorous proof.

Definition 4.1 (AMS sketch matrices [AMS99]). Let h1, h2, . . . , hb be b random hash functions.
The hash functions are picked from a 4-wise independent hash familyH = {h : [n]→ {−1/

√
b,+1/

√
b}}.

Then R ∈ Rb×n is an AMS sketch matrix if we set Ri,j = hi(j).

The AMS matrix has great statistical properties to sketch a fixed vector. We provide the
statement in the following lemma, which is standard in literature [LSZ19, SY21].

Lemma 4.2 (Statistical properties for sketching a fixed vector). If the following conditions hold

• h ∈ Rn is a fixed vector.

• R is defined as in Definition 4.1.

Then we have

E[R⊤Rh] = h, E[(R⊤Rh)2i ] ≤ h2i +
1

b
∥h∥22

Pr

[
|(R⊤Rh)i − hi| > ∥h∥2

log(n/δ)√
b

]
≤ δ

Note. Although AMS sketch matrix is also used in [LSZ19], there exists some difference between
our paper and the previous work: Both of our work and that use AMS sketch matrix. However, the
previous work uses the AMS sketch matrix outside of the projection matrix P to accelerated the
whole process, where R ∈ Rb×n is an AMS matrix and P ∈ Rn×n is a projection matrix. And we
add the AMS sketch matrix inside the projection matrix. The projection matrix with AMS sketch
matrix in our paper is defined in Def. 4.3. There is a major issue we need to tackle: how to bound
the error that is caused by adding sketching matrices outside the inverse part (AWA⊤)?
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Figure 2: P is an ideal case of the projection matrix. However, it is infeasible to construct P under
FL. In view of this, we construct P̃ . In order to analyze that P is close to P̃ , which means that
∥g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h∥ could be bounded by g, h, A, and W . We create an artificial matrix P̂ . Note that
P̂ is only used in analysis. The way how our analysis working is, we first show that P is close P̂ ,
then we show P̂ is close to P̃ . Combining two steps together, we finally prove that P is close to P̃ .

4.2 Our Algorithm

In view of the properties of AMS sketch matrices, we could use AMS sketch matrices to bound the
error caused by the sketching techniques.

Next, we define the following notations to differentiate the projection matrices used in IPM:

Definition 4.3 (P̂ and P̃ ). Given four independent AMS matrices, R1 ∈ Rb1×d, R2 ∈ Rb2×d,
R3 ∈ Rb3×d, R4 ∈ Rb4×d, the matrix P̂ and P̃ are defined as below:

P̂ = W 1/2A⊤(R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1AW 1/2

and

P̃ = W 1/2A⊤R⊤
3 R3(R

⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1R⊤

4 R4AW
1/2

We want to remark that P̂ is only being used for the purpose of analysis. But, we use P̃ for
both analysis and algorithm.

The algorithm to address ERM under FL could be divided into several steps (Fig. 4 gives an
overview of the algorithm):

Setup. First, we give server and each client the same random seed. Then, for each client ci, the
client generates four independent sketching matrices R1, R2, R3, and R4.

Local update. For any i ∈ [m], the detailed process of local update in each client ci is shown as
below:

• Each client ci updates xt−1
i and st−1

i by gradient descent δt−1
xi

and δt−1
si respectively. Then,

we get that xti = xt−1
i + δt−1

xi
and sti = st−1

i + δt−1
si .

• Each client ci computes W t
i .

• Each client ci computes µt
i(x, s) = sti/t̃+∇ϕi(xi) and γti (x, s) = ∥µt

i(x, s)∥∇2ϕi(xt
i)

−1 .

• Each client ci computes hti = −α · cti(x, s)µt
i(x, s).

• Each client ci sends its (W
t
i )

1/2A⊤
i R

⊤
1 , R2AiW

t
iA

⊤
i R

⊤
3 , R4Ai(W

t
i )

1/2 and hti to the server.
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Algorithm 1 Second-Order Algorithm for Empirical Risk Minimization in Federated Learning
(Theorem 1.1)

1: Both Server and Client have the random seed for sketching matrix R1, R2, R3, and R4.
2: Initial δ0x ← 0, δ0s ← 0, λ← 216 log(m), α← 2−20λ−2, ξ ← 2−10α, t̃← 1.
3: for t = 1→ T do
4: /* Client */
5: for i = 1→ N do
6: /* Update local parameters for x and s */
7: xti ← xt−1

i + δt−1
xi

.

8: sti ← st−1
i + δt−1

si .
9: W t

i ← (∇2ϕi(x
t
i))

−1.
10: Compute µt

i(x, s)← si/t̃+∇ϕi(x
t
i)

11: Compute γti (x, s)← ∥µt
i(x, s)∥∇2ϕi(xt

i)
−1

12: Compute cti(x, s)←

{
exp(λγt

i (x,s))/γ
t
i (x,s)

(
∑m

i=1 exp(2λγ
t
i (x,s)))

1/2 if γti (x, s) ≥ 96
√
α

0 otherwise

13: Compute hti ← −α · cti(x, s)µt
i(x, s)

14: Send (W t
i )

1/2A⊤
i R

⊤
1 , R2AiW

t
iA

⊤
i R

⊤
3 , R4Ai(W

t
i )

1/2 and hti to server.
15: end for
16: /* Server */
17: Construct ht ← ⊕m

i=1h
t
i ▷ ht ∈ Rn

18: Construct P̃ t ← (W t)1/2A⊤R⊤
1 R1(R

⊤
2 R2AW

tA⊤R⊤
3 R3)

−1R⊤
4 R4A(W t)1/2 ▷ P̃ ∈ Rn×n

19: Compute δtx ← (W t)1/2(I − P̃ t)(W t)1/2ht. ▷ δtx ∈ Rn

20: Compute δts ← t̃ · (W t)−1/2P̃ t(W t)1/2ht. ▷ δts ∈ Rn

21: Send δtx and δts to every client.
22: t̃ = (1− ξ√

ν
)t̃.

23: end for
24: Return an approximation solution to the convex problem.

Global update. In each global communication round, the detailed process of global update is
shown as below:

• The server constructs P̃ as below

P̃ = W 1/2A⊤R⊤
1 R1(R

⊤
2 R2AWA⊤R⊤

3 R3)
−1R⊤

4 R4AW
1/2 (4)

• The server computes δtx and δts as below:

δtx = W 1/2(I − P̃ )W 1/2ht, δts = t̃ ·W−1/2P̃W 1/2ht

• The server sends δtx and δts to every client.

Communication cost. In this paper, we always assume that d ≥ n. The Algorithm 1 seeds
O(bmaxn) words at each iteration, where bmax = max{b1, b2, b3, b4}. Generally, we choose bmax =
O(
√
n). Compared with the naive algorithm mentioned in Model 3, the Algorithm 1 is more

practical due to the reason that FL is always limited by the network bandwidth.
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5 Theoretical Analysis

In our algorithm, the main problem is how to handle the matrix P that is defined as Eq. (3), which
is used in our IPM where W ∈ Rn×n is a block diagonal matrix and A ∈ Rd×n.

The core of Theorem 5.3 is to show the equation |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| could be bounded by g, h, A,
and W . In order to prove Theorem 5.3, we divide the proof into the following steps. Given two
vectors g, h ∈ Rd. (In the following statement and proof, we assume that g = h). We want to prove
that

• |g⊤Ph − g⊤P̂ h| could be bounded by g, h, A and W . We prove this by using Lemma C.3
with C = W 1/2A⊤, B = (AWA⊤)−1, R = R1 and S = R2.

• |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h| could be bounded by g, h, A, W , and B̃, we prove this by using Lemma C.5
with C = W 1/2A⊤, B̃ = (R⊤

1 R1AWA⊤R⊤
2 R2)

−1, R = R3, and S = R4.

• Finally, we could use

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≤ |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|+ |g⊤P̂ h− g⊤P̃ h|

to obtain that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| is bounded by g, h, A and W .

In order to achieve the above-mentioned steps, we need to use the following lemmas. The
detailed proof of the following lemma is deferred to Appendix C.

Lemma 5.1. If the following conditions hold

• B̃ ∈ Rd×d and C ∈ Rn×d are two matrices.

• R ∈ Rb1×d and S ∈ Rb2×d are defined as in Definition 4.1.

• g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn are vectors.

• bmin = {b1, b2}.

Then, we have

g⊤C(R⊤R)B̃(S⊤S)C⊤h− g⊤CB̃C⊤h ≲ K0,

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n) and K0 is defined as follows:

K0 :=
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (∥g⊤C∥2∥B̃C⊤h∥2 + ∥g⊤CB̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2) +

log3 d

bmin
· ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B̃∥F

By using the above lemma, we could obtain the following result by setting B̃ = (R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1

and C = W 1/2A⊤, where both R1 and R2 are independent AMS matrices.

|g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h| ≲ K0.

Although the above lemma could be used to bound the error of the second step. However, it does
not show that B̃ could be bounded by A and W . It is non-trivial to prove it.

In order to bound the error, we first use the above lemma to obtain that

|x⊤R⊤RB−1S⊤Sx− x⊤B−1x| ≤ ϵ0λmin(B
−1)

where bmin = {b1, b2}, κ = λmax(B)/λmin(B), ϵ0 = O(
√
n log3 d/bmin)κ ∈ (0, 1/10), R ∈ Rb1×d and

S ∈ Rb2×d are matrices defined as in Definition 4.1 and B = (AWA⊤)−1.
Then we use the following lemma to bound the error that is caused by adding sketching matrices

in the inverse part.
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Lemma 5.2. If the following conditions hold:

• B ∈ Rd×d is a matrix.

• R ∈ Rb1×d and S ∈ Rb2×d are defined as in Definition 4.1.

• g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn are vectors.

• ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1/10).

Then, we have

(1− 2ϵ0)B ⪯ (R⊤RB−1S⊤S)−1 ⪯ (1 + 2ϵ0)B

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n).

By using the above lemma, we could obtain that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| ≤ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

with probability 1− 1/ poly(n), where C = W 1/2A⊤ and B = (AWA⊤)−1 ∈ Rd×d.
Finally, we combine the result of Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 together to get the following

theorem.

Theorem 5.3. If the following conditions hold

• Given A ∈ Rd×n and W ∈ Rn×n.

• Let R1 ∈ Rb1×d, R2 ∈ Rb2×d, R3 ∈ Rb3×d and R4 ∈ Rb4×d be four independent AMS matrices.

• P is defined as in Eq. (3).

• P̃ is defined as in Def. 4.3.

• Let g, h ∈ Rn be two vectors.

• Let bmin := min{b1, b2}.

Then, we have

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≲ log6 d · ( 1√
bmin

+
n

b2min

) · κ · ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

with probability at least 1 − 1/ poly(n). Note that C = W 1/2A⊤, B = (AWA⊤)−1, and κ =
λmax(B)/λmin(B).

Due to the reason that κ > 1, we could choose that bmin = ϵ−1√nκ2 log3 d and ϵ ∈ (0, 1/10).
Then, we could obtain that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≤ ϵ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2.
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6 Compared to Standard Methods

In order to show the effectiveness and efficiency of our algorithm, we discuss the following three
naive models and point out the disadvantages of each model respectively.

We introduce the following three straightforward methods: Model 1 and Model 2 cannot get
the right result under their respective framework. Model 3 can get the correct result, but it needs
to send O(n2) words at each iteration. Moreover, Model 3 also requires clients to share their data
with the untrusted server, which is not allowed under FL setting.

Model 1: In the t-th step, each client does the following operations: (1) Compute W t
i and hi;

(2) Compute local P t
i , where P t

i = (W t
i )

1/2A⊤
i (AiW

t
iA

⊤
i )

−1Ai(W
t
i )

1/2; (3) By using local P t
i and

hi, the client could compute local update δx,i and δs,i; (4) Finally, client sends its local update δx,i
and δs,i to the server.

The Server combines all gradients together. However, the main issue is that

⊕m
i=1[(W

t
i )

1/2(I − P t
i )(W

t
i )

1/2hi] ̸= (W t)1/2(I − P t)(W t)1/2h

and

⊕m
i=1[(W

t
i )

−1/2P t
i (W

t
i )

1/2hi] ̸= (W t)−1/2P t(W t)1/2h

where P = (W t)1/2A⊤(AW tA⊤)−1A(W t)1/2, and I is an identify matrix.
Model 2: In the t-th step, each client does the following operations: (1) Compute W t

i and hi
locally; (2) Send (AiW

t
iA

⊤
i )

−1 and hi to the server. However, this method does not work well. The
reason is that

⊗m
i=1 [(W

t
i )

1/2A⊤
i (AiW

t
iA

⊤
i )

−1Ai(W
t
i )

1/2]⊕m
i=1 hi

̸= [(W t)1/2A⊤(AW tA⊤)−1A(W t)1/2]h

where W t = ⊗m
i=1W

t
i , A = ⊕m

i=1Ai, and h = ⊕m
i=1hi.

Model 3: Each client sends data to the server at the 0-th iteration. Then, in the t-th step,
each client does the following operations: (1) Compute locally W t

i and hi; (2) Send W t
i and hi to

the server.
The server computes P by the following equation:

P = (⊗m
i=1(W

t
i )

1/2A⊤)(A⊗m
i=1 W

t
iA

⊤)−1(A⊗m
i=1 (W

t
i )

1/2)

Compared to the above-mentioned two models, this method could get the correct result in the
end. However, it has to send O(n2) words at each iteration. In reality, the distributed machine
learning is always limited by the network bandwidth. Moreover, people usually are not willing to
share their private data with the untrusted system because of data privacy. In view of this, we
propose a communication-efficient distributed interior point method under FL.

7 Conclusion and Discussion

In a nutshell, we present the first distributed interior point method algorithm (FL-IPM) that is
used to address empirical risk minimization under FL. There are differences between our algorithm
and existing algorithms and the novelty of our work is shown below: (1) There exist a large number
of works related to the distributed first-order optimization algorithms. However, our algorithm is

12



a second-order optimization problem under federated learning settings. (2) We use the sketching
technique to reduce the communication cost of federated learning, which is the bottleneck of fed-
erated learning. (3) Compared with the existing distributed second-order optimization algorithms,
we can provide convergence analysis for our solution without making strong assumptions.

As for future work, there are several things we need to consider, if we want to apply our
algorithm in the real system: First, we need to consider the stragglers and device heterogeneity in
the real system environment. We need to design robust algorithms to deal with stragglers during
the training. In addition, the scalability of large networks is also very important, especially the
latency and throughput of the network. Finally, the computational cost of the devices and server
should be taken into consideration. We present theoretical results in this paper, and we are not
aware of any negative societal impact.
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Appendix

Roadmap. The structure of the appendix is outlined as follows:

• Section A claims the probability tools used in this paper and shows the properties of random
sketching matrix.

• Section B presents how to bound the error of adding two sketching matrices.

• Section C shows that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| is small.

• Section D presents the primary outcome of this paper along with its corresponding proof.

• Section E shows several basic results of Algorithm 1.

• Section F states some basic results of self-concordance function.

A Probability Tools and Basic Properties of Random Sketching
Matrices

In this paper, we care less about the running time of each client in our application. The issue
we want to address in this paper is the limitation of the network bandwidth (bandwidth between
server and clients). In view of this, we use subsampled randomized Hadamard/Fourier matrix1 and
AMS matrices.

The basic ideas of handling randomness in sketching matrices have been used in a number of
previous work [PSW17, LSZ19, JSWZ21, SY21, SYYZ23]. However, in our case, we have more
different sketching matrices and also need to apply sketching matrices inside inversion.

In Section A.1, we introduce the concentration inequalities. In Section A.2, we present the
properties obtained from random projection.

A.1 Concentration inequalities

We first state several useful inequalities.

Lemma A.1 (Lemma 1 on page 1325 of [LM00]). If the following conditions hold

• X ∼ X 2
k is a random variable, which is a chi-squared distribution and has k degrees of freedom.

• Each of them has a mean of 0 and a variance of σ2.

Then, we have

Pr[X − kσ2 ≥ (2
√
kt+ 2t)σ2] ≤ exp(−t)

and

Pr[kσ2 −X ≥ 2
√
ktσ2] ≤ exp(−t).

1We want to remark that SRHT has fast computation advantage compared to AMS. Using SRHT [LDFU13]
allows multiplying the matrix with k vectors only takes kn logn time. This is much faster compared to AMS. In our
application, we only use nice statistical properties of SRHT matrices without using any fast Fourier transform [CT65],
or more fancy sparse Fourier transform [HIKP12b, HIKP12a, Pri13, IKP14, IK14, PS15, CKPS16, Kap16, Kap17,
NSW19, GSS22, SSWZ22a, SSWZ22b].
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Figure 3: An example of the barrier function: −(ln(1 + x) + ln(2x)). The variable is changed from
0.5 to 10. In this case, A = [−1,−2]⊤, and b = [1, 0]⊤.

Lemma A.2 (Khintchine’s Inequality). If the following conditions hold

• σ1, · · · , σn are the independent and identically distributed sign random variables.

• z1, · · · , zn are real numbers.

Then, there exists positive constants, namely C and C ′, satisfying that:

Pr

[∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

ziσi

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ Ct∥z∥2

]
≤ exp(−C ′t2)

Lemma A.3 (Bernstein Inequality). If the following conditions hold

• X1, · · · , Xn is a set of independent random variables with zero means.

• For any arbitrary 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let the absolute value of each Xi is almost surely bounded by a
constant M .

Then, for any positive value t, the following inequality holds:

Pr

[
n∑

i=1

Xi > t

]
≤ exp

(
− t2/2∑n

j=1E[X2
j ] +Mt/3

)

A.2 Properties obtained by random projection

Here, we formally define the SRHT matrix and AMS sketching matrix and analyze their properties.

Definition A.4 (Subsampled randomized Hadamard/Fourier transform (SRHT) matrix [LDFU13]).
The SRHT matrix, denoted as R =

√
n/b · SHD, where R ∈ Rb×n, and S ∈ Rb×n represents a

random matrix whose rows are b uniform samples (without replacement) from the standard basis
of Rn, H ∈ Rn×n is a normalized Walsh-Hadamard matrix, and D ∈ Rn×n is a diagonal matrix
whose diagonal elements are i.i.d. Rademacher random variables.
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Definition A.5 (AMS sketch matrix [AMS99]). Let h1, h2, . . . , hb be b random hash functions
picking from a 4-wise independent hash family H = {h : [n]→ {−1/

√
b,+1/

√
b}}. Then, R ∈ Rb×n

is a AMS sketch matrix if we set Ri,j = hi(j).

Lemma A.6 (Lemma E.5 in [LSZ19]). If the following conditions hold

• Let h ∈ Rn be a fixed vector.

• Let R ∈ Rb×n be a SRHT or AMS sketch matrix as in Definition A.4 and A.5.

Then, we have

E[R⊤Rh] = h, E[(R⊤Rh)2i ] ≤ h2i +
1

b
∥h∥22

Pr

[
|(R⊤Rh)i − hi| > ∥h∥2

log(n/δ)√
b

]
≤ δ

B Sketch more than once

Receive Approximate Global Hessian
Send Partial Local Hessian

Client

Client

Client

Server

Figure 4: This is an overview of our framework. In our framework, there is no need for clients
to share data with the server. Clients share partial Hessian information with the server. And
the server computes the update information by using Hessian information, then sends the update
information to the client.

Now, we can bound the error of adding two sketching matrices.

Lemma B.1 (Error bound of adding two sketching matrices). If the following conditions hold

• R ∈ Rb1×n, S ∈ Rb2×n are defined as in Def. A.5.

• B ∈ Rn×n is a matrix.

• u, v ∈ Rn are vectors.

Then, with probability 1− 1/ poly(n),

|u⊤R⊤RBS⊤Sv − u⊤Bv|

≲
log1.5 n√

b1
· ∥u∥2∥Bv∥2 +

log1.5 n√
b2
· ∥u⊤B∥2∥v∥2 +

log3 n√
b1b2

· ∥u∥2∥v∥2∥B∥F .

holds.
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Proof. Let i be in [n].
Let the i-th column of R be Ri ∈ Rb1 .
Let the i-th column of S be Si ∈ Rb2 .
Let σi be a random sign.
Let R be an AMS matrix.
Every column Ri of R follows the same distribution as σiRi.
We have that R satisfies:

1. ⟨Ri, Ri⟩ = 1, ∀i ∈ [n]. (5)

2. Pr[⟨Ri, Rj⟩ ≤
√

log(n/δ)√
b1

, ∀i ̸= j ∈ [n]] ≥ 1− δ. (6)

Likewise, S is an AMS matrix, and the distribution of each column Si of S is identical to σ′
iSi,

where σ′
i represents a random sign. Additional information can be found in [AMS99].

Then, we can get

u⊤(R⊤R)B(S⊤S)v =
∑

i,j,i′,j′

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩ (7)

Therefore, we can divide the summation in equation Eq. (7) into three components:

1. The first part involves two pairs of indices being identical: j = i and j′ = i′.

2. The second part occurs when one pair of indices is the same: either j = i and j′ ̸= i′, or
conversely, j ̸= i and j′ = i′.

3. The third part arises when no pair of indices are the same: j ̸= i and j′ ̸= i′.

Proof of Part 1.
Suppose j = i and j′ = i′.
We can get ∑

i=j,i′=j′

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

=
∑
i,i′

uivi′Bi,i′

= u⊤Bv (8)

For the first step, we use the fact that ⟨Ri, Ri⟩ = ⟨Si′ , Si′⟩ = 1 for all i and i′ in [n], as shown in
Eq. (5).

Proof of Part 2.
Suppose that either j = i and j′ ̸= i′, or conversely, j ̸= i and j′ = i′.
Without loss of generality, we suppose j = i and j′ ̸= i′.
Then, we can get ∑

i=j,i′ ̸=j′

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

=
∑

i,i′ ̸=j′

uivj′σ
′
i′σ

′
j′Bi,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩
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=
∑
j′

σ′
j′vj′

∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′(B

⊤u)i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩,

For the first step, we use the fact that ⟨Ri, Ri⟩ = 1 for all i in [n], as shown in Eq. (5). For the
second step, we use

∑
i uiBi,i′ = (B⊤u)i′ .

By the Union bound and Lemma A.2, we can get

(
∑
j′

σ′
j′vj′

∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′(B

⊤u)i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩)2

≲ log n ·
∑
j′

v2j′(
∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′(B

⊤u)i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩)2

≲ log2 n ·
∑
j′

v2j′
∑
i′ ̸=j′

(B⊤u)2i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩2

≲ log3 n/b2 ·
∑
j′

v2j′
∑
i′ ̸=j′

(B⊤u)2i′

≲ log3 n/b2 · ∥v∥22∥B⊤u∥22,

with probability at least 1 − 1/poly(n), where the first step follows from t = O(
√
log n) and

Lemma A.2, the second step is obtained by t = O(
√
log n) and Lemma A.2 again, and the third

step is derived from Eq. (6).
Combining the previous two equations, and considering the symmetry of the case where i′ = j′

and i ̸= j, we can get that∑
i=j,i′ ̸=j′

or i′=j′,i ̸=j

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

≲ log1.5 n/
√
b1 · ∥u∥2∥Bv∥2 + log1.5 n/

√
b2 · ∥u⊤B∥2∥v∥2 (9)

with a probability of at least 1− 1/poly(n).
Proof of Part 3.
Suppose j ̸= i and j′ ̸= i′.
We can show

(
∑

i ̸=j,i′ ̸=j′

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩)2

= (
∑
i

σiui
∑
j′

σ′
j′vj′

∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

∑
j ̸=i

σi⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′)
2

≲ log n ·
∑
i

u2i (
∑
j′

σ′
j′vj′

∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

∑
j ̸=i

σi⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′)
2

≲ log2 n ·
∑
i

u2i
∑
j′

v2j′(
∑
i′ ̸=j′

σ′
i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩

∑
j ̸=i

σi⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′)
2

≲ log3 n ·
∑
i

u2i
∑
j′

v2j′
∑
i′ ̸=j′

⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩2(
∑
j ̸=i

σi⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′)
2

≲ log4 n ·
∑
i

u2i
∑
j′

v2j′
∑
i′ ̸=j′

⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩2
∑
j ̸=i

⟨Ri, Rj⟩2B2
j,i′

≲ log6 n/(b1b2) · ∥u∥22∥v∥22∥B∥2F ,

18



with probability 1− 1/poly(n), where 2nd step follows from t = O(
√
n) and Lemma A.2, the 3rd

comes from t = O(
√
n), Lemma A.2, for all i ∈ [n], and employing the Union bound to combine the

n inequalities, the 4th and 5th step can be justified based on the same reasoning as the 3rd step.
For the 6th step, we use the fact that for all i′ ̸= j′ ∈ [n] and i ̸= j ∈ [n], with a probability of

at least 1− 1/poly(n),

⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩ ≲
√
(log n)/b2

and

⟨Ri, Rj⟩ ≲
√
(log n)/b1.

For all i, j, i′, and j′ in [n], we apply the Union bound to combine 2n2 such bounds.
Therefore, we can get∑

i ̸=j,i′ ̸=j′

uivj′σiσjσ
′
i′σ

′
j′⟨Ri, Rj⟩Bj,i′⟨Si′ , Sj′⟩ ≲ log3 n/

√
b1b2 · ∥u∥2∥v∥2∥B∥F . (10)

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n).
Combining Part 1, Part 2, and Part 3.
First, we add Eq. (8), (9), and (10) together.
Then, we plug their sum into Eq. (7).
Finally, through Union bound, we can get

u⊤(R⊤R)B(S⊤S)v − u⊤Bv

≲
log1.5 n√

b1
· ∥u∥2∥Bv∥2 +

log1.5 n√
b2
· ∥u⊤B∥2∥v∥2 +

log3 n√
b1b2

· ∥u∥2∥v∥2∥B∥F ,

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n).
Therefore, we complete the proof.

C Bounding error of sketching

This section is arranged as follows:

• Section C.1 gives the definition of P , P̂ , and P̃ .

• Section C.2 presents the steps to prove that P ≈ P̃ .

• Section C.3 shows that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| is small.

• Section C.4 presents the tools that we use to bound |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|.

• Section C.5 shows that |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h| is small.

• Section C.6 presents the tools that we use to bound |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|.

• Section C.7 shows that |g⊤Ph − g⊤P̃ h| is small by combining the result of |g⊤Ph − g⊤P̂ h|
and |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|.

19



C.1 Definition of P , P̂ , and P̃

In this section, we formally define P , P̂ , and P̃ .

Definition C.1 (Definition of Projection Matrices). We define P ∈ Rn×n, P̂ ∈ Rn×n, and P̃ ∈
Rn×n as follows:

P := W 1/2A⊤(AWA⊤)−1AW 1/2

P̂ := W 1/2A⊤(R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1AW 1/2

P̃ := W 1/2A⊤R⊤
3 R3(R

⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1R⊤

4 R4AW
1/2

where R1 ∈ Rb1×d, R2 ∈ Rb2×d, R3 ∈ Rb3×d, and R4 ∈ Rb4×d are sketching matrices.

Among them, P is the ideal case of the projection matrix. P̃ is the projection matrix we use
under FL. We construct P̂ to analyze that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| is bounded by g, h, A, and W , for any
g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn.

C.2 Proof sketch

In this section, we show that P ≈ P̃ .
Our goal is to show that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h|

is bounded by g, h, A and W .
We split it into following steps. For any two vectors g, h ∈ Rd, we want to prove that

• |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| is small, we prove this by using Lemma C.3 with

– C = W 1/2A⊤,

– B = (AWA⊤)−1,

– R = R1, and

– S = R2.

• |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h| is small, we prove this by using Lemma C.5 with

– B = (R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1,

– C = W 1/2A⊤,

– R = R3, and

– S = R4.

• |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| is small, we could prove it by using

– |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≤ |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|+ |g⊤P̂ h− g⊤P̃ h|,
– ∥B̃C⊤h∥2 ≤ ∥B̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2 ≤ (1 + ϵ0)∥B∥2∥C⊤h∥2, and
– ∥B̃∥F ≤

√
n∥B̃∥2 ≤ (1 + ϵ0)

√
n∥B∥2
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C.3 Bounding |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|

The goal of this section is to prove the following lemma to indicate that we could bound |g⊤Ph−
g⊤P̂ h|. Note that we assume that g = h in this lemma. However, in order to make other lemma
more general, we do not assume that g = h in other lemma in this section.

Lemma C.2 (P and P̂ are close). If the following conditions hold

• Let g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn be two vectors.

• Let ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1/10).

Then, we have

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| ≤ 2ϵ0g
⊤CBC⊤h

≤ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n), where C = W 1/2A⊤ and B = (AWA⊤)−1 ∈ Rd×d.

Proof. We assume that f(B,R, S) = R⊤RB−1S⊤S. By using Lemma C.3, we could obtain that

(1− 2ϵ0)B ⪯ (f(B,R, S))−1 ⪯ (1 + 2ϵ0)B

Then, for any two vectors g, h ∈ Rd, we could obtain that

(1− 2ϵ0)g
⊤CBC⊤h ≤ g⊤C(f(B,R, S))−1C⊤h

≤ (1 + 2ϵ0)g
⊤CBC⊤h

According to the above inequality, it is easy for us to get that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| ≤ 2ϵ0g
⊤CBC⊤h.

We could obtain that

g⊤CBC⊤h ≤
√

g⊤CBC⊤g ·
√
h⊤CBC⊤h

= ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Therefore, we could get that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| ≤ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

This finishes the proof.

C.4 Tools for bounding |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|

In this section, we present the tools for bounding |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|.

Lemma C.3 (Tools for showing P and P̂ are close). If the following conditions hold

• R ∈ Rb1×d, S ∈ Rb2×d are defined as in Definition 4.1.

• g, h ∈ Rn are two vectors.

Then, we have that

(1− 2ϵ0)B ⪯ (R⊤RB−1S⊤S)−1 ⪯ (1 + 2ϵ0)B

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n), where ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1/10), and B ∈ Rd×d.
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Proof. Given any x ∈ Rd such that ∥x∥2 = 1, we could use Lemma B.1 to prove that

|x⊤R⊤RB−1S⊤Sx− x⊤B−1x| ≤ ϵ0λmin(B
−1),

where bmin = {b1, b2}, κ = λmax(B)/λmin(B) and ϵ0 = O(
√
n log3 d/bmin)κ. Then, we have to

prove two cases:
Case 1: From |x⊤R⊤RB−1S⊤Sx−x⊤B−1x| ≤ ϵ0λmin(B

−1), we could get that λmax(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S−

B−1) ≤ ϵ0κλmin(B
−1). Then, we could the following derivation process:

0 ≥ λmax(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S −B−1)− ϵ0λmin(B

−1)

≥ λmax(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S − (1 + ϵ0)B

−1)

where the first step holds, because of we use Lemma B.1 to obtain the intermediate result. And
the second step holds due to the properties of eigenvalue of the matrix. Finally, we could obtain
that

R⊤RB−1S⊤S ⪯ (1 + ϵ0)B
−1

Case 2:
From

|x⊤R⊤RB−1S⊤Sx− x⊤B−1x| ≤ ϵ0λmin(B
−1),

we could get that

λmin(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S −B−1) ≥ −ϵ0κλmin(B

−1).

Then, we could the following equation:

0 ≤ λmin(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S −B−1) + ϵ0λmin(B

−1)

≤ λmin(R
⊤RB−1S⊤S − (1− ϵ0)B

−1)

where the first step holds, because we use Lemma B.1 to obtain the intermediate result. The second
step holds because of the properties of eigenvalue.

Finally, according to the above equation, we could obtain that

(1− ϵ0)B
−1 ⪯ R⊤RB−1S⊤S

Combining two above results, due to the reason that ϵ0 = O(
√
n log3 d/bmin)κ, we could get

that

(1− ϵ0)B
−1 ⪯ R⊤RB−1S⊤S ⪯ (1 + ϵ0)B

−1

for any vector x ∈ Rn and ∥x∥2 = 1. Finally, we could choose bmin = ϵ−1√nκ2 log3 d, where
ϵ ∈ (0, 1/10), to make ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1/10). This finishes the proof.
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C.5 Bounding |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|

We show that |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h| can be bounded.

Lemma C.4 (P̃ and P̂ are close). If the following conditions hold

• B̃ = (R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1.

• C = W 1/2A⊤.

• Let g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn be two vectors.

• Let R1 ∈ Rb1×d, R2 ∈ Rb2×d are two sketching matrices.

• Let bmin = {b1, b2}.

Then, We have

|g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|

≲
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (∥g⊤C∥2∥B̃C⊤h∥2 + ∥g⊤CB̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2)

+
log3 d

bmin
· ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B̃∥F

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n).

Proof. We could using Lemma C.5 to prove the above lemma. By setting B̃ = (R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1,

and C = W 1/2A⊤ where R1 ∈ Rb1×d and R2 ∈ Rb2×d are two sketching matrices.

C.6 Tools for Bounding |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|

We present the tools for bounding |g⊤P̃ h− g⊤P̂ h|.

Lemma C.5 (Tools for showing P̃ and P̂ are close). If the following conditions hold

• Let B̃ ∈ Rd×d and C ∈ Rn×d be two matrices.

• R ∈ Rb1×d, S ∈ Rb2×d are defined as in Definition 4.1.

• g, h ∈ Rn are vectors.

• Let bmin = {b1, b2}.

Then, we have

g⊤C(R⊤R)B̃(S⊤S)C⊤h− g⊤CB̃C⊤h

≲
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (∥g⊤C∥2∥B̃C⊤h∥2 + ∥g⊤CB̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2)

+
log3 d

bmin
· ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B̃∥F

with probability at least 1− 1/ poly(n).

Proof. This can be proved by using Lemma B.1.
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C.7 Bounding |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h|

We show that |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| can be bounded.

Lemma C.6 (P and P̃ are close). If the following conditions hold

• Given A ∈ Rd×n and W ∈ Rn×n.

• Let R1 ∈ Rb1×d, R2 ∈ Rb2×d, R3 ∈ Rb3×d, and R4 ∈ Rb4×d be four matrices, defined as in
Definition 4.1.

• Let g ∈ Rn and h ∈ Rn be two vectors.

• Let P be defined as Eq. (3), P̂ and P̃ be defined as Def. 4.3.

• Let bmin = min{b1, b2}.

Then, we have that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≲ log6 d · ( 1√
bmin

+
n

b2min

)κ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

with probability at least 1−1/ poly(n), where C = W 1/2A⊤, B = (AWA⊤)−1, and κ = λmax(B)/λmin(B).

Proof. In order to simplify the proof, we first define B as follows:

B̃ := (R⊤
1 R1AWA⊤R⊤

2 R2)
−1.

We define C as follows:

C := W 1/2A⊤.

We define B as follows:

B := (AWA⊤)−1.

By using triangle inequality, we could obtain that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h| ≤ |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|+ |g⊤P̂ h− g⊤P̃ h|.

By using Lemma C.3 and Lemma C.5, we could obtain that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h| ≤ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

and

|g⊤P̂ h− g⊤P̃ h|

≲
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (∥g⊤C∥2∥B̃C⊤h∥2 + ∥g⊤CB̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2) +

log3 d

bmin
· ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B̃∥F

According to some facts, we could get that ∥AB∥2 ≤ ∥A∥2 · ∥B∥2 and ∥A∥2 ≤ ∥A∥F ≤
√
n∥A∥2,

for A ∈ Rm×n.
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Then, we could get that

|g⊤Ph− g⊤P̃ h|

≤ |g⊤Ph− g⊤P̂ h|+ |g⊤P̂ h− g⊤P̃ h|
≲ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

+
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (∥g⊤C∥2∥B̃C⊤h∥2 + ∥g⊤CB̃∥2∥C⊤h∥2)

+
log3 d

bmin
· ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B̃∥F

≲ 2ϵ0∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

+
log1.5 d√

bmin
· (1 + 2ϵ0)∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

+
log3 d

bmin
· (1 + 2ϵ0)

√
n · ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

≲ (
log1.5 d√

bmin
+

log3 d

bmin
+

√
n log4.5 d

b1.5min

+
n log6 d

b2min

) · κ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

≲ log6 d · ( 1√
bmin

+
n

b2min

) · κ∥g⊤C∥2∥C⊤h∥2∥B∥2

where the first step derives from the triangle inequality and the second step is due to Lemma C.3
and Lemma C.5. The third step comes from ∥B̃∥F ≤

√
n∥B̃∥2 ≤ (1 + ϵ0)

√
n∥B∥2.

Next, we show the reason that the fourth step holds

log1.5 d√
bmin

+
log3 d

bmin
+

√
n log4.5 d

b1.5min

+
n log6 d

b2min

≲ log6 d · ( 1√
bmin

+
1

bmin
+

√
n

b1.5min

+
n

b2min

)

≲ log6 d · ( 1√
bmin

+
n

b2min

)

where the first step follows from log6 d is the dominate item in the numerator, and the second step
follows from 1/

√
bmin > 1/bmin, ∀bmin ≥ 1 and

√
n/b1.5min < n/b2min,∀bmin ≤ n.

D Main Result

In this section, we state the main result of this paper. Next, we give the proof of this statement.

Theorem D.1 (Formal Main Result). If the following conditions hold

• minAx=b,x∈Πm
i=1Ki

c⊤x is a convex problem under the federated learning setting, where Ki is
compact convex sets.

• For each i ∈ [m], we are given a νi-self concordant barrier function ϕi for Ki.

• We have x(0) = argminx
∑m

i=1 ϕi(xi).

• For all x ∈
∏m

i=1Ki, we have that ∥x∥2 is bounded by R (Diameter of the set).
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• ∥c∥2 is bounded by L (Lipschitz constant of the program).

Then, there exists a federated learning algorithm (see Algorithm 1) that runs in O(
√
ν log2m log(νδ ))

iterations and each iteration sends O(bn) words to find a vector x such that

c⊤x ≤ min
Ax=b,x∈Πm

i=1Ki

c⊤x+ LR · δ

∥Ax− b∥1 ≤ 3δ(R

d∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

|Ai,j |+ ∥b∥1)

where ∥c∥2 ≤ L, ∥x∥2 ≤ R, and ν =
∑m

i=1 νi.

Proof. By combining Lemma E.3, Lemma F.2 and Lemma F.3, we could get that a vector x which
satisfies the above conditions after O(

√
ν log2m log(νδ )) iterations. In addition, the Algorithm 1

sends O(bn) words at each iteration (Line 14 in Algorithm 1). This finishes the proof.

E Central Path

Here, we introduce some basic result of central path in Algorithm 1, which could be used to prove
the guarantee of W and the main result of this paper. Central path algorithm is a very standard
method for solving linear programming [CLS19, LSZ19, Son19, Bra20, DLY21, JSWZ21, SY21,
GS22, QSZZ23], semi-definite programming [JKL+20b, HJS+22b, HJS+22a, GS22].

We first give the definition of some parameters here:

Definition E.1. For any i ∈ [m], we let ϕi(x) be defined as in Definition 3.2 and let µt
i(x, s) ∈ Rni ,

γti (x, s) ∈ R, and cti(x, s) ∈ R be defined as below:

µt
i(x, s) = si/t̃+∇ϕi(xi) (11)

γti (x, s) = ∥µt
i(x, s)∥∇2ϕi(xi)−1 (12)

cti(x, s) =

{
exp(λγt

i (x,s))/γ
t
i (x,s)

(
∑m

i=1 exp(2λγ
t
i (x,s)))

1/2 if γti (x, s) ≥ 96
√
α

0 otherwise
(13)

where λ = O(logm), t̃ = (1− ξ/
√
ν)t−1, and ξ = O(log−2(m)).

According to the Definition E.1 and Algorithm 1, we could obtain that

hti = −α · cti(x, s)µt
i(x, s) (14)

where α = O(1/ log2m). In addition, we define that

Φt(xt, st) =
m∑
i=1

exp(λ∥µt
i(x

t, st)∥∇2ϕi(xt
i)

−1)

where λ = O(logm). Then, we could obtain the following lemma.

Lemma E.2 (Bounding αi). If the following conditions hold

• α represents the parameter in Algorithm 1.

• For any i in [m], we have αi = ∥δx,i∥xi.
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Then, we have

m∑
i=1

α2
i ≤ 4α2.

Proof. Note that

m∑
i=1

α2
i = ∥δx∥2x

= h⊤Ṽ 1/2(I − P̃ )Ṽ 1/2∇2ϕ(x)Ṽ 1/2(I − P̃ )Ṽ 1/2h.

Due to the reason that

(1− 2α)(∇2ϕi(xi))
−1 ⪯ Ṽi ⪯ (1 + 2α)(∇2ϕi(xi))

−1

we have that
(1− α)(∇2ϕ(x))−1 ⪯ Ṽ ⪯ (1 + α)(∇2ϕ(x))−1.

Using α ≤ 1
10000 , we have that

m∑
i=1

α2
i ≤ 2h⊤Ṽ 1/2(I − P̃ )(I − P̃ )Ṽ 1/2h ≤ 2h⊤Ṽ h

where we used that I − P̃ is an orthogonal projection at the end.
Finally, we note that

h⊤Ṽ h

≤ 2
m∑
i=1

∥hti∥∗2xi

= 2α2
m∑
i=1

cti(x, s)
2∥µt

i(x, s)∥∗2xi

≤ 2α2
m∑
i=1

(
exp(2λγti (x, s))/γ

t
i (x, s)

2∑m
i=1 exp(2λγ

t
i (x, s))

∥µt
i(x, s)∥∗2xi

)

= 2α2

∑m
i=1 exp(2λγ

t
i (x, s))∑m

i=1 exp(2λγ
t
i (x, s))

= 2α2

where the second step is from the definition of hti (Eq. (14)), the third step follows from the definition
of cti (Eq. (13)), the fourth step follows from definition of γti (See Eq. (12)).

Therefore, putting it all together, we can show

m∑
i=1

α2
i ≤ 4α2.

Lemma E.3 (Lemma A.8 in [LSZ19]). If Φt(xt, st) ≤ 80m
α , then

Φt+1(xt+1, st+1) ≤
(
1− αλ

40
√
m

)
Φt(xt, st) +

√
mλ · exp(192λ

√
α).

In particularly, we have Φt+1(xt+1, st+1) ≤ 80m
α .
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F Initial Point and Termination Condition

Now, we state some basic results of self-concordance function, which could be used to prove the
main result of this paper.

Lemma F.1 (Theorem 4.1.7, Lemma 4.2.4 in [Nes98]). Let ϕ be any ν-self-concordant barrier.
Then, for any x, y ∈ domϕ, we have

⟨∇ϕ(x), y − x⟩ ≤ ν,

⟨∇ϕ(y)−∇ϕ(x), y − x⟩ ≥ ∥y − x∥2x
1 + ∥y − x∥x

.

Let x∗ = argminx ϕ(x). For any x ∈ Rn such that ∥x− x∗∥x∗ ≤ 1, we have that x ∈ domϕ.

∥x∗ − y∥x∗ ≤ ν + 2
√
ν.

Lemma F.2 (Lemma D.2 in [LSZ19]). If the following conditions hold

• minAx=b,x∈
∏m

i=1 Ki
c⊤x is a convex problem where for each i, Ki is a compact convex set.

• ϕi is defined as in Definition 3.2 for Ki, where i is in [m].

• We have x(0) = argminx
∑m

i=1 ϕi(xi).

• Diameter of the set: For any x ∈
∏m

i=1Ki, we have that ∥x∥2 ≤ R.

• Lipschitz constant of the program: ∥c∥2 ≤ L.

Then, the modified program minAx=b,x∈
∏m

i=1 Ki×R+
c⊤x with

A = [A | b−Ax(0)], b = b, and c =

[
δ

LR · c
1

]
satisfies the following, for any δ > 0:

1. x =

[
x(0)

1

]
, y = 0d and s =

[
δ

LR · c
1

]
are feasible primal dual vectors with ∥s+∇ϕ(x)∥∗x ≤ δ

where ϕ(x) =
∑m

i=1 ϕi(xi)− log(xm+1).

2. For any x such that Ax = b, x ∈
∏m

i=1Ki × R+ and c⊤x ≤ minAx=b,x∈
∏m

i=1 Ki×R+
c⊤x + δ2,

the vector x1:n (x1:n is the first n coordinates of x) is an approximate solution to the original
convex program in the following sense

c⊤x1:n ≤ min
Ax=b,x∈

∏m
i=1 Ki

c⊤x+ LR · δ,

∥Ax1:n − b∥1 ≤ 3δ ·

R
d∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

|Ai,j |+ ∥b∥1

 ,

x1:n ∈
m∏
i=1

Ki.

Lemma F.3 (Lemma D.3 in [LSZ19]). If the following conditions hold
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• ϕi(xi) is defined as in Definition 3.2.

• For any i ∈ [m], we possess si
t +∇ϕi(xi) = µi, A

⊤y + s = c, and Ax = b.

• ∥µi∥∗x,i ≤ 1 for all i.

Then, we have that
⟨c, x⟩ ≤ ⟨c, x∗⟩+ 4tν

where x∗ = argminAx=b,x∈
∏m

i=1 Ki
c⊤x and ν =

∑m
i=1 νi.
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Thomas Hofmann, and Michael I Jordan. Communication-efficient distributed dual
coordinate ascent. ., 2014.

[JSWZ21] Shunhua Jiang, Zhao Song, Omri Weinstein, and Hengjie Zhang. Faster dynamic matrix
inverse for faster lps. In STOC, 2021.

[Kap16] Michael Kapralov. Sparse Fourier transform in any constant dimension with nearly-
optimal sample complexity in sublinear time. In STOC, 2016.

[Kap17] Michael Kapralov. Sample efficient estimation and recovery in sparse fft via isolation
on average. In FOCS, 2017.

[Kar84] Narendra Karmarkar. A new polynomial-time algorithm for linear programming. In
STOC, pages 302–311, 1984.
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