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RHFedMTL: Resource-Aware Hierarchical
Federated Multi-Task Learning

Xingfu Yi, Rongpeng Li, Chenghui Peng, Fei Wang, Jianjun Wu, and Zhifeng Zhao

Abstract—The rapid development of artificial intelligence (AI)
over massive applications including Internet-of-things on cellular
network raises the concern of technical challenges such as
privacy, heterogeneity and resource efficiency. Federated learning
is an effective way to enable AI over massive distributed nodes
with security. However, conventional works mostly focus on
learning a single global model for a unique task across the
network, and are generally less competent to handle multi-
task learning (MTL) scenarios with stragglers at the expense
of acceptable computation and communication cost. Meanwhile,
it is challenging to ensure the privacy while maintain a coupled
multi-task learning across multiple base stations (BSs) and ter-
minals. In this paper, inspired by the natural cloud-BS-terminal
hierarchy of cellular works, we provide a viable resource-aware
hierarchical federated MTL (RHFedMTL) solution to meet the
heterogeneity of tasks, by solving different tasks within the
BSs and aggregating the multi-task result in the cloud without
compromising the privacy. Specifically, a primal-dual method has
been leveraged to effectively transform the coupled MTL into
some local optimization sub-problems within BSs. Furthermore,
compared with existing methods to reduce resource cost by
simply changing the aggregation frequency, we dive into the
intricate relationship between resource consumption and learning
accuracy, and develop a resource-aware learning strategy for
local terminals and BSs to meet the resource budget. Extensive
simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness and superiority
of RHFedMTL in terms of improving the learning accuracy and
boosting the convergence rate.

Index Terms—Federated Learning, Multi-Task Learning, Mo-
bile Edge Computing, Artificial intelligence (AI)

I. INTRODUCTION

Benefiting from the rapid development of cellular networks,
artificial intelligence (AI) over massive Internet-of-things (IoT)
or smart phones becomes possible, and there is coming to
a consensus that 6G will revolutionize as a network of AI
[2]–[5]. Meanwhile, network AI in 6G should simultane-
ously allow various sensing, mining, prediction and reasoning
tasks across different industries and there emerges a common
concern for storing and transmitting the rapidly expanded
data through network in the near future [6]. Besides, the
heterogeneous and complex nature of Industrial IoT (IIoT)
systems has brought together many technical challenges such
as privacy, heterogeneity and resource efficiency [7].
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In that regard, federated learning (FL) promises to enable AI
over distributed terminals with privacy [8] and has been exten-
sively used in many scenarios [9]–[11]. In particular, federated
learning learns a shared model by aggregating local updates
from terminals while keeping the training data on the terminals
for the sack of privacy [8]. Meanwhile, multi-task learning
(MTL), which capably keeps more diversity with respect to
models, can significantly improve the learning accuracy and
the utilization of data [12], [13]. However, conventional FL
works mostly focus on learning a single unified model for
one unique task across the network, and are generally less
competent to handle MTL scenarios with stragglers at the
expense of acceptable computation and communication cost.
For example, [14] proposes to adjust the frequency of global
aggregation so as to better leverage the available resource, but
it only focuses on learning a single global model and cannot
adjust the learning process of local terminals. [15] proposes
an energy-efficient computation and transmission resource al-
location scheme over wireless communication networks while
it does not support MTL and neglects the hierarchical network
structure. [16] proposes a probabilistic user selection scheme
to reduce the FL convergence time and the FL training loss.
[17] proposes a resource allocation algorithm over wireless
networks to capture the trade-off between the wall clock train-
ing time and the terminal energy consumption. Still, it focuses
on a single-task scenario without considering the hierarchical
structure. As for the resource utilization optimization of FL
in wireless networks, [18] mainly derives an analytical model
to characterize the performance of FL, while [19] proposes
a private gradient aggregation scheme for wireless federated
learning. [20] studies adaptive power allocation for distributed
gradient descent. Though [21] provides a comprehensive study
of the connection between the performance of FL algorithms
and the underlying wireless network, it only talks about
the energy consumption of each user into consideration and
cannot adjust the energy consumption of the complete learning
process. Foremost, within the scope of federated learning,
although Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) has become
popular for solving supervised machine learning optimization
problems [8], [14], the coupling of multiple learning tasks
makes it difficult to maintain the data privacy under the
conventional FL framework.

In this paper, we focus on a resource-aware hierarchical
federated multi-task learning (RHFedMTL) framework, so
as to perform federated MTL for large-scale data with lim-
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ited resource budget and without compromising the privacy.
Notably, Stochastic Dual Coordinate Ascent (SDCA) gives
stronger convergence results than the primal-only methods
(e.g., SGD), at the same iteration cost [22], and previous
works of federated MTL such as CoCoA [23], [24] use the
state-of-the-art primal-dual framework with SDCA. However,
it only focuses on distributed optimization method and cannot
handle the unique systems challenges (e.g., stragglers) of
the federated environment [13]. MOCHA [13] attempts to
present the federated multi-task learning and shows that MTL
is a natural choice to handle statistical challenges in the
federated setting. However, one task in MOCHA corresponds
to one terminal, which becomes computation-intensive and
even impractical, since the required computation resources
grow exponentially along with the increase of the number
of terminals. Meanwhile, in practice, it is quite common to
allocate multiple terminals within one region (e.g., one BS)
to perform one task together. Furthermore, both CoCoA and
MOCHA neglect the technical challenges such as hierarchical
resource management. Though [25] introduces a client-edge-
cloud hierarchical federated learning algorithm with multiple
edge servers performing partial model aggregation to reduce
communication cost, it does not support MTL and thus is un-
able to cope with unique systems challenges (e.g., stragglers)
of the FL environment. Besides, the resource management of
previous works are static (i.e., not resource-aware) and cannot
adjust the local learning process of terminals to balance the
trade-off between resource cost and learning performance [14],
[25]–[27].

Therefore, inspired by the natural cloud-BS-terminal hier-
archy of cellular works, we propose a resource-aware hierar-
chical federated MTL (RHFedMTL) method, where each BS
is responsible for training one learning task with the aid of
attached terminals while the cloud takes charge of aggregating
the multi-task results. Furthermore, benefiting from primal-
dual optimization method, we transform the global primal
optimization problem into separate dual sub-problems across
BSs, so as to guarantee the privacy. Moreover, such a problem-
splitting lays the very foundation for further developing a
resource-aware learning strategy, as the proved relationship
between the learning accuracy and the number of iterations
as well as the trade-off between the terminal iteration and
the BS iteration. Compared with the existing works, our main
contributions in this paper are summarized as follows:

1) We leverage a hierarchical structure for federated MTL
on top of the primal-dual method SDCA, and propose
a RHFedMTL method, which boosts the flexibility of
MTL and enables the learning of different specified
models over massive terminals without compromising
the privacy.

2) We provide the derived convergence bound of the vanilla
HFedMTL, and unveil the relationship between the
terminal iteration number and the BS iteration number
required to converge.

3) On top of the aforementioned derived relationship,
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Fig. 1: The system model of RHFedMTL.

within RHFedMTL, we propose an resource-aware al-
gorithm RHFedMTL, which dynamically adapts the
terminal iteration number and corresponding BS itera-
tion number to balance the trade-off between learning
accuracy and resource cost, so as to reach superior
performance with limited resource budget.

4) We evaluate the performance of the RHFedMTL algo-
rithm via extensive simulations, and validate its effec-
tiveness, robustness and resource-awareness.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we introduce the details of system model, present some
preliminaries of federated multi-task learning, and introduce
the resource-constrained problem. In Section III, we propose
the vanilla HFedMTL algorithm and derive the dual problem.
Section IV gives the RHFedMTL algorithm and discusses how
to dynamically set the terminal iteration number based on the
provided convergence analysis. Section V gives the simulation
scenarios and demonstrates the numerical results. We conclude
the paper in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model
We primarily consider a resource-intense hierarchical mo-

bile computing environment with multiple task models to be
learned. In particular, we assume there exist N BSs (i.e.,
B1, · · · , BN ) connected to the cloud server, each correspond-
ing to one of N coupled tasks. Meanwhile, each BS Bb,
b ∈ {1, · · · , N} covers Nb terminals Tb,t, t ∈ {1, · · · , Nb}
(e.g., smart phones, IoT devices), each collecting Sb,t samples
of data. Targeting to learn models wb, b ∈ {1, · · · , N} for all
N tasks, the MTL can be formulated as computing model
parameters from local datasets

min
W,R

{
1

N

N∑
b=1

(
1

nb

nb∑
i=1

L(w⊺
bx

i
b) +

λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +Rb(wb)

)}
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TABLE I: Notations.

Notations Description

N Number of BSs
Nb Number of Terminals under One BS
nb Number of Data under One BS
nb,t Dataset Size of Terminal t under Task b
wb Model Parameters of Task b
αb Dual Parameters of All Data under Task b
α[t] Dual Parameters of Local Data in Terminal t
Rb MTL Regulation Function
rb MTL Regulation Parameters
J Type of Considered Resources
Cbud Resource Budget
Ctol Total Resource Consumption
Cdev Standard Resource Cost of Single Device
Creal Resource Cost of Single Device
H No. of Terminal Iterations in a Specific Device

s.t. yib = w⊺
bx

i
b ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , nb}, b ∈ {1, . . . , N}, (1)

where nb ≜
∑Nb

t=1 Sb,t represents the total number of data
distributed under BS b (i.e., task b) and the superscript ⊺
indicates the transpose operator. yib ≜ w⊺

bx
i
b corresponds to

the output for input of xi
b in local dataset under BS Bb. In

summary, W ≜ [w1 · · ·wNb
] and R ≜ [R1, . . . ,Rb, . . . ,RN ]

represents the weights of all BSs and the MTL regulation
function for all tasks, respectively. Consistent with the single-
task learning, the MTL in (1) imposes an L2-regulation with
constant λ1 > 0. Nevertheless, MTL adds regulation functions
Rb(wb) to reflect the relationship among tasks. Typically,
assumptions on MTL regulation functions can be categorized
into two groups, dependent on the a-priori existence of the re-
lationships amongst tasks [13]. Specifically, [28], [29] assume
that the coupling structure between different tasks is known a
priori while [30] assumes unknown yet learnable relationships
between different tasks. Taking the example of the former case,
consistent with [31], we could directly adopt an L2 regulation
on W to constrain the difference of models amongst different
tasks while reflecting the probably resemblance between the
learning tasks (to a reference task). Mathematically, such a
regulation could be formulated as

Rb(wb) =
λ2

2
∥wb − r∥2, (2)

where r ≜ 1
N

∑N
b=1 wb and λ2 indicates the relative impor-

tance of the multi-task regulation to the overall loss in (1).
Meanwhile, as for the second case, the multi-task regulation
function Rb can be set as

Rb(wb) =
1

N
λ2tr(WΩ−1W ⊺), (3)

where tr(·) denotes the trace of a matrix. Furthermore, the
multi-task relationship matrix Ω in (3) can be learned from
data. In this work, we primarily focus on the former case in
(2) while our work can be extended to the latter one with an
additional learning loop.

B. Problem Formulation

In resource-intense mobile computing environment, it is of
vital importance to limit the amount of resources to achieve a
target error of the loss function, so as to keep the operational
cost low on the basis of no system backlog. Hence, the for-
mulation in (1) shall be complemented with the resource con-
straints. Consistent with [14], the terminology of “resources”
here is generic and can include time, energy & economic cost
related to both computation and communication. Without loss
of generality, assume that there exists J types of resources and
the resource cost for the same type of devices is equal. Cj,tol
and Cj,bud, for j ∈ {1, . . . , J}, represents the total resource
consumption and the budget of type-j resource respectively.
We mainly focus on the resource consumption of terminals
and BSs due to its natural importance in the mobile network.
Besides, the standard resource consumption of type-j resource
for a terminal and a BS to perform an iteration step is defined
as Cj,dev and Cj,BS respectively. Furthermore, assume that an
hierarchical iteration methodology is adopted here. In other
words, one server iteration includes multiple BS iterations,
while one BS iteration encompasses several terminal iteration.
Consequently, on the basis of M server iterations, for K
BS iterations and Hb terminal iterations under certain BS
Bb (b ∈ {1, . . . , N}), the type-j ∈ {1, . . . , J} resource
consumption shall be bounded as

KM

N∑
b=1

(
Cj,BS +NbHbCj,dev

)
≤ Cj,bud. (4)

In other words, the MTL problem in (1) can be re-formulated
as (5). In the paper, for the coupled MTL, we resort to
developing a resource-aware federated solution to yield a
learning methodology with appropriate K and Hb, on the basis
of fundamental federated assumptions (i.e., no-violation of the
privacy concerns).

III. HIERARCHICAL FEDERATED MULTI-TASK LEARNING

The coupled MTL models make it challenging to directly
compute the parameters without knowing all the dataset dis-
tributed among terminals. In this part, inspired by the primal-
dual methodology, we talk about how to formulate the dual
formulation of (5) and decompose the global problem into
distributed sub-problems without sacrificing the privacy of
local terminals.

We define α to be the concatenation of all the dual variables
αi
b. Mathematically, α ≜ [α1, . . . ,αb, . . . ,αN ], where αb is

the concatenation of all the dual variables under the same
BS and can be represented in two inter-changeable forms:
(i) αb ≜ [α1

b , . . . , α
nb

b ] is a simple combination of all the
dual variables distributed among various terminals under one
BS, where αi

b is the dual variable for the data point (xi
b, y

i
b).

(ii) αb ≜ [α[1], . . . ,α[t], . . . ,α[Nb]] where α[t] ∈ RSb,t is
the concatenation of dual variables corresponding to the local
dataset of terminal Tb,t.

We leverage the following lemma to demonstrate the equiv-
alence between the primal problem and the aggregation of
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min
W,R

{
1

N

N∑
b=1

(
1

nb

nb∑
i=1

L(w⊺
bx

i
b) +

λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +Rb(wb)

)}
∀K,Hb ∈ {1, . . . ,∞}

s.t. KM

N∑
b=1

(
Cj,BS +NbHbCj,dev

)
≤ Cj,bud ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , J},∀b ∈ {1, . . . , N}

yib = w⊺
bx

i
b ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , nb}, b ∈ {1, . . . , N} (5)

decomposed sub-problems at each BS, thus facilitating the
subsequent analysis of an hierarchical federated MTL solution.

Lemma 1. For any α, we have

D(α) =
1

N

N∑
b=1

(
1

nb

nb∑
i=1

−L∗(−αi
b) +R∗

b(wb)

)
(6)

=
1

N

N∑
b=1

Db(αb),

where

Db(αb) (7)

≜
1

nb

nb∑
i=1

−L∗(−αi
b) +

λ2
2 ∥rb∥

2 − ∥Abαb∥2 − 2λ2Abαbr
⊺
b

2(λ1 + λ2)

and Ab ∈ Rd×nb collects data examples Ai = 1
nb
xi
b in

its columns. Given dual variables αb, corresponding primal
variables can be found via wb = 1

λ1+λ2

(
λ2rb + Abαb

)
.

Moreover, L∗ and R∗
b are the conjugate dual functions of L

and Rb respectively.

Proof. The proof is a direct application of the definition of
the conjugate function and we leave it in Appendix.

Lemma 1 implies the MTL problem can be solved according
to several sub-problems by individual BSs. Next, we resort to
the following methods to tackle each sub-problem. For each
sub-problem of (7), coordinate ascent methods have proven
to be very efficient since it requires no step size, and has a
well-defined stopping criterion given by the duality gap [23].
We use stochastic dual coordinate descent (SDCA) method
which has proven very suitable for use in large-scale problems,
while giving stronger convergence results than the primal-only
methods (e.g., SGD) at the same iteration cost [22]. Given that
the formulation of (7) allows terminals to find updates ∆αi

b

to the dual variables in αb by only accessing the data (xi
b, y

i
b)

stored locally. In other words, the terminals under the same
BS can solve the related part of the subproblem locally and
independently, and the algorithm could converge at a higher
speed compared to gradient decent methods. Therefore, with

selected data (xi
b,t, y

i
b,t) in the training process, by Lemma 1,

terminal-oriented sub-problem can be formulated as

max
∆αi

b

{
− L∗(−(αi

b +∆αi
b)) +

nb

2(λ1 + λ2)

[
λ2
2 ∥rb∥

2

−
∥∥∥∥wb +

1

(λ1 + λ2)nb
∆αi

bx
i
b,t

∥∥∥∥2
− 2λ2

(
wb +

1

(λ1 + λ2)nb
∆αi

bx
i
b,t

)
r⊺b

]}
.

(8)

Finally, the MTL problem in (6) has been split into several
sub-problems across distributed BSs, each of which can be
tackled by terminals locally. Correspondingly, a hierarchical
federated MTL (HFedMTL) solution, which involves a hierar-
chical iteration mechanism including the server iteration, the
BS iteration and the terminal iteration, can be attained.

• As for each terminal iteration of the training process,
terminals conduct their local training process to maximize
the local optimizing function (8) and communicate with
their BS periodically.

• During each BS iteration, the BSs update and distribute
the model parameters after aggregating the uploaded
intermediate variables of all terminals. Subsequently, the
BSs upload their model to the server at a lower frequency.

• Based on the received models, the server updates the pa-
rameters of regulation function Rb and sends the updated
parameters back to terminals through their connected
BSs. During the server iteration, the server generates and
sends the regulation parameters to all terminals (via BSs)
using the uploaded model parameters of all tasks.

In a summary, for each server iteration, the BSs will perform
K BS iterations; while for each iteration of BS Bb, b ∈
{1, . . . , N}, the terminals will perform Hb terminal iterations.

IV. RESOURCE-AWARE HFEDMTL METHOD

A. Convergence Analysis of HFedMTL

Before delving into the details of resource-aware
HFedMTL, we first present the convergence analysis of
HFedMTL, which will guide the designs of a resource aware
solution.

Beforehand, we give a definition of the duality gap after
one terminal iteration.

Definition 1. Within each BS iteration, we define the duality
gap of sub-problems specifying how far we are from the
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optimum on terminal t with all other terminals fixed. Mathe-
matically, given α[1] . . .α[Nb] from Nb terminals,

EDb,t
(αb) ≜ max

α̂[t]

Db(α[1], . . . , α̂[t], . . . ,α[Nb])−

Db(α[1], . . . ,α[t], . . . ,α[Nb])
(9)

We also have the following assumption of the updated
duality gap.
Assumption 1. We assume that there exists Θb ∈ (0, 1] such
that for any given αb, the subproblem running on terminal
t alone returns a (possibly random) update ∆α[t] after Hb

terminal iterations such that the expectation of updated duality
gap is bounded as:

E
[
EDb,t

(α[1], . . . ,α[t] +∆α[t], . . . ,α[Nb])
]
≤ Θb · EDb,t

(αb)

(10)
Assume the loss functions L is (1/γ)-smooth. Then, consistent
with [23, Proposition 1],

Θb =

(
1− (λ1 + λ2)nbγ

1 + (λ1 + λ2)nbγ

1

ñb

)Hb

(11)

where ñb ≜ maxt nb,t is the size of the largest local dataset
among terminals. Specifically, Θb ≜ 1 means that the termi-
nals under task b made no updates and therefore no resource
consumption, while Θb → 0 implies that the duality gap
comes to zero, which is unrealistic as the number of terminal
iterations (and correspondingly the resource consumption)
grows to infinity in this case. Therefore, Θb indicates the
resource required by the system. We also define Θ ≜ maxb Θb

to facilitate subsequent operations.
The following theorem gives the convergence analysis of

HFedMTL with respect to the number of BS iteration K.
Theorem 1. Assume the loss functions L is (1/γ)-smooth,
choosing BS iteration number K such that

K >
(
1− (1−Θ)

η∗

T ∗

)
log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD
, (12)

we have
E
[
D(α∗)−D(α(K))

]
≤ ϵD, (13)

where T ∗ ≜ maxb Nb, η∗ ≜ minb ηb and ηb =
(λ1+λ2)γ

nbσ+(λ1+λ2)γ
with σ ≥ maxb σbmin and

σbmin ≜ max
α

n2
b

∑Nb

t=1

∥∥A[t]α[t]

∥∥2 − ∥Abαb∥2

∥αb∥2
(14)

Proof. According to Lemma 1, the value of dual problem after
(k + 1)-th BS iteration can be expressed as

D
(
α(k+1)

)
=

1

N

N∑
b=1

Db

(
α

(k)
b +

1

Nb

Nb∑
t=1

∆α[t]

)
(15)

Using the concavity of dual function D,

D
(
α(k+1)

)
≥ 1

N

N∑
b=1

1

Nb

Nb∑
t=1

Db

(
α

(k)
b +∆α[t]

)
(16)

Denoting α̂∗
[t] to be the local maximizer as in (9), we have

E
[
D
(
α(k+1)

)
−D

(
α(k)

)]
≥ 1

N

∑N

b=1

1

Nb

∑Nb

t=1

{
Db

(
α

(k)
b +∆α[t]

)
−Db

(
α

(k)
b

)}
≥ 1

NNb

∑N

b=1

∑Nb

t=1

{
Db

(
α

(k)
b +∆α[t]

)
−Db(α

(k)
[1] , . . . , α̂

∗
[t], . . . ,α

(k)
[Nb]

)

+Db(α
(k)
[1] , . . . , α̂

∗
[t], . . . ,α

(k)
[Nb]

)−Db

(
α

(k)
b

)}
(17)

≥ 1

NNb

∑N

b=1

∑Nb

t=1

{
EDb,t

(α
(k)
b )− EDb,t

(α
(k)
b +∆α[t])

}
.

Meanwhile, under Assumption 1,

E
[
D
(
α(k+1)

)
−D

(
α(k)

)∣∣α(k)
]

≥ (1−Θ)

N

∑N

b=1

1

Nb

∑Nb

t=1
EDb,t

(α
(k)
b ). (18)

Recalling the definition of Db(αb) in (7), we can obtain
(19), where the equalities (a) to (c) come from Lemma 1.
Besides, the inequality (d) is due to (20) in [23, Theorem 2]
with σ in (14), and the inequality (e) is given by introducing an
extra ηb ∈ [0, 1] to link α∗

b (i.e., the maximizer of (19)). After
applying the property of (1/γ)-smooth function and simple
mathematical manipulations, we have the inequalities (f) and
(g), respectively.

Letting (γ(1 − ηb) − ηbσ
(λ1+λ2)nb

) = 0, we have ηb =
(λ1+λ2)nbγ

nbσ+(λ1+λ2)nbγ
. Thus∑Nb

t=1
EDb,t

(α
(k)
b ) ≥ηb

(
Db(α

∗
b)−Db(α

(k)
b )

)
. (21)

Substituting (21) into (18), we can derive

E
[
D(α(k+1))−D(α(k))|α(k)

]
≥ (1−Θ)

N

∑N

b=1

1

Nb
ηb

(
Db(α

∗)−Db(α
(k))

)
≥β

(
D(α∗)−D(α(k))

)
,

(22)

where β ≜ (1 − Θ) η∗

T∗ , T ∗ ≜ maxb Nb and η∗ ≜ minb ηb.
Therefore,

E
[
D(α∗)−D(α(k+1))

]
=E

[
D(α∗)−D(α(k))−

(
D(α(k+1))−D(α(k))

)]
≤(1− β)

(
D(α∗)−D(α(k))

)
.

(23)

Thus, we have

E
[
D(α∗)−D(α(k))

]
≤ (1− β)k

(
D(α∗)−D(α(0))

)
.

Consistent with [13], we use the bound on the initial duality
gap proved in [24, Lemma 10], which states that Db(α

∗
b) −

Db(α
(0)
b ) ≤ nb. Given target convergence duality gap ϵD, we

can derive that

ϵD ≤ (1− β)
K 1

N

∑N

b=1
nb. (24)
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Nb∑
t=1

EDb,t
(α

(k)
b )

(a)
= max

α̂b

{∑Nb

t=1

[
Db(α

(k)
[1] , . . . , α̂[t], . . . ,α

(k)
[Nb]

)−Db(α
(k)
[1] , . . . ,α

(k)
[t] , . . . ,α

(k)
[Nb]

)
]}

(b)
= max

α̂b

{
1

nb

∑nb

i=1

(
− L∗(−α̂i

b) + L∗(−αi(k)

b )
)
+

1

2(λ1 + λ2)

∑Nb

t=1

(
− 2λ2A[t]

(
α̂[t] −α

(k)
[t]

)
r⊺b

−
∥∥∥Abα

(k)
b +A[t](α̂[t] −α

(k)
[t] )

∥∥∥2 + ∥∥∥Abα
(k)
b

∥∥∥2 )}
(c)
= max

α̂b

{
Db(α̂b)−Db(α

(k)
b ) +

∥Abα̂b∥2 − ∥Abα
(k)
b ∥2

2(λ1 + λ2)

+
1

2(λ1 + λ2)

Nb∑
t=1

[
−
∥∥∥Abα

(k)
b +A[t](α̂[t] −α

(k)
[t] )

∥∥∥2 + ∥∥∥Abα
(k)
b

∥∥∥2 ]} (19)

(d)

≥ max
α̂b

{
Db(α̂b)−Db(α

(k)
b )− σ

2(λ1 + λ2)n2
b

∥∥∥α̂b −α
(k)
b

∥∥∥2 }
(e)

≥ max
ηb∈[0,1]

{
Db(ηbα

∗
b + (1− ηb)α

(k)
b )−Db(α

(k)
b )− σ

2(λ1 + λ2)n2
b

∥∥∥ηbα∗
b + (1− ηb)α

(k)
b −α

(k)
b

∥∥∥2 }
(f)

≥ max
ηb∈[0,1]

{
ηbDb(α

∗
b) + (1− ηb)Db(α

(k)
b )−Db(α

(k)
b ) +

γηb(1− ηb)

2nb

∥∥∥α∗
b −α

(k)
b

∥∥∥2 − η2bσ

2(λ1 + λ2)n2
b

∥∥∥α∗
b −α

(k)
b

∥∥∥2 }
(g)

≥ max
ηb∈[0,1]

{
ηb
(
Db(α

∗
b)−Db(α

(k)
b )

)
+

ηb
2nb

(
γ(1− ηb)−

ηbσ

(λ1 + λ2)nb

)∥∥∥α∗
b −α

(k)
b

∥∥∥2 }

max
α̂b

{
∥Abα̂b∥2 − ∥Abα

(k)
b ∥

2 +

Nb∑
t=1

[
−
∥∥∥Abα

(k)
b +A[t](α̂[t] −α

(k)
[t] )

∥∥∥2 + ∥∥∥Abα
(k)
b

∥∥∥2 ]} ≥ max
α̂b

{
− σ

n2
b

∥∥∥α̂b −α
(k)
b

∥∥∥2 }
(20)

Finally, since when x > 0, x > log x, we have

K ≥
log NϵD∑N

b=1 nb

log (1− β)
=

log
∑N

b=1 nb

NϵD

log 1
1−β

> (1− β) log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD
.

Remark: Theorem 1 shows that the value of β is mostly
affected by the hardest task and the learning problem will
always converge after an update of Rb if we set the number
for BS iterations K sufficiently large. Hence, HFedMTL is
robust to the change of multi-task learning parameters and
guaranteed to converge.

Together with (11), Theorem 1 implies the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 1.1. The minimal K increases given a decrease
of terminal iteration number Hb, so there exists a trade-off
between the terminal iteration number Hb and BS iteration
number K.

B. The Description of RHFedMTL

To meet all the requirements of the resource-aware problem
defined in (5), we extend the vanilla HFedMTL method to a
resource-aware one so as to optimize the system model at a
minimum resource cost.

Different form HFedMTL pre-defining all parameters, the
resource-aware HFedMTL method is capable to be aware
of the costs and budget of the system resources, so as to
dynamically adjust the terminal iteration number Hb under BS
Bb, b ∈ {1, . . . , N} and BS iteration number K while meeting
the convergence target of duality gap in (13). Recalling The-
orem 1 that a larger terminal iteration number Hb increases
the resource consumption linearly, but decreases the incurred
duality gap non-linearly, given the resource budget, there
must exists a range of feasible Hb, within which choosing
a bigger Hb will increase the terminal iteration cost, but the
decreased BS iteration number K required for convergence
will decrease the overall resource consumption. The following
theorem verifies the aforementioned intuitions.

Theorem 2. Assume that the loss function L is (1/γ)-smooth,
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M

N∑
b=1

(
Cj,BS +NbHbCj,dev

){
1− η∗

T ∗

[
1−

(
1− (λ1 + λ2)nbγ

1 + (λ1 + λ2)nbγ

1

ñb

)minb Hb
]}

log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD
< Cj,bud (25)

Algorithm 1: Resource-aware HFedMTL method

Data: (xi
b,t, y

i
b,t), t ∈ (1, 2, . . . , Nb), b ∈ (1, . . . , N).

Each terminal Tb,t contains a local dataset
containing Sb,t samples of data

Input: Cj,dev, Cj,BS, Cj,bud

Initialize: α(0)
b ≜ 0, wb ≜ 0, rb ≜ 0, ∀b ∈ (1, . . . , N)

1 for j = 0, 1, . . . do server iteration
2 server send regulation parameters rb to terminals

through their connected BSs after gathering the
uploaded information

3 for BS (i.e., tasks) Bb, b ∈ (0, 1, . . . , N) in parallel
do

4 send T ∗, η∗ to all terminals
5 for k = 0, 1, . . . ,K do BS iteration
6 for all terminals Tb,t, t ∈ {1 · · ·Nb} in

parallel do
7 (∆α[t], ∆wb,t) ←
8 RESOURCESAVINGMETHOD (α[t], wb,

rb, Cj,dev, Cj,BS, Cj,bud, T ∗, η∗)

9 wb ← 1
λ1+λ2

(λ2rb+wb+
1
Nb

∑Nb

t=1 ∆wb,t)

10 update regulation parameters rb ← 1
N

∑N
b=1 wb

11 update T ∗ ← maxb Nb, η∗ ← minb
(λ1+λ2)γ

nbσ+(λ1+λ2)γ
.

Output: wb, rb, ∀b ∈ (1, . . . , N)

for any convergence target ϵD, in order to solve the MTL
problem in (5), if there exists a terminal iteration number Hb,
b ∈ {1, · · · , N} satisfying (25), the problem is feasible.

Proof. Considering the constraint in (5), a direct analysis leads
to that the iteration number K under BS Bb should satisfy:

K ≤

⌊
min

j∈{1,...,J}
Cj,bud

[
M

N∑
b=1

(
Cj,BS +NbHbCj,dev

)]−1
⌋
.

(26)
Taking account the convergence analysis in Theorem 1,

K >
(
1− (1−Θ)

η∗

T ∗

)
log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD
. (27)

Rearranging (26) and (27), we can derive that:(
1− (1−Θ)

η∗

T ∗

)
log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD
<⌊

min
j∈{1,...,J}

Cj,bud

[
M

N∑
b=1

(
Cj,BS +NbHbCj,dev

)]−1
⌋
.

(28)

Substituting (11) into (28), we have the theorem.

Procedure 1: LOCALDUALMETHOD

Data: Local data {(xi
b,t, y

i
b,t)}

Sb,t

i=1

Input: α[t], wb, rb, Cj,dev, Cj,BS, Cj,bud, T ∗, η∗

Initialize: ∆α[t] ← 0, ∆wb,t ← 0, wb,t ← wb,
f(H) ≜ (NbHCj,dev +NCj,BS)(1− η∗

T∗

[
1−

(1− (λ1+λ2)nbγ
1+(λ1+λ2)nbγ

1
ñb
)H

]
) log

∑N
b=1 nb

NϵD

1 H ← 0, Hcad ← 0, c← +∞
2 for h = Sb,t, . . . , 1 do
3 if f(h) < c then
4 c← f(h)
5 Hcad ← h

6 if f(h) ≤ Cj,bud and f(h+ 1) > Cj,bud then
7 H ← h

8 if H = 0 then
9 H ← Hcad

10 for h = 0, . . . ,H do terminal iteration
11 choose i uniformly at random in local dataset
12 find ∆αi

b of αb to maximize the local optimizing
function (8)

13 ∆α[t] ← (∆α[t])
i +∆αi

b

14 wb,t ← wb,t +
1

λ1+λ2
∆αi

bx
i
b,t

Output: ∆α[t], ∆wb,t ≜ 1
λ1+λ2

(
1

Sb,t

∑Sb,t

i=1 x
i
b,tα

i
b

)

Remark: Theorem 2 provides a feasible range of Hb, which
will help determine an appropriate terminal iteration number.
On the basis of that, the chosen BS iteration number will
potentially reduce the overall resource consumption.

0 20 40 60
H

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

K

(a) Required K for convergence
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Fig. 2: BS iteration number K and resource cost Cj,cost until
convergence target ϵD over different settings of Hb = H ,
b ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

As given in Theorem 2, the left side of (25) represents the
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needed resource cost to meet the convergence target ϵD (13)
under certain number of terminal iterations. In case where
N = 5, Nb = 5, ϵD = 0.01, we demonstrate in Fig. 2
the numerical relationship between the BS iteration number
and the resource cost with respect to a unanimous terminal
iteration number Hb = H , b ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Accordingly, with
limited resource budget Cj,bud, there exists three possible cases
and they are represented by horizontal lines of different colors
in Fig. 2 where the solid lines means Cj,bud > Cj,cost while
dashed lines means Cj,bud < Cj,cost. Besides, the dot indicates
the value of chosen H .

1) The given resource budget Cj,bud is too limited to
converge, just as shown as the red line in Fig. 2. In
this case, RHFedMTL capably traverses all the range of
Hb to minimize the resource cost of terminals (i.e., to
be most resource efficient) and reduce the number of BS
iterations to meet the limited resource budget.

2) The given resource budget Cj,bud is just enough to
converge, just as shown as the blue line in Fig. 2. In
this case, RHFedMTL capably traverses all the feasible
range of Hb to satisfy (25), making a balance between
learning speed and efficiency. Correspondingly, it sets
the BS iteration number according to (12).

3) The given resource budget Cj,bud leads to a resource
surplus, just as shown as the green line in Fig. 2. In this
case, RHFedMTL can choose a appropriately smaller
valid number of Hb, so as to fully leverage the resource
budget. Notably, the adaption of Hb also implies the
ability to cope with the straggler issue.

Finally, under the RHFedMTL framework in Algorithm 1,
we present the LOCALDUALMETHOD in Procedure 1.

V. SIMULATION AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this part, we illustrate the performance of the pro-
posed RHFedMTL algorithm. Consistent with Mocha [13],
we adopt a dataset consisting of mobile phone accelerometer
and gyroscope data collected from 30 individuals for human
activity recognition [32]. Furthermore, we attempt to classify
the sitting gesture and the other activities from the provided
feature vectors (i.e., time and frequency domain variables),
and consider the data from different individuals as different
tasks. Specifically each task contains 70 pieces of data. In other
words, there exist at most 30 tasks, and more tasks could bring
enhanced regulation as in (2) and (3). Meanwhile, the training
dataset of one task is distributed among terminals while the
test dataset is stored in BS for performance evaluation.

In order to express the overall performance of the system
more intuitively, we calculate the overall accuracy by aver-
aging the accuracy of all separate tasks on their test dataset
under various settings, and then dive into the real-time task
performance of all separate tasks lately in Fig. 7. For ease
of representation and interpretation of results, we primarily
consider J = 1 type of resources and consider the energy
as the single resource type in our experiments. The resource
cost includes computational cost for terminal iteration (i.e.,
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Fig. 3: Chosen H and K under different resource budget
Cj,bud.
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Fig. 4: Model accuracy versus different terminal number Nb.

local training process) and BS iteration (i.e., aggregation and
transmission), consistent with (5). We compare RHFedMTL
with vanilla HFedMTL and classical methods including Fe-
dAVG [8]. Since RHFedMTL can adjust its terminal iteration
number while others can not, we default the terminal iteration
number H for HFedMTL and FedAVG to be 2. The system
parameters are summarized in Table II.

We first experiment with the relationship between terminal
iteration number Hb and BS iteration number K needed to
reach target duality gap in (13). For simplicity of represen-
tation, we set H ≜ minb Hb as shown in (25) and set Hb

TABLE II: Notations and Default Settings.

Notations Description Default Setting

H No. of Terminal Iterations 2
Cj,bud Resource Budget 1, 400
Cj,dev Cost for Terminal Iteration 0.1
Cj,BS Cost for BS Iteration 10
N No. of Tasks 5
Nb No. of Terminals Under One Task 5
γ The Smoothness of Loss Function 1
λ1 Weight of Self Regulation 10−4

λ2 Weight of Multi-Task Regulation 10−6
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TABLE III: Model accuracy with different resource budget under different local terminals.

RHFedMTL HFedMTL FedAVG
Cj,bud Nb = 5 Nb = 10 Nb = 15 Nb = 5 Nb = 10 Nb = 15 Nb = 5 Nb = 10 Nb = 15

200 0.70 0.70 0.68 0.68 0.65 0.67 0.54 0.55 0.58
400 0.73 0.72 0.68 0.62 0.67 0.69 0.58 0.57 0.60
600 0.72 0.71 0.70 0.63 0.72 0.70 0.54 0.53 0.64
800 0.72 0.72 0.70 0.71 0.70 0.71 0.61 0.53 0.63

1, 000 0.73 0.72 0.71 0.65 0.71 0.68 0.59 0.55 0.62
1, 200 0.77 0.73 0.71 0.68 0.67 0.70 0.56 0.54 0.64
1, 400 0.78 0.75 0.72 0.74 0.73 0.67 0.55 0.57 0.70
1, 600 0.74 0.71 0.68 0.70 0.72 0.69 0.55 0.60 0.72
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Fig. 5: Model accuracy with respect to different task number
N .
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Fig. 6: Model accuracy over terminal iteration cost Cj,dev.

to be the same as H for all BSs. The experiment results
are shown in Fig. 2. Consistent with our discussions above
(e.g., (11) and (25)), the terminal iteration number H and
BS iteration number K are negatively correlated while the
relationship between H and system resource cost is not always
monotonic. Therefore, if the value of Cj,BS is relatively large,
the reduction of K can compensate the resource cost due to the
increased the terminal iteration number H . Numerical results
of chosen H and K under different resource budget Cj,dev is
shown in Fig. 3. Due to the lack of the capability for resource
awareness, HFedMTL adopts a fixed terminal iteration number
and can only increase the BS iteration number to drain up the
resource budget. But, as further verified in Fig. 4 and Table

III, RHFedMTL can adjust H and K simultaneously to reach
better performance under given resource budget. Moreover,
given a limited resource budget, it can be observed from Fig.
3, RHFedMTL gives priority to increase the terminal iteration
number since it costs less resources and gradually increases
the BS iteration number to yield superior performance as the
resource budget grows.

As for Fig. 4, since the dataset under one task is limited, the
number of data stored in one terminal decreases as terminal
number Nb grows. Therefore, with a smaller local dataset size
for terminals, RHFedMTL leads to a relatively smaller range
of H and produces performance similar to HFedMTL (i.e.,
similar H and K) in Fig. 3, it can be observed from Fig. 4
and Table III that the performance gap between HFedMTL
and RHFedMTL decreases as Nb grows. Similarly, under a
resource-abundant case, the performance gap of RHFedMTL
and HFedMTL will also decrease since resource budget is no
longer the bottleneck to inhibit the learning performance.

In Fig. 5, we compare the model accuracy with different
task numbers (i.e., different BS numbers). Benefiting from
the multi-task regulation, the performance of RHFedMTL and
HFedMTL increase along with the increase of the number
of tasks. However, a over-larger task number will diminish
the performance gain, given the complication to learn the
relationship among multiple tasks. On the other hand, Fig. 6
examines the impact of terminal iteration cost Cj,dev. Consis-
tent with our intuition, the excessive cost of terminal iteration
Cj,dev will decrease the model accuracy. From the figures
above, RHFedMTL and HFedMTL shows their robustness
under various settings and RHFedMTL demonstrates their
superiority.

In Fig. 7, we plot the accuracy of each task separately. In
this simulation, the resource budget Cj,bud is 1, 400 while the
task number N is 5. Since the resource budget is limited,
RHFedMTL chooses a bigger terminal iteration number H
to make the system more cost-efficient. Therefore, the BS
iteration number K of RHFedMTL will be smaller accordingly
and leads to fewer data points as shown in Fig. 7, as the
task accuracy is evaluated after each BS iteration. Again,
RHFedMTL and HFedMTL can always reach a higher ac-
curacy than FedAVG and facilitate the learning of other tasks.
As already discussed, compared with HFedMTL, RHFedMTL
yields better performance.

Finall, we conduct more performance sensitivity analysis
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Fig. 7: Task accuracy with N = 5, Cj,bud = 1, 400.
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Fig. 8: Model accuracy of RHFedMTL with different settings
of regulation parameters.

and testify the model accuracy of RHFedMTL with respect to
different regulation parameter λ1 and λ2. As shown in Fig. 8,
for the self-regulation parameter λ1, the model accuracy will
decrease, since it will loss the functionality of self regulation
if we set the value of λ1 too trivial; while a over-large value
of λ1 can potentially degrade the performance as well. Similar
phenomena can also be observed in results corresponding
to multi-task regulation parameter λ2. Therefore, we set the
default value of λ1 and λ2 to be 10−4 and 10−6, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have addressed the importance of network
AI and proposed an RHFedMTL framework based on the
primal-dual method towards tackling federated MTL problems
with stragglers. In particular, RHFedMTL has taken the hier-
archy of cellular works into consideration and encompassed
a three-tier iteration mechanism including server iteration,
BS iteration and terminal iteration. Moreover, the primal-dual
method SDCA has been leveraged to effectively transform the
coupled multi-task learning into some local optimization prob-
lems within BSs. We have analyzed the convergence bound of

the proposed framework, and derived a guiding relationship
between terminal iteration and BS iteration. Afterwards, we
have developed a resource-aware learning strategy for local
terminals and BSs to obtain more satisfactory learning perfor-
mance under given resource budget. Extensive experimentation
results have demonstrated the effectiveness and robustness of
the proposed method.

APPENDIX
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Proof. Recalling the relationship yib ≜ w⊺
bx

i
b in (1), the

Lagrangian dual of problem could be derived as follows:

D(α)

= inf
W,yi

b

1

N

N∑
b=1

{
λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +

λ2

2
∥wb − rb∥2

+
1

nb

nb∑
i=1

(
L(yib) + αi

b(y
i
b −w⊺

bx
i
b)
)}

= inf
yi
b,t

1

N

N∑
b=1

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

(
L(yib) + αi

by
i
b

)
+ inf

W

1

N

N∑
b=1(λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +

λ2

2
∥wb − rb∥2 −

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

αi
bw

⊺
bx

i
b

)
=− 1

N

N∑
b=1

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

sup
yi
b

(
− αi

by
i
b,t − L(yib)

)
+ inf

W

1

N

N∑
b=1(λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +

λ2

2
∥wb − rb∥2 −

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

αi
bw

⊺
bx

i
b

)
=

1

N

N∑
b=1

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

−L∗(−αi
b)+

inf
W

1

N

N∑
b=1

(λ1

2
∥wb∥2 +

λ2

2
∥wb − rb∥2 −

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

αi
bw

⊺
bx

i
b

)
(29)
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Since the optimization of wb in (29) is independent from the
models in other tasks, after taking the gradient of wb in the
second term and setting it to zero, for any model wb we would
have:

wb =
1

λ1 + λ2

(
λ2rb +

1

nb

nb∑
i=1

αi
bx

i
b

)
. (30)

Substituting the chosen wb in (30) into (29), we get the lemma.
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