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Abstract

In (Yang 2013, the author presented distributed stochastic dual coatdiascent
(DisDCA) algorithms for solving large-scale regularizedd minimization. Ex-
traordinary performances have been observed and reportdtefwell-motivated
updates, as referred to the practical updates, comparkd taive updates. How-
ever, no serious analysis has been provided to understangttates and therefore
the convergence rates. In the paper, we bridge the gap bydprgwa theoretical
analysis of the convergence rates of the practical DisD@Arghm. Our analysis
helped by empirical studies has shown that it could yieldxgoaential speed-up
in the convergence by increasing the number of dual updagéesh iteration. This
result justifies the superior performances of the praciéslDCA as compared to
the naive variant. As a byproduct, our analysis also rewbalsonvergence be-
havior of the one-communication DisDCA.

1 Introduction

With the exponential growth of data, it has become an urgehtto design distributed (or parallel)
optimization for big data analytics. The surge of a largstduof machines has made the distributed
optimization possible. The goal of distributed optimipatis to optimize a certain objective defined
over millions of billions of data that is distributed over nyamachines by utilizing the computational
power of these machines.

The key concern in distributed optimization is how to conedé the communication between so
many machines such that the latency is minimized while thevemence performance is maxi-
mized. In this work, we focus on a particular distributedimation algorithm, i.e., distributed
stochastic dual coordinate ascent (DisDCA). The idea lokthie stochastic dual coordinate ascent
is to update the dual variables to increase the dual obgctivhas been proven and observed that
the stochastic dual coordinate ascent could achieve egireoy performances in optimizing regu-
larized loss minimization problems (e.g., SVMs, least squagression, and logistic regression).

The mechanism of DisDCA is to introduce an sequence ofpdates on individual machines before
performing a communication between machines. The motimat that if the speed of gain in
convergence is faster than the speed of incurred compntdktie increasing: would alleviate the
communication demand. Two variants of DisDC¥afg 2013(the basic variant and the practical
variant) have been proposed and compared empirically.oAih the basic one (as referred to the
naive variant in this paper) has been analyzed, howevesnigsrical performance is significantly
worse than the practical variant. The contribution of thegras to present some theoretical analysis
as well as empirical studies of the practical DisDCA, whicbyades more insights into the practical
DisDCA. In particular, we first prove the the practical DisR€r orthogonal data (data on different
machines or orthogonal) and establish its convergencereBut is not only interesting by itself, but
also relates to the one-communication distributed optiion. Moreover, we analyze the practical
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DisDCA for general cases. Our analysis under the help of eaapistudies have shown that it
could yield arexponentiakpeed-up in convergence by increasimgwhich is significantly faster as
compared to the partially linear speed-up of the naive waria

2 DisDCA: thepractical updates versusthe naive updates

We begin with a description of the practical updates and #ieerupdates of DisDCA. To this end,
we introduce some notations.

Let (z;,y:),i = 1,...,n denote a set of training data with feature factar; € R? and
the labely, € Y. Assume the training data are evenly distributed oiemachines, and let
X, = («f,..., 2k ) denote the feature vectors of data onhh machine. The goal is to solve the
following optimization problem:
in P
i P w)
1 & )
whereP == i W, Ys
(w) = = Sl - w,y:) + g(w)

i=1
wherez - w denotes the inner product of two vectop$z - w, y) denote a convex loss function w.r.t
the first argument, angl(w) denotes a convex regularizer. In this paper, we focus on #mloss

function ¢(z, y) and strongly convex regularizefw), which satisfying the following properties,
respectively:

[Vé(21) — Vo(22)| < Llz1 — 2| )

IVg(w) = Vg(w)llz > Allwr = walls @)
whereL characterizes the smoothnesspdf) and \ characterizes the strong convexityggfv). In
order to solve the above problem by SDCA, we cast the primalpm in () into a dual problem.
To this end, we introduce two notations;(«) andg*(u) to denote the convex conjugatedifz, y)

andg(w), respectively. Assuming*(u) is continuous function, we can cast the problem into the
following dual problem:

L
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The correspondence between the optimal solutibrto (1) and the optimal solution* to (4) is
given by

(4)
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w Vg*(v*), wv nigzla:v (5)

Before proceeding, let us recall several important apptioa of SDCA. For classification, we can
choose the squared hinge loss functign, y) = (1 — z)? or the logistic lossp(z, y) = log(1 +
exp(—yz)); for regression one can consider the least squaredfss)) = |y — z|?/2. Itis not
difficult to derive that squared hinge loss2ssmooth convex function, logistic loss ig2-smooth
convex function, and least square losd ismooth convex function. In terms of regularizer, one
can consider thé; norm square regularizefw) = 3|lw||3 or the elastic net regularizefw) =

2|lwll? + pllwll1, which are all\-strongly convex regularizer. In the following analysise Vet
¢ = L/ ) denote the condition number of the problem, which is an irguaifactor that impacts the
convergence of optimization.

To facilitate the understanding of the algorithm and theofirin the sequel we simply assume
g(w) = X/2||w||3, and thugy* (v) = 55||v[|3. A slight modification of the algorithm and a careful
examination of the analysis reveals that the results hal@fy strongly convex functiop(w) by

exploring the following inequality:

1
9" (v+ Av) < g*(v) + Av- Vg (v) + ﬁHAvH%



Algorithm 1 DisDCA Algorithm

Input: iterationsT’, sizem, size K
Excute: mR-SDCA(m,T) on K machines

mR-SDCA on machiné:

Input: iterationsT’, sizem
Load Data: X,y
Initializations: a® = 0, w) = w® = Vg*(0)
fort =1toT do
Samplem examples randomly, indexed @y,
Update dual vars bync—DuaI(wt L scale, L,,)
Updatew), = £ "7 of iz
Reducer’ = £ 51wl
end for

Algorithm 2 Inc-Dual(w'~", scale, Z,,,)

Input: w'~!, scale andZ,,

llscale = m K if n-variant, otherwisek’

p-variant Initializations: u/* = w'~! a}’ = al™?

for j =1tomdo
Leti = Z,,[j]
n-variant: ComputeAay, ; by solving @)
p-variant: ComputeAak i by solving (7)
p-variant: Updateut =up? ™+ £ Aoy
Updatea;”, = o' + Ao

end for

due to that the convex conjugat&(v) of a A-strongly convex functiog(w) is al/\ smooth convex
function.

We presentin Algorithni the DisDCA algorithm. The algorithm deploy&SprocessemR-SDCA
on K different machines that work on different subsets of datae procedurenR-SDCA runs a
total of T-iterations and at each iteration samplegxamples and callsic-Dual to update the dual
variables of the sampled examples. Algorit@ndrafts the two different variants of the DisDCA
for updating the sampled dual variables, whereariant refers to the naive variant andvariant
refers to the practical variant.

The difference between the naive variant and the practaadant lies on how to update the dual
variables at each iteration. In the naive variant, all thaldariables are updated using the same
primal solutionw?®~!, i.e.,
Aoy,; = max — Pri(— (o i TAa) - Aax;,i’wlfl
«

[scale = mK]

- o (A3, (6)
while the dual updates in the practical variant is achieweating and updating local primal solution
uZ"J, i.e.,

Aoy ; = HiaX—¢Z,z( (oz,C i TAa)) - Aaxy, IUZJ !

[scale = K]

= 1) (A sl @)
K
u}l = uk’J 4 )\_nAak,ixk,i

Intuitively, the practical variant makes use of the updatéamation as in the updated dual variables
and therefore in the updated local primal solut@ﬁ, therefore it is of no surprise that it can have



better performances than the naive variants. From anothiat pf view, by utilizing the updated

solut|0nuk3, the practical DisDCA is abel to use a larger step size (spording to smallescale)
in updatingo.

It has been shown inving 2013, the procedure ihnc-Dual for the practical variant is to increase
the objective of the foIIowing sub-dual problem:

mSX —_ Z d)k K —Qk 1) (8)
lEIm
A\ 2
t—l
+§ )\nkzaklxkz"'—zakzxkz
1€Lm €L,

by employing SDCA to update the sampled dual variables oritteinitial dual solutionng =
OZ}; 11 :

Figurel shows an empirical comparison between the two variantstim@png SVM with squared
hinge loss. It clearly demonstrates the faster convergefites practical DisDCA versus the naive
DisDCA. While Yang (2013 has established the convergence rate of the naive DisDG#AeVer,

it still remains an open problem and is of great interest @lya@e the convergence of the practical
DisDCA. In the next two sections, we provide a theoreticallgsis as well as empirical studies to
justify the practical DisDCA. For comparison, we state ie fbllowing theorem the convergence
result of the native DisDCA.

Theorem 1 (Yang (2013). Assume all data points are in the unit ball, i.8z||s < 1. For a L-
smooth loss function; and aA-strongly convex function(w), letw”, o be the primal and dual
solution obtained by the DisDCA algorithm with the naive afgs$ in €), then we have

E [D(a*) — D(a")] < <1 - C+ILK)TEO
and
T
E [P(w”) - D(a™)] < (c+ %) (1 - C+1LK) €0

wherec = L/ is the condition number ang = D(a*) — D(a®) < P(uw") — D(a?) is a constant.

Remark: From Theorenmni, we can see that the effective region, where increasirgnd K can
improve the convergence rate, is heavily impacted by thelition numberc = L/ . In particular,
whenc = Q(n), the benefit of increasing: and K becomes very small because the term
n/(mK) is dominated by

3 Analysisof DisDCA for Orthogonal Data

In this section, we present our first theoretical result réigg the convergence rate of the practical
DisDCA for orthogonal data on different machines. Actudliythis case the practical DisDCA can
be modified slightly to obtain better convergence. We cas&ét = 1 in Inc-Dual, i.e., updating

a by

Aa; = max —¢f ;(~ (o) + Aa)) — Aaw] jup ™

1
— 5 (Ba)? fonl 3 ©)

Accordingly, we need to change the updates of the prlmadabﬂfmukJ to

ufg = uk’7 Ty )\—nAOCk,ixk,i (10)
As we can see thecale factor is reduced td compared tak in the original DisDCA algorithm
of the practical variant. This is due to the exploitation loé torthogonality of data on different

machines. The theorem below present the convergence rette pfactical DisDCA in this case.



Theorem 2. Assume all data points are in the unit ball, i.gz||2 < 1, and the dataX}, on different
machines are orthogonal to each other, i.&,] X; = 0,Vk # [. For a L-smooth loss function;
and a\-strongly convex function(w), letw”, o™ be the primal and dual solution obtained by the
practical DisDCA algorithm with slight modificationsale = 1 and (L0), then

E [D(a®) - D(a™)] < (1 o n)mT &

and

mT
Blreh) - D] < (1- )

Remark: Theoren? well justifies the benefit of the practical DisDCA comparethwihe naive Dis-
DCA. In particular, increasing: can always speed-up the convergence rate by an exponexéial r
Also, there is a linear speed-up by increasing the numberagchines. In addition, the convergence
rate in Theoren2 for the practical DisDCA is better than that in Theorérfor the naive DisDCA.

To understand the theoretical result in Theregmwe note that when the data on different machines
are orthogonal, the Gram mattix = [zjxj]nxn can be shuffled to align the distribution of data on
K machines, and becomes a block diagonal matrix

G, 0 - 0
aG=| 0 @ 0
0 -~ 0 Gg

and the dual problem ind{ with a square norm regularizer can be split idtoindependent sub-
problems:

1 1
max — Z — i (—ay) — =—~a' Ga
i=1

Q€RM N 4 2n2\
1 K Nk 1 K
_ * N - T
= gé% o ; ; =97 (—a) 2N ;O‘k Groy,

As we see shortly, an algorithmic consequence due to thegotiality is that the communication
betweenk machines becomes optional (c.f. equationlif)), as a result we solv&” independent
sub-problems separately. Therefore, increasinthe number of dual variables to be updated on
each machine would yield an exponential speed-up and isicig& the number of machines would
yield a linear speed-up.

Although we note that it is usually rare to have the propeftgrthogonality in reality', however,
the discussion here can be related to a particular type ofliised optimization algorithms, i.e.,
one-communication distributed optimization. In partanylone can regard the data on different
machines are orthogonal and solkesub-problems separately and finally perform an average of
models from all machines. It was advocated by practitioaatshas been analyzed iiang et al.
2012 Mann et al, 2009 Zinkevich et al, 2010 for least square regression, conditional maximum
entropy models and stochastic gradient descent. Howeéhefjrtal averaged solution may not be
(in most cases) exactly the optimal solution to the origjpablem and our analysis reveals that
the orthogonality plays an important role in the accuractheffinal averaged solution. Moreover,
it suggests the closer to orthogonality of data the closehéooptimal solution of the averaged
solution.

To verify our claim, we present an experimental result inuFéy2, which compares the one-
communication DisDCA with different data partitions on anetic data for regression. The data
is generated similarly as irzhang et al.2012 with extra concern. In particular, we generate data
of d = 250 dimension and split the50 features intd50 non-overlapping groups. For each group,
we generaté features following\/ (0, 1) for 5000 data points. The response variable is generated

byy =uz+ Z?Zl(xj /2)%, whereu is a constant vector. As a result, there are a totabof)00

1The orthogonality may occur when data on different machive® non-overlapping features.
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Figure 1: (a): comparison of the practical DisDCA (DisDCAvgth the naive DisDCA (DisDCA-
n) on covtype data set with = 1000, K = 10; (b) comparison of running time and error rate
for SDCA, DisDCA and one-communication DisDCA (DisDCA-1an) rcvl-binary data set. Run-
ning time excludes the time of loading data. The loss fumcisothe squared hinge loss in both
experiments and the value &fis set to10—%, 10~°, respectively.

residual duality gap
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Figure 2: Random partition vs Block Partition for one-commivation DisDCA. (a) shows the
curves of the distance from the final averaged solution t@final solution; (b) shows the curves
of the duality gap of the final averaged solution for the avéiproblem. The value of is set to
10~°. For eachk’, we run dual updates until the duality gaps for the sub-g@nmislare withirnl0—6.
Thesoptimal solutionv* is obtained by running the practical DisDCA until the duahp is within
107°.

data points. We distribute the data ovér= 5, 10, 25, 50 machines. For eacR’, we generate two
data partitions, one following the block partition and drestone following a random partition. For
the block partition, we run the updates 8),(for the random partition we run the updatesih (We
note that for the random partition, the update 9 Would fail. For each sub-problem, we run the
dual updates until the duality gaps of the sub-problems étémi0~6. The results verify that the
one-communication DisDCA for orthogonal data partitiohiages better optimality.

Finally, we note that although the one-communication DigDgptimization with a random parti-
tion may not find the optimal solution, however, it may givdfisiently accurate predictions. For
example, in Figurel (b) we show the error of classificationon rcvl binary data set The re-
sults show that with = 20 machines, the one-communication DisDCA gasraimes speed-up

in running time while only losse&.2% in accuracy. Similar results have been reported in previous
works (Zhang et al. 2012 Mann et al, 2009, where they have established the statistical conver-
gence of the final averaged solution as well. Our analysieit gection reveals the optimization
convergence of the one-communication DisDCA.

3.1 Proof

To ease the proof, we introduce some notations to simplifyamalysis. Lein’ denote all dual
variables at the-th iteration after updating thgth variable,a’ = o? anda®™! = o™, Letw}

2\We use the provided testing data+£ 677399, d = 47236) as training data and evaluate the model on the
provided training data.

*http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/libsvmtools/datasets/
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denote the local primal solution spans over the data paints corresponding machine, i.e.,

1 Nk K
wt*—gat Tk i wtfgwt
= iTh i =
k n . k,i ’ k
=1 k=1

Note that compared to Algoriththwe slightly change the definition af,.

Similarly, Ietwtk’j andw?’ denote the local and global primal solution constructethftoe updated
dual variablesy*7 after updating thg-th dual variable at the-th iteration, i.e.,

tj _ i1 t,0 _ t—1
wy? = w), —l—)\—Aa,“]x;HJ, wy =w, -,

. i
whd = § :wkﬂ
k=1

Thus, we can establish the relationship betwegh anduy ; as follows:

i _ o til LAt i1
ukj =u? + on‘k,ﬂi,-xk-,ij = wk '+ w),
t—1 t—1 _ t—1 ; t,j ; J i
wherew; ™ = w . Essentially®7 denotes the summed solution of all lo , which

is not computed in the algorlthmkj denotes the local variable maintained at each machine,avhos
starting point at the beginning of the inner iteration is giebal w!~'. Due to that the data on
different machines are orthogonal, it is not difficult to ifethat

T, tj—1_ T tj—1 T tj—-1
L ;W = T ;W = T, Uy (11)

K 2
> wh|| = Z w13 (12)
k=1 2 k=1

An important consequence springing from the data ortholgria that we can update the dual
variables separately without any loss in decomposing tlaelitic term in the dual objective)
ie.,

2

n
2

; 1
t,j—1 E . .
w + by Aa;“j Ik,zj

g+ Z o (B, )l | + Z Aa i, o, -y’

k=1
The last equality is due td.(). Th|s is exactly where the update i) comes from.
Below, we divide the proof into three parts: (1) boundingitherease of the dual objective for one
inner iteration; (2) establishing the relationship betwtee increased dual objective and the duality
gap; and (3) finally proving the convergence rate of the dbpciive and the duality gap. For each
part, we present a Lemma with the proof deferred to appendix.
We start by bounding the increase of the dual objective ferioner iteration. It is easy to verify
thatw®’ = 537, - o ai. By the definition ofD(a), we have

n[D(a*9) = D(a' )
N ; i A _
= [ZZ ~0ha(—all) - 7"||ww|%] - [ZZ ~dhi(—api™) - 7”|wtv“|§]
ki ki

An . An
=57 |k, (-0l - Il ] - 3 [, (o) - St ]
k k
Ak By
The last equality is because we only update the dual variﬁbhe data point with indexJ and the
equality in (L2). We proceed to bound, by writing afg’fi = o}’ 5, T Aa andw}’ = w7 +
1/(An)Aay,i; i, , and bounding* (a) using its strong convexny The resultis summarized in the
following Lemma.




Lemmal. Letw;’ ™"

s (1—s SHIkz”% g1 ti—12
Ak—Bkzi( 7 )\nj [lw k7 - |l

tj—1 g1 g-1_T =1
+S|:¢k7’ij(xk7ij.wkj )+¢Z,ij( ka] )"‘04] xlmjwkj }

= —Vo(zr,, - wy’~"). Then for anys € [0, 1], we have

. n
Since we assumiez ||z < 1, we can set = m and we have
(& n

ti—1 t 1 ti—1 T  tj—1
Ak_BkZS[Qbk,ij(xk,z] wp? ™ )+ pi, (—o o L)t kaj Ty, 5, w0y’ }

Taking summation ovet = 1,..., K on both sides and taking expectation over the randomness,
we can prove the following Lemma, which establishes thetigaiahip between the increased dual
objective and the duality gap.
Lemma?2. Lets =n/(c+n). Then

sK

E [D(a*7) = D(a"7 )] > —

- [P(w"~") = D(a'7~)].

Given Lemma andD(a*) < P(w'~1), we have

BlP(e) - D) < (1 - %)mE [D(a) = D(a'1)] < (1 - %)mt @
Therefore
=2 o 25
and
E [P(w”) - D(a")] < SiE [D(a.) - D(a")] = c};n (1 ) Cfn)mT )

4 Analysisof the Practical DisDCA in General Case

The challenge for the analysis of the general case comestfratmve cannot decompose the square

norm ofw’J as the sum of square norm of eaobj without any loss. Our strategy for analysis is
to derive a similar inequality as in Lemn2za However, as we will see shortly, there is an additional
term that accounts for the difference between using theagimimal solutiomw®?~! and the local

primal solutionu’’ . According to the updates, let us define:

1
_ 2 : t t_ ¢
= ,\n ‘ akﬂ-xk,i, w = ? Wy,
=1
tg =1, K A i tj_ 1 tj
wy’ = w); + )\nAat,ijxkﬂj7 W = wy’,

t,0 t—1 t+1 _  t,m t,0 t—1
Wy =W, o, W =w", U, =w

tg_ o ti-1, B\ 1 i1
uy” = uy —l—)\—Aa,“J:C;”J —wk —i—wk

Wherewt b= qpt=t — t_l. The following lemma establishes a similar result as in Le@m
Lemma3. Letw;? ™' = —V¢(xy,; - w'~1). Foranys € [0,1], we have

S EP@!) - D)

K /1-s  sK
- 2 tj—1 tj—1y2 £
+ SE; <T - m|$k.,ij|2> g, — oz —E [R™],

E[D(a"7) = D(a"71)] >



where
1
. tj—1 tj—1 ti N T tj—1 i
R = - g (s(wki.j — ozki.j ) — Aakij)xkﬂij (ukj — whd 1)
k=1

If we lets = % then the second term in the R.H.S of the inequality in Len3rdaminishes,
C n

and we get a similar result as in Lemigexcept that there is an additional negative teri’.

Ideally, if we usew®~! to replaceufc’j’l, thenR"’ = 0 and we can prove a similar result. However,
computingw’?~! involves communication among ali’ machines, which is not adopted in our
algorithm. Essentially*/ can be regarded as a measure of deviation from the local lsohsdion

ufc’j’l to the global primal solutiom®7~!. To see this, let use consider an example using squared

hinge lossp(z - w) = (1 — yz - w)%, whose convex conjugateds (o) = ay + %2. It is safely to
let Aai’fij be the solution to the following problem, assumihg|2 < 1,

ti _ tj—1 T ooti-1 K 2
Aak.,ij = max _¢Z,ij (_ak,ij — Aa) — Aoy, ; uy, - (Aa)

Itis easy to check thaflsa‘,;’ij is given by

t,: _ T t,j—1 t,g—1
Aak,j’ij - 2K + . |:2(y/€7ij - xk,ijuk7 ) - akJZ] j|
Noting thatL = 2,c = 2/, we have
. . An . -
t,j—1 t,j—1 T -1 tj—1
sl =l = gy (2 — oy ut ™ - o]
Then we have
K
1 An ; K
R < = E — e ll? Hut”_l —wm*lH
—n — 2K + /\n” ks Iz || 2
K |l it | Kot 2
x> n > AT ki — pYs DD AayT ak,
k=1 T=1 k=171=1 2

When the dual variables®’ converge to the optimal solutiom*, we haveAa’7 — 0, therefore
R*J — 0. Following similar analysis, we have

E[e®7)] < (1 — ﬁ) E[e®7 D] + E[R®9)]
n
Lety =1 — (sK)/n, and by induction we have
E[E(t’m)] < /LmE[E(t’O)] +E [,um_lRt’l N Rt,m} (13)
S(t,m)

Note that since we are mostly interested in the dependence, ame hide the dependence én

in &™) If we lett = 0,m — oo, then the above bound indicates that the residual of the dual
objective for the one-commutation DisDCA will geometrigatonverge taS(%->). This coincides
with the fact that one-communication DisDCA performs ingleggent SDCA on individual machines

. In Figure3, we show that the curves ef®™ andS(®™ for classification and regression. The
curves clearly illustrate that bo#?) andS(*™) will eventually converge to a value, where the
convergent value of(*™ is slightly smaller than the convergent value$f ). These results
justify the the inequality in13) for one-communication DisDCA.

With fixed m, we have:(tt1) = ¢(t:m) () — ¢(t.0) due to our definitions, then we have

E[E(t+l)] < umE[e(t)] +E[S(t,m)]
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Figure 3: Convergence of one-communication DisDCA. (ajshthe curves of(®) andS(0m™)

for classification using squared hinge loss on covtype dattg(ls) shows the curves for regression
using least square loss on the synthetic data as descrilsedtion3. The convergent value faris
slightly less thars. The value of) in both experiments are set16—>.
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Figure 4: Convergence of the practical DisDCA for varying The value of) is set tol0~° and the
data is randomly distributed t& = 5 machines. The results inal) are obtained on covtype data
set using squared hinge loss for classification. The resulis~h) are obtained on the synthetic
data set using least square loss for regression.

Generally, bounding "™ is a non-trivial task. Below, we provide some empirical $#sdo aid
our analysis. In Figurd, we plot the curve folS®*™) and alsce(*+1) = (™) for fixed m. The
figures not only show thag("*) converges to zero, but also indicate ts&t™) < (¢, m)et+b),
wheree(¢,m) < 1 depends om, m. Thus, we can establish

(1= e(t, m)) B[] < (1 - %)m Be®)]

Then we can get

<l ()

The dependence of the convergencetand m is also verified by the results in Figure At
the earlier stages(t,m) is smaller, therefore the slope bfg(¢(*")) is larger. Noting that =
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n/(cK + n), we have

(=) (o)

t=1

We can also see that how the number of machisiggays the role in the convergence rate. Let us
consider an interesting case whers- L/\ = O(n'/(**7)), wherer € (0,1] (Yang 2013. Then
increasingi’ uptorn™/(1*7) the convergence rate can be speed-up via decreasing— +7/K
(& n

On the other hand, increasidgwould increase the communication cost. In practice, it ijganant
to tunem and K to achieve the best balance between computation and coroatiomi.

5 Conclusions and Open Problems

In this manuscript, we have made a progress in analyzing ridietipal DisDCA theoretically. In
particular, we have established the convergence rate girtitical DisDCA for orthogonal data.
We also provided an analysis of the practical DisDCA for garmata. Helped by empirical studies,
we show that the practical DisDCA is able to achieve an exptialespeed-up on the convergence
by increasing the number of dual updates at each iteratibis résult well justifies the superiority
of the practical DisDCA over the naive variant, which onlslaapartially linear speed-up.

There still exist open problems for future research. Firbtat is the analytical form of (¢, m) that
upper bounds ™) py (™) Second, how to make the communication asynchronous awve pro
the convergence.
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Appendix

Proof of Lemma 1

; An 1 ; 2
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By settings = n/(c + n), we have

n(D(a"7) = D(a71))

= =

-1 -1 ti-1 T -1
> 8{%@( wa )+ i, (= aka )+ sz Ty i, Wi }

E
Il
—

I
]~

T t.ji—1 t,j—1 tj—1 T t,j—1
s [Gns, (0 w70 + 01, (—al ) + Ml w7

>
Il
—

The Lemma2 can be proved by showing that the expectation of the R.H.Beo&bove inequality is
equal to the duality gap (w7 1) — D(a'7~1) with appropriate scaling.
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Proof of Lemma 3

By the definition ofD(«), we have
nlD(a") ~ D(a*3 )]
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