arxiv:1602.02350v2 [cs.LG] 26 May 2016

Solving Ridge Regression using
Sketched Preconditioned SVRG

Alon Goneri Francesco Oraboha Shai Shalev-Shwartz

May 27, 2016

Abstract

We develop a novel preconditioning method for ridge redoessbased on
recent linear sketching methods. By equipping Stochastia¥ce Reduced Gra-
dient (SVRG) with this preconditioning process, we obtasigmificant speed-up
relative to fast stochastic methods such as SVRG, SDCA ar&l SA

1 Introduction

Consider theidge regressiorproblem:
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where) > 0 is a regularization parameter; ¢ R andy; € Rfori = 1,--- ,n the

training data. We focus on the large scale regime, where hathdd are large. In
this setting, stochastic iterative methods such as SDCR SR G (5], and SAGI[11]
have become a standard choice for minimizing the objedtiv@pecifically, the overall
complexity of a recent improved variant of SVRG duelta [21peleds on the average
condition number, which is defined as follows. Denote theieingd correlation matrix
and its eigenvalue decomposition by

Z ;T Z Aiuu; ()

The average condition number 6T+ A/ is defined as the ratio between the trace of
the Hessian of, and its minimal eigenvalue:
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The mentioned variant of SVRG finds ampproximate minimizer of. in time O (4 +
n)dlog(1/e)). Namely, the output of the algorithm, denotéd satisfiesE[L(w)] —
L(w*) < ¢, where the expectation is over the randomness of the digorit-or an
accelerated version of the algorithm, we can repabg v/n/# [16,[7].

The regularization parametey, increases the smallest eigenvalu€of- I to be
at least)\, thus improves the condition number and makes the optimizgtroblem
easier. However, to control the under/over fitting tradedfhias to decrease asin-
creases [14]. Moreover, in many machine learning appéoati; approaches zero and
it is usually smaller than the value af Overall, this yields a large condition number
in most of the interesting cases.

A well-known approach for reducing the average conditiomhar isprecondi-
tioning. Concretely, for a (symmetric) positive definite (pd) matR € R%*¢, we
define the preconditioned optimization problem as

min L() := L(P~Y?w) . (4)

weR

Note thatw is ane-approximate minimizer of if and only if w = P~1/2% forms
an e-approximate minimizer of.. Hence, we can minimize Equatidd (4) rather than
Equation[[1). As we shall see, the structure of the objecli@vs us to apply the
preconditioning directly to the data (as a preprocessieg)sind consequently rewrite
the preconditioned objective as a ridge regression problighrespect to the precondi-
tioned data (see Sectipnb.1). For a suitable choice of @xmRtthe average condition
number is significantly reduced. Precisely, as will be appafrom the analysis, the
pd matrix that minimizes the average condition numbé? is C + A1, and the corre-
sponding average condition numberisHowever, we note that such preconditioning
process would require both the computatiodPof'/? and the computation dP—/2z;
for eachi € [n]. By first order conditions, computing + A\7)~'/? is equivalent to
solving the original problem in Equatiohl(1), renderingsttoptimal” preconditioner
useless.

Yet, the optimal preconditioner might not needed in manyesasn fact, a com-
mon empirical observation (see Seciidn 6) is that (highedisional) machine learning
problems tend to have few dominant features, while the atberdinates are strongly
correlated with the stronger features. As a result, thetapmoof the correlation matrix
decays very fast. Hence, it is natural to expect to gain adwhfdevising precondition-
ing methods that focus on the stronger directions of the. data

Our contributions are as follows. We develop a relativelgagh preconditioning
method that, coupled with SVRG, assures to speed-up thesogence in practical
applications while having a computational cost comparab&V/RG alone. In order to
approximately extract the stronger directions while imitigra low computational cost,
we rely on a variant of the Block Lanczos method du€ {o [8] ideprto compute an
approximated truncated SVD (Singular Value Decomposjtidthe correlation matrix
C'. Finally, by equipping SVRG with this preconditioner, wetaib our main result.



2 Main Result

Theorem 1. Letk € [d] be a given parameter and assume that the regularization pa-
rameter,)\, is larger than)\,;. Our preconditioning process runs in tinigndk log(n)).

By equipping the SVRG df [21] with this preconditioner, wel fan e-approximate
minimizer for Equation[{1) (with probability at least/10) in additional runtime of

. n AN 1/2
O((F +n + d)dlog(1/e)), wherei = 7“”%” Aor k= (7(“”?” M) if
we use accelerated SVRG.

When the runtimes of both the (accelerated) SVRG and oumpditioned (ac-
celerated) SVRG are controlled by the average conditionbmsrtand both runtimes
dominatendk), then ignoring logarithmic dependencies, we obtain adpgeof order
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ratio = Zl—l _ Zz_l + Z’L>k ) (5)
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(or \/Zle i/ (Aek 43,5 Ai) if acceleration is used) over SVRG. If the spectrum

decays fast thekh \;, < Zle Aiand)S, A < kg Inthis case, the ratio will
be large. Indeed, as we show in the experimental sectiogydltio is ofterhugefor
relatively smallk.

2.1 Main challenges and perspective

While the idea of developing a preconditioner that focuseshe stronger directions
of the data matrix sounds plausible, there are severaldliffis that have to be solved.

e First, since a preconditioner must correspond to an inMertiansformation, it is
not clear how to form a preconditioner based on a low rank@ppration and,
in particular, how should we treat the non-leading comptsen

e One of the main technical challenges in our work is to traesiae approxima-
tion guarantees of the Lanczos method into a guarantee aesh#ed average
condition number. The standard measures of success faidolwvapproximation
are based on either Frobenius norm or spectral norm errarailPbe apparent
from the analysis (see Sectibn5.4), such bounds do not aitficour needs.
Our analysis relies on stronger per vector error guarariigestion [9) due to

8.

It should be emphasized that while we use a variant of SVRGtal{21], we could
equally use a variant of SDCA [13] or develop such a varianB&G or SAGA. Fur-
thermore, while we focus on the quadratic case, we belieateoilr ideas can be lifted
to more general setting. For example, when applied to sgiterdant functions, each
step of Newton’s method requires the minimization of a gaidobjective. Therefore,
it is natural to ask if we can benefit from applying our methoddpproximating the
Newton step.



2.2 Bias-complexity tradeoff

As we mentioned above, controls a tradeoff between underfitting and overfitting. In
this view, we can interpret our result as follows. Assumiagdimplicity thatn > d
and ignoring logarithmic dependencies, we note that if

_ kA + Zi>k Y

A
nk ’

(6)
then the runtime of our preconditioned SVRGI¢éndk). For comparison, the runtime
of (unconditioned) SVRG i®)(ndk) if

_ Z?:l Ai
nk

The ratio between the RHS of Equatiéh (7) and Equafibn (6)dsatio given in Equa-
tion (8). Hence, for a given “runtime budget” of ord@ndk), we can set the regu-
larization parameter of the preconditioned SVRG to be snal this ratio. Similar

interpretation holds for the accelerated versions.

(7)

3 Related Work

Existing algorithms and their complexities:  Since minimizing Equation {1) is
equivalent to solving the systef®@ + A\I)w = % >, yiz;, standard numerical linear
algebra solvers such as Gaussian elimination can be uset/®tke problem in time
O(nd?).

Iterative deterministic methods, such as Gradient Deg@ib}, finds anc-approximate
minimizer in time nds log(1/¢), wherex = 3LEE7 is the condition number of
C + A (see Theorem 2.1.15in [10]). The Kaczmarz algorithin [6] &asdentical
complexity. Both the Conjugate Gradient (CG) methdd [4] #rel Accelerated Gra-
dient Descent (AGD) algorithm of [9] enjoy a better runtimferal,/x log(1/¢€). In
fact, CG has a more delicate analysis (see Corollary 16/Z8§):[ If all but ¢ € [d]
eigenvalues of' + AI are contained in a range, b, then the runtime of CG is at most
nd(c + /b/alog(1/¢)). In particular, CG’s runtime is at moét(nd?). Furthermore,
following the interpretation of our main result in Sect[o@2we note that for a “run-
time budget” ofO(ndk), we can set the regularization parameter of CG to be of order
Ax/k? (which is usually much greater than the RHS of Equafion (6)).

Linear Sketching:  Several recently developed methods in numerical lineataky
are based on the so-callslletch-and-solvapproach, which essentially suggests that
given a matrix4, we first replace it with a smaller random matr, and then perform
the computation oS [20,[2,[12]. For example, it is known that if the entries®f
are i.i.d. standard normal variables afichasp = Q(k/e) columns, then with high
probability, the column space ofS contains a(1 + ¢) rank+ approximation toA
with respect to the Frobenius norm. This immediately yieldsst PCA algorithm (see
Section 4.1 in[[20]).



While the above sketch-and-solve approach sounds pragrfisirthis purpose, our
analysis reveals that controlling the Frobenius norm efoas not suffice for our needs.
We need spectral norm bounds, which are known to be moresciwatig [19]. Further-
more, as mentioned above, the success of our conditionitigomdeavily depends
on the stronger per vector error guarantees Equdtion (8)raat by [8] which are not
obtained by simpler linear sketching methods.

Sketched preconditioning:  Recently, subspace embedding methods were used to
develop cheap preconditioners for linear regression wipect to the squared loss|[20].
Precisely, [2] considered the case= 0 (i.e, standard least-squares) and developed
a preconditioning method that reduces the average conditionber to a constant.
Thereafter, they suggest applying a basic solver such ag@&overall running time
is dominated by the preconditioning process which runsiet)(d + nd). Hence, a
significant improvement over standard solvers is obtaiheds d.

The main shortcoming of this method is that it does not scalktev large dimen-
sions. Indeed, whed is very large, the overhead resulted from the preconditigni
process can not be afforded.

Efficient preconditioning based on random sampling: While we focus on re-
ducing the dependence on the dimensionality of the datay ethrk investigated the
gain from using only a random subset of the data points to therconditioner[22].
The theoretical gain of this approach has been establishddricoherence assump-
tions [22].

4 Preliminaries

4.1 Additional notation and definitions

Any matrix B € R%*" of rankr can be written in (thin) SVD form a8 = UXV " =
>, oi(B)uv) . The singular values are ordered in descending order. Téersp
norm of B is defined by||B|| = o1(B). The spectral norm is submultiplicative, i.e.,
|AB|| < ||A||||B|| for all AandB. Furthermore, the spectral norm is unitary invariant,
i.e., for all A andU such that the columns df are orthonormal||UA|| = ||4].
For anyk € [r], it is well known that the truncated SVD @&, By, := U3 Vi =
Zle oi(B)u;v;, is the best rank- approximation ofB w.r.t. the spectral norm [17].
A twice continuously differentiable functiofi : R¢ — R is said to be3-smooth if
V2 f(w)|| < B forall w, whereV?f(w) is the Hessian of atw. f is said to be
a-strongly convex ifA\;(V2f(w)) > « for all w. If g is convex andf is a-strongly
convex, therf + g is a-strongly convex.

4.2 Stochastic Variance Reduced Gradient (SVRG)

We consider a variant of the Stochastic Variance Reducedi&ra(SVRG) algorithm

of [B] due to [21]. The algorithm is an epoch-based iterathethod for minimizing

an averageF (w) = % Zﬁvzl fi(w), of smooth functions. It is assumed that egch



Algorithm 1 SVRG citexiao2014proximal

1: Input: Functionsfi,..., fn,81,---,06n
2: Parameters:wg € R?, m,n, S € N
3 fors=1,2,...,5do

4: W = Ws_1

5. 9=VF(w)

6: wo = W

7. fort=1,...,mdo # New epoch
8: Picki, € [N] with probabilityg;, = 8;,/ > 3;

9: vy = (Vfi,(wi-1) = Vi, (0)) /i, +0

10: Wy = Wr—1 — NV

11:  end for

12: Wg = % Z:’;l Wi

13: end for

14: Output: the vectonog

R? — R is convex and3;-smooth. The entire functiof is assumed to be-strongly
convex. The algorithm is detailed in AlgoritHrh 1. Its conyence rate depends on the
averaged smoothness of the individual functions and theageecondition number of
F, defined as

(8)
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Theorem 2. [21]] Fix e > 0. Running SVRG (Algorithi 1) with any, S > log((F(wg)—
min,cga F(w))/€), m = [ir], andn = 0.1/ yields ane-approximate minimizer of

F'. Furthermore, assuming that each single gradi®if; (w) can be computed in time
O(d), the overall runtime i®((kr + N)dlog(eg/€)).

In the original definition of SVRG_[5], the indices are chosen uniformly at ran-
dom from([n], rather than proportional t6;. As a result, the convergence rate depends
on the maximal smoothnessiax{/3;}, rather than the averag@, It will be appar-
ent from our analysis (see Theor&in 4) that in our casex{3;} is proportional to
the maximum norm of any preconditioneg Since we rely on the improved variant
of [21], our bound depends on the average of ftie, which scale with the average
norm of the preconditioned;’s. To simplify the presentation, in the sequel we refer to
Algorithm[ as SVRG.

4.3 Randomized Block Lanczos

A randomized variant of the Block Lanczos method due_{o [E}]GSaile in Algo-
rithm[2. Note that the matri&;, 3, V," forms an SVD of the matrid, := Q(Q" A)x, =
U.U, A.

IMore precisely, Algorithm 2 in[[8] returns the projection tra UkUkT, while we also compute the
SVD of U, U, A. The additional runtime is negligible.



Algorithm 2 Block Lanczos method [8]

Clnput: A € RX™ k< d, ¢ €(0,1)

g = =) (log\;‘/(gn)),p — qk, 1I NN(O, 1)n><k

. ComputeK = [AIL, (AAT)AIL, ..., (AAT )91~ Al
: OrthonormalizeK's columns to obtair) € R**7*

: Compute the truncated SV@ " A);, = W2, V.|

: ComputelUy, = QWy,

: Output: the matriced/y, X, Vi

~N o o b~ w NP

Theorem 3. [8] Consider the run of Algorithrll2 and denots, = U2,V =
S ¥ | 640, . Denote the SVD oft by A = % | oyv,u; . The following bounds
hold with probability at leas®/10:

1A= Akl < 1+ €)|A = Al < (1 +€)ow

Vi€ k], |z AAT 2z, —u] AATw;| = |62 — o2
< e/crﬁ_k1 . (9

The runtime of the algorithm i© (”d’“\l/‘;_‘%(") - kz(?fd)).

5 Sketched Conditioned SVRG

In this section we develop our sketched conditioning mettiydanalyzing the prop-
erties of this conditioner and combining it with SVRG, welwibnclude Theorer] 1.
Recall that we aim at devising cheaper preconditionerslézat to a significant
reduction of the condition number. Specifically, given agpaeterk € [d], we will
consider only preconditione®®~!/2 for which both the computation aP—!/2 itself
and the computation of the séP~1/2x;,..., P~/2z,} can be carried out in time

O(ndk). We will soon elaborate more on the considerations whensihgahe pre-
conditioner, but first we would like to address some impdritaplementation issues.

5.1 Preconditioned regularization

In order to implement the preconditioning scheme suggestede, we should be able
to find a simple form for the functiod. In particular, since we would like to use
SVRG, we should writel as an average of components whose gradients can be
easily computed. Denote by, = P~1/2z; for all i € [n]. Since for everyi € [n],
(P~12w) Tz — ;)% = (w' &; — y;)?, it seems natural to writé (w) = L(P~/?w)

as follows:

- ITe=1, +_ Ay
L(w) = ~ > §(wT§ci —yi)? +511P V212



Assume momentarily that = 0. Note that the gradient @f at any pointw is given by
V&(wt) = (w'Z; — y;)%;. Hence, by computing all the;’s in advance, we are able
to apply SVRG directly to the preconditioned function andnpoiting the stochastic
gradients in timeD(d).

When\ > 0, the computation of the gradient at some paininvolves the com-
putation of P~'w. We would like to avoid this overhead. To this end, we decosepo
the regularization function as follows. Denote the staddmasis ofR? by e, . . ., eq.
Note that the functiod. can be rewritten as follows:

1 n+d

wherel; (w) = 2t (wTa; —y;)? fori = 1,...,nandl, ;(w) = A(n+d) & (w " e;)?
fori=1,...,d. Finally, denoting; = P~1/2¢; for all i, we can rewrite the precondi-
tioned functionL as follows:

_ 1 e

L = 7 )

() = g 2B

wherel;(w) = 221 (wTq; —y;)2 fori = 1,...,nandl,;(w) = A(n+d) i (w'b;)?
fori = 1,...,d. By computing thez;’s and theb;’s in advance, we are able to apply

SVRG while computing stochastic gradients in tim&l).

5.2 The effect of conditioning

We are now in position to address the following fundamenti@gistion: How does the
choice of the preconditioneP~'/2, affects the resulted average condition number of
the functionZ @)? The following lemma upper bounds by the average condition
number of the matriy’—'/2(C' + \I)P~'/2, which we denote b (when the identity

of the matrixP is understood).

Theorem 4. Let P~1/2 be a preconditioner. Then, the average condition numbér of
is upper bounded by

tr(P~Y2(C + AI)P~Y/2)

h: < k= .
NLSRT N L(PIR(C 1 A P12

The proof s in the appendix. Note that an optimal boun@¢f) is attained by the
whitening matrixP~1/2 = (C' + \I)~1/2.

5.3 Exact sketched conditioning

Our sketched preconditioner is based on a random appragimat the best rank-
k approximation of the data matrix. It will be instructive torwsider first a pre-
conditioner that is based on an exact rankpproximation of the data matrix. Let
X e R¥*" pe the matrix whosé-th columns isz; and letX = n~'/2X. Denote by



X = Z;anlk(x) ouv;] = UXVT the SVD of X and recall thatX;, = Zk_l oiuv;
is the bestk-rank apprOX|mat|on of{. Note thatXX " = C and thereforer? =
\i(C) = \;. Furthermore, the left singular vectors®f u, . . . , uy, coincide W|th the

k leading eigenvectors of the matiix Consider the preconditioner,
Z I B Zf:l ulu;r
\/)\ —|— VAL + A ’

whereugy1, ..., uq are obtained from a completion of, . . ., u; to an orthonormal
basis.

—1/2 _

Lemma 1. Letk € [d] be a parameter and assume that the regularization parameter
A, is larger than)\;. Using the exact sketched preconditioner, we obtain
,%i S k)\k + §Z>k

+d. (10)
Proof. A simple calculation shows that for= 1 kK,
+

>/

A

i (P‘1/2(0+)\I)P‘1/2) =1.

>
>

i+
Similarly, fori = k+1,...,d,

>
+

i+ A
/\k—|—)\.

N(P~Y2C 4+ AP~ =
Finally,
A
A+ A '
Combining the above with Theordrh 4, we obtain that
. ( 71/2(0_’_/\[) 71/2)
IQ
T MN(PY2(C H+ M) P-Y/2)
VNI N WY

A i=k+1
_ kA, + §i>k i n

A\a(P~Y2(C + A)P~Y?) >

<k

5.4 Sketched conditioning

An exact computation of the SVD of the matik takesO(nd?). Instead, we will use
the Block Lanczos method in order to approximate the trigtc&VD of X. Specif-
ically, given a parametér € [d], we invoke the Block Lanczos method with the pa-
rametersX, k ande’ = 1/2. Recall that the output has the foriy, = UkEka

Z’“ 1 7;4;7; . Analogously to the exact sketched preconditioner, we defir sketched
precondmoner by

- koo~ ~
—1/2 _ ; I-3 it ' (11)

-3 e - RS



Theorem 5. Letk € [d] be a parameter and assume that the regularization parameter
), is larger that) 4. Using the sketched preconditioner defined in Equafioh, (Yo

a multiplicative constant, we obtain the bound Equation) @®the average condition
number with probability at least/10.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Thedrem &.félfow along the
lines of the proof of LemmA]1. Up to a multiplicative constamé derive the same
upper and lower bounds on the eigenvalue®ot/?(C' 4+ \I)P~1/2,

From now on, we assume that the bounds in Thedrem 3 (wtiete1/2) hold.
This assumption will be valid with probability of at leaf10. We next introduce
some notation. We can rewrife—'/2 = (%2 + X\I)~'/2U " whereY. is a diagonal
dx dwith ¥;; = 6; if i < kandX; = &, if i > k. and the columns of/ are
a completion ofiy, ..., to an orthonormal basis. Recall that the SVD Xfis
denoted byX = Zle o =UXVT,

Lemma 2. (Upper bound on the leading eigenvalu®ye have
M(P7Y2(C+aDPY?) <17

Proof. Since\, (P~Y/2(C+XI)P~1/?) = |P~V/2(C+XI)P~1/?| = |P~1/2CP~ /2 4+
AP~1||, using the triangle inequality we have that

M(P7Y2(C+ADP~Y2) < |P~YV20P~ Y2 + )| P7Y.

By the definition ofP we have thal| P~1|| = 0_2—1“ and therefore the second summand
k
on the right hand side of the above is at m%ﬁ_k < 1. As to the first summand, recall

thatC = XX and thereforg| P~'/2CP~1/2|| = | X T P~%/2||2. We will show that
| XTP~1/2|| < 4 which will imply that |[P~/2CP~'/?|| < 16. To do so, we first
apply the triangle inequality,
IXTP2) = (Xe + (X = Xi) T P12
<X PR+ (I(X = X)) TP
Let us consider one term at the time. Recall tNat= U, %V, . SincelU,] U € R*¢
is a diagonal matrix with ones on the diagonal, and sincegketsal norm is invariant
to multiplication by unitary matrices, we obtain that
IX7 P72 = ViSO OS2 + AN T20T|
= |SkU) U(E2 + A1) 7V2
Gi 5

(2
= max ——— < max

0
——<1.
i€lk] /G2 + X T i€lkl 6, + VN T
Next, by the submutiplicativity of the spectral norm,

I(X = X)) TP < | X — Xael| - |1 P72

10



TheoreniB implies thagtX — X, || < 20, and
1 1

P12 = e < —— <
Vi A T op —(1/2)07,4
L1 _v2_ 2
Ok Ok

oK/ %
Hence,|X — X/ - ||[P~'/2|| < 3. Combining all of the above bounds concludes our
(]

proof.
Lemma 3. (Refined upper bound on the last — k eigenvaluesyor anyi € {k +

1,....d},
X (PR + AP < 297:?) .
k

Proof. Using the Courant minimax principlel[1], we obtain the faliag bound for all
ie{k+1,...,d}:

N (PTYAC +An P2
2T P~Y2(C+ NX)P~ /2y

= max min
Mng: reM: ||£CH2
dim(M)=i T#0

. x ' PTY2(CH NP2 || P2
= max min -
MCRY: TEM: | P—1/2z]2 |||
dim(M)=i ¥7#0

.2 PTYV2(CH APV
< max min
MCR?: zEM: ||P_1/2£CH2
dim(M)=i ¥7#0
' P 1z

[l

max
z€RY:
x#0
=N (CHX)- MNP H=N+N-GEE+N7T.
Lo? = 1\ and therefore,

Finally, using Theoreii]3 we have thig} > o7 — 07, , > 10

Gr+N" < G+ <200+ O
Lemma 4. (Lower bound on the smallest eigenvalue)
A
ptropTity >
Ad( ¢ )z 1900 + )
Proof. Note that
1
(12)

—1/2 —1/2\ __
(PO AP = e e

11



so we can derive an upper bound jpR'/2(C' + AI)~! P'/2||. Consider an arbitrary
completion ofty, ..., 7 to an orthonormal set, ..., 75 € R™. LetV € R"*d pe
the matrix whose-th column is?;. Since the spectral norm is unitary invariant and
bothT’ andV have orthonormal columns,

IPY2(C + A~ PV
= |2+ AD)V2UT(C+ A TLUE2+AD)Y20T|
= V(2 +ADY2UT(C+AD)TTU(E2 + MDYV T
Denote byZ = U(X2 + AI)'/2V . By the triangle inequality and the submutiplica-
tivity of the spectral norm,
IZT(C+ADT 2] < | XT(C+ M) X
+I(Z =X (CH+A)THZ - X))
<SIXTCHAD)TX |+ 1Z = XIPIC + A0~ (13)
To bound the first summand of Equatién](13), we use the unit@ariance to obtain

IXT(CH+ X)X = |[VEUTUE?+ M) 'UTUSV |
2

_ A2
= |Z(Z2+ M)y = max 35— < 1.

For the second summand of Equatibnl(13), note k@t + A7)~ '|| = x- and that,
using the triangle inequality,

1Z =X = |(USVT = X) +(Z -0V
<NV = X[+ |U(S2+ADY2 =)V 7.

By using unitary invariance together with the inequath&_}? + X —&; <V (which
holds for everyi), we get

[T+ MDY =)V T = |(£2 + AD)Y? - 2| < VX
Hence, using the inequality + y)? < 222 + 2y2, we obtain
1Z = X|2 < 2| TSV — X2 +2).
We next derive an upper bound piiXV T — X ||. SinceUSV T = X +64, Z?:kﬂ wiv;

d
> i)

i=k+1

Using Theorerfil3 we know th&tX;, — X || < 1.5 o and thaty, < | [oR +0.507,, <
1.5 0. Combining this with the fact theﬂth:,Hl @;; || = 1, we obtain

IUEVT = X|| < | Xk = X|| + 6%

UV — X|| <30%.

12



Combining the above inequalities, we obtain

2. (3Uk)2 + 2\
Ad+ A
< 19(/\;;\4- A) 7

and using Equatior (12) we conclude our proof. O

|IPY2(C+ \)'PY?| <1+

Proof. (of Theorem[8) The three last lemmas imply that the inequalities derivathdu
the proof of Lemmall remain intact up to a multiplicative dans. Therefore, the
bound Equatiori (10) on the condition number also holds upnaléplicative constant.
This completes the proof. O

5.5 Sketched Preconditioned SVRG

By equipping SVRG with the sketched preconditioner Equm(ibl), we obtain the
Sketched Preconditioned SVRG (see Algorifim 3).

Proof. (of Theorem[d) The theorem follows from Theorelmh 5 and Theofém 2. O

Algorithm 3 Sketched Preconditioned SVRG

1 Input: zy,...,2, ERL Yy, .., yn ER,e>0

2: Parameters: A > 0,k € [d]

3: Let X € R%" be the matrix whoséth column is(1/n)x;

4: Run the Block Lanczos method (Algoritih 2) with the inpXitk, ¢’ = 1/2 to
obtainXk = Ukikf/k

5. Let @; be the columns of/;, ands; be the diagonal elements B,

6: Form the preconditioneP~'/2 according to Equatiofi{11)

7 Computeﬁi = P_l/Q.%'i, b; = P_1/2€i

8 Letl;(w) = 241wz —y;)? fori =1,...,nandl;(w) = A(n + d)(w"b;)?

fori=n+1,....,n+d

o Lets; = 4| z||2 fori = 1,...,nandB; = A(n+d)|b|| fori =n+1,...,n+
d. Letp =15t p

10: Run SVRG (AlgorithniL)

11: Returniy = P'/%w

6 The Empirical Gain of Sketched Preconditioning

In this section we empirically demonstrate the gain of outhnd. We consider both
regression problems and binary classifications tasks,euhersquare loss serves as a
surrogate for the zero-one loss. We use the following degase
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(a) MNIST dataset. (b) CIFAR-10 dataset. (c) RCV1 dataset. (d) Real-sim dataset.

Figure 1: Plot of the ratio Equatiohl(5) as a functiorkof

(a) Synthetic with lin{b) Synthetic with

ear decay quadratic decay (c) MNIST dataset. (d) CIFAR-10 dataset.

(e) RCV1 dataset. (f) real-sim dataset.

Figure 2: Convergence of Sketched Preconditioned SVRG VR&\VThez-axis is
the number of epochs and theaxis is the suboptimalityl, (w;) — min,,cgrs L(w), in
logarithmic scale.

Synthetic We draw two randon000 x 20000 matrices,X () and X (?), whose
singular vectors are drawn uniformly at random andgttie singular value ig /¢
and1/q?, respectively. We then normalize the columns. For efick X (),
we consider a regression problem, where the labels are @edeas follows: we
first draw a vectorw* € A(0,1)°°% and then set; = w* ' X.; + z;, where
z; ~ N(0,0.1).

MNISTH A subset of MNIST, corresponding to the digiteand7, where the task
is to distinguish between the two digits. Here—= 12107, d = 784.

RCVH The Reuters RCV1 collection. Here, = 20242, d = 47236 and we
consider a standard binary document classification task.

CIFAR-1(H Here,n = 50000, d = 3072. Following [3], the classification task
is to distinguish between the animal categories to the aotivmones.

2http:/flyann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/
Shttps:/iwww.csie.ntu.edu.tw/ cjlin/libsvmtools/datés/
“http://www.cs.toronto.edu/ kriz/cifar.html
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e real-siml Here,n = 72309,d = 20958, and we consider a standard binary
document classification task.

6.1 Inspecting our theoretical speed-up

Recall that the ratio Equatioh](5) quantifies our theoréSpaedup. Hence, we first
empirically inspect the prefixes of the corresponding qitiast(as a function ok) for
each of the datasets (see Figure 1). We can see that while iI$Mahd CIFAR-10
the ratio is large for small values &f in RCV1 and real-sim the ratio increases very
slowly (note that for the former two datasets we use logaritiscale).

6.2 Empirical advantage of Sketched Preconditioned SVRG

We now evaluate Algorithrh]3 and compare it to the SVRG albaritof [21]. To
minimally affect the inherent condition number, we addedly anslight amount of
regularization, namely) = 10~3. The loss used is the square loss. The step size,
7, is optimally tuned for each method. Similarly to previousrivon SVRG [21] 5],
the size of each epoclm, is proportional to the number of points, We minimally
preprocessed the data by average normalization: eachnasstaector is divided by
the averagé,-norm of the instances. The number of epochs is u@Oto Note that
in all cases we choose a small preconditioning parametenglygk = 30, so that
the preprocessing time of Algorithinh 3 is negligible. Thesaiclear correspondence
between the ratios depicted in Figlife 1 and the actual speeduother words, the
empirical results strongly affirm our theoretical results.
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A Omitted Proofs

Proof. (of Theorem[4)We first show that the average smoothnesé &f bounded by

n+d

1 ~
< —1/2 -1/2)
n_i_d;ﬂl_tr(P (C+ AP ) (14)
Note that for anyw,
V27 (w) ntd gzl 1<i<n,
ilw) =
An+dbi_nbl , n<i<n+d.

Therefore, using the fact that the spectral norm of a raplsd matrix is equal to its
trace, we obtain

n

n d
1 ~ 1 n+d T 1 T
i = iy — d E b;b;
n—i—d;ﬂ n+d n ;H:zrx ”+n—|—d (n+ )j:1HJJH

n d
1
= (@@ )+ A tr(bid,)
ni:l j=1
1 n d
¢ P71/2 i TP71/2 )\t P71/2 i Tpfl/Q
Li(3 P 2aia] P At S (P ] P

i=1 j=1

= tr(P~Y2(C 4+ AI)P~1/?).

Hence, we deduce (114).

We will conclude the theorem by showing thatis \q(P~1/2(C + \I)P~1/?)-
strongly convex. Indeed, a similar calculation shows thattiessian of. at any point
w is given by

V2L(w) = P~Y2(C + AI)P~/2.

Hence, we conclude the claimed bound. O
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