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Research Advances on Stochastic Gradient Descent Algorithms
SHI Jia-Rong“? WANG Dan' SHANG Fan-Hua® ZHANG He-Yu*

Abstract In the field of machine learning, gradient descent algorithm is the most significant and fundamental
method to solve optimization problems. With the continuous expansion of the scale of data, the traditional gradi-
ent descent algorithms can not effectively solve the problems of large-scale machine learning. Stochastic gradient
descent algorithm selects one or several sample gradients randomly to represent the overall gradients in the itera-
tion process, so as to reduce the computational complexity. In recent years, stochastic gradient descent algorithm
has become the research focus of machine learning, especially deep learning. With the constant exploration of search
directions and step sizes, numerous improved versions of the stochastic gradient descent algorithm have emerged.
This paper reviews the main research advances of these improved versions. The improved strategies of stochastic
gradient descent algorithm are roughly divided into four categories, including momentum, variance reduction, incre-
mental gradient and adaptive learning rate. The first three categories mainly correct gradient or search direction
and the fourth designs adaptively step sizes for different components of parameter variables. For the stochastic
gradient descent algorithms under different strategies, the core ideas and principles are analyzed emphatically, and
the difference and connection between different algorithms are investigated. Several main stochastic gradient des-
cent algorithms are applied to machine learning tasks such as logistic regression and deep convolutional neural net-
works, and the actual performance of these algorithms is numerically compared. At the end of the paper, the main
research work of this paper is summarized, and the future development direction of the stochastic gradient descent
algorithms is prospected.
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5] U5 5 73 55 B 2 ST R AL A 5 S0 iR LI
— R, BRSNS A E AR s
RS, N TR A S HiRZ R R,
B S S RN RN, s MU T
FEA 45 R R BRI A3 e R IS4, BEAL R ARAL
AL 50 A B /ME (Empirical risk minimi-
zation, ERM)!. BAFE T FEE2 K ERM B8 i
B 7, W2 ZFr J7 v A EL S A0 Ak 1Y) B B il
R G BE N BEVEAE V5 H b ek B B I, F 1t
SRR FEASOS DL BE BE, ST 55 25 T 4 1 b A ot
TREAKH . FEE B SR H g oK, KAEA
FEA BOA0 75 A 24 K TSR0, DR A% G B 2
T B SRR AE A TR BT 25 5 = 0] RN A AR AN FE
ZERL0

BEHLERFE N FESE (Stochastic gradient des-
cent, SGD) T 1951 4F Robbins 1 Monro! #& H}
(R BEALIE T, S5 B T A5 AR 0 22 o £ 18
XA ITEAE IS R h B B — AU LA
Tof R B AR B, T R KBRS T i SR R
1958 4F Rosenblatt S| i H R AHLK A 7 HEHL
B EE T B SRR, BV BEATL I B — AN R 73 2R
A, SR R A0 R B, PR T2 E AP K
SRS H. 1986 4F Rumelhart 5047 T 2 Z#4
W 28 P 5% 22 I m) A 3R BRIV A SRR R IR A% Y Bl B
BRI — AN FEASK B H 240, & Sehr b MR RS
FE R BRI —ANREEI1. Ak, BE A R 5 ) )l
WG, BEHLES BT B OO SRR R
s I R ) — 2R R HARR A R 75k, H
BT, BERLRE LT BB bR 1 SR g2 48 1m] H L U [
Lasso. SCRF [ SEATLO F0 228 0 26 S54% 258 1) s EF AL
TP SRS AN, L DI N TR FE A 2 g 2 e

RS SRR 5 SRS,

TR0 e 5 R0 A 0TS0 23 A /N A (] R 000, s g
SIANGAG I ALK DAL SR AT REN LI Y S
bl AR5

W R AN T B M DUAG S R AT
FC, T BEALES B T B A M VF 2 A R RRA. X
S Rt VR AEAL LR REALBE S T B SRR X 2y |5
VNERTE S (53 NI 2O NTTRNCIEES ) $: 85

ETERE. 18 2R 7 A Ik O K A 2 =20 R R [
FEWTFURIZ L. $2 IR R 7 [H) AP R B 77 50
AN, A BEATUAR T B R0k i 5 SR s K B0y )
NI N S R S BTy S R P IES
R Hoh, { =307k T B AR IR Bl 2R T 1),
& T AR R A 0 B A A AR A 1) R SR DY SR T
REP N S HOR B AR Sy B B E R E AP,
FH TR BEAR 22 X 26 S 3 P AL Ad 1a) /.

TEAE SRR E T BRI 2R Al B Vs nsh & 1A LA
A ROE R R, Ik e T s AR, Rk FH 3 & ST R
W (1) 07 % EAFE 4 M E) B H % (Classical mo-
mentum, CM)?! 1 Nesterov JIIERHEH % (Nes-
terov’s accelerated gradient, NAG)7, fiij B A
FIBEATLRS FE SE AE B L URE A Rl R o = 2 1
72 It H. W 5 156 R R 19 0 i AN Wy B, e ARAIE
BB A AU, i, BERE AT T — &R
BT 07 Z 4R I BEA LR T BRI, - BRI
J7 ZE 45 O 51 (Stochastic variance reduced
gradient, SVRG)™. 1t 3 58 1. 77 22 46 Jk bf FE 5005
(Proximal stochastic variance reduction gradient,
Prox-SVRG)™\ Katyushal #1 MiG®" %, Fiidk 77
VA 7800 R P SRR BEAE R, T RS B R SR
b “DUBTB6 E BARIBAR L 77 3, 58 1 5
B HIXF] 1 s b bk BT SR H Y, 2SR &
BLRE A AR REAL T ¥ 86 B 5% (Stochastic aver-
age gradient, SAG)P, SAGA® I Point-SAGAP.
Allen-Zhu® AR SEIEAE SR N 2 AF T 0 R A BERE AT
ZIRBENURS LT B SE 0 = AR, 2R R BEARE
S P, AEIRFEMR 2 R N 2 )
BEATLER B2 T Bafyok it iod A Y B ) A% % v S50 O 12
KEFZSH. 5= 2REEAR, BN EEE
NZRIE R h AR5 P SRR B AE R, X S AR
o3 5 H TR A R 2 ) F L R KRR E A
Adagrad®, Adadeltal’”, Adam (Adaptive mo-
ment estimation)® fI Nadam (Nesterov-acceler-

ated adaptive moment estimation)?” &,

FLAT, & R B BEAILER B T B S K 2 DL IR
FEAL R I TE AE TensorFlow. PyTorch Fl Mx-
Net % R E-F 4 A, HE G R EER
HFEEIEE A N K. 2017 4F Ruder 7E3CHk [40] A4
T U BE 25 2] s b A B ATLBE B2 1 B Bk, Rk
Z —BE BB B FT R SRV 2 TR R B &R DA R SE B
e B SEIe Xt bt B 24 i — LepE AL
oI PR B I S S, A G oR A N R R ik 7 )
I ZRR I8 SC. BRIk, ARSI AR T OGUERRFE T
B S0 R AR IR FE 2 2 i N B i B &



9 SEOINERAE: BEAURGEE T BESLIEMT Tt 2105

S AR STEP TR ALE BT B R R I T,
W T B 7 2 A Dk 3 R A N A o) R
VU5 o sk 2 EAE AR O AL B R A LA
KR WX A S8R, T2 4 R, W& [,
Lasso FHIR JE A2 W 48 ML 48 2 ST 5%, it 1 AH
BB SE G, T B T LA B A AR ME R R
BER BESERITERE. SORXAE I TAEREAT 7 B4,
FERREE T AR FE R R Sk Th s A Bk R 5 AR 1 K
J&J71A].

1 Fa&EIR

AN SEGINZ 08 KR e MR, - fi] ZE 7 2
IO EEARIR, f st 1 3 FSRRE T B 5.

1.1 ZFENERNME

EM B 22 219 58 n AN [R] 430 A7 A AR )
B IR {(z1,01), -, (0, yn)} , Tz, €R”
R NFEAR I NFFIE R &, v € RS i MEAR
HOAREE (BREAR), i = 1,2, ,n. STREA @, ATIE
o Ve 5 R ORI AR 2E § = q(x,0), HF o cRY
N EESTRIRE TS 8. 185 MFEAR ST 0 4k
BRECN f:(1) : RT = R, 2R £,(0) /& H q(x;, 0) Fly,
F) S P BR LA

I B M I ZREE 1~ 350453 2k pR B ] 22 2] 31 B
LIz 0+, RIsRARE TGN B /ME (ERM)
min J(0) = %Z £(0) (1)

i=1

OcRd
R (1) X 7 PR3 B X BGA B [J(0; €)] , kA
B (2], y) TN 4+ 1 4ERENLAR 2 & 1058 0 AU
O BN SN (A Rt = P N P I ST
FREL T (0) BN BREL £;(0)ISINIENBREL h(0).
T U) B B — R A T B R pR B, E AT RE SR AR RTE I,
1 0o JEHORT ¢4 JEHR E ).

1.2 i EREERR

EX 1. % S Jyszm &S A R 3R 2 L 4L,
f:8— RAN—HREFE & Jo > 0, % Ve, 20 € S, H
f(@1) > fle) + (Vf(22))" (@1 — 22) + %Hl‘l — a5lf3

(2)
MIFR f1ES Fto—5mi i, H, Vi(x) BRmEH
FAET IR, || - | BRI R LG, Ho=0
i B ATIIRRAE, BR f 7E S EIE .

EMX 2. %S c RENAESMEE, B f: S — R.
BExo €S, XV €5, Ig € R T

f(@) = f(xo) > g" (z — z0) (3)

WIFR A& g AR f 1 xo AEHIBRRE (BLRBL L),
R, oo f R, WA E S ) € S ALK
BOE (BRIRBAIE) SR AFAER.

EX 3. HAFE—DNHEEL > 0, Xf Va,, 20 € R
A

V(1) = Vf(®2)ll2 < Lllwy —a2fl2 (4)

MIFREREL f & LBV f /& L —Lipschitz ZE4:
#1, Hp L 24 Lipschitz ¥ %4

EM 4. FRELf 2 L6 H o 58, WIFR
f B Lipschitz %W L 59N &40 MHAE N F 1
Mk, Bk =LJo.

1.3 #HETEEZX

SRR (1) RIBERE T B SE O RR R0 T Ff
(Full gradient descent, FGD)!" R HLESFE T
(SGD)™! Fl/htk EHAFE N F# (Mini-batch gradient
descent, Mini-batch)™* .

FGD L H b5 o8 8 260 (B 4981 1o 7) B
KB R H-F I8 AR, ZHCEH AN

(07

Ori1 =0 — > VSi(6y) (5)
=1

Hor o N BEREIER AT RESHE
BT . AT Lk S R K S A, R
HEBEN—ANB/E SR T S, 2 HAR R
BT NN BUN, FGD AJ BUAR IR 26 1 U S0
O(1/t) ; 2 J N MR EUN, FGD n BUELL i 8t
HEO(pt), HbwEipe (0,1). p FMERIRT J 1)
FAFH ke, BAAAF BRI SIOE FE R ] 1 p
N, FGD HABARIIKSCEE, (3B A 2
HUARHR T AEA S E n . TESR AR AL 2% 5 =) n 5
i, FGD iz {Th A&, LA CRAIK.

SGD 7ERFCHEH S HU, X BENLIMEL — M FEA
P RS BRI IR JE CAURRE B N A R R
FIflitHE. SGD IS EHE #ilk

0:11 =6, — V[ (0;) (6)

Her, i, € {1,2,--- ,n} VRt RIERF 25
HBEHLEL 75 . SGD KIS 30 Jrik F2 47 . &
R, AR A ST T 0. (H T S B B0 17 AE
7, A SGD W e LAV 5 B AE K B 8 7 1) 08 I B
PLSE. 4 BFRRE T 5390 9 R EOR 8 pR ER
SGD W] HUAS IR 2R WSSO FE O(1/+/t) F1O(1/¢) . Xf
T FGD M1 SGD, K 2 J&/r T HArZ ¥ 46 i
BN SEORHTE L, AT LR H: AR REAR
i, FGD #Re i HAn R %L, 1 SGD #1435 Hilk
KA.
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Fig.1  Effect of conditional number on convergence speed
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Fig.2  Schematic diagram of optimization process of FGD and SGD

YEJ4 FGD M SGD Hy#frHh 75 %, Mini-batch 1E
— R LA 7 PR AL AL Mini-batch £
TR IR BE NI BCE TMEA, DUIX S A 1B
FE I AE AR A SR B A T . BRI BURE
AHIECH N & (batch-size), #F batch-size = 1,
] Mini-batch 28 T SGD; # batch-size = n, Il
%7 FGD. Mini-batch I35 B30

O =0, — = > V[, (6) (7)

Hop B, RN S TEREAR LA & 7R
PR b, 38 H K e RN A AR BEAL 2 g H R E
MEER A T4, — BB 10 ~ 100 MEAR. £
B IEARES ) AR VR L A — A T W H AR
SH RFETA PR A e R, AR
SRR BBENL 4, SR R EH. BTN
' bR KL, Mini-batch B SZH K 2V i SIGE
O(1/v/Byt + 1/t) 1",
2 ETm=aIkENEE T EEE

SGD FrAz s (86 B 77 1718 5 H A bR B sk 23
KR TE B, R AR FR, Rtk H AR = 57
Ko R85, Tk RIE BE H AR R BN AR K.
VI “BlE W] LA R I8 G Uk 23 AR

MITINARAER S BRIz, Qian®™ IER] T 4563 &
(R B T B AR 5 ORsy 3 v i AR kL T8 3 HLA
gi— Pk, IS 7 FERR T e Sk At Bzl
BT LRI MR I 4518

2.1 [N ZHMEE L

BEHLZ H B2 H L (CM) 78 SGD [k Bk
MY &I, &5E T LRSS E, DNttt
HEFEE W FE SGD W H At £ A0, = 0,41 — 6,
WA A0, = —a,V f;,(6,). CM HIBhEEH N

AO; = —a;V f;,(0;) + pAB;_q (8)
Hrr, p ahE 25 (—KHEL0.9).

KT U BT A R, —223 AT Ll
Y rh B AERINERL 7 BT, B v, = —A0, BAE
P, i SO, IecRAr BN, 4545 (8), A

v = oV i, (0r) + pve—a 9)

Hrr, poy AR, vy NPT BB
B, OM RIS Jy

0,1 =6, — v, (10)

2.2 Nesterov IiR#EEE X

CM A7 IXFE—AN ) ANy BRI, IR
Bk, AT RE AR L. Nesterov JIgE A Bk
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(NAG) fETHEBS B 25 58 1 I s B2, IR v E Ak
i) CM s I0 7 — MR IE T2, S50 H AN
vy = V[, (0 — pvi_1) + pvi_q (11)
0i1 =60, — vy (12)

NAG H#EiH5 6, — po, o KM THT — K
AL E, DL T 7R3 F Ok BT AT RE B s, i
Fhgl) BT RN Nesterov ZhE P,

Kl 3 B E R T SGD. CM Il NAG H1Z%1
BB AR, /£ SGD W ¢ B ikARH, 2%, It
BEE T AR B K o , ISR 3 250055
7E CM 156 ¢ 515K, 6, 72 SGD 1 BHr 24l b
ORI S RS R S T M s K p, 1935 B
ZH oY) . 1E NAG M5 L 363540, 6, Jeus i
R ST 1K p, 153 5 by T 1
R ETT IR K o, 5B BT 280 004 .
fE NAGHIX — R BRI, o MBETT M5
J3 52 SR FE O 16 1) R A R S, IR AT AR 2 1)
SRR — 30 5 IR A I AT 7 Bk B IR |
-V f;, (6 — pvi—1) T 3 7 0o T B AR T
£ NAG W5t + 1 5B, S g BIBEET7 )
5505 5 SRR B 7 M I R OB, W — o x
V fivir (0141 — py) T2 1 s R ROR. Bk
MG EMHAERE T “NAG 73 B R TR RE
i ek IX — 2518

CM)
Hz(ﬂ

-, HNAG) ~

/ ~
~ / 70‘:\1.11,”(¢m)

Ve Ny
oy

K3 SGD.CM Fll NAG KIZHEHR&E R
Fig.3  Schematic diagram of parameters update of
SGD, CM and NAG

CM 5 NAG #BJ2 2T sh & KBNS T 5
%, CHMXHAET: CM REEH S RN T
BRI, 1M NAG 76 535 S 50N TH 5060 FE I #08 FH
TEHERT. £ 1 HET CM M NAG 5 #H .
NTY— CM 5 NAG I ETHHEAR, £118
T NAG % 2 P ER. NAG 057k 2 7Eit
HEt BN AT E L& pv,,, K2R
NTES ¢ — 15 T S5O C 4 A B b A A5 & o,y
] H b2 80 0 7 sh & 455,

3 ETHEMBBIMEYGE TERE
16 SGD w1, MAFEAR (R R 2 4 14 AT 19

%1 CM 5 NAG MEEH AR

Table 1  Comparison of update formulas between
CM and NAG
oM NAG (5¥#1) NAG (5#:2)
PR g0 = Vfi,(8:) g, = Vi, (0, — pve_1) Gt = Vi (61)

V¢ = gt + pUL—1

Uy = arge + poy

FE v = g + pvi1 Ve = arge + pvia

ZH

PEAC 0111 =60, — v, 01 =0, —v; 011 =0, —v;

o B B TC AR A T, (EURR B T 22 AR A BE & R AR IR BT
G AN 20, XA SGD ok AR L BE 18k 3|
LR VUSSR T ZE R IR TR I ) R R A
flivh &, AR T 26 — A4k -
Ft, T HUAR B B S SR
3.1 BEN A EdGREREEEE

BEATL 22 48 Dbk B2 5090 (SVRG) $ it 1T o 2
Ay EIE ) — AOHEZEE 5 S AH 44 78 I 1 07 22 4 U
FIERZAERA Lty o, 280 et # T+
HECHON E R —A “PRIE”, idoh 6. #iltn, ¥ith
WB% 0, 45t s IRBENLIEACE 53 6, M4 6 = 6,
(—HERE s =nBls =2n). iTH 0 LA REEA KT
SR = 51, V1), AT [V 1(8) — ] = 0.
¥V = V fi, (6:)— sz,(é) + o fE N BikACH
FIES AL 11, AJ73 SVRGHIZHUE #Hi N

0t+1 = 0,5 — Oé%t (13)

Johnson &P AERH T SVRG & T U5 7 7=
AT ZE B IEARIE IS I A W 4o, H T SGD
I 22, B

r 2
] ;
2

Vi (00~ - > V(6
i=1

E ‘

Vi3 V@)
i=1

E

| o

B4, BEATURE 2 T o SRy 3 Ao Y 3 ik ) 2 >
Z, M SVRG FE[E 58 27 2] Z8 7 i a] HUAFHe bR i i s
.
3.2 EimBEH S EGE R EE X

SVRG REW IMPRICSicE i, (5 & TR
FAR B8 . 5 T8I 1 AR 6 1R M I H b ek 4
EBAR AT DLUIE I TSRO BE A B AR L, (HUC 8K
RS, e bR SCBUN. BERLIT S b BT B Sk
(Stochastic proximal gradient descent, SPGD) i
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URIN €1d 2 S RLIE 2 N SR A N TR VR
SBEFF T TE U AN S 8 i R0, UL B L 22 4
DA % (Prox-SVRG) ¥ SVRG 5 SPGD #
Gy, A G TE U I 1 A R 4 T 7 2 4

==

Berge it 1R TT =P S5 R (1) (IR NIfE A

IO = OO (19
Prox-SVRG ] B xS0 #ir=lh
0t+1 = prOth (0,5 — Oét%t) (16)

oy, prox? AR h KT S EL o 3L Y
¥, HitE Ay

1
proxt, (y) = ane o, ((0) + 21 10 - w13) (17

Prox-SVRG M H BB T4 ML =5,
B, EAERIENI, W SVRG B Z40 8+
TGS ¢ BB RV IR MR ERS
BPEA S 6,41 = 0, — a,Vy; WG, HHERLET
proxgt(étﬂ) CE R H T RE H RS 800,0
Ml 6,0 PEEIRIEHIRTIR T, RATREE A
prlf 2N

Katyusha &%

2 WL 7)) 5 A Nesterov 2l & FIAE H &R &1 H b5
ZHORAT T ORFEFEH T, DU & i s . 2
X T 7 G 22 (BN, TH B RE B AN R,
{5 I P Fh 3l B ARV I 2 0 B BE R IR i 22, AT
SO SO . Allen-Zhu 32 H 7 — Fh il # 30
#-Katyusha &, JFWH 5 SVRG 4 &TEH T
Katyusha &%, ZEEN FESEEH N

3.3

1 ~
q: = 6; — 37LVt (18)
2t = Zt—-1 — a%t (19)
0t+1:let+7'2§+(1_7'1_7'2)Qt (20)

Hr, LA Lipschitz % %0, a=1/(3m.L) Nl E K,
1,72 € 0,1 ABhERE. BIWRE 7 = min{\/no/L,
0.5}, 7 =0.5, tkbo N5EMRE. EXMIEE
XF, HixSs%0 20 b A& 2, q =H MM
P&, (EHREHSHA, B 015 Btk —F
F HARSEL UL o (B P AE & B, L& 55
B 6 K. 4 1 =7 =0, W Katyusha
KT SVRG. #al#X (20) BIELE SVRG B Hr
ZH)a, X BRSO ATIE IR, ¥ H RS
— S EETEE .

MiG H%
Katyusha HiER &S T SVRG MIISUE
FE, AR T AR B RSN 7 P AS T R AR &
PSRRI LB O 0 T IR RS B 2R i B,
AR ME AR AR 2% o S B [v) RO FL AT it (1, b
WA M RA ), HAE 2 e I At SR 3 DL AR AIE
WSO EE. MiG Bk SVRG 157 — N udE %,
EALTIAN A AR &, Hak Ao R a7 B IR, MiG
HIZH

3.4

by = (6 + (1 - ()0 (21)
Vi=Vfi(b) = Vi (0)+ i (22)
0t+1 = Ht - ozt%t (23)

Hop, A= b, & Hin2 80, 5 <P 6 iy
Ma, AT EATHE vV, 28 THRIRELT
AT B

1
MiG %45 H K T BLURSOR B P, RIS 7R E 53R
A AT AT SEEE O(1/¢2) BIW SIOE BE. STk [31]
DR T MIG BB S R A 78 G
WV BT ¢ 5 Katyusha sh& B 1w 1EH
HEL, BRI MiG R AT R &AL SVRG Y EEA B
T Katyusha #l&. Nitandal? $&H 1 Acc-Prox-
SVRG M@ ik % n Nesterov # & k$2 T+ Prox-
SVRG MEIENERE. 77 245K 5 &Y 4
G H TS BENLER B T B SRR SR B A 307
1EZ—, R 2 I T UM 5 ZE 480V K AT K30

ERA.

%2
Table 2

JURN 5 ZE 4Gk ) sl i e
Momentum types of several variance
reduced algorithms

AN ERM

SVRG™, Prox-SVRG? e
Katyusha® Nesterovzlj i, Katyushazlji&
MiGFY
Acc-Prox-SVRGP

Katyushaslj &

Nesterovzj &

Shamir™ $4 77 22 4 el 5 AR N AE 32 B 73 B
o, R T U7 E 4 B 2 B (Variance redu-
ced principal component analysis, VR-PCA).
Shang %69 J@Id % SVRG B AR E, 2
TR TR TT Z AR BE R R B (Vari-
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ance reduced SGD, VR-SGD). 4, B8 77 Z 4
ol JELARL Y BE LB B2 T B V008 A B TL X A Al b b
Ft (Stochastic dual coordinate ascent, SDCA )P
DL BE ML X AB A4 bR (Stochastic primal-dual co-
ordinate, SPDC)" .

4 HETESHERFENEE TEREE
SRR IR T IR R GRS (Incre-
mental aggregated gradient, IAG)P iZ5H % N5

AFEACRE — AR AR A, AEIRAUERE A, 1K
YA BUREA I B8 5 4 AR IR L

4.1 BN FEHERE

BEALT- S0 B 53 (SAG)™) /& TAG HIBEFLIR
K. SAG FFECHEALIE — MREA T BR R, HA
FEAS (PR FE 477 - — 50 IOE, 1 AR REA )P 1
o BE SR BT B ARS8 2 Bl AR A A — WK T
B R R B B A v, AR n AN ISR S B
01, ,0, . VIS RAME d, =3 | V:(8,) (iF
B AR S RS EUR bR X R). 2iEAR
WHt > nish, SAG IS HEHRN

(e
0t+1 = 025 - ;tdt (25)

diy1=di — Vi, (0:) + Vi, (0:41) (26)

SAG [ 5t A5 AT & R S R B L Hh KA
FEA 0 IFVBR B B O BTG I, P08 ) 42 Rk P Ak it
& d,/n EH HARSH. SAG MIER AL SGD
24, ESGEEE RS FGD M [H.

4.2 SAGA

SAGA fli& 7 SAG H “LUHT R B e (BB
FBAEF SVRG 7 ZE 48 pF 150, e e —
YR BT R OBE R PRk s HoAh 7 v AR IRt S
00, FIINFEAEE Y, YLD, =0y, H
H1i=1,--- ,n. SAGA HWISBHEHRA

"p:fi-l =0,

(27)

Wi =0, — oy (v]g, (Yitq) — Vi () +
iivﬂ%ﬂ (25)
Or41 = prox;, (we1) (29)

St T B E T B b R, T R
A (17) T 5w,y S TR E 35 HAR S50

BAIR SAGA A SAG YR T 34286 B 1 56
Sl (B ZFAVE X ) SAG Sl A B 4
ANFEAS I THRG B2 B e i B, TR R 6 B P SR
;M SAGA N AE A 16 B KT 25 (1) Stk b xSt
ANBEARFIBEFE AT 8. SR, THE R REAR KR
X SAGA WIS H e K. thok, SAGA W&
YE SVRG HIfRILIRA, ‘&4 SVRG Hff) “tLiE” 6
B N T EREA b i R A AR B apr, AT 92
TIFEEN. SAGA TERM 26 NI T 88 SAG Al
SVRG P 2t S S50 FE .

4.3 Point-SAGA

Defazio K/ i s H2:0) BNE] SAGA ) 2
T — R A BB B Point-SAGAPY. 5 K23
BEALES R M AR, Point-SAGA A F R 54
FEAGTHELR B8 B ARS8, il i # i — ARk
S T RERSEE . CNE i MEARH
BREE g, IEWIEEM g) = V £:(00), Hr, i=1,-- n.
Point-SAGA HIZH HH N

i I 1 S )
Ztt = Ot + oy (gf - E th) (30)
i=1

0141 = PTOX{:? (zt“) (31)
it 0
i & az , =1
gt11 = at (32)
Qz» 7/ 7é it

Ho, 2 A g, B (31) %, 041 =2 —
iV fi, (0i11), EraRT 0, BFIBRATHE.

TEEHT 0,1 ZH, Point-SAGA #til i # i %
T N ARTE 0,40 A FIIT A . 1X—
FOHT 548 Point-SAGA 7E5 (™ 41 FHUS Tt
SAGA HIRFISGEEE, HIEIE & TR E
. FEAEEERIEN T E ST, 7l SVRGS SAG,
SAGA Ll K Point-SAGA FIZ ¥ #7454 —
AEFRE GNER 3 R,

#* 3 SVRG H5HEFIESHEH 1~ kTt
Table 3  Comparison of parameters updating
formulas among SVRG and incremental algorithms

FRARR SHEH AR
SVRG 0,1 1=61—at (V£ (0)=V§;, (O)+EXT | V£;(6))

SAG 0,4 1=0,— %L (v Fi, (0)=V f3, (wit ) +Y LV (w’;’))

SAGA 644 1=0r—oy (Vfit (61)—V fi, (%bi‘)Jr% DI (w%))

Point- . )
SAGA  Ot+1=6:t—oy (Vfit (04+1) =V i, (¢zt)+% Yie1 Vi (‘-”%))
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X TR JURN R B3 N 2 S R BEAUES FE  B
%, Allen-Zhu fR4E & BIEAE RN KA A
FEEW A 3 AR 5 1 REVEEFE SGD A1 NAG
2. 05 2 fRA3E SVRG Al Prox-SVRG 25; 45 3 4%
35 Katyusha 1 Point-SAGA £, Hh, 25 1 5
R . E2HUIERT, 3 3 REENE
FERTH 2 REFEMELE, Yn < BRHEI
FLEZE . X T sl J5 Z 45080 3G S0 FE SRS T 1 b
HUBERE FBESI, 3R 4 IR T 505G e— IR VR
(I A RSIGER B, o #4L p € (0,1), T =t/n
Fon A RIEAR IR

5 BENETEIRMEIE TEEE

FERMBENLER 2 ST, O T IR 1R = i
WA, 2 HEIE AR ZE B — MUY
21 PR X R AR B RO HARKEPRE K 2
2 ATRE R BN (R E . A BB A I R,
DRI HERLKR, 2S8R
LA DLIE T fo f0 A 22 8 B i A, ] 4 e
ZSIE 7 e 2k i VT Y A R =
AR S R BB LT BB, X SRR AE
IRIEAPZ P2 rhR DL T AR EEERE.

Adagrad

X T B R AE AN P A 0 1) @, 58 R SGD, N
i B AR A XS L () 456 4 B R e RHELAR /N L o
X153 H AR S HfE LUE IE iR L fif. Adagrad™ 52—
Al EIE RLIR T S S RBENLES BT B, B E
FRZH 0 B mtAT IR o, NN A A AN R Y
S )BT R N R B R AE AR B 1) S 505 =
EOR B 22 2 B AT BT, i IR LR B
TN FEAE 2 B 2B B ARFALE

NTHERTE, BINCARFFS: 0, KRt 5

5.1

ISR 0 W kNS H e, Hhke{1,2,--,d};
gr € RYRINEE ¢ HIk AW BEEE, Bl g, = V£, (0:);
Gek N O R LHIERE 738, Rl gy = Vi, (Our) -
Adagrad KIS0 & 5 H N

[e%

= g
gtk + €

Orp1k =01 — ¢k (33)

SO, Gk = S g2, FORATHT ¢ S K A BRRE
SEATE TR RN, o RERFE; e 22— MR
ANIEEL (— M 1078 ), HoAE FH 2 3k 5 2 BEA 0;
R o/ /G + € BAE BE R T R 2 ) .

Adagrad XA [F] 1) 2 Hop Al A [R5 =)
ORI B M R S8 AL, 23 BEh P SR
FE ) R BR, N2 T ZR BN 06T B8 Wi i
T B BRI AR AR, 23 BE b Py S2 w0 2 1) RABVE B,
A 2] BRIBOR, XM VEAE A B B A AR B T
WP FE WAFEAER . R TR M B, Ad-
agrad I ZHHEFHA 5N

@
041 =0 — ———0Og;

VG +e

HHG=(911, 0a)", ING+e =(\/Giate, -,
1/\/Gr.a+e)T, © Foxm &Ko AHR. B 5
27 Adagrad £ Abalone i #a4E FlZ% Lasso
BRI, HARS ) 8 A7 B0 B ) 7 2] 2 A2 4K
M. WILEIRTLAE H, BRI RRIKEZET
Rkl (0257 B AR BE AN IR

Dean &5 % 8 Adagrad B8 3% &/ SGD 1
BRI, IR I T KRR 2 I 2511 Z5; Pen-
nington§ ! FEYNZRIAIR AFARBEH 7 Adagrad,
IX 72 DR AN FH IR ] Bl i P %) 1) 5 22 5 KR BT
Chen 25 $2H T SAdagrad, B4 Adagrad H1E—
AR IR AL, e s 251 B A
WSUHFE. Adagrad FHE HAE AATEEME 1 -3y

(34)

4 BENUBREE T RS B AR B SIS
Table 4 Complexity and convergence speed of stochastic gradient descent algorithms
HIEAR SOREE (3RMN) EAREE (M) WS (90T W SH (i)
B sap® O((r/2) 10z 1) 0(1/¢) o/7) 0(1/VT)
NAGH 0(ny/Flog 1) — (") 0(1/7%)
SVRGH O((n + ) log 1) - o(p") —
Prox-SVRG™ O((n+r)log 1) o(p")
2ft SAGH O((n+ r)log 1) — o(p™) 0(1/T)
SAGAM O((n + r)log 1) o(n/e) o(p™) 0(1/T)
Katyushal*” O((n + v/nr)log 1) O(n + /n/e) o(p™) 0o(1/1?)
3k Point-SAGA® O((n + vnr)log 1) — o(p™) -
MiGFY O((n + vnr)log 1) O(n + /n/e) o(p™) 0o(1/1?)
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Fig.5  Schematic diagram of learning rate
changes for adagrad

T RN BT 5 ) R I E M
A, XL R JE WAL R AR 2) 7 ZE P it
BAJFRYAE; 3) RE LN AE AT K.

5.2 Adadelta

Adadeltal” & Adagrad MG RRA, BAFAK

R A At [ LR FE (7 5 0, T A a5 N — A

BGTEE “FERCT 7 8 A BT E BT O B BE IR 4R

BB B-~F ¥, I KR FEAR T AR A, 5

SPITHRE R B 3 D3 R 5 bR 7 ik FE R S T
BIRMARR I BR A %, RN

E[g®], =7E[g°], , +(1—7)g? (35)

Hrh, g2 =g, ©g:, Elg% RnHt B-FITHHER
FRGAEIE (Elg?)o \IWIBIN d4EFFE), ~ € (0,1)
REEYRE L (—E 0.9), SahE ik s E &
HES VY

¥ Adagrad ZHEFH XN G BHAFITH

REWZERITAE Elg?), , TS
a
A8, = *m ©g: (36)
2, (36) 7 Rmsprop™ (95 HHH K. #42%
(36) H i) BEFH AL B 77 R 1R 2 (Root mean
square error, RMSE) ¥, NIA

o
NG = ———
; RMSE], ©g: (37)

Zeiler %57 NI B BT 30 2 1 5 20 BERG B
fEA— 2, AT bR S By T iRk =

RMSE[AO],_1 = \/E[(AB)2],_1 + & KEH o. TH
Adadelta IIZEHEH AN
B RMSE[A0];—4
0t+1 = Ot — 4RMSE[g]t © g (38)

HHt, RMSE[A6],—1/RMSE(g], W] & 1F H & R
AR, ¢ FoRE RN RGP,

Adadelta £%} Adagrad B =85 T T 8
B 1) BE X (38) H A BEAN T & — AN TERR B on i)
B, Ty 8 A P S RS TR R L
1], 27 > F ) 4y BEORFFAE — E G LN ; 2) D7
BT R BRREE; 3) LA b,
R KITE T AR A,

5.3 Adam

Adam Z5& THAAMHEAR, B EIHE RS
RO FE I — B AR AT B ROk BN AS T 2% 2 YL 7R
i Adam I, ZHE R A0 L% B4 R4
o BIREH A k| <~ o, Kb, <x FR/DNTEL
LET, O A0 kA& FESEPRNM 1)
i o FECR AT LUK BUEN 2808 1 S A0 ik T 75
) SEB K AT LUK o BAE| A, x| 1 BAS X 8] 1)
LR, B -RSHARNEZ KT o i, 7T LA
TZAEAS g P B R SR AN B . )
5gy B — BRI B R Al T By, A,
my = fimy_1 + (1 - B1)g: (39)

u; = PBouy_1 + (1 - 52)93 (40)

Hrr, By, B2 € [0, 1) RFERFHEL EUHEN 5 = 0.9,
By = 0.999 , WILEA mo Flwg Y8 d 4EF 7] 5. 4359
X my A wg R ZE T2 IE

my . u

L B t

mt—l_ ia Ut_l_ﬁé (41)
Adam MIZEEH XN
o

0., =0, — — OnN 42

1 t \/’thJrEth (42)

Adam RS Adadelta F I (36) ITE
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AAHAL, B0 (36) HHHIRR FE SO IR IE 5 1 — B
R, P J7 B R S T A OB TR TR B B AR
K rne /0y J9(E ML (Signal-noise ratio, SNR), ffi
# SNR AWk N, A0, AWiEET 0, XA
e —f R KBRS, Adam 454 7 Adagrad
T RO FE BLRR BE A Rmsprop # T A H AR i H
PRI AL, o T R B A e 4 2 ).

AdaMax

£ Adam FIZEEH A, ¢ BORI, Vi, + ¢
~ (Bowr—1 + (1 — Bo)g?)Y/? LA 1E e [Ty s #f %
M g® = (g, ,gn)" BIGET 6 O EL, )
Z R B | Ay g Ei||g® || LR % . AdaM-
ax F5 Adam W G JEEIR R T 0, JUBL, 1S4
R 213 o X S EUE B AQ 1 RR il ] 5 0y
1A, 4] <

S o EEIR R R ¢, Y0 AL, EF e SO A

wp = Bhu—1 + (1 - B3) |guf” =

(185> 85 x gyl

5.4

(43)
i=1
/ﬁ\:qj, BS ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ, \gtl” = (‘gt,1|pa s ,Igt,dlp)T .
R e, ORI R 0, Ti %K, 13
1
Ut = pli)n;o(ut)p =
1
LN i) :
: _ QP —i |P —
pll)“;o(l By)P 252 x |gil
1
: ~ () P\’
Jim |22 (57 lad)" ) =
max{ S5 |g1], By 2|gal, - . |9} (44)
3 (44) FT— AR A 5
Ut = max{ﬁgUt_l, ‘gt|} (45)

m‘%ﬂﬁé“ﬁ U() j"jd éﬁ%ﬁlﬁ,‘% )Eﬁ Ut %fﬁ% Adam
ZHHEH ) Vi + e, 53] AdaMax S EH
ik

n
0 =0, — —
t+1 t UtG)mt

Hrr, p N&ERSAE, @5 Adam T4 R
AR oK Ry = o/(1 - ) HATIE™. HIFE
B, AdaMax JEFA BRI — R my, BEATEIE.

Nadam

(46)

5.5

Nadam ¥ Nesterov =M A 2] Adam 1, PA
8T Adam EIEMRE, IR E/E R Adam F1 NAG

L5 &R IR 1 AT RAE H: 22K CM #24 NAG,
HERIMTEAAE 0. AES— Adam 5 CM #J58
B, Al X A B IS SE B Adam [

Nadam HJ#5#z.
FAREZRMZEBIE, Adam FIE TSR
0t+1 = Bt — ﬁ ® my (47)
?"352 ~ 1, ﬁﬁuut U1 -
¥ (39) F1=0 (40) FRAR (47), 153
001 = 0, — ol —F) © ot
e VBaui—1 + (1= Ba)g? +¢ s
afy
® _ ~
VBaui 1+ (1 B2)g? +¢ ™ 1)
0. _ a(l - ) 5
t (\/ﬂQut—l + (1 - Ba2)gi +¢ 9
_ah
Vi te ot (48)

X (48) 5 CM W H AR IR, 55 H R 2
A A SR, Hh /(T +0) R F
. X Adam R 1 PSR, @it
FIANHIEAZE m, = Bimy + (1 - B1)ge , RIS
FEr

a
U; + €

0t+1 = 9,5 - @ ﬁt (49)

P Adam )X (41), 20 B 7y A g BEAT O
ZEIESER my Ha, . ETHESSIENERNTR
ANE, Xf g HATIMEBIESE G, =g:/(1 — BE) .
% Nadam IS ECE B =08

011 =0, —

my

e o
H, my = By + (1—751)9: .

B 5 R i 2 o) I 23 TR R R A, S N B
TRTH A5 2 A0 T R 22 L 2 o) 58350 7 W o A 25 ) R
FEBGE I LA B AR 1E 5 A0 BR800 H
38 M SRR AR DI 2R 3A R AL R e v, T AE
S5 o WA AR o B AN AT S o, HL
R A K SGD 5 NAGE™®, Reddi 251 A Ay af
PUEIE T B KIPROIZ? SRt B & N 2
SPEZ R, R H Adam FIBGHEE AmSGDrad,
UL EEA O T T URSIGE FE . Luo 25 32 H Y H
& RLEE Adabound A%E )RR E T — s L
b, HRIME S 21 % EFONTE 95 K, B IR AR
RN, 22 3] R AT Ra b if g & —AME € E.
AdaboundENZVIHM AL #E S Adam AH 2,
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FEIZRJa Tk R A € Bz AL RE IR, REBAE R 2%
AR 2 190 2% v A3 R 0 R e

6 H{ESKI

Sl Fh i, T Z AR A BAR L 3 Mg
(Il AL 2 T B SR A D2 R (] T S L 5 27 ST A
55, FRRE G N ) SR BEHUER L T B 025 2
RIEERI R 4 .

6.1 AEBENFIRFIRAIMEREXTEL

AT XS AR H 1 R > FR RIS BE T S
VRAENLER 7 SR P i PEREREAT XS EE. SR AT MAT-
LAB 5 CESREHE, W M EEREF T 4
AMD A10-7300 Radeon R6 AbFEE 384T, S50
FHH Adult 55 4 MEAREKIR B T UCLHlLA 2]
J# (http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets.html). 3 5
gt T IS HR AR VRAEAE R

%5 HEESEHIL
Table 5  Description of datasets
itk FEAS FEARFE o A A
Adult 32562 123 734 KB
Covtype 581012 54 52 MB
Abalone 4177 8 71 KB
MNIST 60000 784 12 MB

BT 6y B RIH (£ -Logistic regression). I&
[F1) (Ridge regression) fl Lasso %5 3 fli & il 25
O K6 FIH T3 MR A S, Horp
|- Il B 6y JEH, Ay AT Ay D9 HUIEAR Y 1E U AL
A AR, BUBTRRR L HaR R AR, 5 3
PR eI M. 3R 7 B T 4 AN SRER
P G2 B AR B K IR U 2 8% . 1 HL SGD.
NAG.SVRG. SAGA. Katyusha PA } MiG3t 6 Fib
BAREMER 73T 5258, @i 7t 6 MraEER)
b S S 11 S S S N3 1 = R < VMU 1
RAERRI, ¥IiEt B HONF m &, S 7%
() 2 HOR 2 2] 32 38 e 4 IR R I U AE 1E AT AL
2 BARSCIS AT, DA AR 1Y) SE PR e
PRt

K6 ELBL T 6 PR ALER BT B S i ak AR Ak
2, Ho ) BARER RN A R IEARIREL, AR R IR Y
AT H b R EUE S s B B < 7. KL 6 AT L
Eih, 56 1 ARBENIEL R N AL SGD M NAG ()i
R, M LAERUD Bk B N I8 1 B AR A,
X ] B A& R ok FE 1 7 22 AN W 2R B S b B 4R A7
FENE S . AR 9 1T S RRCAS (1) BE LA B2 R B R, SGD

R6 3RS RS AR

Table 6  Optimization models for 3 machine
learning tasks
(LR PR A 2

o Eiﬁ : 1 n T Ag 2
min J(0) = = : log (1 +exp (—y:ix;0)) + =210
Al u 1 d ( ) n 21,1 g( C ( Y 7 )) 2 H ”2

. n A
W el min, J(8) = 3 o1y (@16 — )" + #6113
Lasso min J(0) = 5= 57 (216 — y:) + M6
6cRrd

RT BRSBTS IR 25

Table 7 Optimization model and regularization
parameter for each dataset
W5 Hyn e AR IENZ4
(a) Adult £y TR Ay =10"°
(b) Covtype 0y i[RI Ao = 1076
(c) Abalone Lasso A =10"%
(d) MNIST LEYE] Ao =107

ERME AR, NAG % T Nesterov Zh &, R
fE—EREE LRI T SGD MM RCR, (HRHR
AN B 2 ARBENLE FE T B SR B AR AE SR
1 ARHZERI B2 T U KR, SVRG F1 SAGA 7
I 3 K FH 7 22 4 -5 1S A T S A 3 AH L )
BhEEA &, A RBORS] 707 Z 0 R, KT
T EERE, BRERE AR A R N E T A A
fife. 25 3 ARBEMLEL BT BE 5% Katyusha £l MiG 7
J7 ZAFRAAR I BLAE EAsn TEsh R, B AE H
PRSI R P S AR AE S HE =Rk, REREALE
Wb IR A & S e LA

Bl 7 0T EE T 6 A B AL B T A SR 1 I 1) A%
R H BEAARR R RIS AT H], PAALbR RN 4T H
PR U S AL B bR EUE 2 22, B 7 AT LA e
55 2 ARANER 3 ARBEAUE B2 T 2R R0V 1) I 1) 2803 W)
ST 1AR, X5 E 6 s AR R LA LA AL
BEAh, 5 3 ARGV BRI B %R EARFRE 5 T 58 2
B, HHAR B FFAMGIEARF IR R 2. 53
AEE BIRAE B 2% FEAICSSOR FE 4 B AR 35
EHT H S SRR %, MOfE SR B A sk
RPITHEEECR BT R K.

6.2 BENFIREERRIMREXEL

AT LI H & R ) FR I BEN LS BE N PR A
TEVRPE 5 ) R BEREAT X bL. SB03A 584 MxNet-
gluon 1.0, TAEUEACE T 10 #% Intel Xeon E5-2640v4
AEPRE A B GTX 1080ti 11 GB &, f# 1 CI-
FAR-10 #(#54E (http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/
cifar.html) 2.2 60 000 i 32 x 32 x 3 PREEKE


http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html
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10 MG, KA AR E6 000 18 E 4.
MEREG A BENLIEEL 5 000 MEAE NI ZRFEAS,
AR 1 000 MEAE R MAFEAS, FEAE SLI0 i #2 R AL
EACITR VA

7f ResNet-18 HAIFHZE W 25 R X Ad-
agrad. Rmsprop. Adadelta PA S Adam f)SZFRrPERE
AT R, AN, SEEGIE S T SGD Al CM i FREE
H & M5 7%, ResNet-18 W 4B R fAL B S 403% 3
fE8 0 FRAEZN 0.01 B IEZS A LRI G 46,
ZRINy R A O s g, #EAE RN 32, B Adad-
elta #, HREEER% I EZNVIMGHHEI 81072,
HAFRE 30 AR Z AT 1/10, FLUI1Z5 90 4R,

Kl 8 o 1 ki Il SRS 2k ok B0 L I 2R 4R
K BE DA SIS BE AR A 15 L. AL AT DU HY
4 b B IV A > 2R A P T [ SRR AE SRR R 1 R
AR T SGD. Adagrad HItERE & £, (WIS T
SGD, XA gEZ& KN Adagrad AR B B 2 2 %R
TE RN, TS BUE B % T 5, LR T8
YRR R SR 5 AL .. Rmsprop 5 Adadelta B4 RE
tbiczir, HALT Adagrad. Adam 7E Il Zk4E 5

Comparison of iterative efficiency of stochastic gradient descent algorithms

AR B A AL E HE A v Y, 3K B A T HSEAR
AE BB KB AL EALEL BE T BBk 2] 7527t
FVEYERERIERT. AN, CM EN G EFR RIS
Rmsprop#f 24, 7EMREE F 191 fE H 2 IS T Rm-
sprop.

7T RBEESRE

SO AR BEATUA B2 B S50 (R i Tk e 2
FERFUSRAT 1 LRI AR B ) B SRR
P U B A AR E B BELES BE T 52 7 YR,
WIER TS EMEE BT 7 ZA ) HE R T
BB R I BR0E DA R I B A 2] BRI SRV AR
G 7 IR e B ) DR A A% REVARL DA B A T2 ] ) IX
S ERR, FF i BOE S50 X S ) S B 1k e AT
TXTEG. SRR ah BRI fE 2 i [ 0 SR8 LA
SE4H, Katyusha f1 MiG 526 3 QG vk i H
BHEUFHIPERE, 1 SGD M NAG 4558 1 REAEVERSE
WtERE i 2 EIREBIRMA ML F, Adam )5
o vERe R IE. 4T, BN AN R BENLE N B
AR E L, HHRATE HIFN IR R S —.
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