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Abstract

The training process of many machine learning models can be reduced to solving an
optimization problem, and the convergence speed of the traditional gradient descent
algorithm and its variants is not satisfactory. In this paper, based on the stochas-
tic variance reduction gradient algorithm, we combine the characteristics of adaptive
learning rate and moment limitation, and use the batch idea to select large batch
samples instead of all samples for the calculation of global gradient, and select small
batch samples for the iterative update of parameters, then propose the batch adaptive
variance reduction algorithm with moment limitation, and illustrate the convergence
of the algorithm. The effectiveness of the algorithm is verified through MNIST-based
numerical experiments, and the influence of the experimental parameters on the sta-

bility of the algorithm is explored.
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1. 5|5

5 JEANR TE L RR /I R (1]

1 n
min P(w),  P(w) =~ > ai(w), (1)
i=1
Hofg; « RY — R,i = 1, .n JX P RLAENL 382 2] 1) JE b AR 3558, B Infe &5 o, n Rkt
ARHURE, o FoR oy FE A F R ARG ¢ 451 B

Xt CACE B H bm R B, 8 P BE R T BV AT SR AR [2-5], (BRI N B =R A2 iR, 732
SRR N BESAL BEAURE L N B SR AN R REAURS B N B Sk, HA R Z A T 2 DRk
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THELH AR B AR S, AR AFE A KR () A [, 6 2 5505 0 A 2 A0 AT SE 8T e 75 O I 1) 2 TRV EAT
B

SR R BESRE [6] 7 22T S BAT B RE AR BER BEAT IS AE T, e SRATAR A B B N B 5 17
TPt AN SR FE R PRIE. B FGD AREAEL R, RIAGER I Zh A6+, FEE s~

Wy = W1 — % Z Vi (wtfl) . (2)
i=1

FGD 7T K E s 4R 2 IR THE RGO, BN EAE NN SHOE R Z #8002 HifAH
[F] R REAS SR V5, BB HLER B2 R F 55092 [7)(Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD) %Ik A 75 Lk B
ANFEATH B AU B2 AT S HOE Bk T BRI Fh TR

Wy = Wi—1 — atvwit (’wt—l) y (3)

SGD HITHEMANA FGD [ 1/n, FIN A FAELS: S, El T REARE I BENLIESIN T 05 2,
T2 H b eR B SR R IR 2 5.

B 5 o BT et )Nk BEALES B R FE 5 E [8](Mini-Batch Stochastic Gradient Descent,
Mini-Batch SGD)

Wy = W1 — % Z Vi, (wt—l)a (4)

i€|B|

(4) XFEnEhir 7 Abh LT BRI RE LIS N B SRE IR i, BIAERE RS BB I MFEAS T AL
PR FEABEAT R A T, £ e REE BB ORIE 1 AR E T BET5 1], SR 1 FEAREALL B 75 2.
BT PR BRI 5, /N EREYURE LT 5 BEREAR RAREHLAS 5 SR 55 0 2R, B RoRAb A

(4) AFEn & 7 2B T SRS T B SR 00y 5, RIERRHR S HCE B WA+
BEALIZE BUEE  FE ASREAT B BE A T, A2 — @ RE R _ERRORAIE 1 BB 2 T RETT 1), SRR T AR A BEALIE U
Jr 2. MBCT 2R T S, A EEEHURS R B S R AR LA 22 2 55 IO EER, (B AR5R
AT FSC SR L 2R 12 R s

REKPAWIRER, BWRILE 22T SGD MU H%. Momentum 5H3% [9]7E4E GBS L T
Bee B0 ) Bl b PR N sl B I0T, B T B s B R AR AR IR 455 D SR R A P AR UM Bl F ok A7
ROBE G237, IMHE T B UM, Nesterov IEAR 0L [10, 11]0)& 7E Momentum 53k R fill X
JEIRSHAY T — AEAE R

FERRRE T B B2 2, i T S H00 B AR B R s A M [R], HEE 2 I R 38
HOBAR L BB P A B W S A8 1 TR e, Dy 2% FE AR AR SRV RE 75 B I A 5 2% 2 F R, H
& NRREEYE [12](Adaptive Gradient, AdaGrad) it iZE B4/ NGk 2 BTG RRE [13](Root
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Mean SquarePropagation, RMSprop )2 =) Z& 53 fift B 77 866 BE 1 4 2O Dk 38 ok 45 1) AdaGrad 57
VRS )RR BRI PR R R E & SR AY 1TYE [14](Adaptive Moment Estimation, Adam) 7] PAF 1
Momentum 5EF RMSProp H% 45 Gk, I FHRAEE R — B A0 B aE A6 TR 2 5] Z AT 200K,
F & N AR PR 7% [15](Adaptive Momental Bound, AdaMod) A BAICAZ FR il ick i 2% 21 2, FRAIK T
Adam FEXT A 2] F K HURE.

T3 ANBENLAS BE T B SRR AE AR A B BEATLIDORE 7= A 1 7 22 IR A IR AR O E B 38 n i A I AR,
M TGRS BB, i, BFFE TR 7 — RV T J7 Z 4l BEHL N B 5%, Bl an a1
I B R B [16](Stochastic Average Gradient, SAG) LA “HiBh ARG HELE” M5, RAHH
F& T S R HLA B T R R H I BEALY AR AL FR EJFE [17](Stochastic Dual Coordinate
Ascent, SDCA) ESHUHEFrid R P AF o B AL &, FRARER BEJ7 22 MW 8 FEAL T ZE 4o 5% 18]
(Stochastic Variance Reduction Gradient, SVRG) A%t A F 42 Jey b B2 A5 S8 ] T B2 B35
(R BEEATAE IE, BRI/ i R B, IX JURR T VR LERE 38 1) 56 A N #E RE AR I 7 22 Ik B e 8.

AT 2 H4r BT B G N A ) B RE AN TT Z AR DR AR ) R b SR T R ] A A
&N T ZE ARV (An Adaptive and Momental Bound Method for Stochastic Variance Reduced
Gradient, AmbSVRG), 456 1 B I N % > 2RI HE BR 1 (1R i, JF R Rt AN S 80k AT AR
W 55 3 E et T FERWCSIME HT; B 4 B0 R T MINIST #5446 S2A7 RUPEHEAT 1 3R1IE, #%
FHIRFAF RIS HON FEAE VRIS 25 5 M4 T ARSI S 4G,

2. BENA

2.1. BENFEIEXREX

FERR LT Pl AR vh e B — AN 3@ 0 27 S ZOR AR R S, /N 27 2] R S Bz 18, i K
15 3 R 2 GRS ER AR f/IME ML B BUR R, 53 SME DS AN 7] (0 Bt S, SRR [R5 2]
T E ML A £ A HRS AL, (EAERERE T PSRRI AL o, e SECE R #RE R 1EE 152 1%,
TS HC R I SR FE AN A A, 75 ZERRE Z BRSSOl 7wl BB AN R (K27 31 3%, AT
BB SN H .

X E B K S HOE R A XN

Wy = Wg—1 — AGy.

BRI E A, AdaGrad HeBEKCSEHT IR B 2N, 27 5 F0& N2, 68 M it 10 504 SR AT 42
PNIES TNDO L EA & = RSN TS )
(@]

Wy = W1 — —F=——— Gt,
Gt+€

B Gy A7k T PSRBT TR, € 208 T BT IE Sy BED 0, SN 5 3 I LUXAE — A BEOR B
TN SHOAACIREF 22 S RE, W ER 7 Fahif 32 > RN 2. (H AdaGrad 5%k 2k
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LTI G, #82& 1EW), RSS2 BRI N, st >k S 805 > Rk aiz 1 o,
MIMEIEEAR. N T fE sk AdaGrad 231 R 28] F R R @, RMSProp 51\ T 48 BS54
E|g*],=BE[¢*],_, + (1 - B)gi,

n
Wy = W1 — G,
o Elg7, +e

Horb B AR ECE I RS, AdaGrad A ORRFE T 757 R 35 B 1786 B2 ~F 77 T2 0T 38 3 .
Adam [FEf 35453 T AdaGrad 1 RMSProp HIML £, Adam AL 41 RMSProp #FEE: T —FrHait
iGN S )% B RN IE TR R TR M EE. RRRR A

my = Bimy—1 + (1 — B1) g,
vy = Povy_1 + (1 — 52)937

Forfomy A0 vy BRI — A B Al T, T A A R R SR R RE, BT DA R AT

— e flg 22 1&1E

A my

my = 1_ 57

N Vg

Uy = 1_75,
i X Lo S HOCR KA H15 2 Adam 1) 58 A0

Wy = W1 — e m
t — t—1 \/’th + € t-

JE B IE N S R IPVEAE V2RO N AR 320G, Adam WA YRR B 5 S HE S A5 P O BR
WENE, HERERIREEMER IR ASFEE AR ) 2 21 3. AdaMod R 828532 5K IR A
i (R 5 SRR AR I RIS T 550 B 3 M2 31 R R ORI S48, IR 2P B E R AE BT 2

PRI R

U O‘t/\/fl?t + €,

Sy = B3Si—1 + (1 — Bs) ny,

7y = min (77t7 St) >
I AR T ST AL % KR R, B, % By = 0B, AdaMod 54
FEM T Adam, FETFE S RT-FIEE)E, £ EMYET Adam B %21 g, ikt — AN s ME,

138 G 1 H LI e o 2T R R O

H1 T SGD HIBEHLIESI AN T7 Z {815 SGD fE R E DK I H LT R R SRR MESCE L, SCHk
FE (18]35 H, BENLSLR AR BEMURAE T Z b AR, 25 E#T 0 I, A mER 28 0. Wifilfe
BEBLSRL e NBEHLBE FE I 7 22, ¥ SGD A3 A A bh 2 1 B —HE A Ao e Sl 7 wiF 78 #5411 XL F
T KT AR
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2.2. FEFERBRE L

AR, 2T Z IR BEAURE N B S oy AR BRI T b (1 A s R, T TS A AT 4k
et 7 SAG 1 SDCA “EAH %, Hrh SAG FE M BB ULy

d=d—y; + Vi (w),

o
Wy = Wt—1 — —d.
n

SAG fENAF N FEARYES — AN IHBREE, BENLIES — MEAREH S H d, TEHIH K d
e FHBT B0 BB M IF R AT B R0, BT LR CTH S A5 2880 R ANB6 L. SDCA AR J5 38 i #g 3 o 41y
AL EEHEAT T 2460, WIS AR R w AR o ZIBIIIR AR, w SR AT BLROR )

wy = w1 —Y(Vfi(wi_1) + )‘na?)v

BEEIEARIEAT, (w, o) BWEE] (w*, o), T2 (Vfj(w)+ Ia,) = 0, Vf;(w) + Ana; 77 2
ST 0. XA T 5 Z 4RIk B . X PR RA AR BRI B R M USSR T B, (HAE S BOE B R
FREREL R A A B (B D | XA R A — 2 M E K. SVRG ik 7 SAG #1 SDCA
X R EA7A =S 0] 75 SR 11 n) @
1 n
= Vi),
=1

wy = w1 — a(Vhy(wi—1) — Vi (W) + f1).

Forzot B AR A 42 AR BE A5 B0 SHOAAE B h B AT B 1L, 2 — R WA —
WA JRBR I, BRI B R 2 U SRR L. 16 SGD IS 40T 75 BB B RE AR B 1 )7 22 A5
BB, R IR RO IXAS EFVSEUT SGD Jeik g MU sk, 0 SVRG A e R A6 152 5 3T T4
FEARTT A — AT AW 1 L 57, ITTIE 2 1 BEARFEAS DT ZZ 00 H G, BRIt i) 1 ek diesi.

B BEAL T 22 46 R 2 5135 [19] (Batching SVRG) FlI I8 40 FEA B 00 ol 4= RBR JEE, 7
—EFLE EFET SVRG fIitH5 . SVRG Ml Batching SVRG 7324 Qi 72 v #5 f F [i] 5 27 > SR ik
ITRACSK AR, EBEE A 1% S B EE 2 G EE. o, Y E—IRIERSHE Uik RS HUE
BT, T4 BT S B AU AL B, SVRG A1 Batching SVRG 2> i 2 #uUFi| B s b6 B2 145 B
BN 1 HORRBE R B D7 IR BEATAE IE, SBEEER R E Y, FIRE R SIOE .

X SR [ R ) 2 >0 SRS R P St P F) 45 U5 B R, ARSI T SVRG, AR ) —
AR dE A v, H AR RIS ECT BR B E R TR, R T R LR B E R =
4 5% (An Adaptive and Momental Bound Method for Stochastic Variance Reduced Gradient,
AmbSVRG).

2.3. AmbSVRGE %

ST B (1), 453048 AdaMod 51— =B A5 Batching SVRG HvB E 2897 45
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&, PEH TR IR AR B & T G

AmbSVRGH %:
I AR ap, EHHE m, HERE B, B, Bs € [0,1);
H0: YA wo = 0, mo =0, v = 0, 5o = 0;
s XPAMER s =1,2..T, & 0 = W,_1;
PR E R IOR R O | B = B, WA RBE: i = 18 Vei(a);
: B wy =1, s:=s5+1;
o APEER £ = 1,2, .m, EESHER AR R KA | B = b,
TR g, = 300, [V (wem1) — Vs (@) + fis
Wh: IR
= Bimu—1 + (1 — B1) g, ve = Bove1 + (1 — B2) g7
H6: BAFREBIL: i, = M, b = 1%
BT AT R SONRCE ), BRI % 5 %
N = /o, + € Sy = B3S 1 + (1= Bs) e, 7, = min (1, 5¢) ;
8 BEUEAER: w, = w,_y — i
W9 Sti=t+ 15 t<mBP 4 FHt=mH 1

N
S

£ AmbSVRG Hik, 2J 2 454 Batching SVRG 5% i it & i AR, 820 FE AT 586 1 25
WAL R, 76— B IAAT T, Retg i/ Sk, bl sl 7825 4 v, /i E i B AR il
NE) SVRG (¥ B 5B w56 B AT A v, AT B ARG A R v (e B 22, 388 e SIG 7
R E I 7625 5 A SR A IS4 i SR, 6 — BBt BE AN RS EE NS &, 78 0 A RS
B8, HAED 6 XF my v, HIHARIE JE Bl i) T 2245 1E, (615303278 TH R AS [R) B 05 SR B e 11 3
WS SR, KRS T EE RS eIl 765 7, TH 5 B & N 2% =) 2 148 B K
BIE, RN 2 ) RN B SHOEAR TR, 0] 7 s ) R A, #E—2Bn T B

3. W% oA

AAT 18 AmbSVRG SRS, & 561 Al @E (1) Fir s 2230 2 1) FE AR %
% 1 TR AME R (1), BRRE ¢ (w) 2

(1) o MR,

(2) o AFLERR/AME sw*, B w* = argmin, P(w);
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(3) ¥ NHE A HELL R, R
$w) ~ i) = ol — w2 < Vi) (w — ). )
Hr L > 0 RS A K2
B 2 P(w) & 58N REL
P(w) = P(w") = Zlw —w|* > VP (w - w"). (6)

EIE3.1. R 1, BRI 2 MR, B > 0, i m 8 KA

B b | 2R _
- umR(b+2LR) b+ 2LR

BRI E[P(w,) — P(w.)] < o”E[P(g) — P(w.)], A AmbSVRG FILHMA Ltk sk i i
IERR XHERR i, BT g0 ORS¢ LI RHERTT A, WA

b
%Z Vs (1) — V(a0 sz
FH SRR [18] AT A0
1 n
- > IVei(w) — Vibi(w.) |3 < 2L[P(w) — P(w.)]. (7)
=1
XF g, HIUHEGH|
1 b B
EHQtHg = ]EHE Z[vwi(wt—l) Vi (W Z ||2

i=1 i=1

b
Z Iz = Vp(@)]3

@M—l

< 2E|| - vaz w1 —{jw i3 + 2E| ZW
= 2K ; vaz we-1) vaz v* + 2B val
b
Z )13 — B[V (@) — Vebi (w*)]|I3

i w3

@\»—n

< 2E||- vaz Wiy —fszz 3 + 2B+ sz

< AT [Plwe 1)~ Plu) + P(i) ~ P(w")]. (8)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.1112952 9033 I FH# e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.1112952 

NEER, TEM

B AMREREH T (o +b)|2 < 2lal + 2003, H i =L 57, Viu(w) K% VP(w), H VP(w) =
(VY () = V()]s 35 AL TR &, 9852 Bl — B[} = Bl - £613 < el
BEARERMFT (7) R,

i (8) AATKN oo | RH LB, RIEA G, 76 AmbSVRG BLIEMIE 5 1, my = Brme_ +
(1—B1) g, 24 mo = 0B, Xt TRIFAH

my = (1—51) (gt + Bigi—1 + Bigi—2+ -+ 5?191) )

RN
R 1-— _
Ellrunll? = Bl ==L (g, + Brgoos + B2gra+ - + B qu2
=5
_ 1_61 2 t—1 2
= ~Ellg: + B1ge—1 + Bigi—2 + -+ 61 a1llz
=3
1- 51 2 t—1 _
B Sl R S e ) (0)
=3

1 (9) SCATAT [Jo, || A5, RIERSELED 6 HHI (o] A6 7 H I (|0, || B2 EF, BIFEAE R > 0, 18
5l < R, #

Ellw, — w*|)3 = Ellwe—1 — e — w3
= lwi—1 — w*|[3 + 2R(w;—1 — w*) "E[my] + R*E|rn3
< flwier = w*[f5 + 2R(we—y — w*) "V P(w;)

. AL R?
b

[p(wi—1) — p(w*) + p(@) — p(w™)]

< ||wt—1 - w*H% - 2R{p(wt—1) —p(w*)]

. AL R?
b

[p(w;—1) — p(w*) + p(@) — p(w*)]

= ey — w3~ 2R(1+ 220 pawe1) — p(w)]

+ 2 i) — ),

HAp AR Elmy] < Elge] = VP(we—q) W13, AR ERSEH T P(w) Mk

p(wi1) = p(w*) < (w1 — w*) ' VP(w, ).
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B FIREIASER ¢ = 1,2, ...,m KM, Alf3

LR
El|lwy, —w*|)5 + 2mR(1 + 2T)E[P(ﬁzs) — P(w")]
4mLR2

b

4mLR?
b

< Eljwy — w* )2 + E[P(@) — P(wx)]

— E|o — w*||2 E[P(@) — P(w")]
4mLR?

<
b

E[P(w) = P(w")] + E[P(w) = P(w")]

Sl

2mLR?
b

=2(u "t + JE[P(w) — p(w™)],

XHER —AANEXME 1 (7) 2, k] DA 2]

b LR
E[P(i, ) — P(w")],
R+ 2LR) bt oLk | W) = PwT)]

E[P(ws) - P(w")] <

M EIERSE: E[P(w,) — P(w,)] < o®E[P (o) — P(w,)] 3. 0

HI SR B E T LU ), S RISCE I 5 S 500 M1 om AR, RT/MIEEZSH b AR
mm, R ST SR P R A R V52 M A B ST 8 v o0 FR T Ui .

4. BUESKIE

A EE T Python3. 758 B, #4425 4044 2 2% SCHR [20], A 0RO ReLU R4k, X T
FRHISEIL, AR HIBH0N CPU: Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-6200U 2.40 GHz, PIA7: 4.00GB. fli ¥
AR MNIST X HIL A AT IR, BHRE T E NS HILE 1.

Table 1. Data set introduction

= 1. BEENH
8 B i PN WAL = MR =
MNIST K JE & 28*28 20000 10000

BUE LI M I FE R 56 1 58 FER A HEIE S Mur FIREVEZ RIS L 25 2 54
se B EO B AR s M R
4.1. EREEXTEE

5 TPython3.758 Bt AmbSVRG H V%% 5, # H 5 33 5% Mini-Batch SGD. Batching
SVRG. AdaGrad. RMSProp HiZE#HTXf L.
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RNEEHS,

EER

ME TR A H

(V)M IERAEFIFE BB, AmbSVRG 7EIEAEISE —> epoch I, HIKAEHERI R IEH] 1 60%
PL_E, T Batching SVRG A1 RMSProp 73 alis 3] 1 53% 1 48%, Mini-Batch SGD 1 Adagrad R ik
B 740%, WL, FEVIEEEARAER R L, AmbSVRG ZAL T HAhH .

)M EF, B 7 AdaGrad SVESIOEREA K F 1 240, HAt 5k Hf ﬁ%ﬂﬁq&ﬁﬁﬂ
i WNIREEHERS R LT RIEERE, ISR, AmbSVRG ETHRI LA BE, 7T W H A SioH
R

(3) NEIEHER R, AmbSVRG HIEMHERRIAE] T 91.4%, RMSProp R HLHAK T 0.8 A
/i, Batching SVRG [HERIRIAR] T 85.7%, 1E45HE AdaGrad 1 Mini-Batch SGD Hi2:4IL 75

Wrtk

g
©
s

o
®

o
3

Test Accuracy

o
o

Mini-Batch SGD
—&— Batching SVRG
—o— AmbSVRG
—»— Adagrad

—e— RMSProp

o
3

0.4 1

4 8 12 16 20
Epoch

Figure 1. Accuracy comparison of mainstream algorithms

1. EREFAER XS L

4.2. REMRR

HH T S R e T 2 B2 /it RS R/ b DL TE AR m 520, SO AN [F S50 i T &
VEMNAEE AR 22 AT ER 7T, 4370 AN MINTST H4 4 o it B &8 RST R/ 1000 3004 500 HIFE
A, RN FAIE N 10, 30, 50 FIEEF, 15 A FISHUE LT B2 R a) AT 8 e i 2

SIS S U R VEAN PR AR WA 2. D T G SIS AR AR, X S50 BOHE SR AE AR R S B A N AT
SR AR, HE = RS P IEE N AL R

Table 2. The influence of experimental parameters on the convergence effect of the algorithm

* 2. RSHOTFESCE R KR T

% m b =100 b =300 b =500
train time test accuracy train time test accuracy train time test accuracy
m = 10 19. 34s 85. 2% 22. 26s 88. 9% 23. 86s 91. 4%
m = 30 24. 22s 87. 5% 28. 69s 89. 1% 35. 12s 89. 5%
m = 50 32. 05s 86. 0% 36. 71s 87. 2% 46. 89s 86. 7%
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HI3% 2R J, FEUIERIN [R] L, BEE /NIRRT KN o MR m (3 0, Sk S0
R, FAHXS AN RIS ) i 0 AR AR HE i % b, 25 b = 500 I Y SIE DI SR A R A A 2
EE b = 300 A1 b = 100 FIIEHL T AR, BRI UAFE H, /MR RSE RN b 0 SE TN AR HER R A
EAREW, HAA —EMIERGIR R, £ 05 m FRARIT L, TLER 2 m = 10 Al m = 30 i,
BEE b HOHEN, SR AR v 2 BTG N, E24 m = 50 b BB 07T HE 2 7 R ERA 2 1 B,
FRE o (R0 0 3 S50 A8 A ) 2 5 R PR R M A 2 o PR 22 A8 K, o WA Sk PR RS Sl e
R T R BRI,

WL 417 T LUA Y, AmbSVRG 53 A W SIGH 2 ML SIORS BE R L5t FLie SRS 52 A
RMSProp ik 24, I HAEYIH S S Sok B0 T Hofh S, 4. 2795, 1B/ MIE RS R
b AVEEFAAS . X SR SIOH RSSO FE RO FEM , o S ISSCR I 2 B — €S % 5 L.

5. £&51p

ASCHETBENL T ZEARI6 BE R, G561 BE S5 ) S ANFE B | B RF i, R AR AR, G
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