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Abstract

In this paper, for the problem of distributed com-
puting, we propose a general spatio-temporal com-
pressor and discuss its compression methods. This
compressor comprehensively considers both temporal
and spatial information, encompassing many existing
specific compressors. We use the average consensus
algorithm as a starting point and further studies dis-
tributed optimization algorithms, the Prime-Dual al-
gorithm as an example, in both continuous and dis-
crete time forms. We find that under stronger addi-
tional assumptions, the spatio-temporal compressor
can be directly applied to distributed computing al-
gorithms, while its default form can also be success-
fully applied through observer-based differential com-
pression methods, ensuring the linear convergence of
the algorithm when the objective function is strongly
convex. On this basis, we also discuss the accelera-
tion of the algorithm, filter-based compression meth-
ods in the literature, and the addition of randomness
to the spatio-temporal compressor. Finally, numeri-
cal simulations illustrate the generality of the spatio-

∗A preliminary work has been submitted to the 63rd IEEE
Conference on Decision and Control, December 16-19, 2024,
Allianz MiCo, Milan Convention Centre, Italy. Corresponding
author L. Wang.

†Zihao Ren, Lei Wang and Hongye Su are with the College
of Control Science and Engineering, Zhejiang University, P.R.
China. (E-mail: zhren2000; lei.wangzju; hysu69@zju.edu.cn ).

‡Deming Yuan is with the School of Automation, Nan-
jing University of Science and Technology, P.R. China (Email:
dmyuan1012@gmail.com).

§Guodong Shi is with Australia Centre for Field
Robotics, The University of Sydney, Australia (Email:
guodong.shi@sydney.edu.au).

temporal compressor, compare different compression
methods, and verify the algorithm’s performance in
the convex objective function scenario.
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tributed optimization; linear convergence; spatio-
temporal compressors; average consensus.

1 Introduction

Distributed intelligent systems, such as drone
swarms, smart grids, and cyber-physical systems,
have been extensively researched across disciplines
such as control, signal processing, and machine learn-
ing [1, 2, 3, 4]. The mathematical representation of
a distributed system involves a network connecting
multiple agents, where each node symbolizes an indi-
vidual agent, and the edges depict communication
lines between these nodes. When distributed sys-
tems are required to implement tasks such as clus-
ter optimization and collaborative control, it requires
the foundational functionality of distributed comput-
ing. In this process, each node stores localized infor-
mation and communicates messages with connected
nodes through the network, and collaboratively solves
a mathematical problem [1]. This paper focuses on
addressing distributed optimization problems, where
each node possesses a function, aiming to identify
solutions that collectively minimize the sum of net-
work node functions through constant communica-
tion across the network. Extensive research has been
devoted to the study of distributed optimization algo-
rithms, primarily rooted in the consensus algorithm.
The goal of this algorithm is to foster consistency in
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the states across nodes within the network. A com-
bination of the consensus algorithm with the classi-
cal gradient descent method in optimization prob-
lems, coupled with stability tactics, results in the
distributed subgradient algorithm (DSG), achieving
sublinear convergence under a strongly convex global
cost function [5, 6]. To address distributed optimiza-
tion problems with faster rate requirements, more so-
phisticated algorithms have been introduced. The
distributed gradient tracking algorithm (DGT) in-
corporates an additional state to trace the gradient
of the objective function [7, 8], akin to integral ac-
tion [9]. For diverse equivalent forms of distributed
optimization problems, various Lagrangian functions
have been proposed, giving rise to multiple algo-
rithms based on the saddle point dynamic method.
Examples include the Wang-Eila algorithm in [10]
and primal dual algorithm in [11], distinct in com-
munication states.

In practical implementation, the network band-
width for communication in distributed systems is
limited and numerous communication compression
strategies have been developed to handle such issues.
In [12, 13, 14, 15], the idea of quantifying the commu-
nication is combined with DSG and DGT algorithms.
Specifically, [12] introduced adaptive quantization
and [13] applied random quantization, where the
quantizer codebook changes when approaching the
solution. In [15], the authors developed a dynamic
encoding and decoding scheme for quantization. In
addition to quantization, there are also several other
types of compressors capable of reducing communica-
tion bits by synthesizing concepts from quantization,
sparsity, and randomization [16, 17, 18, 19]. These
compressors exclusively focus on the spatial dimen-
sion, encompassing the information within transmit-
ted messages. Notably, the compressor in [20] incor-
porates temporal dimensions, utilizing information
across time. Other research aims to identify common-
alities among specific compressors, thereby proposing
a generalized definition of compressors [21, 22, 23].
This definition allows any function that satisfies these
properties to be considered as a compressor and ap-
plied to algorithms. Our goal is to propose such a
definition, characterized by properties that simulta-
neously consider both temporal and spatial dimen-

sions.
In addition, how to combine the compressors with

distributed optimization algorithms has become a
noteworthy area of study. This is because refining
the application method can facilitate the successful
integration of more general compressors and enhance
the overall effectiveness of the algorithm. Beyond
the direct application of compressors to the com-
munication state, there exist intriguing techniques,
as direct application often poses challenges to sta-
bility [24, 25]. For instance, [12, 19] incorporate a
weighted sum of the updated value and the original
value into the original value, while [13, 26] compress
the difference between iterations rather than the orig-
inal value. In the work of [15, 27], the difference is
scaled and then compressed, with the results com-
municated after a reverse reduction, further ensuring
the convergence of the algorithm. [16, 28] adopts
a differential compression method based on filtering,
and through additional equivalent transformations,
ensures that only compressed values are exchanged
between nodes. The proposal of a compressor appli-
cation method based on observers is also a main focus
of this paper.

Our research in this paper contributes in two as-
pects: proposing a general compressor definition and
exploring its application methods. Firstly, we pro-
pose an unified spatio-tempral compressor theory for
communication compression in distributed optimiza-
tion. Such ST compressor uses a constructive expo-
nential stability perspective from nonlinear systems,
and various static communication compressors in the
literature are categorized into it. We discuss the com-
pression method of direct compression and our pro-
posed observer-based compression, and establish con-
vergence conditions for a class of distributed Prime-
Dual optimization algorithms with explicit conver-
gence rates. Our results and analysis are presented
to the large class of ST communication compression,
without replying on the specific form of a particular
compressor. We also discuss the extensions to accel-
erated algorithm and stochastic compressor. Finally,
we validate the above conclusions through simulation
experiments.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 for-
mulates the distributed optimization problem of in-



terest and proposes the spatio-temporal compressor
of both original form and stronger form for mes-
sage communication. In Section 3, we start from
the distributed consensus to illustrate the stronger
conditions required when applying this compressor
directly, as well as the successful combination with
observer-based compression methods. In Section 4,
we respectively discuss the applicability of these two
compression methods to the Prime-Dual flow and dis-
cuss several extension. In Section 5, we discretize the
Flows based on Euler method, discuss its acceleration
method, and introduce randomness to our compres-
sor. Numerical simulations are presented to show the
effectiveness of the proposed approaches in Section 6.
Finally, a brief conclusion is made in Section 7. All
technical proofs are collected in the Appendices.

Notation. In this paper, ‖ · ‖ denotes Euclidean
norm. The notation 1n(0n), In and {e1, ..., em} de-
note the column one (zero) vector, identity matrix
and base vectors in Rd, respectively. The expression
diag(x1, ..., xn) is a diagonal matrix with the i-th di-
agonal element being xi. The symbol ⊗ denotes the
Kronecker product. For differential function, ∇(·)
denotes its gradient. denotes Hadamard product.

2 Problem Formulation

2.1 Distributed Optimization

In this paper, we consider a network of agents indexed
by V = {1, 2...n}, where each agent i ∈ V holds a cost
function fi : R

d → R, and aims to solve the following
distributed optimization problem

min
∑n

i=1 fi(xi)
s.t. xi = xj , ∀i, j ∈ V.

(1)

Particularly, each local cost function fi is assumed to
fulfill the following requirements.

Assumption 1 The following properties are satis-
fied.

i) The global cost function f(x) :=
∑n

i=1 fi(x) is
strongly convex, i.e., there exists µ > 0 such that
f(y) ≥ f(x) +∇f(x)T (y − x) + µ

2 ‖y − x‖2 for
all x,y ∈ Rd.

ii) Each local gradient ∇fi is globally Lipschitz con-
tinuous, i.e., there exists Lf > 0 such that
‖∇fi(x)−∇fi(y)‖ ≤ Lf‖x−y‖ for all x,y ∈ Rd.
�

If Assumption 1 holds, then the considered op-
timization problem (1) turns out a strongly convex
optimization problem, allowing an optimal solution
s∗ ⊆ Rd such that ∇f(s∗) = 0 and f(s∗) = f∗, where
f∗ is the optimal value.

As each agent has the information of only local
cost function, to solve such a distributed optimiza-
tion problem (1), a communication network is usually
required for transmitting messages. Denote the com-
munication graph G = (V,E), where E denotes the
set of edges. Let [aij ] ∈ Rn×n denote the weight ma-
trix complying with graph G, i.e., aij > 0 if (j, i) ∈ E
and aij = 0 if (j, i) /∈ E. Then denote by L the
Laplacian matrix of graph G, satisfying [L]ij = −aij
for all i 6= j, and [L]ii =

∑n
j=1 aij for all i ∈ V.

Denote the neighbor set of agent i as Ni, satisfying
j ∈ Ni if and only if [L]ij 6= 0 for all i, j ∈ V. For
simplicity, we make the following assumption on the
communication graph.

Assumption 2 The graph G is undirected, con-
nected and time-invariant.

The above Assumption 2 indicates that the Lapla-
cian matrix L is symmetric positive semi-definite,
with [L]ij = [L]ji, L1n = 0n and its eigenvalues λi,
i ∈ V in an ascending order satisfying 0 = λ1 <
λ2 ≤ ... ≤ λn by [1]. We let S ∈ R

n×(n−1) be a
matrix whose rows are eigenvectors corresponding to
nonzero eigenvalues of L, satisfying

S⊤1n = 0n−1 , In = SS⊤ + 1n1
⊤
n /n.

With the communication graph G, several dis-
tributed optimization algorithms have been devel-
oped in the literature [7, 8, 9, 10, 11] to compute the
solution s∗ for (1). In this paper, we mainly focus on
the distributed Prime-Dual algorithm, which enables
to achieve exponential convergence and further gen-
eralizations to the case with optimization constraints
[29, 30]. A common distributed Prime-Dual flow for



(1) takes the form [11]

ẋi = −∑n
j=1 Lijxj,c − βvi − η∇fi(xi)

v̇i = β
∑n

j=1 Lijxj,c,

xi,c = xi

(2)

where β, η > 0 are parameters to be fixed and the
initial condition

∑n
i=1 vi(0) = 0d.

2.2 Communication Compressors

In this paper, we are particularly interested in the
Spatio-Temporal (ST) compressors.

Definition 1 (ST compressor) Given a uni-
formly linearly bounded mapping C : Rd×R+ → Rd,
i.e., there exists a Lc > 0 such that
‖C(xe, t)‖ ≤ Lc‖xe‖ for all xe ∈ Rd and any
t ∈ R+. Then we have the following statements.

CT). The mapping C is said to be a ST compressor in
continuous time, if the induced continuous-time
non-autonomous system ẋe = −C(xe, t) is uni-
formly globally exponentially stable at the origin.

DT). The mapping C is said to be a ST compressor in
discrete time, if the induced discrete time non-
autonomous system xe(t+1) = xe(t)−κ0C(xe, t)
is uniformly globally exponentially stable at the
origin for some stepsize κ0 > 0. �

In the following, a stronger version of the spatio-
temporal compressors, i.e., the Strongly Spatio-
Temporal (SST) compressors, is introduced.

Definition 2 (SST compressor) Given a uni-
formly globally Lipschitz mapping C : Rd×R+ → Rd,
i.e., there exists a Lc > 0 such that
‖C(xe, t) − C(x′

e, t)‖ ≤ Lc‖xe − x′
e‖ for all

xe,x
′
e ∈ R

d and any t ∈ R+. Then we have the
following statements.

CT). The mapping C is said to be a SST compressor
in continuous time, if the induced continuous-
time non-autonomous system ẋe = −kC(xe, t)
is uniformly globally exponentially stable at the
origin for any k > 0.

DT). The mapping C is said to be a SST compressor
in discrete time, if there exists κ∗

0 > 0 such that
the induced discrete time non-autonomous sys-
tem xe(t + 1) = xe(t) − κ0C(xe, t) is uniformly
globally exponentially stable at the origin for any
stepsize κ0 ∈ (0, κ∗

0). �

It is clear that the mapping C, satisfying either of
both Definitions 1 and 2, needs to vanish at the ori-
gin, i.e., C(0, t) ≡ 0 uniformly in t. This immediately
shows that the uniformly globally Lipschitz property
in Definition 2 implies the uniformly linearly bounded
property. Besides, the exponential stability of the in-
duced non-autonomous xe-systems in Definition 2 is
more restrictive than Definition 1. In view of both
points, the notion of the SST compressor in Defini-
tion 2, is stronger than that of Definition 1.

In the literature there are also some other classes
of compressors, that are indeed special cases of our
(strong) ST compressors.

Example 1 The scalarized compressor C1 :
Rd × R+ → Rd satisfies C1(xe, t) = ψ(t)ψ(t)Txe,
where the compression vector ψ : R+ → Rd is uni-
formly bounded and persistently excited, i.e., either
of the followings holds

• For continuous time,

α2Id ≥
∫ t+T1

t
ψ(s)ψ⊤(s)ds ≥ α1Id , ∀t ≥ 0 ,

• For discrete time,

α2Id ≥ ∑t+T1−1
s=t ψ(s)ψ⊤(s) ≥ α1Id , ∀t ≥ 0 ,

for some constants α1, α2, T1 > 0 (see [20]). �

Example 2 The contractive compressor C2 :
Rd → Rd satisfies

‖C2(xe)
p

− xe‖2 ≤ (1 − ϕ)‖xe‖2 (3)

for some ϕ ∈ (0, 1] and p > 0 (see [16, 19, 31], with
the expectation operator removed). By [16], the fol-
lowing C2a and C2b are specific examples of C2, and
C2c is a specific example of C2 with p = 1 and ϕ = 3

4 :



2a). Greedy (Top-k) sparsifier [32] C2a(xe) =
∑k

s=1[xe]iseis where i1, ..., ik are the indices of
largest t coordinates in the absolute value of xe.

2b). Standard uniform quantizer [16] C2b(xe) =
‖xe‖∞

2 sgn(xe), where sgn(·) denotes the element-
wise sign.

2c). Saturated quantizer

[C2c(xe)]i =

{

[xe]i, [xe]i ≤ ∆.

∆⌊ [xe]i
∆ ⌋, [xe]i > ∆.

where i = 1, 2..., d, ∆ ∈ R denotes the quantiza-
tion precision and ⌊·⌋ denotes the the floor sign.
�

Proposition 1 The following statements are true.

a). The scalarized compressor C1 belongs to the SST
compressor.

b). The contractive compressor C2 belongs to the ST
compressor. �

Remark 1 A specific example of discrete time cases
of C1, denoted by C1a, can be derived by letting
ψ(t) = ei with i = 1 + (t mod d) for t ∈
N. In addition to the above mentioned compres-
sors, there are also some other forms of compressors
that satisfy Definition 2. For example, C1(xe, t) =
θ(t)ψ(xe, t) where ψ(xe, t) is a scalarized mapping
and θ(t)ψ(xe, t) is strongly P -monotonic (see [33]).
�

Remark 2 We stress that when the compressor
C(xe, t) is used, we do not mean to using C(xe, t) to
encode xe for communication and then transmitting
the whole vector of C directly. Instead, the C repre-
sents the communication information, whose trans-
mission can be implemented requiring less bandwidths
than directly transmitting xe of d dimensions, lead-
ing to the so-called communication compression. For
example, if the scalarized compressor C1 is adopted,
the actual communication message at each round is
a scalar ψ(t)⊤xe(t) with each agent holding a com-
mon ψ(t), while for the standard uniform quantizer
C2b, the actual communication message consists of a

scalar ‖xe‖∞ and a vector sgn(xe). In view of this,
with a bit abuse of notation, we insist on saying the
mapping C to be a compressor throughout the paper.
�

Remark 3 In contrast with the conventional com-
pressors, e.g., the contractive compressor, the ST
compressor exhibits two distinctive features. Firstly,
it synthesizes information from both the time and
space domains, broadening its applicability and ex-
panding the design possibilities. Secondly, its
key characteristic is elucidated through a non-
autonomous system, which can simplify the design
procedure while providing the flexibility to incorporate
control-related tools into distributed optimization.

3 Distributed Compressed

Consensus

Distributed consensus is a fundamental algorithm
that acts as a subroutine in numerous distributed
optimization problems. In view of this, in this sec-
tion we investigate how to combine the ST com-
pressors with the consensus algorithm, which moti-
vates the subsequent developments of distributed op-
timization algorithms with ST compressors. More-
over, due to its convenience of analysis, we focus on
the continuous-time distributed consensus, taking the
form

ẋi = −∑

j∈Ni
Lijxj,c

xi,c = xi, i ∈ V
(4)

where xi,c ∈ Rd denotes the message transmitted by
agent i ∈ V. It is clear that over the graph G under
Assumption 2, each node state exponentially reaches
consensus at the average x∗ := 1

n

∑n
j=0 xj(0).

3.1 Distributed Consensus with Di-

rect Compression

An intuitive design of compressed consensus algo-
rithm is to directly replace the transmitted message
xi by the compressed one, i.e., xi,c = C(xi, t) in (4),
leading to the following distributed consensus flow



with direct compression (DC-DC) as

ẋi = −∑

j∈Ni
Lijxj,c

xi,c = C(xi, t) i ∈ V .
(5)

Then a natural question arises: given a ST com-
pressor C, whether or when the DC-DC flow (5)
maintains the exponential convergence to the aver-
age. Before we answer such a question, we make the
following observation on the SST compressor. Given
a SST compressor C in continuous time, it is clear
that the system

ẏe = −ΛC−(ye, t),

where ye ∈ R(n−1)d, Λ := diag(λ2, ..., λn) ⊗ Id and
C−(y, t) := [CT (y1, t), ...,C

T (yn−1, t)]
T , is uniformly

globally exponentially stable at the zero equilibrium.
By the converse Lyapunov Theorem for exponential
stability [34, Theorem 4.14], this implies the existence
of a Lyapunov function Ve : R

(n−1)d×R+ → R+ such
that

c1‖ye‖2 ≤ Ve(ye, t) ≤ c2‖ye‖2
∂Ve

∂t
− ∂Ve

∂ye
ΛC−(ye, t) ≤ −c3‖ye‖2

‖∂Ve

∂ye
‖ ≤ c4‖ye‖

(6)

for some c1, c2, c3, c4 > 0.
With this in mind, and defining S := S ⊗ Id and

C(x, t) := [CT (x1, t), ...,C
T (xn, t)]

T , we are ready to
propose the following theorem for Flow (5), answer-
ing the question by showing that an extra condition
on the communication network G and the SST com-
pressor C is still required to maintain an exponential
convergence to the average.

Theorem 1 Let Assumption 2 hold, then for the
DC-DC Flow (5) with a SST compressor in con-
tinuous time C, if there holds

‖C−(STx, t)− ST C(x, t)‖ ≤ δ‖STx‖ , ∀(x, t) ∈ Rnd × R+

(7)
for δ < c3

c4λn
, then there holds

‖xi(t)− x∗‖2 = O(e−γt)

for some γ > 0. �

From the extra condition (7), it can be seen that
not only the SST compressor C but also the network
graph (see S) play a role of determining the exponen-
tial convergence property of the DC-DC flow (5) in
general. Moreover, by taking a linear form of SST
compressor C(xe, t) = M(t)xe, e.g. the scalarized
compressor C1, we note that the extra condition (7)
reduces to

‖[(In−1 ⊗M(t))ST − S
T (In−1 ⊗M(t))]x‖ ≤ δ‖STx‖ ,

which holds for all (x, t) ∈ Rnd × R+, since (In−1 ⊗
M(t))ST − ST (In−1 ⊗M(t)) = 0. This immediately
implies that the linear SST compressor, e.g. the
scalarized compressor C1, is applicable to the DC-
DC flow (5) with no need of any extra condition.

3.2 Distributed Consensus with

Observer-based Compression

In the previous subsection, it has been shown that
the SST compressor can be directly applied, subject
to an extra condition (7) which poses limitations on
the range of feasible compressors and communication
graphs. In this subsection, such limitations will be
removed by proposing a new distributed compressed
consensus, taking the form

ẋi = −α
∑

j∈Ni
Lijx

i
j,c

ẋi
j,c = xj,c, j ∈ Ni

xi,c = C(xi − xi
i,c, t)

(8)

where α > 0 is a gain parameter, and xi
j,c(0) =

xj′

i,c(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ Ni, i ∈ V.
The proposed compressed consensus flow (8) is

comprised of two sets of states for each agent i. The
state xi denotes the estimate of consensus solution
as in (4), while the states xi

j,c are introduced to each
agent i to estimate its neighboring solution state xj ,
j ∈ Ni. To have a better view of this, let first ignore
the compressor and have xi,c = xi−xi

i,c in (8). Then

it is clear that the xi
j,c acts as an observer to estimate

xj . Our proposed compression strategy is thus estab-
lished by compressing the observation error xi − xi

i,c

between the solution state xi and the corresponding
observer state xi

i,c of agent i, as message for commu-
nication with neighbors.



We are ready to propose the following theorem for
Flow (8).

Theorem 2 Let Assumption 2 hold, then for the
DC-OC flow (8) with the ST compressor C in
continuous time, there exists α∗ > 0 such that for
all α ≤ α∗, there holds

‖xi(t)− x∗‖2 = O(e−γt) ,

for some γ > 0. �

A rigorous proof of Theorem 2 is presented in Ap-
pendix C. Intuitively, from the perspective of control
system, we stress that the corresponding system (8)
can be regarded as an interconnection of two sub-
systems: xi-subsystem and xi

j,c-subsystem, with α a
low gain that is tuned to be small such that the sup-
ply functions of the two interconnected subsystems
satisfy some small-gain condition for closed-loop ex-
ponential stability [34, Theorem 5.6].

4 Compressed Prime-Dual

Flows

4.1 Direct Compression

In this subsection, we aim to present distributed com-
pressed Prime-Dual optimization flow for the prob-
lem (1) by applying the SST compressor to directly
compress the communication message in the con-
ventional Prime-Dual optimization algorithms, as in
Subsection 3.1.

The proposed distributed Prime-Dual flow with di-
rect compression takes the form

ẋi = −∑n
j=1 Lijxj,c − βvi − η∇fi(xi)

v̇i = β
∑n

j=1 Lijxj,c

xi,c = C(xi, t),

(9)

where the initial condition
∑n

i=1 vi(0) = 0d.
We are ready to propose the following theorem for

Flow (9).

Theorem 3 Let Assumption 1 and 2 hold, and C
be a SST compressor in continuous time, who also
satisfies (7) with some δ > 0. Then there exists some

β, η > 0 such that the flow (9) converges to the opti-
mal solution s∗ exponentially, i.e.,

‖xi(t)− s∗‖2 = O(e−γt)

for some γ > 0. �

4.2 Observer-based Compression

In this subsection, we propose compressed distributed
Prime-Dual optimization flow by applying the ST
compressor to compress the communication message
in the conventional Prime-Dual optimization algo-
rithms, based on distributed observer-based com-
pressed consensus (8) in Subsection 3.2.

The proposed distributed Prime-Dual flow in con-
tinuos form with observer-based compression takes
the form

ẋi = −α
∑n

j=1 Lijx
i
j,c − βvi − η∇fi(xi)

v̇i = β
∑n

j=1 Lijx
i
j,c

ẋi
j,c = xj,c, j ∈ Ni

xi,c = C(xi − xi
i,c, t),

(10)
where the initial condition is

∑n
i=1 vi(0) = 0d and

for every i, xi
j,c(0) = xj′

i,c(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ V..
We are ready to propose the following theorem for

Flow (10).

Theorem 4 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, and C
be a ST compressor in continuous time. Then there
exist α, β, η > 0 such that the flow (10) converges to
the optimal solution s∗ exponentially, i.e.,

‖xi(t)− s∗‖2 = O(e−γt)

for some γ > 0. �

Remark 4 The theorems in this section only dis-
cuss the case of strongly convex object functions and
demonstrate the exponential convergence of the flows.
Since the convergence of the system is composed of the
convergence of the Prime-Dual flow and the conver-
gence to optimal solution of the compressor, and the
Prime-Dual flow achieves asymptotic convergence to
optimal solution for convex functions, it is not dif-
ficult to infer that both (9) and (10), and their dis-
cretization forms in next section, can achieve asymp-
totic convergence to optimal solution for convex func-
tions.



5 Discrete Prime-Dual Algo-

rithms with Spatio-Temperol

Compression

5.1 Euler Discretization of Com-

pressed Prime-Dual Flows

In practice, algorithms are always implemented in a
discrete time form. In the following, we discretize
Flow (9) based on Euler method, and derive the fol-
lowing discrete-time solver

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t)− κ0

∑n
j=1 Lijxj,c(t)

−κ[βvi(t) + η∇fi(xi(t))]
vi(t+ 1) = vi(t) + κ0β

∑n
j=1 Lijxj,c(t)

xi,c(t) = C(xi(t), t),

(11)

where the initial condition
∑n

i=1 vi(t) = 0d.

Theorem 5 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, and C
be a SST compressor in discrete time, who also
satisfies (7) with some δ > 0. Then there exists some
κ, κ0, β, η > 0 such that DPD-DC (11) converges to
the optimal solution s∗ linearly, i.e.,

‖xi(t)− s∗‖2 = O((1 − γ)t)

for some γ ∈ (0, 1). �

Next, we discretize Flow (10) based on Euler
method, yielding the following discrete time algo-
rithm

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t)− κ[
∑n

j=1 Lijx
i
j,c(t)

+βvi(t) + η∇fi(xi(t))]
vi(t+ 1) = vi(t) + κβ

∑n
j=1 Lijx

i
j,c(t)

xi
j,c(t+ 1) = xi

j,c(t) + κ0xj,c(t) , j ∈ Ni

xi,c(t) = C(xi(t)− xi
i,c(t), t)

(12)
where the initial condition is

∑n
i=1 vi(t) = 0d and for

every i, xj
i,c(0) = xj′

i,c(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ V.

Theorem 6 Let Assumption 1 and 2 hold, and C be
a ST compressor in discrete time with some κ0 > 0.
Then there exists some κ, β, η > 0 such that DPD-OC
(12) converges to the optimal solution s∗ linearly. �

5.2 Accelerated Compressed Prime-

Dual Algorithm

When the ST compressor is enhanced to a SST com-
pressor, it can be directly applied to distributed op-
timization algorithms as shown in DPD-DC (11),
where the −∑n

j=1 LijC(xi, t) term ensures the con-
vergence of system consensus. However, for the ST
compressor, we need to ensure the convergence of
the system through the method of compressing differ-
ences by observer, as shown in DPD-OC (12). There-
fore, we consider the case of using the SST compres-
sor for DPD-OC (12) and add the −∑n

j=1 LijC(xi, t)
term to accelerate the convergence of the system con-
sensus. We obtain the following solver

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t)− κ[
∑n

j=1 Lij(x
i
j,c1(t) + kpxj,c2(t))

+βvi(t) + η∇fi(xi(t))]
vi(t+ 1) = vi(t) + κβ

∑n
j=1 Lij(x

i
j,c1(t) + kpxj,c2(t))

xi
j,c1(t+ 1) = xi

j,c1(t) + κ0xj,c1(t) , j ∈ Ni

xi,c1(t) = C(xi(t)− xi
i,c1(t), t)

xi,c2(t) = C(xi(t), t)
(13)

where kp ≥ 0 is the proportional gain and the ini-
tial condition is

∑n
i=1 vi(t) = 0d and for every i,

xj
i,c1(0) = xj′

i,c1(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ V.

Lemma 1 Let Assumption 1 and 2 hold, and C
be a SST compressor in discrete time, who also
satisfies (7) with some δ. Then there exists some
kp, κ, κ0, β, η > 0 such that A-DPD-DC (13) con-
verges to the optimal solution s∗ linearly. �

The proof of Lemma 1 can be obtained with the
proof of Theorem 5 in Appendix F and Theorem 6
in Appendix G. In numerical simulations, we can ob-
serve that under certain parameter conditions, this
algorithm indeed converges noticeably faster than
other algorithms.

5.3 Another Compression Method

Observe (9) and (10), and we can see that they ap-
ply different compression methods to (2). There are
many different compression methods documented in
the literature. For example, let us discuss the combi-
nation of our ST compressor with a commonly used



method [16]. This method introduces a distributed
filter and a distributed integrator and compresses the
state errors. The proposed distributed Prime-Dual
flow with error state compression (DPD-ESC) takes
the form.

σi(t+ 1) = σi(t) + κ0qi(t)
zi(t+ 1) = zi(t) + κ0[qi(t)−

∑n
j=1 Lijqj(t)]

xi(t+ 1) = xi(t)− κ[(σi(t)− zi(t) +
∑n

j=1 Lijqj(t))

+βvi(t) + η∇fi(xi(t))]
vi(t+ 1) = vi(t) + κβ(σi(t)− zi(t) +

∑n
j=1 Lijqj(t))

qi(t) = C(xi(t)− σi(t), t),
(14)

where κ, κ0, β, η > 0 are parameters to be fixed.
Similar theorems as those in previous context can

be proved. For interested readers, the validity of the
continuous form of the Algorithm above is proved in
previous work [35].

5.4 Stochastic ST Compressors and

Algorithms

It should be noticed that many literature on com-
pressor assumption take into account the presence of
randomness. Therefore, we extend the ST compres-
sor to randomness and research its effectiveness in
applications. In this section, we study the random-
ization of the ST compressor and the application of
DPD-OC as a example.

Introduce randomness to Definition 1, we obtain
the definition of Stochastic Spatio-Temporal (StST)
Compressor, with focus on discrete time.

Definition 3 (StST Compressor) Given a lin-
early mean-square bounded mapping C : Rd ×
R+ → Rd, i.e., there exists a Lc > 0 such that
E‖C(xe, t)‖2 ≤ L2

c‖xe‖2 for all xe ∈ Rd and any
t ∈ R+. Then, C is said to be a StST compressor,
if the induced non-autonomous system xe(t + 1) =
xe(t)− κ0C(xe, t) is uniformly globally exponentially
stable at the origin in the mean-square sense1, for
some stepsize κ0 > 0. �

The ST compressor is a special case of the StST
compressor. Moreover, some compressor assumptions
in literature belongs to the StST compressor.

1See [36] for the definition of mean square convergence

Example 3 The stochastic contractive com-
pressor C3 : Rd → Rd satisfies

E‖C3(xe)
p

− xe‖2 ≤ (1− ϕ)‖xe‖2 (15)

for some ϕ ∈ (0, 1] and p > 0. By [16], the followings
are specific examples of C3:

3a). Unbiased l-bits quantizer [37]

C3a(xe) =
‖xe‖∞
2l−1

sign(xe) ∗ ⌊
2l−1|xe|
‖xe‖∞

+ ω⌋,

where ω is a random perturbation vector uni-
formly sampled from [0, 1]d.

Proposition 2 Compressor C3 belongs to the StST
compressor. �

The proof of Proposition 2 is similar to that of
Proposition b). in Appendix A and is omitted for
simplicity.

We apply the StST compressor to Algorithm (12)
and propose the following theorem for DPD-OC.

Theorem 7 Let Assumption 1 and 2 hold, and C be
a StST compressor with some κ0 > 0. Then for
κ, β, η > 0, the mean square of xi(t) in the DPD-OC
algorithm (12) converges to the optimal solution s∗

linearly. �

6 Numerical Simulations

6.1 Verification of ST Compressors

In this subsection, we will verify that the compressors
mentioned in this paper, C1a, C2a, C2b, C2c, C3a,
satisfy the core property, i.e. the exponential stability
of induced system, of ST compressor. Specifically, we
let d = 5, k = 2 for C2a, ∆ = 1 for C2c and l = 4 for
C3a.

The figures respectively demonstrate the exponen-
tial convergence system ẋe = −C(xe, t) with different
compressors, validating our conclusions. Other prop-
erties of the ST compressor can also be easily verified
through theoretical analysis. Additionally, the satis-
faction of these compressors with the conditions of
the ST compressor in discrete form can also be veri-
fied through simulation, but it is omitted here.



6.2 Simulations under Different Com-

pression Methods

In this subsection, we consider a network of n nodes
over a circle communication graph and dimension of
local state is d, where each edge is assigned with
the same unit weight and each node holds a local
function fi(xi) = 1

2‖HT
i xi − bi‖2 with some ran-

domly generated Hi ∈ Rd and bi ∈ R. Assume
that the linear equation Hx = b has a unique so-
lution s∗, where H = [H1 . . . Hn]

⊤ ∈ Rn×d and
b = [b1 . . . bn]

⊤ ∈ Rd, then we can conclude that
the functions fi(xi) satisfy Assumption 1 with µ > 0
and optimal solution s∗. Specifically, we let n = 10,
d = 5 and s∗ = [2,−4,−4, 2,−3]T . Next, we will ap-
ply different compression methods to the compressors
and compare their effects.

We use the scalar compressorC1a and greedy spar-
sifier compressor C2a as examples. In this applica-
tion, we integrate DPD-DC (11), A-DPD-OC (13),
DPD-ESC (14) with C1a, and integrate A-DPD-OC
(13), DPD-ESC (14), with C2a. Specifically, we let
the parameters kp = 10, κ0 = 1, κ = 0.002, α = 1,
β = 10, η = 5. The plot illustrates the sum of squared
distances from the current xi(t) to s∗, denoted as
∑n

i=1 ‖xi(t)− s∗‖2 over time. We also simulated the
Prime-Dual algorithm in discrete time without com-
pressor under the same parameters for comparison.
Notably, the algorithms exhibits exponential conver-
gence to the optimal solution, verifying the theo-
rems. Furthermore, we can observe that observer-
based compression method has significant advantages
on convergence rate under the same parameters.

6.3 Simulations with Convex Object

Functions

Next, we discuss the case where the objective func-
tion is convex but not strongly convex, while other
settings is same as that in the previous subsection.
We take the objective function from [38] as

fi(x) =
∑d−1

j=1

[

100([x]j+1 − [x]2j )
2 + ([x]j − 1)2

]

,

whose optimal solution is s∗ = 1d. The simulate re-
sults of DPD-DC (11) and DPD-OC (12) with C1a,

as an example, are shown. From the figure, we can
see that the above algorithm can achieve asymptotic
convergence to the optimal solution for convex func-
tion

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced a type of spatio-
temporal compressor that integrates both spatial and
temporal characteristics, effectively compresses in-
formation by leveraging information from both the
time and space domains. This class of compressors
has covered several assumptions in literature on com-
pressors. Our proposed compressor has been imple-
mented in the Prime-Dual algorithm by direct com-
pression and observer-based compression. In the fu-
ture, we will investigate a broader spectrum of com-
pressor types or enhanced algorithms tailored to the
characteristics of this compressor, and to have ex-
tended its application to more classical distributed
optimization algorithms, examining its universality
across different algorithms.

A Proof of Proposition 1

Proof of a). The proof of the statement in Def-
inition 2 is obvious by recalling [39] that system
ẋe = −kψ(t)ψ(t)Txe is globally exponentially sta-
ble at the zero equilibrium for any k > 0 under
the condition in continuous time cases, and xe(t +
1) = xe(t) − κ0ψ(t)ψ(t)

Txe(t) is globally exponen-
tially stable at the zero equilibrium for any κ0 ≤ κ∗

0

with some κ∗
0 > 0 under the condition in discrete

time cases. The proof of linearly boundedness prop-
erty can be shown by noting that ψ(t) is uniformly
bounded.

Proof of b). We proceed to show the compressor
C2(xe) satisfying properties Definition 1. Note that
the contractive compressor (3) is equivalent to

‖C2(xe)/p‖2 − 2xT
e C2(xe)/p ≤ −ϕ‖xe‖2 . (16)

First, we prove that C2 is the ST compressor
in continuous time by proving the system ẋe =



−C2(xe, t) is exponentially stable at the zero equilib-
rium. By choosing the Lyapunov function Ve(xe) =
‖xe‖2/p and using (16), we have

V̇e = −2
xT
e C2(xe)

p
≤ −ϕ‖xe‖2.

Thus xe-system is globally exponentially stable at the
zero equilibrium with ϕ > 0.

Next, we prove that C2 is the ST compressor in
discrete time by proving the system xe(t + 1) =
xe(t)−κ0C2(xe(t)) is exponentially stable at the zero
equilibrium with κ0 = 1

p
. By (16),

‖xe(t+ 1)‖2 − ‖xe(t)‖2 = − 2C2(xe(t))
Txe(t)

p
+ ‖C2(xe(t))

p
‖2

≤ −ϕ‖xe(t)‖2.

Thus xe-system is exponentially stable at the zero
equilibrium with ϕ ∈ (0, 1]).

Then, by (16) and using the Young’s inequality,
we have

‖C2(xe)/p‖2 ≤ 1
2‖C2(xe)/p‖2 − (ϕ− 2)‖xe‖2

⇒ ‖C2(xe)‖ ≤ p
√

2(2− ϕ)‖xe‖ ≤ 2p‖xe‖,
(17)

where the last inequality is obtained by ϕ ∈ (0, 1].
Thus the linearly boundedness property is proved
with Lc = 2p > 0. This completes the proof.

B Proof of Theorem 1

Flow (5) can be written in tight form as

ẋ = −Lxc

xc = C(x, t) (18)

where x := [xT
1 , ...,x

T
n ]

T , xc := [xT
1,c, ...,x

T
n,c]

T and
L := L⊗ Id.

We decompose x by defining x⊥ := STx =
[xT

⊥,1, ...,x
T
⊥,n−1]

T and x‖ := ITx, where I := 1√
n
1n⊗

Id.
We can obtain that ẋ‖ = 0d in (18) by the fact

ITL = 0 LI = 0, (19)

Then with the fact

SST + I IT = Ind. (20)

it can be noticed that we can prove xi converges to
average consensus by proving x⊥ converges to zero
equilibrium.

We can obtain the derivation of x⊥ along with
time .

ẋ⊥ = −STLC(x, t). (21)

Define the Lypanuov function of (21) V (x⊥, t) :=
Ve(x⊥, t). which is defined in (6), then we have

V̇ = ∂V
∂t

− ∂V
∂x⊥

ΛC−(x⊥, t) +
∂V
∂x⊥

[ΛC−(x⊥, t)− STLC(x, t)]
≤ −(c3 − c4δλn)‖x⊥‖2,

(22)
where the inequality is obtained by the fact

‖ΛC−(ye, t)− STLC(x, t)‖ ≤ λn‖C−(x⊥, t)− STC(x, t)‖
≤ δλn‖x⊥‖.

If δ ≤ c3
c4λn

, V̇ is negative definite. With (6), we
have

V̇ ≤ −c3 − c4δλn

c1
V

then ‖x⊥(t)‖2 = O(e−γt), where γ = c3−c4δλn

c1
. Thus

the theorem is proved.

C Proof of Theorem 2

From Flow (8) and its initial condition, we can obtain

that for every i ∈ V, xi
j,c(0) = xj′

i,c(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ V,
i.e. the stored value of xi is same in every node.
Thus the stored value of each node can be written as
xc := [xT

1,c, ...,x
T
n,c]

T . Then Flow (8) can be written
in a tight form as

ẋ = −αLxc

ẋc = C(x− xc, t),
(23)

where C(x − xc, t) := [CT (x1 − x1,c, t)...C
T (xn −

xn,c, t)]
T .

Similarly, we decompose x by defining x⊥ := S
Tx

and x‖ := ITx, still ẋ‖ = 0d and we will prove the
convergence of x⊥. By (23), we have

ẋ⊥ = −αSTLxc

ẋc = C(x− xc, t).
(24)



We choose V1(x⊥) :=
1
2‖x⊥‖2, then we have

V̇1 ≤ α
2 (−λ2‖x⊥‖2 + λn‖x− xc‖2). (25)

As ẋe = −C(xe, t) is exponentially convergent at
the zero equilibrium, where xe ∈ Rd, then there exists
a Lyapunov function Ve(xe, t) : R

d × R+ → R which
satisfies

c1‖xe‖2 ≤ Ve(xe, t) ≤ c2‖xe‖2
∂Ve

∂t
− ∂Ve

∂xe
C(xe, t) ≤ −c3‖xe‖2

‖∂Ve

∂xe
‖ ≤ c4‖xe‖

(26)

for some c1, c2, c3, c4 > 0.
We choose V2(x − xc, t) :=

∑n
i=1 Ve(xi − xi,c, t),

then we have

V̇2 ≤ −c3‖x− xc‖2 + α
2 λnc4

√
n‖x− xc‖2 + α

2 c4
√
n‖xc‖2L

≤ −c3‖x− xc‖2 + 3α
2 λnc4

√
n‖x− xc‖2 + αλnc4

√
n‖x⊥‖2

(27)
where the first inequality is obtained by (26) and the
second inequality is obtained by the fact

‖xc‖2L ≤ 2λn‖x− xc‖2 + 2λn‖x⊥‖2. (28)

Define the Lypanuov function of (24) V :=

χ0V1 + V2 with χ0 = 4λnc4
√
n

λ2
. If we let α ≤

min{ 2c3
9λnc4

√
n
, 2c3
3λn

} then with (25) and (27), we have

V̇ ≤ −α
4χ0λ2‖x⊥‖2 − c3

3 ‖x− xc‖2 (29)

With (26), we have

V ≥ χ0

2
‖x⊥‖2 + c1‖x− xc‖2,

then ‖x⊥(t)‖2 = O(e−γt), where γ = min{αλ2

2 , c3
3c1

}.
The theorem is proved.

D Proof of Theorem 3

Flow (9) can be written in a tight form as

ẋ = −Lxc − βv − ηF(x)
v̇ = βLxc

xc = C(x, t),
(30)

where v := [vT
1 , ...v

T
n ]

T and F(x) :=
[∇fT

1 (x1)...∇fT
n (xn)]

T .
As f(x) is strongly convex, there exists a unique

s∗ ∈ Rd that ∇f(s∗) = 0d, i.e. ITF(s) = 0d, where
s :=

√
nIs∗. It can be noticed that x∗ = s, and

v∗ = − ηF(x∗)
β

is the equilibrium point of system (30).
We introduce the state error by defining x := x − s,
v := v − v∗ .

Taking the time derivative of the state errors along
(30) yields

ẋ = −Lxc − βv − ηF̃(x)
v̇ = βLxc

xc = C(x, t),
(31)

where F̃(x) := F(x+ s)− F(s).
We decompose x and v by defining x⊥ := STx,

x‖ := ITx, v⊥ := STv and v‖ := ITv.
It can be noticed that the convergence of x and v

can be shown as if x‖, x⊥, v⊥ and v⊥ converge to
the zero equilibrium by (20).

By the initial condition we know that ITv(0) =
0d. With system (30) and (19), we conclude that
ITv(t) = 0d, then

v‖(t) = ITv(t) = IT (v(t) − ηF(s)
β

) = 0d. (32)

By (19) and (32), the system (31) becomes

ẋ⊥ = −STLxc − βv⊥ − ηST F̃(x)

ẋ‖ = −ηIT F̃(x)
˙̃v⊥ = βSTLxc

xc = C(x, t)− C(Ix‖ + s, t),

(33)

where the fact LC(Ix+ s, t) = 0nd is used.
Let z := 1

β
v⊥+x⊥. The system (33) then becomes

ẋ⊥ = −STLxc + β2x⊥ − β2z− ηST F̃(x)

ẋ‖ = −ηIT F̃(x)

ż = −β2z+ β2x⊥ − ηST F̃(x)
xc = C(x, t)− C(Ix‖ + s, t)

(34)

It can be noticed that the exponential stability of the
system (33) and the system (34) are equal.

Define V1(x⊥, z) =
1
2 (‖x⊥‖2+‖z‖2), then we have



V̇1 ≤ −xT
⊥SLxc − β2‖z‖2 + β2‖x⊥‖2

−ηzT ST F̃(x)− ηxT
⊥S

T F̃(x)]
≤ Lcλn‖x⊥‖2 − (β2 − η

2 )‖z‖2
+(β2 + η

2 + ηL2
f)‖x⊥‖2 + ηL2

f‖x‖‖2
(35)

where the second inequality is obtained by the fact

‖xc‖ = ‖C(x, t)− C(Ix‖ + s, t)‖
≤ Lc‖x− Ix‖ − s‖ ≤ Lc‖x⊥‖ (36)

from property of C and

‖F̃(x)‖2 ≤ L2
f (‖x⊥‖2 + ‖x‖‖2) (37)

.
Define V2(x⊥, t) := Ve(x⊥, t), where Ve is defined

in (6). then we have

V̇2 = ∂V
∂t

− ∂V
∂x⊥

ΛC−(x⊥, t) +
∂V
∂x⊥

[ΛC−(x⊥, t)

−STLC(x, t)] + ∂V2

∂x⊥

(β2x⊥ − β2z− ηST F̃(x))

≤ −(c′3 − c4β
2 − c4β

2/r − c4η/r − c4ηL
2
fr)‖x⊥‖2

+c4β
2r‖z‖2 + c4ηrL

2
f‖x‖‖2,

(38)
where we let δ ≤ c3

c4λn
and then c′3 := c3− c4δλn > 0,

and the last inequality is obtained by (22) with the
fact STx = STx = x⊥, (37) and Young’s Inequality,
where r > 0 is a parameter which will be determined
later.

Define V3(x‖) := 1
2‖x‖‖2, as f(x) is µ-strongly

convex, we have

V̇3 = −ηxT
‖ I

T F̃(x)

= −ηxT
‖ I

T [F(x+ s)− F(Sx⊥ + s)

+F(Sx⊥ + s)− F(s)]
≤ − ηµn

2 ‖x‖‖2 + η
2µn

L2
f‖x⊥‖2,

(39)

where the last inequality is obtained by property i).
and ii). of f(x) with µn := µ

n
.

We introduce some positive parameters that have
nothing to do with β, r and η.

χ0 = 2Lcλn/c
′
3, χ1 =

4L2

f

µn
+

4χ0c4L
2

f

µn
,

ξ1 = 3
2 + L2

f + χ0(c4 + c4L
2
f) + χ1

L2

f

2µn
,

ξ2 = 2χ0c4, ξ3 = χ0c4, ξ4 = 1
2 .

We define the Lyapunov functions of system (34)
V := V1 + χ0V2 + χ1V3. It is easy to prove that V is
positive definite. In fact

V ≥ (12 + χ0c1)‖x⊥‖2 + 1
2‖z‖2 +

χ1

2 ‖x‖‖2. (40)

First, let’s impose some prime limit,

η ≤ β2 r ≤ 1, (41)

By (35), (38), (39), (41), we can derive

V̇ ≤ −(12χ0c
′
3 − ξ1β

2 − ξ2β
2/r)‖x⊥‖2

−(β2 − ξ3β
2r − ξ4η)‖z‖2

−(η µn

4 χ1)‖x‖‖2.

V̇ is negative when we choose r = min{ 1
4ξ3

, 1},
β2 ≤ min{χ0c

′

3

8ξ1
,
χ0c

′

3
r

8ξ2
}, η ≤ min{β2, β2

4ξ4
}. With (40),

we have

V̇ ≤ −γV, γ = min{ χ0c
′
3

2(1 + 2χ0c1)
, β2, η

µn

2
}

With the definition of V , we derive ‖x(t)‖2 =
O(e−γt). With the definition x = x − s before, we
know that xi(t) in Flow (9) converge exponentially
to the optimal solution s∗ with the SST compressor.

E Proof of Theorem 4

As analyzed in Appendix C, Flow (10) satisfies that

for every i ∈ V, xj
i,c(0) = xj′

i,c(0), ∀j, j′ ∈ V. Then
Flow (10) can be written as

ẋ = −αLxc − βv − ηF(x)
v̇ = βLxc

ẋc = C(x− xc, t),
(42)

We carry out a similar analysis process as in Ap-
pendix D with z := α

β
v⊥ + x⊥, and the system (42)

becomes

˙̃x⊥ = −αSTLxc + β2
αx⊥ − β2

αz− ηST F̃(x)
˙̃x‖ = −ηIT F̃(x)

ż = −β2
αz+ β2

αx⊥ − ηST F̃(x)
˙̃xc = C(x− xc, t),

(43)



where xc := xc − s and β2
α := β2/α.

Define V1(x⊥, z) =
1
2 (‖x⊥‖2 + ‖z‖2), we have

V̇1 ≤ −αxT
⊥SLxc − β2

α‖z‖2 + β2
α‖x⊥‖2

−ηzT ST F̃(x)− ηxT
⊥S

T F̃(x)]

≤ −αλ2

2 ‖x⊥‖2 − (β2
α − η

2 )‖z‖2
+(β2

α + η
2 + ηL2

f)‖x⊥‖2 + ηL2
f‖x‖‖2

+αλn

2 ‖x− xc‖2
(44)

where the second inequality is obtained by the fact

−xT
⊥S

TLxc ≤ − 1
2λ2(‖x⊥‖2) + 1

2λn(‖x− xc‖2).
(45)

For V2(x− xc, t), which is defined in Appendix C.
then we have

V̇2 ≤ −c3‖x− xc‖2
+c4

√
n‖x− xc‖‖αLxc + β2

αSzk − β2
αSx⊥ + ηF̃(x)‖

≤ −[c3 − c4
√
n
(

α
r
+

2β2

α

r
+ η

r
+ 2αrλ2

n

)

]‖x− xc‖2
+c4

√
nβ2

αr‖z‖2 + (2c4
√
nαrλ2

n + c4β
2
αr)‖x⊥‖2

+c4
√
nηrL2

f‖x⊥‖2 + c4
√
nηrL2

f‖x‖‖2,
(46)

where the first inequality is obtained by v = Sv⊥ and
(26), and the last inequality is obtained by (37), the
fact

‖xc‖2L2 ≤ 2λ2
n‖x− xc‖2 + 2λ2

n‖x⊥‖2. (47)

and Young’s Inequality, where r > 0 is a parameter
which will be determined later.

Define V3(x‖) :=
1
2‖x‖‖2, then (39) still holds.

We introduce some positive parameters that have
nothing to do with α, β, r and η.

χ1 =
4L2

f

µn
+

4c4
√
nL2

f

µn
, ξ1 = λ2

2 ,

ξ2 = 3
2 + L2

f + c4
√
n+ c4

√
nL2

f + χ1
L2

f

2µn
,

ξ3 = 2c4
√
nλ2

n, ξ4 = 1
2 , ξ5 = c4

√
n,

ξ6 = 4c4
√
n, ξ7 = λn

2 + 2c4
√
nλ2

n.

We define the Lyapunov functions of system (43)
V := V1 + V2 + χ1V3. It is easy to prove that V is
positive definite. In fact

V ≥ 1
2‖x⊥‖2 + 1

2‖z‖2 +
χ1

2 ‖x‖‖2 + c1‖x− xc‖.
(48)

First, let’s impose some prime limit,

η ≤ β2
α ≤ α r ≤ 1, (49)

By (44), (46), (39) (49), we can derive

V̇ ≤ −(ξ1α− ξ2β
2
α − ξ3αr)‖x⊥‖2

−(β2
α − ξ4η − ξ5β

2
αr)‖z‖2

−(η µn

4 χ1)‖x‖‖2 − (c3 − ξ6α/r − ξ7α)‖x − xc‖2

V̇ is negative when we choose r = min[ ξ1
4ξ3

, 1
4ξ5

, 1],

α ≤ min[ c3r4ξ6
, c3
4ξ7

], β2 ≤ min[α2, ξ1α
2

4ξ2
], η ≤

min[β2
α,

1
4ξ4

]. With (48), we have

V̇ ≤ −γV, γ = min[ξ1α, β
2
α, η

µn

2
,
c3
2c1

]

With the definition of V , we derive ‖x(t)‖2 =
O(e−γt). With the definition x = x − s before, we
know that xi(t) in Flow (10) converge exponentially
to the optimal solution s∗ with the ST compressor.

F Proof for Theorem 5

Flow (11) can be written in a tight form as

x(t+ 1) = x(t)− κ0Lxc(t)− κ[βv(t) + ηF(x(t))]
v(t+ 1) = v(t) + κ0βLxc(t)

xc(t) = C(x(t), t).
(50)

Similar to the proof of continuous time form in
Appendix D. We introduce the state error by defining
x := x − s, v := v − v∗. Then decompose x and
v by defining x⊥ := STx, x‖ := ITx, v⊥ := STv
and v‖ := ITv. The convergence of x and v can be
shown as if x‖, x⊥, v⊥ and v⊥ converge to the zero
equilibrium. Also we can conclude (32).

Let z := 1
β
v⊥ + x⊥, with (34), the system (50)

becomes

x⊥(t+ 1) = x⊥(t)− κ0S
TLxc(t)

+κ[β2x⊥(t)− β2z(t)− ηST F̃(x(t))]

x‖(t+ 1) = x‖(t)− κηIT F̃(x(t))

z(t+ 1) = z(t) + κ[−β2z(t) + β2x⊥(t)− ηST F̃(x(t))]
xc(t) = C(x(t), t) − C(Ix‖(t) + s, t).

.

(51)



It can be noticed that the exponential stability of the
system (50) and the system (51) are equal.

Define V1,t(x⊥, z) =
1
2 (‖x⊥‖2 + ‖z‖2), then

∆V1,t ≤ −κ0x
T
⊥S

TLxc + 2λ2
nκ

2
0‖xc‖2

+κ[−β2‖z‖2 + β2‖x⊥‖2
−ηzTST F̃(x)− ηxT

⊥S
T F̃(x)]

+κ2[ 72β
4‖x⊥‖2 + 7

2β
4‖z‖2 + 7

2η
2‖F̃(x)‖2]

≤ (Lcλnκ0 + 2L2
cλ

2
nκ

2
0)‖x⊥‖2

+κ[−(β2 − η
2 )‖z‖2 + (β2 + η

2 + ηL2
f )‖x⊥‖2

+ηL2
f‖x‖‖2] + 1

2κ
2[(7η2L2

f + 7β4)‖x⊥‖2
+7β4‖z‖2 + 7η2L2

f‖x‖‖2]
(52)

where the second inequality is obtained by (36) and
(37).

Before we introduce the second Lyapunov func-
tion, we will show that the following system

ye(t+ 1) = ye(t)− κ0S
TLC(xe(t), t), (53)

where ye ∈ R(n−1)d, xe ∈ Rnd and ye = STxe,
achieves exponential convergence at the zero equilib-
rium for some positive κ0, δ in Theorem 5.

By definition of C(xe, t), it is easy to find the fol-
lowing system exponential convergence at the zero
equilibrium if κ0 ≤ κ∗

0/λn,

ye(t+ 1) = ye(t)− κ0ΛC−(ye(t), t),

Then there exists positive constants C, γD < 1, for
any t and N ∈ N+, the solution satisfies

(‖ye(t+N)‖2) ≤ C(‖ye(t)‖2)γN
D .

Assume φt+T
t (ye(t)) is the state of system ye(t +

1) = ye(t) − κ0ΛC−(ye(t), t) in t + N moment with
the state in t moment is ye(t). It is easy to verified
that

‖φt+N
t (y)‖2 ≤ Lφ‖y‖2

for any y ∈ R(n−1)d and some Lφ > 0 by property of
compressor C.

We find Lyapunov function Ve(ye, t) =
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (ye)‖2 satisfies

c1‖ye‖2 ≤ Ve,t ≤ c2‖ye‖2 (54)

for c1 = 1, c2 = NLφ.

Moreover, we have

∆Ve,t =
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(ye(t+ 1))‖2 −∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (ye(t))‖2

= ‖ye(t+N)‖2 − ‖ye(t)‖2
≤ −(1− CγN

D )‖ye(t)‖2 ≤ −c3‖ye(t)‖2

We choose a N ∈ N+ large enough and then c3 =
1− CγN

D > 0, i. e.

∑N
j=1 ‖φ

t+j
t+1(ye − κ0ΛC−(ye, t)‖2 −

∑N−1
j=0 ‖φt+j

t (ye)‖2
≤ −c3‖ye‖2

(55)

Besides,

‖ye − κ0ΛC−(ye, t)‖2 ≤ θ‖ye‖2, (56)

for θ = 2 + 2L2
cκ

2
0λ

2
n > 0 by property of C.

For system (53), we apply Lyapunov function
Ve(ye, t) and obtain the difference of Ve(ye, t)

∑N
j=1 ‖φ

t+j
t+1(ye − κ0S

TLC(xe(t), t)‖2
−
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (ye)‖2

≤ −c3‖ye‖2 + c4κ
2
0λ

2
n‖C−(STxe(t), t)− STC(xe(t), t)‖2

+2c4κ0λn‖ye‖‖C−(STxe(t), t) − STC(xe(t), t)‖
≤ −(c3 − 2c4κ0λnδ − c4κ

2
0λ

2
nδ

2)‖ye‖2
(57)

for c4 := NLφθ, where the first inequality is obtained
by (55) and the second inequality is obtained by (7).
It is obvious that for

0 < δ <
c4 +

√

c24 + c3c4
c4κ0λn

that the difference of Ve(ye, t) is negative definite
with c′3 := c3 − 2c4κ0λnδ − c4κ

2
0λ

2
nδ

2 > 0, thus sys-
tem (53) achieves exponential convergence at the zero
equilibrium.

Next we continue to choose Lyapunov function by
defining V2,t := Ve(x⊥, t), then



∆V2,t =
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(x⊥(t+ 1))‖2 −

∑N−1
j=0 ‖φt+j

t (x⊥(t))‖2
≤ ∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(x⊥ − κ0S

TLxc

+κ(β2x⊥ − β2z− ηST F̃(x)))‖2
−
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (x⊥)‖2

≤ −c′3‖x⊥‖2 + 2κc4‖x⊥‖‖β2x⊥ − β2z− ηST F̃(x)‖
+κ2NLφ‖β2x⊥ − β2z− ηST F̃(x)‖2

≤ −(c′3 − κc4β
2 − κc4β

2/r − κc4η/r − κc4ηrL
2
f )

‖x⊥‖2 + κ[c4β
2r‖z‖2 + c4ηrL

2
f‖x‖‖2]

+κ2NLφ[(3β
4 + 3η2L2

f)‖x⊥‖2
+3β4‖z‖2 + 3η2L2

f‖x‖‖2],
(58)

where the second inequality is obtained by (56) and
(57), and the last inequality is obtained by (37) and
Young’s Inequality, where r > 0 is a parameter which
will be determined later.

Define V3,t(x‖) :=
1
2‖x‖‖2, with (39), we have

∆V3,t = 1
2 (x‖ − κηIT F̃(x))T (x‖ − κηIT F̃(x))− 1

2x
T
‖ x‖

= κ
(

− ηxT
‖ I

T F̃(x)
)

+ 1
2κ

2η2L2
f(‖x⊥‖2 + ‖x‖‖2)

≤ κ
(

− η µn

2 ‖x‖‖2 + η 1
2µn

L2
f‖x⊥‖2

)

+ 1
2κ

2η2L2
f(‖x⊥‖2 + ‖x‖‖2),

(59)
where the second equality is obtained by (37) and the
first inequality is obtained by (39).

We introduce some parameters χ0, χ1, ξ1, ξ2. . .>
0 that have nothing to do with β, r and η, and some
parameters ζ1, ζ2. . .> 0.

χ0 = (2Lcλnκ0 + 4L2
cλ

2
nκ

2
0)/c

′
3, χ1 =

4L2

f

µn
+

4χ0c4L
2

f

µn
,

ξ1 = 3
2 + L2

f + χ0(c4 + c4L
2
f) + χ1

L2

f

2µn
,

ξ2 = 2χ0c4, ξ3 = χ0c4, ξ4 = 1
2 ,

ζ1 = 7
2η

2L2
f + 7

2β
4 + χ0NLφ(3β

4 + 3η2L2
f) +

1
2χ1η

2L2
f ,

ζ2 = 7
2β

4 + 3χ0NLφβ
4,

ζ3 = 7
2η

2L2
f + 3η2χ0NLφL

2
f + 1

2η
2χ1L

2
f .

We define the Lyapunov functions of system (51)
Vt := V1,t + χ0V2,t + χ1V3,t. It is easy to prove that
V is positive definite. In fact

Vt ≥ (12 + χ0c1)‖x⊥‖2 + 1
2‖z‖2 +

χ1

2 ‖x‖‖2. (60)

First, let’s impose prime limit (41).
By (52), (58), (59), (41) we can derive

∆Vt ≤ −(12χ0c
′
3 − κ(ξ1β

2 + ξ2β
2/r)− κ2ζ1)‖x⊥‖2

−(κ(β2 − ξ3β
2r − ξ4η)− κ2ζ2)‖z‖2P

−(κη µn

4 χ1 − κ2ζ3)‖x‖‖2.

∆Vt is negative definite when we choose

r = min{ 1
4ξ3

, 1}, β2 ≤ min{χ0c
′

3

8ξ1
,
χ0c

′

3
r

8ξ2
},

η ≤ min{β2, β2

4ξ4
} and κ ≤ κ1 :=

1
2min{χ0c

′

3

4ζ1
, β2

2ζ2
, η µnχ1

4ζ3
, 1}. With (60), then

∆Vt ≤ −γVt, γ = 1
2κmin{ χ0c

′

3

2(1+2χ0c1)
, β2, η µn

2 }.

Let κ2 := 2/min{ χ0c
′

3

2(1+2χ0c1)
, β2, η µn

2 }. When κ ≤
min{κ1, κ2}, we can derive for γ ∈ (0, 1) , Vt =
O((1 − γ)t). With the definition of Vt, we derive
‖x(t)‖2 = O((1− γ)t). With the definition x = x− s
before, we know that xi(t) in Algorithm (12) con-
verge exponentially to the optimal solution s∗ with
the SST compressor.

G Proof of Theorem 6

Based on the proof of Theorem 5 and Theorem 4,
with (42) in mind, the system (12) becomes

x⊥(t+ 1) = x⊥(t)− κSTLxc(t)

+κ[β2x⊥(t)− β2z(t)− ηST F̃(x(t))]

x‖(t+ 1) = x‖(t)− κηIT F̃(x(t))

z(t+ 1) = z(t) + κ[−β2z(t) + β2x⊥(t)− ηST F̃(x(t))]
xc(t+ 1) = xc(t) + κ0C(x(t)− xc(t), t).

(61)
Define V1,t(x⊥, z) =

1
2 (‖x⊥‖2 + ‖z‖2), then

∆V1,t ≤ −κxT
⊥S

TLxc + 2κ2xT
c L

2xc

+κ[β2‖z‖2 + β2‖x⊥‖2
−ηzT ST F̃(x)− ηxT

⊥S
T F̃(x)]

+ 1
2κ

2[7β4‖x⊥‖2 + 7β4‖z‖2 + 7η2‖F̃(x)‖2]
≤ κ 1

2λn‖x− xc‖2 + 2κ2λ2
n‖xc‖2

+κ[−(β2 − η
2 )‖z‖2

+(− 1
2λ2 + β2 + η

2 + ηL2
f)‖x⊥‖2 + ηL2

f‖x‖‖2]
+ 7

2κ
2[(η2L2

f + β4)‖x⊥‖2 + β4‖z‖2 + η2L2
f‖x‖‖2]

(62)



where the second inequality is obtained by (37) and
(45).

Now that xe(t+1)−xe(t) = −κ0C(xe(t), t), where
xe ∈ Rd, achieves exponential convergence at the
zero equilibrium, then clearly ye(t + 1) − ye(t) =
−κ0C(ye(t), t), where ye ∈ Rnd, achieves also. Then
there exists positive constants C, γD < 1, for any t
and N ∈ N+, the solution satisfies

‖ye(t+N)‖2 ≤ C(‖ye(t)‖2)γN
D .

Assume φt+N
t (ye(t)) is the state of system ye(t+

1)−ye(t) = −κ0C(ye(t), t) in t+N moment with the
state in t moment is ye(t). It is easy to verified that

‖φt+N
t (y)‖2 ≤ Lφ‖y‖2

for any y ∈ Rnd and some Lφ > 0 by property of
compressor C.

With (55) in mind, we can proof Lyapunov func-

tion Ve(ye, t) =
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (ye)‖2 with some N > 0

satisfies

c1‖ye‖2 ≤ Ve,t ≤ c2‖ye‖2
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(ye − κ0C(ye, t))‖2 −

∑N−1
j=0 ‖φt+j

t (ye)‖2
≤ −c3‖ye‖2

(63)
for c1 = 1, c2 = NLφ, c3 > 0.

Besides,

‖x− xc + κ0C(x− xc, t)‖2 ≤ θ‖x− xc‖2, (64)

for θ = 2 + 2L2
cκ

2
0 > 0 by property of C. Moreover,

(47) still holds.
Define V2(x−xc, t) := Ve(x−xc, t), we can derive

∆V2,t =
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(x(t+ 1)− xc(t+ 1))‖2

−∑N−1
j=0 ‖φt+j

t (x(t)− xc(t))‖2)
≤ ∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(x− xc + κ0C(x− xc, t))‖2

−
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (x− xc)‖2

+2κc4‖x− xc‖‖Lxc + β2z− β2x⊥ + ηF̃(x)‖
+κ2NLφ‖Lxc + β2z− β2x⊥ + ηF̃(x)‖2

≤ −[c3 − κ
(

c4r + 2c4β
2/r + c4η/r+

2c4rλ
2
n)]‖x− xc‖2 + κ

(

c4β
2r‖z‖2

+(2c4rλ
2
n + c4β

2r)‖x⊥‖2 + c4ηrL
2
f‖x⊥‖2

+c4ηrL
2
f‖x‖‖2

)

+κ2NLφ

(

4λ2
n‖xc‖2 + 4β4‖v‖2 + (4β4

+4η2L2
f )‖x⊥‖2 + 4η2L2

f‖x‖‖2
)

,

(65)

for c4 := NLφθ, where the first inequality is obtained
by v = Sv⊥, (63) and (64), and the last inequality is
obtained by (37), (47) and Young’s Inequality, where
r > 0 is a parameter which will be determined later.

Define V3,t(x‖) :=
1
2‖x‖‖2, then (59) still holds.

We introduce some parameters χ1, ξ1. . .> 0 that
have nothing to do with α, β, r and η, and some
parameters ζ1, ζ2. . .> 0.

χ1 =
4L2

f

µn
+

4c4L
2

f

µn
, ξ1 = λ2

2 ,

ξ2 = 3
2 + L2

f + c4 + c4L
2
f + χ1

L2

f

2µn
, ξ3 = 2c4λ

2
n,

ξ4 = 1
2 , ξ5 = c4, ξ6 = 4c4, ξ7 = λn

2 + 2c4λ
2
n,

ζ1 = 7
2η

2L2
f + 7

2β
4 + 4λ2

n

+NLφ(8λ
2
n + 4β4 + 4η2L2

f ) +
1
2χ1η

2L2
f ,

ζ2 = 7
2β

4 + 4NLφβ
4,

ζ3 = 7
2η

2L2
f + 4NLφη

2L2
f + 1

2η
2χ1L

2
f ,

ζ4 = 4λn + 8NLφλ
2
n.

We define the Lyapunov functions of system (43)
Vt := V1,t + V2,t + χ1V3,t. It is easy to prove that Vt

is positive definite. In fact

V ≥ 1
2‖x⊥‖2 + 1

2‖z‖2 +
χ1

2 ‖x‖‖2 + c1‖x− xc‖.
(66)

First, let’s impose some prime limit (49).
By (62), (65), (59) (49), we can derive

∆Vt ≤ κ
(

− (ξ1 − ξ2β
2 − ξ3r)‖x⊥‖2

−(β2 − ξ4η − ξ5β
2r)‖z‖2

−η µn

4 χ1‖x‖‖2
−(c3/κ− ξ6/r − ξ7)

)

‖x− xc‖2
κ2

(

ζ1‖x⊥‖2 + ζ2‖v‖2P + ζ3‖x− xc‖2 + ζ4‖x‖‖2
)

∆Vt is negative when we choose r =
min{ ξ1

4ξ3
, 1
4ξ5

, 1}, κ ≤ κ1 = c3
2ξ6r+2ξ7

,

β2 ≤ min{1, ξ1
4ξ2

}, η ≤ min{β2, 1
4ξ4

} and

κ ≤ κ2 := 1
2min{ ξ1

2ζ1
, β2

2ζ2
, η χ1µn

4ζ3
, c3
2ζ4

}. With

(66), then

∆Vt ≤ −γVt, γ = 1
2κmin{λ2

2 , β2, η µn

2 , c3
2c1

}.

Let κ3 := 2/min{ξ1, β2, η µn

2 , c3
2c1

}, When κ ≤
min{κ1, κ2, κ3}, we can derive for γ ∈ (0, 1) , Vt =
O((1 − γ)t). With the definition of Vt, we derive



‖x(t)‖2 = O((1− γ)t). With the definition x = x− s
before, we know that xi(t) in Algorithm (12) con-
verge exponentially to the optimal solution s∗ with
the ST compressor.

H Proof of Theorem 7

The idea of proof is quite similar to that in Appendix
G. We just recalculate ∆V2,t with stochastic impact
while the other proof process is the same.

Now that xe(t + 1) − xe(t) = −κ0C(xe(t), t),
where xe(t) ∈ Rd, achieves mean square exponen-
tial convergence at the zero equilibrium, then clearly
ye(t+1)−ye = −κ0C(ye, t), where ye ∈ Rnd, achieves
also. Then there exists positive constants C, γ < 1,
for any t and T ∈ N+, the solution satisfies

E‖ye(t+ T )‖2 ≤ C(‖ye(t)‖2)γT .

Assume φt+N
t (ye) is the state of system ye(t+1)−

ye(t) = −κ0C(ye(t), t) in t+N moment with the state
in t moment is ye(t). It is easy to verified that

E‖φt+N
t (y)‖2 ≤ Lφ‖y‖2

for any y ∈ R(n−1)d and some Lφ > 0 by property of
compressor C.

With (55) in mind, we can proof Lyapunov func-

tion Ve(ye, t) =
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (ye)‖2 with some N > 0

satisfies

c1‖ye‖2 ≤ E(Ve,t) ≤ c2‖ye‖2
E
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(ye − κ0C(ye, t))‖2 − E

∑N−1
j=0 ‖φt+j

t (ye)‖2
≤ −c3‖ye‖2

(67)
for c1 = 1, c2 = NLφ, c3 > 0.

Besides,

E‖x− xc + κ0C(x− xc, t)‖2 ≤ θ‖x− xc‖2, (68)

for θ = 2 + 2L2
cκ

2
0 > 0 by property of C.

Define V2(x − xc, t) := Ve(x − xc, t), with (65) in

mind, we can derive

E∆V2,t = E
∑N

j=1 ‖φ
t+j
t+1(x(t+ 1)− xc(t+ 1))‖2

−E
∑N−1

j=0 ‖φt+j
t (x(t)− xc(t))‖2)

≤ −[c3 − κ
(

c4/r + 2c4β
2/r + c4η/r)‖x− xc‖2]

+κ
(

c4rλ
2
n‖xc‖2 + c4β

2r‖z‖2 + c4β
2r‖x⊥‖2+

c4ηrL
2
f‖x⊥‖2 + c4ηrL

2
f‖x‖‖2

)

+κ2NLφ

(

4λ2
n‖xc‖2 + 4β4‖v‖2 + (4β4

+4η2L2
f )‖x⊥‖2 + 4η2L2

f‖x‖‖2
)

,

(69)
for c4 := NLφθ, where the first inequality is obtained
(67) and (68), and r > 0 is a parameter which will
be determined later.

We define the same Vt as that in Appendix G, then
(66) holds and we have

E∆Vt ≤ −γVt, γ = 1
2κmin{λ2

2 , β2, η µn

2 , c3
2c1

}.

with the same parameters. Then we can derive
E‖x(t)‖2 = O((1−γ)t). With the definition x = x−s
before, we know that the mean square of xi(t) in Al-
gorithm (12) converge exponentially to the optimal
solution s∗ with the StST compressor.
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