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Abstract

As a promising approach to deal with distributed data,
Federated Learning (FL) achieves major advancements
in recent years. FL enables collaborative model train-
ing by exploiting the raw data dispersed in multi-
ple edge devices. However, the data is generally non-
independent and identically distributed, i.e., statisti-
cal heterogeneity, and the edge devices significantly
differ in terms of both computation and communica-
tion capacity, i.e., system heterogeneity. The statisti-
cal heterogeneity leads to severe accuracy degradation
while the system heterogeneity significantly prolongs
the training process. In order to address the hetero-
geneity issue, we propose an Asynchronous Staleness-
aware Model Update FL framework, i.e., FedASMU,
with two novel methods. First, we propose an asyn-
chronous FL system model with a dynamical model
aggregation method between updated local models and
the global model on the server for superior accuracy
and high efficiency. Then, we propose an adaptive
local model adjustment method by aggregating the
fresh global model with local models on devices to
further improve the accuracy. Extensive experimenta-
tion with 6 models and 5 public datasets demonstrates
that FedASMU significantly outperforms baseline ap-
proaches in terms of accuracy (0.60% to 23.90% higher)
and efficiency (3.54% to 97.98% faster).

1 Introduction

In recent years, numerous edge devices have been gen-
erating large amounts of distributed data.Due to the
implementation of laws and regulations, e.g., General
Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) (EU 2018), the
traditional training approach, which aggregates the dis-
tributed data into a central server or a data center,
becomes almost impossible. As a promising approach,
Federated Learning (FL) (Kairouz et al. 2021; Liu et al.
2022a) enables collaborative model training by transfer-
ring gradients or models instead of raw data. FL avoids
privacy or security issues incurred by direct raw data
transfer while exploiting multiple edge devices to train
a global model. FL has been applied in diverse areas,
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such as computer vision (Liu et al. 2020), nature lan-
guage processing (Liu et al. 2021), bioinformatics (Chen
et al. 2021), and healthcare (Nguyen et al. 2022a).

Traditional FL typically exploits a parameter server
(server) (Li et al. 2014; Liu et al. 2023a) to coordinate
the training process on each device with a synchronous
(McMahan et al. 2017; Li et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2023b;
Jia et al. 2023) mechanism. The synchronous training
process generally consists of multiple rounds and each
round contains five steps. First, the server selects a set
of devices (Shi et al. 2020). Second, the server broad-
casts the global model to the selected devices. Third,
local training is carried out with the data in each se-
lected device. Fourth, each device uploads the updated
model (gradients) to the server. Fifth, the server ag-
gregates the uploaded models to generate a new global
model when all the selected devices complete the afore-
mentioned four steps. Although the synchronous mech-
anism is effective and simple to implement, stragglers
may significantly prolong the training process (Jiang
et al. 2022) with heterogeneous devices (Lai et al. 2021;
Yang et al. 2021). Powerful devices may remain idle
when the server is waiting for stragglers (Wu et al.
2020), incurring significant efficiency degradation.

Within the FL paradigm, the devices are typically
highly heterogeneous in terms of computation and com-
munication capacity (Li, Ota, and Dong 2018; Wu et al.
2020; Nishio and Yonetani 2019; Che et al. 2022, 2023b)
and data distribution (McMahan et al. 2017; Li et al.
2020; Wang et al. 2020; Che et al. 2023a). Some de-
vices may complete the local training and update the
model within a short time, while some other devices
may take a much longer time to finish this process and
may fail to upload the model because of modest band-
width or high latency, which is denoted by system het-
erogeneity. In addition, the data in each device may be
non-Independent and Identically Distributed (non-IID)
data, which refers to statistical heterogeneity. The sta-
tistical heterogeneity can lead to diverse local objectives
(Wang et al. 2020) and client drift (Karimireddy et al.
2020; Hsu, Qi, and Brown 2019) issues, which degrades
the accuracy of the global model in FL.

Asynchronous FL (Xu et al. 2021; Wu et al. 2020;
Nguyen et al. 2022a) enables the server to aggregate the
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uploaded models without waiting for stragglers, which
improves the efficiency. However, this mechanism may
encounter low accuracy brought by stale uploaded mod-
els and non-I1ID data (Zhou et al. 2021a). For instance,
when a device uploads a model updated based on an
old global model, the global model has already been
updated multiple times. Then, the simple aggregation
of the uploaded model may drag the global model to
previous status, which corresponds to inferior accuracy.
In addition, the asynchronous FL mechanism may fail
to converge (Su and Li 2022) due to the lack of the
staleness control (Xie, Koyejo, and Gupta 2019).

Existing works address the system heterogeneity and
the statistical heterogeneity separately. Some works fo-
cus on device scheduling (Shi et al. 2020; Shi, Zhou, and
Niu 2020; Wu et al. 2020; Zhou et al. 2022; Liu et al.
2022b) to avoid the inefficiency incurred by stragglers
while this mechanism may correspond to inferior accu-
racy due to insufficient participation of devices. Asyn-
chronous FL approaches are proposed to mitigate the
system heterogeneity while they either exploit static
polynomial formula to deal with the staleness (Xie,
Koyejo, and Gupta 2019; Su and Li 2022; Chen, Mao,
and Ma 2021) or leverage simple attention mechanism
(Chen et al. 2020). However, they cannot dynamically
adjust the importance of each uploaded model within
the model aggregation process, which leads to modest
accuracy. Some other approaches introduce regulariza-
tion (Li et al. 2020), gradient normalization (Wang et al.
2020), and momentum methods (Hsu, Qi, and Brown
2019; Jin et al. 2022) to address the statistical hetero-
geneity, while they focus on synchronous FL.

In this paper, we propose an original Asynchronous
Federated learning framework with Staleness-aware
Model Update (FedASMU). To address the system het-
erogeneity, we design an asynchronous FL system and
propose a dynamical adjustment method to update the
importance of updated local models and the global
model based on both the staleness and the local loss
for superior accuracy and high efficiency. We enable de-
vices to adaptively aggregate fresh global models so as
to reduce the staleness of the local model. We summa-
rize the major contributions in this paper as follows:

e We propose a novel asynchronous FL system model
with a dynamic model aggregation method on the
server, which adjusts the importance of updated lo-
cal models and the global model based on the stal-
eness and the impact of local loss for superior accu-
racy and high efficiency.

e We propose an adaptive local model adjustment
method on devices to integrate fresh global mod-
els into the local model so as to reduce staleness for
superb accuracy. The model adjustment consists of
a Reinforcement Learning (RL) method to select a
proper time slot to retrieve global models and a dy-
namic method to adjust the local model aggregation.

e We conduct extensive experiments with 9 state-of-
the-art baseline approaches, 6 typical models, and

5 public real-life datasets, which reveals FedASMU
can well address the heterogeneity issues and signif-
icantly outperforms the baseline approaches.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We
present the related work in Section 2. Then, we for-
mulate the problem and explain the system model in
Section 3. We propose the staleness-aware model up-
date in Section 4. The experimental results are given in
Section 5. Finally, Section 6 concludes the paper.

2 Related Work

A bunch of FL approaches (McMahan et al. 2017; Li
et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020; Karimireddy et al. 2020;
Acar et al. 2021) have been designed to collaboratively
train a global model utilizing the distributed data in
mobile devices. Most of them (Bonawitz et al. 2019) ex-
ploit a synchronous mechanism to perform the model
aggregation on the server. With the synchronous mech-
anism, the server needs to wait for all the selected de-
vices to upload models before the model aggregation,
which is inefficient because of stragglers. Due to diverse
device availability and system heterogeneity, the prob-
ability of the occurrence of the straggler effect increases
when the scale of devices becomes large (Li et al. 2014).
Three types of approaches are proposed to address
the system heterogeneity with the synchronous mech-
anism. The first type is to schedule proper devices to
perform the local training process (Shi et al. 2020; Shi,
Zhou, and Niu 2020; Wu et al. 2020) while consider-
ing the computation and communication capacity to
achieve load balance among multiple devices. However,
this approach may significantly reduce the participation
frequency of some modest devices, which degrades ac-
curacy. Second, pruning (Zhang et al. 2022) or dropout
(Horvath et al. 2021) techniques are leveraged during
the training process, while incurring lossy compression
and modest accuracy. Third, the device clustering ap-
proach (Li et al. 2022) groups the devices of similar ca-
pacity into the same cluster, and utilizes a hierarchical
architecture (Abad et al. 2020) to perform model aggre-
gation. All these approaches focus on the synchronous
mechanism with low efficiency and may incur severe ac-
curacy degradation due to statistical heterogeneity.
Multiple model aggregation methods (Karimireddy
et al. 2020; Mitra et al. 2021; Sattler, Miiller, and
Samek 2020) exist to handle the statistical heterogene-
ity with the synchronous mechanism. In particular, reg-
ularization (Li et al. 2020; Acar et al. 2021), gradi-
ent normalization (Wang et al. 2020), classifier calibra-
tion (Luo et al. 2021), and momentum-based (Hsu, Qi,
and Brown 2019; Reddi et al. 2021) methods adjust
the local objectives to reduce the accuracy degrada-
tion brought by heterogeneous data. Contrastive learn-
ing (Li, He, and Song 2021), personalization (Sun et al.
2021; Ozkara et al. 2021), meta-learning-based method
(Khodak, Balcan, and Talwalkar 2019), and multi-task
learning (Smith et al. 2017) adapt the global model or
local models to non-IID data. However, these methods



cannot dynamically adjust the importance of diverse
models and only focus on the synchronous mechanism.

To conquer the system heterogeneity problem, asyn-
chronous FL (Xu et al. 2021; Nguyen et al. 2022a) en-
ables the global model aggregation without waiting for
all the devices. The asynchronous FL can be performed
once a model is uploaded from an arbitrary device (Xie,
Koyejo, and Gupta 2019) or when multiple models are
buffered (Nguyen et al. 2022b). However, the old up-
loaded models may drag the global model to a previ-
ous status, which significantly degrades the accuracy
(Su and Li 2022). Several methods are proposed to im-
prove the accuracy of asynchronous FL. For instance,
the impact of the staleness and the divergence of model
updates is considered to adjust the importance of up-
loaded models (Su and Li 2022), which cannot dynam-
ically adapt the weights based on the training status,
e.g., loss values. The attention mechanism and the av-
erage local training time are exploited to adjust the
weights of uploaded models (Chen et al. 2020) with-
out the consideration of staleness. In addition, the up-
loaded model with severe staleness can be replaced by
the latest global model (Wu et al. 2020) to reduce the
impact of staleness while losing important information
from the device. Furthermore, a staleness-based polyno-
mial formula can be utilized to assign high weights to
fresh models (Park et al. 2021; Xie, Koyejo, and Gupta
2019; Chen, Mao, and Ma 2021) while the loss value of
the model can be leveraged to adjust the importance of
models (Park et al. 2021). However, these methods only
consider static formulas, which cannot dynamically ad-
just the importance of models for the objective of min-
imizing the loss so as to improve the accuracy.

Different from the existing works, we propose an
asynchronous FL framework, i.e., Fed ASMU, to address
the system heterogeneity. Fed ASMU adjusts the impor-
tance of uploaded models based on the staleness while
enabling devices to adaptively aggregate fresh global
models to further mitigate the staleness issues, which
handles the statistical heterogeneity.

3 Aysnchronous System Architecture

In this section, we present the problem formulation for
FL and the asynchronous system model.

We consider an FL setting composed of a power-
ful server and m devices, denoted by M, which col-
laboratively train a global model (the main notations
are summarized in Appendix). Each device i stores a
local dataset D; = {x;q € R%,y;4 € R}g;l with
D, = |D;| data samples where x;q is the d-th s-
dimensional input data vector, and y; 4 is the label of
x; 4. The whole dataset is denoted by D = (U, Di
with D =3 ;.\ D;. Then, the objective of the train-
ing process within FL is:

min {F(w) £ o SipwEw)

where w represents the global model, F;(w
is the local loss function defined as F;(w)
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ﬁ Z{mi,uhyi,d}epi F(w7 Li,d, y’i,d)7 and F(’UJ7 Lid, yi,d)
is the loss function to measure the error of the model
parameter w on data sample {x; 4, yi q}-

In order to address the problem defined in Formula P,
we propose an asynchronous FL framework as shown in
Figure 1. The server triggers the local training of m’ de-
vices with a constant time period 7. The training pro-
cess is composed of multiple global rounds. At the be-
ginning of the training, the version of the global model
is 0. Then, after each global round, the version of the
global model increases by 1. Each global round is com-
posed of 7 steps. First, the server triggers m/(m’ < m)
devices and broadcasts the global model w, to each
device at Step (I). The m’ devices are randomly se-
lected available devices. Then, each device performs lo-
cal training with its local dataset at Step (2). During the
local training process, Device i requests a fresh global
model (Step (3)) from the server to reduce the staleness
of the local training as the global model may be updated
at the same time. Then, the server sends the global
model w, to the device at Step (@), if w, is newer than
w,, i.e., g > o. After receiving the fresh global model,
the device aggregates the global model and the latest
local model to a new model at Step (5) and continues
the local training with the new model. When the local
training is completed, Device ¢ uploads the local model
to the server at Step (6). Finally, the server aggregates
the latest global model w; with the uploaded model
w’ at Step (7). When aggregating the global model w;
and the uploaded local model w?, the staleness of the
local model is calculated as 7, =t — o+ 1. When the
staleness 7; is significant, the local model may drag the
global model to a previous version corresponding to in-
ferior accuracy due to legacy information. We discard
the uploaded local models when the staleness exceeds a
predefined threshold 7 to meet the staleness bound so
as to ensure the convergence (Ho et al. 2013).

4 Staleness-aware Model Update

In this section, we propose our dynamic staleness-aware
model aggregation method on the server (Step (7)) and
the adaptive local model adjustment method on devices

(Steps (3) and ().
Dynamic Model Update on the Server

In this subsection, we propose our dynamic staleness-
aware model update method on the server. When the
server receives an uploaded model w? from Device i
with the original version o, it updates the current global
model w; according to the following formula:

w1 = (1= op)w + cqwg, (1)

where ! represents the importance of the uploaded
model from Device i at global round ¢, which may have
a significant impact on the accuracy of the aggregated
model (Xie, Koyejo, and Gupta 2019). Then, we decom-
pose the problem defined in Formula P to the following
bi-level optimization problem (Bard 1998):
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where A = {a},a?,....,a"} is a set of values corre-

sponding to the importance of the uploaded models
from devices. Problem P2 is the minimization of the
local loss function, which is detailed in Section 4. In-
spired by (Xie, Koyejo, and Gupta 2019), we propose a
dynamic polynomial function to represent af defined in
Formula 2 for Problem P3. i

t

SO o 1

iy Magt (0)
T o) 2

where ,, refers to a hyper-parameter, t—o+1 represents
the staleness, t represents the version of the current
global model, o corresponds to the version of the global
model that Device i received before local training, A,
ol, and i} are control parameters on Device i at the t-th
global round. These three parameters are dynamically
adjusted according to Formula 3 to reduce the loss of
the global model (see details in Appendix).

+Lt,

A= /\o 1= M Vi F(w,),
op =04y =161V i Fl(w,), (3)
b=l — ULiVLg_lf(wo)a

where 7,:, 1,i, and 7,; represent the corresponding

learning rates for dynamic adjustment, Vi
Vi

O-O

L Flw,),
F(w,), and Vi F(w,) correspond to the re-
spectlve partial derlvatlves of the loss function.

The model aggregation algorithm of FedASMU on
the server is shown in Algorithm 1. A separated thread
periodically triggers m’ devices when the number of de-
vices performing training is smaller than a predefined
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£
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Flgure 1: The system model of FedASMU

Algorithm 1: FedASMU on the Server

Input:
T: The maximum number of global rounds
m': The number of devices to be triggered
7: The predefined staleness limit
T: The constant time period to trigger devices
wyq: The initial global model
Ao, 00, to: The initial control parameters
Nxi, Ngi, Mi: The learning rates for the dynamic
adjustment

Output:
wry: The global model at Round T

1: while The training is not finished (in parallel) do

2:  if Should trigger new devices then

3: Trigger and broadcast the global model to m/
devices for parallel local training

4: Sleep T

5. end if

6: end while

7: for t in {1,2,...,7} do

8  Receive w}
9: ift—o+1>7 then
10: Discard w? and continue
11:  else
12: Update )\t, ot 1t according to Formula 3
13: Update o} utilizing Formula 2
14: Update w; exploiting Formula 1
15:  end if
16: end for
value (Lines 1 - 6). When the server receives w’ (Line

8), it verifies if the uploaded model is within the stal-
eness bound (Line 9). If not, the server ignores the w?
(Line 10). Otherwise, the server updates the control pa-
rameters A}, of, 1! according to Formula 3 (Line 12) and
calculates o based on Formula 2 (Line 13). Afterward,
the server updates the global model (Line 14). Please
see the details of the convergence analysis in Appendix.

Adaptive Model Update on Devices

In this subsection, we present the local training process
with an adaptive local model adjustment method on



devices to address Problem P2.

When Device i is triggered to perform local train-
ing, it receives a global model w, from the server and
takes it as the initial local model w, . Within the lo-
cal training process, the Stochastic Gradient Descent
(SGD) approach (Robbins and Monro 1951; Zinkevich
et al. 2010) is exploited to update the local model based
on the local dataset D; as defined in Formula 4.

Wo, = Woi—1 — N VFi(Woi-1,-1),G-1 ~D;, (4)

where o is the version of the global model, [ represents
the number of local epochs, n; refers to the learning
rate on Device i, and VF;(-) corresponds to the gradient
based on an unbiased sampled mini-batch ¢;_; from D;.

In order to reduce the gap between the local model
and the global model, we propose aggregating the fresh
global model with the local model during the local
training process of the devices. During the local train-
ing, the global model may be intensively updated simul-
taneously. Thus, the model aggregation with the fresh
global model can well reduce the gap between the local
model and the global model. However, it is complicated
to determine the time slot to send the request and the
weights to aggregate the fresh global model. In this sec-
tion, we first propose a Reinforcement Learning (RL)
method to select a proper time slot. Then, we explain
the dynamic local model aggregation method.

Intelligent Time Slot Selection We propose an
RL-based intelligent time slot selector to choose a
proper time slot to request a fresh global model from the
server. In order to reduce communication overhead, we
assume only one fresh global model is received during
the local training. When the request is sent early, the
server performs few updates and the final updated local
model may still suffer from severe staleness. However,
when the request is sent late, the local update cannot
leverage the information from the fresh global model,
corresponding to inferior accuracy. Thus, it is benefi-
cial to choose a proper time slot to send the request.

The intelligent time slot selector is composed of a
meta model on the server and a local model on each
device. The meta model generates an initial time slot
decision for each device, and is updated when a device
performs the first local training. The local model is ini-
tialized with the initial time slot and updated within
the device during the following local training to gen-
erate personalized proper time slot for the fresh global
model request. We exploit a Long Short-Term Memory
(LSTM)-based network with a fully connected layer for
the meta model and a Q-learning method (Watkins and
Dayan 1992) for each local model. Both the meta model
and the local model generate the probability for each
time slot. We exploit the e-greedy strategy (Xia and
Zhao 2015) to perform the selection.

Within the local training process, we define the re-
ward as the difference between the loss value before
model aggregation and that after aggregation. For in-
stance, before aggregating the fresh global model with
the request sent after I* local epochs, the loss value of

Algorithm 2: FedASMU on Devices

Input:
t: The number of the meta model update
t;: The number of local model aggregation
L%: The maximum number of epochs on Device i
w,: The original global model with Version o
wg: The fresh global model with Version g
i _,: The parameters of the meta model
’Ytii—p U%i_lz The control parameters
Output:
w, ;- The trained local model

1: I* + Generate a time slot using 6;_; or H} _;
20w, W, .
3: for [ in {1,2,...,£*} do

4: if [ =1* then

5: Send a fresh global model request to server
6: Receive wy

7. end if

8  if w, is updated then

9: Bi _1 < Calculation based on Formula 8
10: Update w,;—1 with 5&-717 w, and Formula 7
11: Update 7,2 and U% based on Formula 9

12: R lossZ’j — lossy)|
13: bti — (1 — p)btilfl + pR
14: Update 6; or H;, with R

15:  end if
16:  Update w, ; based on Formula 4

17: end for

Fi(we =, G=) is lossg’é* and that after aggregation is

lossZ:li*. Then, the reward is R = 1085213* - lossz)’;*. In-
spired by (Zoph and Le 2017), we update the LSTM
model with Formula 5 once an initial aggregation is

performed. ’

0 = 0;_1+nRL Z Vo,_, log P(fil [1—1):1;0¢—1)(R—by),

=1

()
where 6; represents the parameters in the meta model
after the ¢-th meta model update, ngry refers to the
learning rate for the training process of RL, L is the
maximum number of local epochs, [; corresponds to
the decision of sending the request (1) or not (0) after
the [-th local epoch, and b; is a base value to reduce
the bias of the model. The model is pre-trained with
some historical data and dynamically updated during
the training process of FedASMU on each device. The
Q-learning method manages a mapping H* between the
decision and the reward on Device i, which is updated
with a weighted average of historical values and reward
as shown in Formula 6, inspired by (Dietterich 2000).

Hi (v a01) = Hi (6 2p a00) + S(R
+wm(?‘XH;71(l:17a’) _%;Ifl(lzifhatl*l))? (6)

where ay, 1 represents the action, [}, _; represents the
number of local epochs to send the request within



Table 1: The accuracy and training time with FedASMU and diverse baseline approaches. “Acc” represents the
convergence accuracy of the global model. “Time” refers to the training time to achieve a target accuracy, i.e.,
0.30 for LeNet with CIFAR-10, 0.13 for LeNet with CIFAR-100, 0.40 for CNN with CIFAR-10, 0.15 for CNN with
CIFAR-100, 0.25 for ResNet with CIFAR-100, and 0.12 for ResNet with Tiny-ImageNet. “/” represents that the

method does not achieve the target accuracy.

‘ LeNet ‘ CNN ‘ ResNet
Method

| CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 |  CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 | CIFAR-100 | Tiny-ImageNet

‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time
Fed ASMU 0.486 8800 0.182 20737 0.603 10109 0.277 30569 0.358 16027 0.171 22415
FedAvg 0.431 125514 0.168 95306 0.551 117794 0.243 73145 0.299 109680 0.146 155023
FedProx 0.363 126958 0.172 93430 0.371 / 0.243 73145 0.302 109680 0.148 151935
MOON 0.302 437531 0.172 93430 0.47 100302 0.212 252703 0.302 106021 0.149 139444
FedDyn 0.279 0.147 70260 0.507 43974 0.193 52874 0.328 73711 0.142 103661
FedAsync 0.478 36565 0.158 102113 0.491 24931 0.23 37160 0.315 21107 0.143 31288
PORT 0.305 366182 0.104 / 0.385 / 0.145 / 0.314 35712 0.134 78155
ASO-Fed 0.408 83712 0.153 110942 0.482 92246 0.208 103090 0.276 198797 0.122 359899
FedBuff 0.365 9829 0.174 25791 0.364 / 0.201 65736 0.315 27672 0.148 43523
FedSA 0.306 21077 0.0835 / 0.508 20415 0.189 94169 0.195 / 0.116 /

the (¢t; — 1)-th local model aggregation, ¢ and 1) are
hyper-parameters. The action is within an action space,
ie., at,—1 € {add, stay, minus}, with add representing
adding 1 epoch to I}, (I}, = If,_; + 1), stay repre-
senting staying with the same epoch (I}, = I}, _; + 1),
and minus representing removing 1 epoch from I 4
(I =1, —1).

Dynamic Local Model Aggregation When receiv-
ing a fresh global model wg,, Device ¢ performs local
model aggregation with its current local model wgyl uti-
lizing Formula 7. ] _

_ wg, = (1— 5@--1)’“’2,1 + B, 1wy, (7)
where f; _; is the weight of the fresh global model on
Device ¢ at the (t; — 1)-th local global model aggrega-
tion. Formula 7 differs from Formula 1 as the received
fresh global model corresponds to a higher global ver-
sion. We exploit Formulla 8 to calculaite B .

i _ -1 _ Yti—1
¢ti—1(g7o)_ \/g ( g_0+1)7
B \(g,0) = —H8%i1(8:0) ®)

L+ ppdy, 1(g,0)
where fu5 is a hyper-parameter, 7}, _; and v], _, are con-
trol parameters to be dynamically adjusted based on
Formula 9 (see details in Appendix).

/y;l = Pyzifl — Myi v’y:’ﬁflﬂ(wgyh Cl*l)?
v, =g, — nv’ivufi_l]’-i(w;laCl—l)aCl—l ~D;, (9)

where 7,: and 7, are learning rates for 'ytl and v§

The model update algorithm of FedASMU on devices
is shown in Algorithm 2. First, an epoch number [*
(time slot) to send a request for a fresh global model
is generated based on 6;_; when t =1 or 7—[};1_,1 when
t # 1 (Line 1). In the I*-th local epoch, the device sends
a request to the server (Line 5), and it waits for the fresh
global model (Line 6). After receiving the fresh global
model (Line 8), we exploit Formula 8 to update 8f,
(Line 9), Formula 7 to update w, ;1 (Line 10), Formula
9 to update v;_; and v;_; (Line 11), the reward values
(Line 12), b;—; with p being a hyper-parameter (Line
13), 6; when t = 1 or Hj _, when ¢ # 1 (Line 14).
Finally, the local model is updated (Line 16).

5 Experiments

In this section, we present the experimental compar-
ison of FedASMU with 9 state-of-the-art approaches.
We first present the experimentation setup. Then, we
demonstrate the experimental results.

Experimental Setup

We consider an FL environment with a server and
100 heterogeneous devices. We consider both the asyn-
chronous baseline approaches, i.e., FedAsync (Xie,
Koyejo, and Gupta 2019), PORT (Su and Li 2022),
ASO-Fed (Chen et al. 2020), FedBuff (Nguyen et al.
2022b), FedSA (Chen, Mao, and Ma 2021), and syn-
chronous baseline approaches, i.e., FedAvg (McMa-
han et al. 2017), FedProx (Li et al. 2020), MOON
(Li, He, and Song 2021), and FedDyn (Acar et al.
2021). We utilize 5 public datasets, i.e., Fashion-MNIST
(FMNSIT) (Xiao, Rasul, and Vollgraf 2017), CIFAR-
10 and CIFAR-100 (Krizhevsky, Hinton et al. 2009),
IMDb (Zhou et al. 2021b), and Tiny-ImageNet (Le
and Yang 2015). The data on each device is non-IID
based on a Dirichlet distribution (Li et al. 2021). We
leverage 6 models to deal with the data, i.e., LeNeth
(LeNet) (LeCun et al. 1989), a synthetic CNN network
(CNN), ResNet20 (ResNet) (He et al. 2016), AlexNet
(Krizhevsky, Sutskever, and Hinton 2012), TextCNN
(Zhou et al. 2021b), and VGG-11 (VGG) (Simonyan
and Zisserman 2015). Please see details in Appendix.

Evaluation of FedASMU

As shown in Tables 1 and 2, Fed ASMU consistently cor-
responds to the highest convergence accuracy and train-
ing speed. Compared with synchronous baseline ap-
proaches, the training speed of Fed ASMU is much faster
than FedAvg (58.23% to 92.01%), FedProx (58.23%
to 93.06%), MOON(74.66% to 97.98%), and FedDyn
(42.10% to 91.31%) because of asynchronous model
update, while the convergence accuracy of FedASMU
can still outperform the baseline approaches (0.80% to
16.65% higher for FedAvg, 0.70% to 23.20% higher for
FedProx, 0.70% to 18.30% higher for MOON, 0.80%
to 18.90% higher for FedDyn). Compared with asyn-
chronous baseline approaches, FedASMU corresponds



Table 2: The accuracy and training time with FedASMU and diverse baseline approaches. “Acc” is the convergence
accuracy of the global model. “Time” refers to the training time to achieve a target accuracy, i.e., 0.40 for AlexNet
with CIFAR-10, 0.12 for AlexNet with CIFAR-100, 0.45 for VGG with CIFAR-10, 0.12 for VGG with CIFAR-100,
0.85 for TextCNN, and 0.70 for LeNet. “/” represents that the method does not achieve the target accuracy.

‘ AlexNet ‘ VGG ‘ TextCNN ‘ LeNet
Method

‘ CIFAR-10 ‘ CIFAR-100 ‘ CIFAR-10 ‘ CIFAR-100 ‘ IMDb ‘ FMNIST

‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time ‘ Acc Time
FedASMU 0.490 12591 0.246 12150 0.653 43093 0.264 83226 0.882 3537 0.829 8250
FedAvg 0.432 157678 0.205 92558 0.508 335866 0.0975 0.874 13960 0.706 65000
FedProx 0.433 141125 0.209 91369 0.505 331991 0.0929 / 0.875 15668 0.708 65000
MOON 0.429 157678 0.202 89297 0.47 335866 0.0991 / 0.875 13960 0.708 65000
FedDyn 0.428 144999 0.197 103950 0.549 190403 0.218 307955 0.874 12674 0.761 40607
FedAsync 0.411 83693 0.203 13717 0.637 45940 0.147 375236 0.875 5837 0.779 12371
PORT 0.365 / 0.192 17400 0.552 75036 0.209 120533 0.876 4884 0.711 75716
ASO-Fed 0.446 55292 0.238 60864 0.533 268349 0.125 405906 0.811 / 0.756 41100
FedBuff 0.469 27763 0.223 27672 0.62 109082 0.238 167053 0.876 7671 0.767 27179
FedSA 0.416 18363 0.176 15933 0.383 0.0319 / 0.865 5251 0.783 8553

to the fastest to achieve a target accuracy (6.19% to
84.95% faster than FedAsync, 27.57% to 97.59% faster
than PORT, 70.38% to 93.75% faster than ASO-Fed,
10.46% to 69.64% faster than FedBuff, and 3.54% to
67.5% faster than FedSA). In addition, the accuracy of
Fed ASMU is significantly higher (0.70% to 11.70% com-
pared with FedAsync, 0.60% to 21.80% compared with
PORT, 2.89% to 13.90% compared with ASO-Fed, and
0.60% to 23.90% compared with FedBuff). The accu-
racy advantage of Fed ASMU is brought by the dynamic
adjustment of the weights within the model aggrega-
tion process on both the server and the devices while
the high training speed is because of the asynchronous
mechanism and the aggregation of the local model and
the fresh global model during the local training process.

We further carry out experimental evaluation with
diverse bandwidth, various device heterogeneity, and
bigger number of devices (see details in Appendix).
When devices have limited network connection (the
bandwidth becomes modest), Fed ASMU corresponds to
slightly higher accuracy (5.04% to 9.34%) and train-
ing speed (21.21% to 62.17%) compared with baseline
approaches. The advantages of Fed ASMU become less
significant due to extra global model transfer. Although
FedASMU introduces more data communication while
retrieving fresh global models, it can well improve the
efficiency of the FL training. When the devices are het-
erogeneous (the diversity of the computation and com-
munication capacity becomes severe), Fed ASMU per-
forms much better, i.e., the advantages augment 13.67%
t0 20.10% in terms of accuracy and 85.39% to 91.93% in
terms of efficiency. When the devices significantly differ,
FedASMU can dynamically adjust the model aggrega-
tion on both the server and devices with much better
performance. The performance of FedASMU is signifi-
cantly better than that of the baseline approaches with
more devices (4.52% to 15.05% higher in terms of accu-
racy and 53.47% to 91.20% faster), which demonstrates
the excellent scalability of Fed ASMU.

As shown in Figure 2, we conduct an ablation study
with FedASMU-DA, FedASMU-FA, FedASMU-0, and
FedAvg. FedASMU-DA represents Fed ASMU without
dynamic model aggregation. FedASMU-FA refers to
FedASMU without fresh global model aggregation.

uuuuuuuuuuuu 400000 [ 100000 200000 300000 400000

() LeNet (b)) CNN
Figure 2: The accuracy and training time with

FedASMU, FedASMU-DA, FedASMU-FA, FedASMU-
0, and FedAvg on CIFAR-10.

FedASMU-0 is FedASMU without the two methods,
equivalent to FedAsync with staleness bound. As the
dynamic weight adjustment can improve the accu-
racy, Fed ASMU outperforms FedASMU-DA (1.38% to
4.32%) and FedASMU-FA outperforms FedASMU-0
(0.65% to 3.04%) in terms of accuracy. As the fresh
global model aggregation can reduce the staleness be-
tween local models and the global model, FedASMU
corresponds to a shorter training time (44.77% to
73.96%) to achieve the target accuracy (0.30 for LeNet
and 0.40 for CNN) and higher accuracy (1.75% to
4.71%) compared with FedASMU-FA. In addition,
FedASMU-DA leads to better performance (1.04% to
3.41% in terms of accuracy and 15.71% to 19.54%
faster) compared with FedASMU-0. Both Fed ASMU-
DA and FedASMU-FA outperform FedAvg in terms of
accuracy (0.73% to 3.75%) and efficiency (72.88% to
85.72%). Although Fed ASMU-0 corresponds to slightly
higher accuracy (0.08% to 0.34%) compared with Fe-
dAvg, it leads to much higher efficiency (67.84% to
82.26% faster) because of the asynchronous mechanism.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel Asynchronous
Stateness-aware Model Update FL framework, i.e.,
FedASMU, with an asynchronous system model and
two novel methods, i.e., a dynamic model aggregation
method on the server and an adaptive local model ad-
justment method on devices. Extensive experimenta-
tion reveals significant advantages of FedASMU com-
pared with synchronous and asynchronous baseline ap-
proaches in terms of accuracy (0.60% to 23.90% higher)
and efficiency (3.54% to 97.98% faster).
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A  Appendix
Details for Model Update

In this section, we present the details to calculate the
partial deviation for the control parameters on the
server and the devices.

Details on the Server Let us denote the local model
for the (o — 1)-th global model aggregation by w?,.
Then, we get the version of the global model after ag-
gregating the local model w?, as o.
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where the ~ represents the approximation of the global
partial deviation of w, by that on Device 1.
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where w? is the updated local model, and w, is the
original global model to generate w. The calculation
of gF'(w,) does not incur extra communication.

wo = (1 — ag_y)We1 + g Wy,
= wo—1 + ap_y (W — wo1),

where w’_; and w,_; are independent with A!_j.
Thus, we have:
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After elaborating a!_,, we have:
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where £/ represents £, (o) with o representing the
version of the original global model to generate updated
local model w?, at the (o — 1)-th global round. Finally,
we can calculate the partial deviation of the loss func-
tion in terms of \!_;:

)

Ty Flwy) ~ —HalWo = Wo) Wy — wo-1)

& MLNo =11+ o€y )20 — o) Tot

Similarly, we can get the partial deviation of the loss
function in terms of ¢ _; and ¢} _;:

_ HaIn(og 1) (wo — wi)(wi, — wo1)

voi .7:('11]0) ~ . )
o mLy/o—1(1+ pag, 1) (0 —0o/)7o
\vP JT"('UJO) ~ /u’(!(wé — ’LUO)(’U)f)/ — '11)0_1)

fomt ~ mL(1+ pal_1)?
Details on the Devices
OFi(wh 1, Go1) o Ow?
owh | i 4

Vﬁy;rl}'i(wﬁ,l, lel) = (

b
(“)woJ

a’Ytii—l 7

= gg,l(wg,l)

where g (w? ) is the local gradient on Device i with
wz’l and (1.

. , .
wy; = (1—6{,_1)ws, + B, _jw,
=wg,; + B, 1 (wy —wy ),

where w, and w¢; are independent with 7, ;. Then,
we have:

awg,z _ o(wy, + Bl 1 (wy — w; )
M, M, 1
9Bi, 1

a’YtiiA '

= (wy — wg,l)

After elaborating 3] _,, we have:
IB, 1 _ O — (1 + sy, 1))
67@—1 a’YtZi—l
Ka_ 8(%52,-—1
(L4 padt,_1)? 07,1
_ Ke (1 Uz,;—l ),
VI + psdi,_1)? g—o+1

where (i’i;—l represents qﬁi_l(g, 0). Finally, we can cal-
culate the partial deviation of the loss function in terms

of v, i
b
V»ytirlfi(wo,zyglfl)

Mﬁgzz(w?’,z) Uf;,i—1

= (U’g_wg’l)\/‘a(l'i_/iﬁqsa,l)z(l_ /79_0+1)

Similarly, we can get the partial deviation of the loss
function in terms of vy, _;:

1 T b a
BV —19 .l(w ,z)(w g w )
vai_lfz‘(wg,uQA) = ST ° :

CVIVI— o+ (1 + ppdy )2

Convergence Analysis

In this section, we present the assumptions, the conver-
gence guarantees of FedASMU, and the proof.



Assumption 1. (L-smoothness) The loss function F;
is differentiable and L-smooth for each device i € M
and o, y, Fily) — Fi(z) < (VFi(2),y — 2)+ £y o]
with L > 0.

Assumption 2. (u-strongly convex) The loss func-
tion F; is p-strongly convex for each device i € M:
(VFi(x) = VFi(y),x —y) > p |l = —y || with p > 0.

Assumption 3. (Unbiased sampling) The local sam-
pling is unbiased and the local gradients are unbiased
stochastic gradients E¢,~p, [VF;(wo,1; ()] = VFi(wo ).

Assumption 4. (Bounded local gradient) The stochas-
tic gradients are bounded on each device 1 € M:
EClNDi V}-i(’wO,UCl) ||2§ g2'

Assumption 5. (Bounded local variance) The vari-
ance of local stochastic gradients are bounded on each
device i € M is bounded: E¢,up, || VFi(woyr; () —
Flwoy) [2< V2.

Theorem 1. Let Assumptions 1 - 5 hold, after T global
updates, FedASMU converges to a critical point:

T
min || VF(w,,) |

=i o (5
R
oGl 4 o (LErks)

o) (5

where qmin < 04‘; Loin < Ly < ﬁmaam N = ﬁ7 Vi €
M, and T = L8

min*

Proof. First, we denote the optimal model by w*, the
new fresh global gradient is not received at the [-th
local epoch, and we have the following inequality with
the vanilla SGD in devices:

E[F(wo,) — F(w")]
= EC171ND1' []:(wOJ—l - niV]:i(wo,l—la Cl—l)) - .F(’UJ*)]
S f(wo,l—l) - F(W*)

= 1iE¢,_y o, (VF(Wo,-1), VFi(Wo1-1,G-1))]

Ln?
+ TzECl—l’“Di [ ‘V}-i(wo,l—h lel)HQ]

Lyg?
< Flwgy) — Flw) + 55

— i B¢, op, (VF(Wo-1), VFi(woi—1,G-1))],

A

(1)

where the first inequality comes from L-smoothness and
the second one is from bounded local gradient. Then,

we focus on A.
B¢, yop, | VFi(woi-15G—1) = VF(wou-1) |I?
=E | VF(we;—1) ||* —24
+ B¢y, || VFi(wo -1;G-1) |1 -

Based on the bounded local variance assumption, we
have:

V2= E | VF(w,-1) || —24
+ ECZ—lNDi Vfi(wo,lfIQlel) ||27
and we can get A:

1
A=5(E || VF(wora) [I* = V2

+ E¢ i, || VFi(wou—1:Gm1) II7),
Plug this into Formula 1, and we have:
E[F(wo,) — F(w”)]

Ln;G?
2

— LB | VF(wou1) |2 V2

+ ECZ—lNDi V}-i(wo,lfﬁgfl) HQ)
< Flwoi-1) = Fw') = TE || VF(wo1) |
Ly G? 4 n;V?

2 k)

where the second inequality is because E¢, ,~p, ||

VFi(wei-1;G-1) ||*> 0. By rearranging the terms and
telescoping, we have:

< Flwo—1) — F(w*) +

+

EHVf@uFDWS%EFWuhOwamM

+ LyiG? + V2.
However, when the fresh global model w, is received
right at the [*-th local epoch, we have:

E | VF(wo) |?
2
S;E [Flwl e 1) = Fwou)] + LniG* + V2

=B F(( = B i B ) — Flw,e)]
+ ngz + 2

g%ﬂRl—mﬁmnwmun+ﬂg¢ﬂww—fwhm]
+ Ln;G? + V2

=B [(1 = B ) F(w0re-1) + B F(w,) = Flw,r)]
+ Ln;G? + V2

2B [F(wor 1) - Flwor)

+ 26:;11“3 [F(wg) = Fwo--1)]

+ Ln;G* + V2 (2)



where the second inequality is because of convexity of
F(+). Then, we can get:

Ci

D E | VF(w,) |

=1

%E [Fwo0) — Flw, ci)] + L(Ln:G* +V?)

IN

+ 2@&7_1“‘3 [F(wg) = Flwo,-—1)]

un
= %E [F(w,) = Fwp)] + L (LniG? +V?)
+ Qﬂf;_lE []:(wg) — Flwo,i+—1)]
= 3 E [F(wo) — F(wy)] +L1(LniG* +V?)
' B
+ %Bzi—l E[F(woo) — F(we—1)]
' C
2 .
+ aﬁiﬂ E[F(wgy) — F(w,)].

D

First, we focus on the calculation of B.

E [.F(wt+1) - ]:(wt)]
= E[F((1 — a))w, + ajw!) - F(w,)]

we) + 0y F(w,) — F(wy)]

I
=
=
|
RN

Q =
S

where the inequility is because F(+) is convex. Then, we
have:

E [F(wiy1) — F(wy)]
< olE [f(wf)) — Flw,) + F(w,) — ]—'(wt)} .
And, we can get:
E [F(w,) — F(w;)]
< BP0 = Fluwen)] + E[F(w,) - Fw).
Using L-smoothness, we have:
E[F(w,) — F(wy)]

L
(VF(w),wo —wi) + 3 || wo —wy ||

IN

IN

L
| V() [ w0, — e ||+ [ w, — o |

As the fresh global model is incurred to reduce the dif-
ference between the local model and the global model,
the difference between the global models of two versions
is because of the local updates. Then, we have the upper

bound of local updates:

” Wo,0 — Wy i

< JJwoo —wor || + || wo1 —wepo ||+
+ || wo i1 —wo i ||
< niL'G.
And, we get:
| wo —woi1 || =[| wo — (1 ai)wo - aiwo,ﬁ’?

Thus, we have:
[ wo —w; || < (t =0+ )meyL'G,

where t — 0 4+ 1 < 7 because of staleness bound. Then,
we can get:

| wo —wy || < THici LG,
Then, we have:
E[F(w,) — F(wy)]

L
< | VF@) [l wo —wy || +5 | wo = w, |2

< T LG+ E(Tmaiﬂg)Q.

And, we can calculate B:

1 )
B SJ]E [F(w) — Flwerr)] + 7'171-04£92
t

L ,
+ 5(7771‘0459)2~

Now, we focus on the calculation of C. Based on the
convexity of F(-), we have:

E [}—(wo’lfl) - ]:(wo,l)]

IN

L
(VF(wo1), woi—1 — Wou) + 5 | wo -1 — wo ||

Ln?
= 0 (VF (W), VFi(woi-1)) + S5+ | VFilwora) |

Ly;G*
9

A

B (| VF@o) |2 + || VFi(wou1) |?) +

2n; + Ln?
U Ui gQ,
2
Then, we can have:
C = E[F(wo0) = Flwo,--1)]
2n; + Ln?
< 771‘; UB (I — 1)g2
2
Next, we focus on the calculation of D.

IN

IN

L
D < <Vf(wo)vwg - wo> + Eng - wo||2

L
< VF@o)llwy = woll + 3 llwy — wo||*.



As (g — 0 < 7) because of staleness bound, we have:
H Wy — Wy ||S (9 - O)Uiai‘cg < Tnz‘aiﬁg

Then, we have:

L
D < ||[VF(wo)|llwy — wol + 3wy — wo|?

, L ,
< i LG + E(Tﬁiaiﬁg)2~

By rearranging the terms, we have

ri

SR | V(o) |
=1
%E [F(w,) — Flw')]

IN

B
2

+ ;5@—1 E[F(weo,o) — F(we+—1)]
' c
2 .

+ gf‘@—l E [F(wy) — F(w,)] +L(LniG* +V?)

D

2 (LB [Fws) - Fwen))

o\
ni Oy

2 o L o
+ ;(7'771‘045192 + 5(7771‘04529)2)

2771 + an £1g2
2
. o I o
+ Bi, 1 (Tnio LG + 5(77711043@)2)
+ LY(Ln;G* + V?)
2E [F(w;) — F(wiy1)]

IA

+»3Zr1

= - + L£HY?
Qi1
i,_ + 2 i2£i )
§ Pt 4L

+ (270 + LT°n;(a})* L' + B, _yms
+ Bi 4T+ miaf + L) L'G.

We take qpin < o < 1and 0 < 5&4 < 1 with agpin >
0, we can get:

i
> E | VF(wo) |
=1

< 2E[F(wy) = F(wiga)]

Aminli
+ (37 + L% L0 + 2m; + L) L'G2.

147207

+ LV + LL';G?

After T global rounds, we have:

T L

LSS R VFw.) |2

T
Zf,:o Ly t=0 1=0
1+ TQﬁmaa:

2E [F (wo) — F(wr)] 2
< LLomanli
a amznnzTﬁmzn 2T£mzn maa'] g
n 3T+ L7-27]i£maa: + 2771' + Lni £7rmwg2 + ﬁmaxVZ 7
T,Cmin T»szn

where L£; represents the maximum local epochs within
the t-th global round with L, < L¢ < Li0.- We take

— 1 — o6 .
ni = 7 and T'= Ly in, and can get:

1 T L
2
——— > ) B[ VF(w,) |
Zt:o ‘Ct t=0 =0
< 2E [F(wo) — Flwr)] 1+ 72Lonas
37LmacG? + LV? | L7 Lopae +2+ L
L7 L3
SQE []:(w()) — f(wT)] +0 (ngﬁmaz>

. 3 3
amln‘cmin ‘Cmm

ﬁiv2 792£max
92£mam Lg2£maac
+o(£3 >+0<£3 >

min min

2042 2 2042 2
+@<L7—g£ﬂww>+0(w£maw)

L»Cmaa:gz

+ Emaz g2

L3 L3

min min

Experiment details

In the experiment, we exploit a CNN model with the
network structure shown in Table 3. We exploit 44 Tesla
V100 GPU cards to simulate the FL environment. We
simulate device heterogeneity by considering the vari-
ations in local training times, i.e., the training time of
the slowest device is five times longer than that of the
fastest device, and the training time of each device is in-
dependently and randomly sampled within this range.
We exploit a learning rate decay for the training pro-
cess. In addition, we take 500 as the maximum num-
ber of epochs for synchronous approaches and 5000 as
that of asynchronous approaches. The server triggers
one idle task every 5 seconds, with a maximum paral-
lelism constraint, i.e., 10% of the total device number.
We fine-tune the hyper-parameters for each approach
and report the best one in the paper. The summary of
main notations is shown in Table 4 and the values of
hyper-parameters are shown in Tables 5 and 6.

Visualization of Experimental Results

The visualization of the experimental results with di-
verse baseline approaches and normal bandwidth are



Table 3: The network structure of CNN.

Layer (type) Parameters Input Layer
conv1(Convolution) channels=64, kernel size=2 | data
activationl(Activation) null convl
conv2(Convolution) channels=32, kernel size=2 | activationl
activation2(Activation) null conv?2
flatten1(Flatten) null activation2
densel(Dense) units=10 flattenl
softmax(SoftmaxOutput) | null densel

Table 4: Summary of main notations.

Notation Definition
M;m The set of edge devices; the size of M
D; |D| The global dataset; the size of D
Di; |Dsl The dataset on Device 7; the size of D;
F(); Fi(o) The global loss function; the local loss function on Device i
T The maximum number of global rounds
L The maximum number of local epochs on Device i
T The maximum staleness
T The constant time period to trigger devices
m/ The number of devices to trigger within each time period
wy The global model of Version ¢
¢ The updated local model from Device ¢ with the original version o
Wo The updated local model with the original version o at local epoch [
wy The fresh global model of Version g
Aot The control parameters of Device ¢ within the ¢-th local training on the Server
Nxiy Noiy Mii The learning rates to update control parameters for Device ¢ on the Server

7

ag The weight of updated local model from Device ¢ and the ¢-th local training
Bt The weight of fresh global model on Device i for the ;-th local model aggregation

Vi;s Vi, The control parameters of Device i for the ¢;-th local model aggregation
Neyiy Mo The learning rates to update control parameters for Device ¢ on devices
M The learning rate on Device ¢
Ner The learning rate for the update of RL on Device i
Oy The parameters in the RL model at global round ¢

shown in Figures 3, 4, 5, 6. In addition, the visual-
ization of the experimentation within diverse environ-
ments, i.e., various numbers of devices, diversified de-
vice heterogeneity, and different network bandwidth,
are shown in Figure 7. First, as shown in Figure 7(a),
we verify that Fed ASMU can still outperform baseline
approaches (from 5.04% to 9.34% in terms of accuracy
and from 21.21% to 74.01% in terms of efficiency) when
the network becomes modest (50 times lower than the
normal network bandwidth). Then, we vary the hetero-
geneity of devices to show that FedASMU can well ad-
dress the heterogeneity with superb accuracy and high
efficiency, by augmenting the difference (from 110 times
faster to 440 times faster) between the fastest device
and the lowest device while randomly sample the local
training time for the other devices, as shown in Fig-
ure 7(b). Finally, we carry out experiments with 100
and 200 devices to show that Fed ASMU corresponds to
excellent scalability as shown in Figure 7(c).

Communication Overhead Analysis

The additional communication overhead of Fed ASMU
mainly lies in the downloading global models in the
down-link channel from server to devices. Since the
down-link channel has high bandwidth, which incurs
acceptable extra costs with significant benefits (higher
accuracy and shorter training time). To analyze the per-
formance of FedASMU, we carry out extra experimen-
tation with the bandwidth of 100 (100 times smaller
than normal), the advantages of FedASMU becomes
even more significant compared with 50 (50 times
smaller) (5.04%-9.34% for 50 to 1.4%-12.6% for 100) in
terms of accuracy and (21.21%-62.17% for 50 to 6.7%-
71.9% for 100) in terms of training time, which reveals
excellent performance of Fed ASMU within modest net-
work environments.



Table 5: Values of hyper-parameters in the experimentation.

Values
Name LeNet CNN ResNet
FMNIST | CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 | CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 | CIFAR-100 | Tiny-ImageNet
m 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
m/ 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
T 500 500 500 500 500 500 500
T 99 99 99 99 99 99 99
T 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
iy 0.0001 0.001 0.0001 0.001 0.00001 0.0001 0.0001
Ngi 0.0001 0.001 0.0001 0.001 0.00001 0.0001 0.0001
M, 0.0001 0.1 0.0001 0.0001 0.00001 0.0001 0.0001
Nyi 0.0001 0.1 0.0001 0.1 0.00001 0.0001 0.0001
Ny 0.0001 0.001 0.0001 0.001 0.00001 0.0001 0.0001
i 0.005 0.03 0.03 0.028 0.013 0.03 0.03
ner 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
Table 6: Values of hyper-parameters in the experimentation.
Values
Name AlexNet VGG TextCNN
CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 | CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 IMDb
m 100 100 100 100 100
m’ 10 10 10 10 10
T 500 500 500 500 500
T 99 99 99 99 99
T 10 10 10 10 10
Mxi 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Ngi 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
M, 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Ny 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Noi 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
i 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.001
Ner 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
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Hyper-parameter Fine-tuning

We conduct extra experiments on FMNIST and LeNet
with varying trigger periods T, nyi, s, and 7,:, which
correspond to little difference (0.0% to 0.8% with only
one exceptional case of 2.4%) thanks to our dynamic
model aggregation. Thus, FedASMU is not sensitive to
the hyper-parameters and easy to fine-tune.

Comparison with Other Baselines

We carry out extra experimentation to compare
FedASMU with three more recent works in asyn-
chronous FL, i.e., FedDelay (Koloskova, Stich, and

Jaggi 2022), SyncDrop (Dun et al. 2022), and Async-
Part (Wang, Zhang, and Wang 2021). We find
FedASMU significantly outperforms these three ap-
proaches in terms of accuracy (0.063% for FedDelay,
11.2% for SyncDrop, and 6.7% for AsyncPart) and
training time for a target accuracy (69.2% for FedDelay,
19.4% for SyncDrop, and 75.9% for AsyncPart).

Ablation Study for Request Time Slot
Selection

We carry out extra experimentation with three heuris-
tics. H1: the device sends the request just after the first
local epoch. H2: the device sends the request in the
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with LeNet and FMNIST in diverse environments.

middle of the local trainng. H3: the device sends the
request at the last but one local epoch. The accuracy of
our RL approach is significantly higher than H1 (2.4%),
H2 (2.2%), and H3 (2.8%).



