
1

Energy-Efficient Federated Edge Learning with
Streaming Data: A Lyapunov Optimization

Approach
Chung-Hsuan Hu, Zheng Chen, and Erik G. Larsson

Abstract—Federated learning (FL) has received significant
attention in recent years for its advantages in efficient training
of machine learning models across distributed clients without
disclosing user-sensitive data. Specifically, in federated edge
learning (FEEL) systems, the time-varying nature of wireless
channels introduces inevitable system dynamics in the commu-
nication process, thereby affecting training latency and energy
consumption. In this work, we further consider a streaming
data scenario where new training data samples are randomly
generated over time at edge devices. Our goal is to develop
a dynamic scheduling and resource allocation algorithm to
address the inherent randomness in data arrivals and resource
availability under long-term energy constraints. To achieve this,
we formulate a stochastic network optimization problem and
use the Lyapunov drift-plus-penalty framework to obtain a
dynamic resource management design. Our proposed algorithm
makes adaptive decisions on device scheduling, computational
capacity adjustment, and allocation of bandwidth and transmit
power in every round. We provide convergence analysis for the
considered setting with heterogeneous data and time-varying
objective functions, which supports the rationale behind our
proposed scheduling design. The effectiveness of our scheme
is verified through simulation results, demonstrating improved
learning performance and energy efficiency as compared to
baseline schemes.

Index Terms—Federated learning, energy efficiency, streaming
data, scheduling, resource allocation, Lyapunov optimization

I. INTRODUCTION

With the increasing amount of data generated at numerous
devices for machine learning (ML) tasks, data-parallel dis-
tributed optimization frameworks become extremely useful for
learning from decentralized data with on-device processing.
Federated learning (FL) is one example of distributed ML
that combines on-device training and server-based aggregation
[2]. One major issue in FL is the communication bottleneck.
Particularly, for FL at the wireless network edge, the unreli-
able and resource-constrained communication poses additional
challenges in the design of resource allocation schemes to
achieve optimal learning performance [3].

Device scheduling in federated edge learning (FEEL) have
been explored in [4]–[8], which focus on the effects of data
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heterogeneity and communication resource limitations. How-
ever, energy efficiency and computational resource availability
have not been considered in this line of work. In every
iteration of the training process, each device executes model
training and update transmission, leading to the computation-
communication tradeoff in terms of the energy consumption.
Among existing works that jointly consider computation and
communication resource constraints, three main performance
indicators are learning performance, training latency, and
energy consumption. Some works aim at optimizing learning
performance subject to energy limitations [9], [10], and latency
constraints [11]–[13]. Other works aim at minimizing energy
consumption [14]–[17], latency [18], or both [19]–[21], for
reaching a certain level of learning performance. Moreover,
joint optimization of learning, energy, and/or latency is con-
sidered in [22]–[30]. To achieve high system efficiency, the
optimization parameters include device scheduling decisions
[15], [24]–[26], Central Processing Unit (CPU) frequency [24],
transmit power or rate, bandwidth, mini-batch size [15], [21],
training data usage [24], [31], quantization level [17], [18],
[32], and the number of local/global epochs [15], [19], [20].

A. Motivation

Most of the state-of-the-art methods assume static training
data at the edge devices, i.e., the entire dataset is available
from the beginning and remains unchanged over the learning
process. In real-world applications, training data are usually
randomly and continuously generated over time. Some recent
works have considered online FL with time-varying datasets,
focusing on the effects of dynamic aggregation weighting
[36], workload adjustment [37], local model prediction [38],
and adaptation to concept drift [39]. However, joint optimiza-
tion of computation and communication resources has not
been investigated in these prior works. A few studies have
jointly considered latency and learning performance in FL
with streaming data [40], [41], though under different system
models and design parameters.

Another aspect that is often overlooked is the computational
resource management, as most existing works assume either
equal computational energy consumption in every iteration
or impose a per-iteration constraint [17]. When the training
process is subject to a long-term energy constraint, dynamic
adjustment of CPU frequency can achieve better performance
by adapting to the system dynamics as compared to uniform
allocation over time [11], [18], [27]. From the perspective
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TABLE I: Related papers in the literature and their differences as compared to our work.

Reference Wireless Energy Static Data Device CPU Bandwidth Transmit
access constraint channel streams scheduling frequency allocation power

[33] over-the-air long-term ✓ ✓
[19] - long-term - ✓
[9] over-the-air long-term ✓
[20] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

[11], [22], [27] digital long-term ✓ ✓
[10], [23] digital long-term ✓ ✓ ✓

[18] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓
[12] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓
[13] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[28] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓
[17] digital long-term ✓ ✓ ✓

[14], [34] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[16] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[35] digital iteration-wise ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[1] digital long-term ✓ ✓

This work digital long-term ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

of wireless channels, many existing works assume that the
channels remain static during each training iteration, which
facilitates the latency analysis and resource allocation decision
[12], [14], [18], [20], [23]. However, this assumption might be
unrealistic, given that the coherent time is usually much shorter
than the duration of one training iteration.

We summarize some closely related works that have consid-
ered the aforementioned aspects in Tab. I, and highlight their
differences in system model and resource management design.

B. Contributions

In this work, we study dynamic resource management in
FEEL systems with randomly generated training data, con-
sidering time-varying computation capacity, long-term energy
constraints and per-iteration latency requirement. We formu-
late a stochastic optimization problem and develop a two-
stage dynamic scheduling and resource allocation algorithm
by using the Lyapunov drift-plus-penalty (DPP) framework.
Similar approaches are also adopted in [9], [11], [17], [23],
[33], [42], but under simpler settings. As compared to the
preliminary results presented in the conference version [1], in
this work we further consider the allocation of CPU frequency,
bandwidth, and transmit power.

Another novelty of this work is the consideration of time-
varying data importance in the streaming data scenario, which
is incorporated in the optimization objective. As compared to
the static data scenario, our design can adjust the scheduling
decision based on the importance of newly arrived data in
terms of the amount and similarity to the distribution of
existing data. The proposed design achieves better learning
performance and energy efficiency as compared to alternative
schemes, as validated by simulation results.

Moreover, we provide analytical proof that, when the op-
timal point drifts slowly enough over time, specifically as
𝑂 (𝑡−1) where 𝑡 refers to the number of iterations, convergence
is guaranteed. This analysis is novel and significantly extends
existing results on convex optimization with time-varying
objectives [43], [44] to the case of FL systems.

C. Paper Organization

We introduce the system model in Sec. II and the long-
term stochastic optimization problem formulation in Sec. III.
The proposed dynamic resource management algorithm is de-
scribed and elaborated in Sec. IV, followed by the convergence
analysis in Sec. V and performance evaluation in Sec. VI. The
conclusions are given in Sec. VII. In the Appendix, relevant
proofs are provided.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a FEEL system with 𝐾 devices participating in
training a global model 𝜽 ∈ R𝑑 , with K = {1, ..., 𝐾} denoting
the device set. For each device, we consider that training data
are generated randomly over time following some stochastic
processes. Let S𝑘 (𝑡 − 1) denote the accumulated local dataset
at device 𝑘 until time instant 𝑡 − 1, with S𝑘 (0) = ∅, and
B𝑘 (𝑡) denote the newly arrived data set at time instant 𝑡. Then,
the entire available local training set at device 𝑘 is S𝑘 (𝑡) =
S𝑘 (𝑡−1) ∪B𝑘 (𝑡). The objective is to minimize a time-varying
loss function

𝐹

(
𝜽; {S𝑘 (𝑡)}𝐾𝑘=1

)
=

∑︁
𝑘∈K

|S𝑘 (𝑡) |
| ∪ 𝑗∈K S 𝑗 (𝑡) |

𝐹𝑘 (𝜽;S𝑘 (𝑡)), (1)

where 𝐹𝑘 (𝜽;S𝑘 (𝑡)) is a local loss function. In the special case
when all the data arrive at the beginning of the FL process,
i.e., S𝑘 (𝑡) = S𝑘 ,∀𝑡, for some static data set S𝑘 , ∀𝑘 ∈ K, (1)
degenerates to the static counterpart in a standard FL system

𝐹

(
𝜽; {S𝑘}𝐾𝑘=1

)
=

∑︁
𝑘∈K

|S𝑘 |
| ∪ 𝑗∈K S 𝑗 |

𝐹𝑘 (𝜽;S𝑘). (2)

Federated Averaging is one of the most common and repre-
sentative FL algorithms, which conducts an iterative process
of local training and central aggregation. Specifically, in the
𝑡-th iteration, 𝑡 = 1, 2, . . .,

1) The server broadcasts the current global model 𝜽 (𝑡) to
the set of scheduled devices Π(𝑡), where |Π(𝑡) | = 𝜁 .

2) Each device 𝑘 runs a fixed number of stochastic gradient
descent (SGD) on 𝐹𝑘 (𝜽;S𝑘 (𝑡)), starting from 𝜽 (𝑡), to
obtain the model update △𝜽𝑘 (𝑡), which is transmitted
back to the server.
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3) The server aggregates the received local updates from the
devices and obtains a new global model as

𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) = 𝜽 (𝑡) +
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)△𝜽𝑘 (𝑡), (3)

with
∑
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) 𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) = 1.1

These steps are repeated until the model converges.
In every iteration of the algorithm, energy consumption

occurs in two stages: computation and transmission of local
model updates, which are affected by the amount of allocated
computation and communication resources. The per-iteration
training latency of each device also consists of two parts:
model training and transmission delay. In the following sub-
sections, we introduce the energy consumption and latency
models.

A. Energy Consumption Model
The energy consumption of the 𝑘-th device in the 𝑡-th

iteration can be written as

𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝐸cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) + 𝐸 tr

𝑘 (𝑡), (4)

where 𝐸cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) and 𝐸 tr

𝑘
(𝑡) are the energy consumed by com-

putation and transmission respectively.
1) Energy Consumption for Computation: We apply dy-

namic voltage and frequency scaling (DVFS) to adjust the
computation speed of a CPU. Let 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡) represent the CPU
clock frequency of the 𝑘-th device in the 𝑡-th iteration.
The energy consumption for computing the model update is
approximately given by [45]2

𝐸
cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) = 𝜆𝑐 𝑓 2

𝑘 (𝑡), (5)

where 𝜆 is a constant and 𝑐 is the required number of CPU
cycles for executing a fixed number of mini-batch SGD.

2) Energy Consumption for Transmission: To transmit the
model updates to the server, the entire bandwidth 𝐵 is shared
among the scheduled devices. We define 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) as the fraction
of bandwidth assigned to the 𝑘-th device in the 𝑡-th iteration
with

∑
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) = 1, and 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) as the allocated transmit

power. The transmission rate is, to a first order of approxima-
tion, given by Shannon-Hartley formula,

𝑅𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |

2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

)
, (6)

where 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) is the channel coefficient with E[|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2] = 𝛽𝑘
and 𝑁0 is the power spectral density of the noise. Assuming
that the model updates are compressed to 𝑆 bits, the required
transmission time is

𝑇 tr
𝑘 (𝑡) =

𝑆

𝑅𝑘 (𝑡)
. (7)

The energy consumption for the update transmission of each
device is then given by

𝐸 tr
𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)𝑇

tr
𝑘 (𝑡). (8)

In practice, every transmission generates also a constant energy
consumption, which is omitted in our problem formulation.

1A common choice is 𝑤𝑘 (𝑡 ) = |S𝑘 (𝑡 ) |/
∑

𝑗∈Π (𝑡 ) |S 𝑗 (𝑡 ) | , 𝑘 ∈ Π (𝑡 ) .
2The clock frequency 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡 ) and the corresponding energy consumption

model 𝐸cmp
𝑘
(𝑡 ) considered here are for both CPU and GPU training scenarios.

B. Latency Model

Let 𝑇cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) denote the update computation time at device

𝑘 in iteration 𝑡, which is given by

𝑇
cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) = 𝑐

𝑓𝑘 (𝑡)
. (9)

Recall that 𝑐 is the required number of CPU cycles for comput-
ing the model update. Based on (7) and (9), the overall latency
of device 𝑘 to complete the computation and transmission in
the 𝑡-th iteration is3

𝑇𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑇cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) + 𝑇 tr

𝑘 (𝑡).

III. JOINT COMPUTATION AND COMMUNICATION
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

In the scenario of streaming data, the accumulated training
data S𝑘 (𝑡) can be highly heterogeneous over time. This
motivates us to consider the time correlation and heterogeneity
of data generation in the scheduling and resource allocation
design. Meanwhile, device latency is also an important aspect
for making scheduling decisions. In the case with stragglers,
excluding devices with low computing capability in some
iterations can help avoiding long training latency.

First, we define K 𝑓 (𝑡) ⊆ K as a candidate device set
with reasonable estimated latency.4 Then, for each device 𝑘 ∈
K 𝑓 (𝑡), we evaluate its importance based on its accumulated
local dataset using the following metric

𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)) =
|K 𝑓 (𝑡) | · |B𝑘 (𝑡) |∑
𝑗∈K 𝑓 (𝑡 ) |B 𝑗 (𝑡) |

+ 1{𝑡 > 1} ·
| |𝒙 − 𝒚𝑘 | |22
| |𝒙 | |22 + ||𝒚𝑘 | |

2
2
.

(10)
The first term of (10) quantifies the proportion of newly
arrived data of device 𝑘 to the average number of newly
arrived data in K 𝑓 (𝑡); the second term quantifies the feature
dissimilarity between the data that have been utilized, 𝒙,
and those newly generated, 𝒚𝑘 , by computing the normalized
Euclidean distance between them. For example, with labeled
data, such feature vectors can be developed based on the label
distribution. For a data collection A, let 𝐿 (A) = {𝑙𝑖}𝑚𝑖=1 record
the number of data with label 𝑖 and 𝐿̄ (A) = (∑𝑚

𝑖=1 𝑙𝑖)/𝑚 be
the average of 𝐿 (A). The feature of A can be heuristically
quantified as

𝛿(A) =
[
𝐿 (A) − 𝐿̄ (A)

]
/𝐿̄ (A)

from the aspect of label distribution. Then, 𝒚𝑘 = 𝛿(B𝑘 (𝑡)) and
𝒙 = 𝛿(X) represent the feature of the new data at device 𝑘 and
the previously utilized data in the system respectively, where
X = ∪𝑘∈KS𝑘 (𝑡𝑘), and 𝑡𝑘 = max{𝜏 |𝜏 ≤ 𝑡 − 1, 𝑘 ∈ Π(𝜏)} is the
last time when device 𝑘 was scheduled.

The processing time of one iteration depends on the la-
tency of each scheduled device, which is affected by the
allocated CPU frequency, transmit power, and bandwidth.
However, these decisions also affect the energy consumption.

3In practice, data labeling may require some processing time, which is not
taken into account in our framework since we focus on the computation and
communication tradeoff.

4The design of K 𝑓 (𝑡 ) will be explained in Section IV.
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:   :
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(line 16-17)

:

Model update

transmission

with         ,
(line 18-20)

devices
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⋮

Device scheduling

w/ CPU frequency

Local training

infeasible

→ dropped

:

Fig. 1: The procedure of solving (P0) and the execution timeline in the 𝑡-th iteration. The server first computes Π∗ (𝑡) and
𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡) to initiate the local training process. Before the server conducts model aggregation, a feasible subset Π̄(𝑡) ⊆ Π∗ (𝑡) is

determined by checking the transmission time budget 𝑇rd−𝑇cmp
𝑘
(𝑡),∀𝑘 . Accordingly 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡) and 𝑃∗

𝑘
(𝑡), ∀𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡), are optimized

for the update transmission.

For example, allocating higher CPU frequency leads to faster
local training, but with increased energy consumption. To
balance the energy-latency tradeoff, we formulate a long-term
stochastic optimization problem as follows:

(P0) maximize lim sup
𝑇→∞

1
𝑇

𝑇∑︁
𝑡=1
E


∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝐼𝑘
(
𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)

) ,
(11a)

subject to lim sup
𝑇→∞

1
𝑇

𝑇∑︁
𝑡=1
E [𝐸𝑘 (𝑡)] ≤ 𝐸avg

𝑘
,∀𝑘 (11b)

𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑃max
𝑘 ,∀𝑘,∀𝑡 (11c)

𝑓𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑓 max
𝑘 (𝑡),∀𝑘,∀𝑡 (11d)

𝑇𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑇rd,∀𝑘,∀𝑡 (11e)∑︁
𝑗∈Π (𝑡 )

𝜌 𝑗 (𝑡) = 1,∀𝑡 (11f)

Π(𝑡) ⊆ K 𝑓 (𝑡) ⊆ K,∀𝑡. (11g)

In every iteration 𝑡, the decision variables are
• Π(𝑡): scheduled device set for the current round of

training;
• 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡): allocated CPU cycle frequency for local training

at each scheduled device 𝑘 ∈ Π(𝑡);
• 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡): fraction of bandwidth allocated for model trans-

mission from device 𝑘;
• 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡): transmit power of device 𝑘 .

The expectations are taken over the randomness in data
generation, computing capability, and wireless link quality.
Each device has a long-term average energy constraint as in
(11b); 𝑃max

𝑘
denotes the maximum transmit power; 𝑓 max

𝑘
(𝑡)

represents the maximum available computation capacity;5 the
latency constraint (11e) assures that every global iteration can
be completed within a certain time window.

5 𝑓max
𝑘
(𝑡 ) varies over time according to the activity level of device 𝑘 in

iteration 𝑡 .

IV. DYNAMIC SCHEDULING AND RESOURCE ALLOCATION
ALGORITHM

We use the Lyapunov optimization framework to solve (P0)
[46]. The time-average constraint in (11b) is transformed into
a queue stability problem by introducing a virtual queue 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)
for each device 𝑘 , which evolves over iterations as

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡 + 1) = max
[
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡) + 𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) − 𝐸avg

𝑘
, 0

]
. (12)

Here, 𝑠𝑘 (𝑡) = 1 when device 𝑘 is scheduled, i.e., 𝑘 ∈ Π(𝑡);
otherwise, 𝑠𝑘 (𝑡) = 0. The Lyapunov function and one-step
Lyapunov drift with respect to 𝑸(𝑡) = [𝑄1 (𝑡), ..., 𝑄𝐾 (𝑡)] are
defined as L(𝑸(𝑡)) = 1

2
∑𝐾
𝑘=1𝑄

2
𝑘
(𝑡) and

Δ(𝑸(𝑡)) = E [L(𝑸(𝑡 + 1)) − L(𝑸(𝑡)) |𝑸(𝑡)] . (13)

The drift-plus-penalty (DPP) is given as

Δ(𝑸(𝑡)) −𝑉E
[
𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)) |𝑸(𝑡)
]
, (14)

where 𝑉 > 0 is a constant parameter that balances the tradeoff
between queue stability and objective optimization. By the
principle of minimizing an upper bound of (14), (P0) can be
transformed into

(P1) minimize
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

[
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) −𝑉𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡))

]
(15)

subject to (11c)–(11g).

More details of this transformation can be found in Appendix
A. Compared to the original long-term time-average formu-
lation in (P0), the transformed problem allows us to make
sequential decisions by only solving per-iteration optimization
problems.

Note that the instantaneous channel coefficient 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) may
vary within one iteration, but the large-scale fading coefficient
𝛽𝑘 is relatively stable along the entire process. Hence, we
use 𝛽𝑘 to solve the optimization problem at the scheduling
phase, while at the aggregation phase the knowledge of 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡)
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is acquired for optimizing the allocation of communication
resources (𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) and 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)). In other words, in every iteration
𝑡, the server obtains the solution of (P1) and makes the
decisions in two stages: 1) the scheduling decision and CPU
frequency adjustment (Sec. IV-A), which occurs before local
training; 2) the allocation of bandwidth and transmit power
(Sec. IV-B), which occurs after local training and before up-
date transmission. At the second stage, with the knowledge of
channel state information, those devices incapable of satisfying
the latency requirement (11e) will be dropped from model
aggregation.

Remark 1. The two-stage optimization is commonly adopted
when the original function is difficult to optimize directly (see,
e.g., [9], [35]). The solutions can be efficiently computed but
not necessarily optimal.

In the remainder of this section, we provide details on how
to obtain the resource allocation decisions by solving (P1), and
summarize the algorithm at the end of the section. A high-level
flowchart and the notations are presented in Fig. 1 and Tab. II
respectively.

A. Scheduling Phase: Determine Π∗ (𝑡) and 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)

Before local training, the server needs to make decisions
on which devices can participate in the current round of
training and which CPU frequency should be allocated for
computing local model updates. To handle the constraints
(11c), (11e), and (11f) concerning unknown channel state
information 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) and resource allocation decisions 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) and
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡), the following measures are taken:
• Set 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑃max

𝑘
. Since (15) increases with 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡),

minimizing an upper bound on (15) provides a sub-
optimal solution of (P1).6

• Set 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) = 1/𝜁 such that (11f) is satisfied, where 𝜁 is
the number of scheduled devices.

• Define a surrogate rate function

𝑅̃𝑘 (𝑡) =
𝛾𝐵

𝜁
log2

(
1 +

𝑃max
𝑘

𝛽𝑘𝜁

𝐵𝑁0

)
,

which will be inserted into (7) to compute device latency
𝑇𝑘 (𝑡) and check if the constraint in (11e) is satisfied. This
function is obtained by considering E[|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2] = 𝛽𝑘 and
applying a scaling factor 𝛾 ≤ 1. A lower value of 𝛾
reserves more time for the update transmission.

Then, (P1) is re-arranged as

minimize
Π (𝑡 ) , 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

[
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝜆𝑐 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡)2 −𝑉𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡))

+
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃max

𝑘
𝑆𝜁

𝛾𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
𝛽𝑘 𝜁

𝐵𝑁0

) ]
,

subject to Π(𝑡) ⊆ K 𝑓 (𝑡) ⊆ K,
𝑓𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑓 max

𝑘 (𝑡), ∀𝑘 ∈ Π(𝑡),
𝑐

𝑓𝑘 (𝑡)
+ 𝑆𝜁

𝛾𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
𝛽𝑘 𝜁

𝐵𝑁0

) ≤ 𝑇rd.

(16)

6See Appendix B for the proof of the increasing property.

Since the objective increases with 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡), and (16) gives a lower
bound on 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡), we obtain the optimal CPU frequency as

𝑓𝑘 (𝑡, 𝛾) ≜ 𝑐/
𝑇rd −

𝑆𝜁

𝛾𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
𝛽𝑘 𝜁

𝐵𝑁0

) 
when 0 < 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡, 𝛾) ≤ 𝑓 max

𝑘
(𝑡). An infeasible 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡, 𝛾) indicates

that the latency constraint in (11e) might be violated due to
large transmission delay. We define the frequency-optimized
set as

K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) = {𝑘 |0 < 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡, 𝛾) ≤ 𝑓 max
𝑘 (𝑡), 𝑘 ∈ K}. (17)

To avoid an overly small candidate set K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) for device
scheduling, which might lead to biased learning outcomes, we
impose an additional constraint on the size of feasible device
set. Specifically,

K 𝑓 (𝑡) =
{
K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾), |K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) | ≥ 𝜖𝜁
{𝑘 | 𝑐

𝑓 max
𝑘
(𝑡 ) ≤ 𝑇rd, 𝑘 ∈ K}, otherwise,

(18)

with CPU frequencies, ∀𝑘 ∈ K 𝑓 (𝑡),

𝑓 ∗𝑘 (𝑡) =
{
𝑓𝑘 (𝑡, 𝛾), |K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) | ≥ 𝜖𝜁
𝑓 max
𝑘
(𝑡), otherwise.

(19)

Here, 𝜖 ≥ 1 guarantees a sufficiently large frequency-
optimized set K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) for device scheduling. When |K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾) |
is too small, as shown in (18) and (19), a larger set of
devices capable of completing local training in time is selected,
with maximum CPU frequencies. Note that the choice of 𝛾
affects the feasibility of frequency optimization, as for any
𝛾1 ≤ 𝛾2, K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾1) ⊆ K̃ 𝑓 (𝑡, 𝛾2). Therefore, the choice of 𝛾
involves a trade-off between reserving more time for update
transmission and optimizing CPU frequencies. Finally, we
obtain the scheduling decision as

Π∗ (𝑡) = arg min
Π (𝑡 )⊆K 𝑓 (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝜉𝑘 (𝑡), (20)

where

𝜉𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝜆𝑐 𝑓 ∗𝑘 (𝑡)
2+

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃max
𝑘
𝑆𝜁

𝛾𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
𝛽𝑘 𝜁

𝐵𝑁0

) −𝑉𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)).
(21)

Finally, the scheduling decision Π∗ (𝑡) is obtained by collecting
𝜁 devices with the smallest values of 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡).

Remark 2. The intuition behind the scheduling policy pre-
sented in (20) and (21) is that those devices with higher data
importance value (larger 𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)) and under-consumed
energy (smaller virtual queue size 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)) will be prioritized.
Larger 𝑉 puts more weight on the data importance value in
the scheduling decision.

B. Aggregation Phase: Determine 𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡) and 𝑃∗

𝑘
(𝑡)

After local training, the server needs to determine the
allocated bandwidth and transmit power for each participating
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TABLE II: Summary of parameters in the system, for device 𝑘 and iteration 𝑡 if specified.

Notation Definition Notation Definition
K/K 𝑓 (𝑡 ) device set / feasible set for scheduling 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 )/𝑃max

𝑘
allocated / maximum transmit power

S𝑘 (𝑡 ) training data set 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡 ) virtual queue of energy dissipation
B𝑘 (𝑡 ) newly arrived data 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 ) allocated bandwidth fraction
𝜽 (𝑡 ) global model 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡 ) optimized 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 )

△𝜽𝑘 (𝑡 ) local model update 𝑐 required CPU cycles for local training
𝑓𝑘 (𝑡 )/ 𝑓max

𝑘
(𝑡 ) allocated / maximum CPU frequency 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) channel coefficient

𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡 ) optimized 𝑓𝑘 (𝑡 ) 𝛽𝑘 expected power of 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 )

Π (𝑡 )/𝜁 scheduled device set / |Π (𝑡 ) | 𝜆 coefficient of energy consumption
Π∗ (𝑡 )/Π̄ (𝑡 ) optimized Π (𝑡 ) / feasible set for aggregation 𝑇rd time limit of one iteration
𝐸𝑘 (𝑡 ) energy consumption 𝑁0 noise power spectral density
𝐸

cmp
𝑘
(𝑡 ) computation energy consumption 𝑅𝑘 (𝑡 ) transmission rate

𝐸tr
𝑘
(𝑡 ) transmission energy consumption 𝐼𝑘 (𝑡 , K 𝑓 (𝑡 ) ) data importance metric

𝑇𝑘 (𝑡 ) time spent in the current iteration 𝒙/𝒚𝑘 feature vector of existing/new data
𝑇

cmp
𝑘
(𝑡 ) time for model update computation 𝛾 time-reserve scaling for transmission

𝑇 tr
𝑘
(𝑡 ) time for model update transmission 𝜖 scaling for frequency optimization

𝐸
avg
𝑘

time-average energy budget 𝑅̃𝑘 (𝑡 ) surrogate transmission rate
𝐵 total bandwidth 𝑆 model size (number of bits)

device. Given the scheduling decision Π∗ (𝑡) and CPU fre-
quency 𝑓 ∗

𝑘
(𝑡), with the channel state information 𝑔𝑘 (𝑡), (P1)

can be re-arranged as

(P2) minimize
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,

𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)𝑆

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ,
s.t.

∑︁
𝑗∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

𝜌 𝑗 (𝑡) = 1, ∀𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡), 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑃max
𝑘 ,

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |

2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

)
≥

𝑆 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)

𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝑇rd − 𝑐

. (22)

Note that (P2) is convex on the feasible domain of 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡), but
not convex on 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡).7 Recall that the objective is an increasing
function of 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡). Thus, we form a convex problem from (P2)
by minimizing an upper bound on the objective evaluated at
𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑃max

𝑘
and obtain the following problem

minimize
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃max
𝑘
𝑆

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ,
subject to

∑︁
𝑗∈Π∗ (𝑡 )

𝜌 𝑗 (𝑡) = 1, ∀𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡)

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 +

𝑃max
𝑘
|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

)
≥

𝑆 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)

𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝑇rd − 𝑐

. (23)

For any device 𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡), we can obtain a lower bound
of 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) from (23), denoted as 𝜌min

𝑘
(𝑡). Then, there exists no

feasible solution if
∑
𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 ) 𝜌

min
𝑘
(𝑡) > 1. This lower bound

is the minimum required bandwidth to satisfy the latency
constraint and it can be explicitly derived as8

𝜌min
𝑘 (𝑡) =

−𝐶𝑘𝑃max
𝑘
|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2

𝐵𝑁0
[
𝑊−1 (−𝐶𝑘𝑒−𝐶𝑘 ) + 𝐶𝑘

] , (24)

where

𝐶𝑘 =
𝑆 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝑁0 ln 2

|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2𝑃max
𝑘
[ 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝑇rd − 𝑐]

,

7See Appendix C for details.
8See Appendix D for details.

and 𝑊−1 (𝜓) is the Lambert W function that satisfies
𝑊−1 (𝜓)𝑒𝑊−1 (𝜓) = 𝜓. We define Π̄(𝑡) as the feasible device
set, initialized as Π∗ (𝑡). If

∑
𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 ) 𝜌

min
𝑘
(𝑡) > 1, we recursively

remove one device from Π̄(𝑡) with maximum 𝜌min
𝑘
(𝑡) until∑

𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 ) 𝜌
min
𝑘
(𝑡) ≤ 1. The idea is to remove the fewest devices

for a feasible solution, as more participating devices usually
lead to better learning performance. Then, we obtain a feasible
solution 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡) by solving

(P3) minimize
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 )

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃max
𝑘
𝑆

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃max

𝑘
|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ,
subject to

∑︁
𝑗∈Π̄ (𝑡 )

𝜌 𝑗 (𝑡) = 1, (23), ∀𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡)

via the barrier method, using the log barrier for (23) followed
by Newton’s method for minimization [47].

Based on the feasible device subset Π̄(𝑡), allocated CPU
frequency 𝑓 ∗

𝑘
(𝑡), and bandwidth faction 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡) obtained from

(P3), the only remaining part in (P2) is the transmit power
allocation problem, which can be written as

minimize
𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 )

∑︁
𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 )

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)𝑆

𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ,
subject to

𝑐

𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡) +

𝑆

𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ≤ 𝑇rd,

(25)
𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) ≤ 𝑃max

𝑘 , ∀𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡).

Since the objective increases with 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) and (25) gives a lower
bound on 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡), we obtain

𝑃∗𝑘 (𝑡) =
𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2
(
2𝐷𝑘 (𝑡 ) − 1

)
, (26)

where 𝐷𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝑆/
[ (
𝑇rd − 𝑐/ 𝑓 ∗𝑘 (𝑡)

)
𝜌∗
𝑘
(𝑡)𝐵

]
.
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Algorithm 1 Learning-aware dynamic resource management

1: Obtain 𝑓 max
𝑘
(𝑡), 𝑃max

𝑘
, S𝑘 (𝑡), 𝛽𝑘 , 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡), 𝐸avg

𝑘
, ∀𝑘 ∈ K, 𝛾,

𝑐, 𝑉 , 𝑇rd, 𝑆, 𝐵, 𝜆, 𝑁0, 𝜁 , 𝜽 (𝑡);
2: Determine scheduling policy Π∗ (𝑡) by computing (20),

with CPU frequency 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡) computed from (19).

3: Server broadcast 𝜽 (𝑡) to the set of scheduled devices
Π∗ (𝑡).

4: for all device 𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡) do in parallel
5: Compute △𝜽𝑘 (𝑡) with CPU frequency 𝑓 ∗

𝑘
(𝑡).

6: end for
7: while {𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡)} is available do
8: Compute 𝜌min

𝑘
(𝑡) in (24), ∀𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡)

9: Π̄(𝑡) ← Π∗ (𝑡)
10: while

∑
𝑘∈Π̄ (𝑡 ) 𝜌

min
𝑘
(𝑡) > 1 do

11: 𝑗 = arg max{𝜌min
𝑘
(𝑡) |𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡)}

12: Π̄(𝑡) = Π̄(𝑡) \ 𝑗
13: end while
14: break
15: end while
16: Determine bandwidth fraction 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡) by solving (P3).

17: Compute transmit power 𝑃∗
𝑘
(𝑡) from (26).

18: for all device 𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡) do in parallel
19: Transmit △𝜽𝑘 (𝑡) to the server with 𝜌∗

𝑘
(𝑡) and 𝑃∗

𝑘
(𝑡).

20: end for
21: Update 𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) according to (3) with Π(𝑡) = Π̄(𝑡).
22: Update 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡),∀𝑘 ∈ K according to (12) and (27).

After the model transmission and aggregation, the server
updates the energy queues {𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)}𝑘∈K according to (12), with

𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) =


𝐸

cmp
𝑘
(𝑡), 𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡) \ Π̄(𝑡)

𝐸
cmp
𝑘
(𝑡) + 𝐸 tr

𝑘
(𝑡), 𝑘 ∈ Π̄(𝑡)

0, otherwise.
(27)

The updated queue size will affect the scheduling and resource
allocation decisions in the next iteration. For instance, a device
with a larger queue size will be less likely to be scheduled in
the following iterations.

The entire decision-making process for the proposed dy-
namic resource management design is summarized in Algo-
rithm 1.

V. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

To simplify the notation in the analysis, we let 𝐹𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽) ≜

𝐹𝑘 (𝜽;S𝑘 (𝑡)) be the 𝑘-th local loss function evaluated at the
dataset S𝑘 (𝑡), and 𝐹𝑡 (𝜽) ≜ ∑

𝑘∈K
|S𝑘 (𝑡 ) |

|∪ 𝑗∈KS 𝑗 (𝑡 ) | 𝐹
𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽) be the

global loss function. Also, we define 𝐹𝑡 ,∗ = min𝜽 𝐹𝑡 (𝜽) with
the corresponding optimizer 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗; similarily, 𝐹𝑡 ,∗

𝑘
= min𝜽 𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽)

with the optimizer 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘

. To facilitate analysis, we assume
single-step SGD, i.e., △𝜽𝑘 (𝑡) = −𝛼∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 )⊆S𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,∀𝑘 ,
with 𝛼 as the learning rate and 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡) as the mini-batch. We
introduce the following definition and assumptions:9

9In the following, | | · | | refers to | | · | |2.

Definition 1. (Data heterogeneity level): For a device subset
Π ⊆ K and

∑
𝑘∈Π 𝑤𝑘 = 1, we define, for any 𝑡,

Γ𝑡1 (Π) = 𝐹
𝑡 ,∗ −

∑︁
𝑘∈Π

𝑤𝑘𝐹
𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
,

Γ𝑡2 (Π) = 𝐹
𝑡 ,∗ −

∑︁
𝑘∈Π

𝑤𝑘𝐹
𝑡
𝑘

(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

)
.

Assumption 1. (Smoothness): Each local loss function
𝐹𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽),∀𝑘,∀𝑡 is 𝐿-smooth, i.e., ∀𝜽1, 𝜽2 ∈ R𝑑 ,

| |∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽1) − ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2) | | ≤ 𝐿 | |𝜽1 − 𝜽2 | |,

or equivalently,

𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽1) − 𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2) ≤ ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2)𝑇 (𝜽1 − 𝜽2) +
𝐿

2
| |𝜽1 − 𝜽2 | |2.

Assumption 2. (Strong convexity): Each local loss function
𝐹𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽),∀𝑘,∀𝑡 is 𝜇-strongly-convex, i.e., ∀𝜽1, 𝜽2 ∈ R𝑑 ,

𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽1) − 𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2) ≥ ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2)𝑇 (𝜽1 − 𝜽2) +
𝜇

2
| |𝜽1 − 𝜽2 | |2.

Assumption 3. (First and second moment constraint): ∀𝜽 ∈
R𝑑 , the stochastic gradient ∇𝐹𝑡

𝑘
(𝜽) | 𝜉⊆S𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,∀𝑘,∀𝑡 satisfies

E𝜉⊆S𝑘 (𝑡 )
[
∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽) | 𝜉

]
= ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽) ,

E𝜉⊆S𝑘 (𝑡 )
[
| |∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽) | 𝜉 | |

2] ≤ 𝐶1 | |∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽) | |
2 + 𝐶2,

for some 𝐶1 ≥ 1 and 𝐶2 ≥ 0.

Assumption 4. (Bounded optimizer drift): The optimizers of
𝐹𝑡−1 and 𝐹𝑡 , ∀𝑡 = 1, 2, ..., satisfy, for some function 𝑀 (𝑡),

| |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | ≤ 𝑀 (𝑡). (28)

Assumption 5. (Bounded local optimizers): The local opti-
mizers satisfy | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

𝑘
| | ≤ Λ𝑘 ,∀𝑡, for some Λ𝑘 > 0, ∀𝑘 ∈ K.

Remark 3. We prove in Appendix E that under Assumptions
1, 2, 5, we have | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | ≤ max𝑘∈K Λ𝑘𝐿/𝜇,∀𝑡. Since | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

𝑘
| |,∀𝑘

and | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | are uniformly bounded and K is a finite set, there
exist non-negative 𝜑1 and 𝜑2 such that for any Π ⊆ K, ∀𝑡,

|Γ𝑡1 (Π) | ≤ 𝜑1, (29)

|Γ𝑡2 (Π) | ≤ 𝜑2. (30)

A. Convergence Results

Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1-5, with 𝑀 (𝑡) = 𝑚
𝑡+1 for

some 𝑚 > 0, if the learning rate satisfies{
𝛼 < min

[
𝜇

4(𝐶1−1)𝐿2 ,
1
𝐿

]
, if 𝐶1 ≠ 1,

𝛼 < 1/𝐿, otherwise,

the following result holds for 𝑡0 > ⌊𝑚⌋,

E
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
≤ 𝜅𝑡−𝑡0+1𝑡0 ,𝑡

| |𝜽 (𝑡0) − 𝜽 𝑡0−1,∗ | |2

+ 3𝑚𝐶4

𝑡∑︁
𝑖=𝑡0

𝜅𝑡−𝑖
𝑡0+1,𝑡
𝑖 + 1

+
𝐶3

(
1 − 𝜅𝑡−𝑡0+1

𝑡0+1,𝑡

)
1 − 𝜅𝑡0+1,𝑡

,
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where for 𝑡1, 𝑡2 > 0, 𝜅𝑡1 ,𝑡2 = 1
|𝑡2−𝑡1 |+1

∑max(𝑡1 ,𝑡2 )
𝑡=min(𝑡1 ,𝑡2 ) 𝜅(𝑡),

𝜅(𝑡) = 𝐶4 (1 + 2𝑀 (𝑡)),

𝐶4 = 1 − 𝜇𝛼 + 2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2𝛼2 < 1,

𝐶3 = 𝛼Ω + 𝛼2
(
𝐶2 +

2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2Ω

𝜇

)
,

Ω = 2(𝜑1 + 𝜑2) and E[·] is total expectation over Π( 𝑗),
{𝜉𝑘 ( 𝑗) |𝑘 ∈ Π( 𝑗)}, and 𝜽 ( 𝑗), 𝑗 = 𝑡0, ..., 𝑡. The proof is given
in Appendix F.

Lemma 1. With 0 < 𝜅 < 1,
∑𝑡
𝑖=1

𝜅 𝑡−𝑖

𝑖+1 → 0 when 𝑡 → ∞. The
proof is given in Appendix G.

Remark 4. E
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
converges when 𝜅(𝑡0) < 1

(implying 𝜅𝑡0 ,𝑡 , 𝜅𝑡0+1,𝑡 < 1,∀𝑡 ≥ 𝑡0). By selecting 𝜗, 0 ≤ 𝜗 < 1,
and taking

𝑡0 > max
(
⌊𝑚⌋ ,

⌊
2𝑚𝐶4

(1 − 𝐶4) (1 − 𝜗)

⌋)
,

we guarantee that 𝜅(𝑡0) < 1−𝜗(1−𝐶4), such that the sequence
converges with a contraction factor controlled by 𝜗.10 Together
with Lemma 1, we have

lim
𝑡→∞
E

[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
≤ 𝐶3

1 − 𝐶4

=
Ω + 𝛼(𝐶2 + 2(𝐶1−1)𝐿2Ω

𝜇
)

𝜇 − 2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2𝛼
.

Because of the sampling noise, the bound does not vanish even
with i.i.d. training data and full device participation (Ω =

0 yields 𝐶2 · 𝛼

𝜇−2(𝐶1−1)𝐿2𝛼
). This is commonly observed in

fixed-learning-rate schemes [48]. A smaller 𝛼 gives a tighter
asymptotic bound, but slows the contraction per iteration, as
𝐶4, 𝜅𝑡0 ,𝑡 , 𝜅𝑡0+1,𝑡 become larger.

Remark 5. Suppose that the FL performance is evaluated
at iteration 𝑡, with the entire training data denoted by S(𝑡) ≜∑
𝑘∈K S𝑘 (𝑡). Then, for any 𝑡 < 𝑡, a higher level of resemblance

between the exploited data set S̄(𝑡) ≜ {S𝑘 (𝑖) |𝑘 ∈ Π(𝑖), 𝑖 =
1, ..., 𝑡} and S(𝑡) intuitively leads to a smaller | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |
and thus potentially a lower or more aggressively decaying
𝑀 (𝑡). This results in smaller 𝜅𝑡0 ,𝑡 and 𝜅𝑡0+1,𝑡 , making the
bound contract faster over the iterations and thus accelerating
the convergence. This motivates us to prioritize devices with
more newly arrived and heterogeneous data, as the size of the
undiscovered data set, |S(𝑡)\S̄(𝑡) |, is significantly reduced at
every iteration.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

We simulate a system of 𝐾 = {40, 25} devices with training
data from MNIST and CIFAR-10 [49], [50]. The goal is
to train a 𝑑-dimensional convolutional neural network for
performing image classification tasks. The system parameters
are set as follows.
• (Training data distribution) 60000 data samples are dis-

tributed evenly to the devices, i.e., |∪𝑡B𝑘 (𝑡) | = 60000/𝐾 .

10With larger value of 𝜗, the contraction starts after a larger number of
initial iteration 𝑡0.

TABLE III: System parameters

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Bandwidth 𝐵 10MHz noise power 𝑁0 10−17 W

power coefficient 𝜆 10−25 model size 𝑆 32𝑑
average energy 𝐸avg

𝑘
, ∀𝑘 1 J 𝑇rd(MNIST) 5 sec

trade-off scaling 𝑉 50 𝑇rd(CIFAR-10) 10 sec

For the i.i.d. case, the samples are randomly allocated to
all the devices without replacement, while for the non-
i.i.d. case, each device contains up to 3 unique digits.

• (Streaming data generation) Denote by 𝑇tot the entire
execution time of the FL system. The data samples
arrive in the order of digit, and the first arriving digit
is randomly picked at each device. The amount of new
arrivals in each iteration is either uniform, or fitted by
truncated Poisson or truncated Gaussian distribution with
mean value 𝜇𝑘 ∼ U(0, 𝑇tot) and a clipping range [0, 𝑇tot].

• CPU frequency limit 𝑓 max
𝑘
(𝑡) ∼ U(0.02, 1.5) GHz.

• Maximum transmit power 𝑃max
𝑘
∼ U(10dBm, 30dBm).

• The devices are randomly placed in a disc of radius 1 km
centered at the server. We model 𝛽𝑘 as 𝑟−4

𝑘
, where 𝑟𝑘 is

the distance between device 𝑘 and the server.
• Constant parameters are listed in Table III.

A. Learning Performance and System Efficiency

First, we demonstrate the performance gain of our design in
both learning and energy efficiency under a per-iteration time
constraint 𝑇rd. A baseline method for performance comparison
is random scheduling. Among all devices that can finish local
computation in time, i.e., 𝑓 max

𝑘
(𝑡) ≥ 𝑐/𝑇rd, a subset of them

will be randomly chosen for participating in the current round.
During model transmission, all devices use full transmit power
𝑃max
𝑘

and uniform bandwidth allocation with 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) = 1/𝜁 .
Those who fail to complete transmission in the remaining time
𝑇rd − 𝑇cmp

𝑘
(𝑡) will be dropped from model aggregation.

The comparisons of test accuracy and average energy con-
sumption between our proposed and baseline methods are
shown in Figs. 2-4 respectively, for both MNIST (i.i.d. and
non-i.i.d.) and CIFAR-10 (non-i.i.d.), with truncated Gaussian
arrival pattern.11 Similarly, Figs. 5 and 6 show the testing
loss comparison with uniform and truncated Poisson arrival
patterns. In general, our proposed design achieves better learn-
ing performance than the baseline under the same scheduling
ratio. This learning performance gain is more significant with
a lower scheduling rate and more imbalanced data arrivals.
More importantly, as shown in Figs. 3 and 6, our method
attains to the least 81% reduction in terms of average energy
consumption. The baseline result with 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05 and the
proposed with 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.35 are also provided in both figures to
demonstrate the large learning performance gain of our method
when the energy consumption of both methods is at a similar
level.

11The i.i.d. case of CIFAR-10 gives the same remarks as those of the non-
i.i.d case and thus is omitted. Moreover, as the results of CIFAR-10 align
with those of MNIST, for the remaining experiments we only use MNIST.
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Fig. 2: Test accuracy of the proposed (’prop’) and the baseline (’rdm’) methods with truncated Gaussian data arrival pattern.
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Fig. 3: Average energy consumption of the proposed (’prop’) and the baseline (’rdm’) methods with truncated Gaussian data
arrival pattern.

B. Effectiveness of the Data Importance Metric

To validate the appropriateness of our proposed data impor-
tance metric in (10), we show the performance comparison
with some alternative metrics, including:12

•
∑
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) log(1 + |S𝑘 (𝑡) |), [23].

•
∑
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) |S𝑘 (𝑡) |, [10].

The feature vectors 𝒙 and 𝒚𝑘 in (10) are computed based on
the digit-label collection of the training data. As illustrated in
Fig. 7, our method gives a clear testing loss improvement over
the entire training process and better test accuracy at the later
iterations compared to the two alternative designs proposed

12For this part of simulation, the scaling 𝑉 is kept sufficiently large to
reduce the influence from the energy efficiency perspective.

in [10], [23].13 This highlights the importance of taking into
account the statistics of newly arrived data in quantifying data
importance, rather than the quantity of accumulated data as
considered in the alternative methods.

C. Impact of Scaling Factor 𝛾

In the model aggregation phase, a device will be dropped if
it cannot satisfy the latency constraint. This device dropping
effect may cause degraded learning performance and wasted
energy, and it can be mitigated by adjusting the scaling
factor 𝛾. Compared to adopting the maximum CPU frequency
𝑓 max
𝑘
(𝑡), which leads to faster computation and more time

13Note that due to the difference in optimization framework, only the data
importance metrics in [10], [23] are applied in the simulations.
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Fig. 4: Test accuracy and average energy consumption of the proposed (’prop’) and the baseline (’rdm’) methods for CIFAR-10
(non-i.i.d.) with truncated Gaussian data arrival pattern.
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Fig. 5: Testing loss comparison between the proposed (’prop’) and the baseline (’rdm’) methods with uniformly random (’uni’)
and truncated Poisson (’ps’) data arrival patterns.

0 10 20 30 40
10−0.5

100

100.5

Global iteration (𝑡)

A
ve

ra
ge
𝐸
𝑘
(𝑡)

rdm, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.075 prop, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.075 rdm, ps, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.075 prop, ps,𝜁/𝐾 = 0.075
rdm, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05 prop, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.35 Mean:prop, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.35 Mean:rdm, uni, 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05

(a) i.i.d.

0 10 20 30 40

10−0.5

100

100.5

Global iteration (𝑡)

A
ve

ra
ge
𝐸
𝑘
(𝑡)

(b) non-i.i.d.

Fig. 6: Average energy consumption comparison between the proposed (’prop’) and the baseline (’rdm’) methods with uniformly
random (’uni’) and truncated Poisson (’ps’) data arrival patterns.



11

0 10 20 30 40

20

40

60

Global iteration (𝑡)

Te
st

ac
cu

ra
cy

(%
)

prop: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05 prop: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.1 [10]: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05 [10]: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.1
[23]: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.05 [23]: 𝜁/𝐾 = 0.1

0 10 20 30 40

2

4

6

Global iteration (𝑡)

Te
st

in
g

lo
ss

Fig. 7: Learning performance comparisons between different learning-optimization objectives, where each device has up to 2
unique digits.
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Fig. 8: The impact of 𝛾 on the performance of learning efficiency, compared with the baseline random scheduling. Truncated
normal distributed timings, 𝑇rd = 1.4 seconds, 𝐵 = 3 MHz, and 𝜁/K = 0.05 are adopted.

for update transmission, our optimized 𝑓 ∗
𝑘
(𝑡) ≤ 𝑓 max

𝑘
(𝑡) has

a higher chance of device dropping because of the longer
computation latency. With various choices of 𝛾, resulting in
varying 𝑓 ∗

𝑘
(𝑡), the test accuracy of the proposed method and

the random baseline is shown in Fig. 8. With a smaller 𝛾, our
proposed method can have a lower device dropping rate than
the baseline, and therefore higher test accuracy is achieved.
However, adopting an overly small 𝛾 drastically decreases the
size of frequency-optimized set K̃ 𝑓 as defined in (17). Then,
according to our design in (18), the feasible set will become
the same as in the baseline case. As verified in Figs. (9a)
and (9b) for the i.i.d. case, we observe that the frequency
optimization rates decrease and the device dropping rates
resurge when 𝛾 decreases to an overly small level. Moreover, a
smaller 𝛾 also raises the minimum requirement of computing
capability. A higher frequency will thus be adopted for each

scheduled device and the energy consumption increases, as
shown in Fig. (9c). To summarize, introducing 𝛾 is essential
in the proposed scheme to overcome the device dropping issue,
and the choice of 𝛾 should strike a balance between improved
learning performance and energy efficiency.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We propose a dynamic resource management design for
FEEL systems with randomly arriving data samples and long-
term energy constraints. Our design takes into account the ran-
domness and importance of data arrivals, as well as the time-
varying resource availability in device scheduling and resource
allocation decisions. Using the Lyapunov DPP framework,
our proposed two-stage solution determines, in every global
iteration, the device scheduling decision along with CPU
frequency adjustment, followed by the allocation of bandwidth
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Fig. 9: Performance analysis of the proposed method with different 𝛾 and the baseline.

and transmit power. The proposed design demonstrates clear
advantages in reducing energy consumption while achieving
better learning performance compared to alternative methods
that ignore the system dynamics.

APPENDIX

A. Formulation of (P1)
By plugging (12) into (13), we have

Δ(𝑸(𝑡)) = E
[

1
2

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

[
𝑄2
𝑘 (𝑡 + 1) −𝑄2

𝑘 (𝑡)
]
|𝑸(𝑡)

]
≤ 𝐷 + E

[
𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)
(
𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) − 𝐸avg

𝑘

)
|𝑸(𝑡)

]
,

(31)

where 𝐷 = 1
2
∑𝐾
𝑘=1

[
(𝐸max
𝑘
)2 + (𝐸avg

𝑘
)2

]
, and 𝐸max

𝑘
is the

maximum energy consumption of device 𝑘 in any iteration.
The drift-plus-penalty, given as

Δ(𝑸(𝑡)) −𝑉E
[
𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡)) |𝑸(𝑡)
]
,

is bounded by the following quantity

E

{
𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

[
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐸𝑘 (𝑡) −𝑉𝑠𝑘 (𝑡)𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡))

]
|𝑸(𝑡)

}
+ 𝐷 −

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝐸
avg
𝑘
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡). (32)

By greedily minimizing the term inside the conditional expec-
tation in every time slot, we have (15) as the per-slot objective.

B. The Increasing Property of (15)
Denote by 𝑔(𝑷(𝑡)) the rewritten form of (15),

Υ(𝑷(𝑡)) =
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

[
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝜆𝑐 𝑓 2

𝑘 (𝑡) −𝑉𝐼𝑘 (𝑡;K 𝑓 (𝑡))

+ 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)𝑆

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡 ) |2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡 )𝐵𝑁0

) ]
,

with 𝑷(𝑡) = {𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)}𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) . Then, Υ increases with 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) since

𝜕Υ

𝜕𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)
=

𝑦 [(1 + 𝑥) ln(1 + 𝑥) − 𝑥]
(1 + 𝑥) ln(1 + 𝑥) log2 (1 + 𝑥)

≥ 0,

where

𝑥 = 𝑧𝑃𝑘 (𝑡), 𝑦 =
𝑄𝑘 (𝑡)𝑆
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵

, 𝑧 =
|𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2
𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

. (33)

C. Convexity Check of (P2)
Define W(𝝆(𝑡), 𝑷(𝑡)) as the objective function of (P2)

with 𝝆(𝑡) = {𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)}𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 ) and 𝑷(𝑡) = {𝑃𝑘 (𝑡)}𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 ) . Then,
𝜕2W

𝜕𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 )𝜕𝑃𝑗 (𝑡 ) = 0,∀𝑘 ≠ 𝑗 , and

𝜕2W
𝜕𝑃2

𝑘
(𝑡)

=
𝑦𝑧 [− (2 + 𝑥) ln(1 + 𝑥) + 2𝑥] ln 2

(1 + 𝑥)2 (ln(1 + 𝑥))3
, (34)

where 𝑥, 𝑦, and 𝑧 are defined in (33). Since 𝑥 ≥ 0, the term
in the brackets of (34) is non-positive, and thus 𝜕2W

𝜕𝑃2
𝑘
(𝑡 ) ≤ 0.

Hence, the Hessian of 𝑤 w.r.t. 𝑷(𝑡) is not positive semi-
definite, and thus W is not convex on 𝑷(𝑡).

To proveW is convex on 𝝆(𝑡), defineW𝑘 as the summand
in W, i.e., W =

∑
𝑘∈Π∗ (𝑡 )W𝑘 ; G(𝜎) ≜ 𝑄𝑘 (𝑡 )𝑃𝑘 (𝑡 )𝑆

𝐵𝜎
and

U(𝜎) ≜ 𝜎 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |

2

𝜎𝐵𝑁0

)
. (35)

Then,W𝑘 = G(U(𝜌𝑘 (𝑡))). Since G is convex and nonincreas-
ing, and U is concave, as

𝜕2U
𝜕𝜎2 = − 𝜄2

𝜎(𝜎 + 𝜄)2 ln 2
≤ 0, (36)

with 𝜄 = 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |2/(𝐵𝑁0) and 𝜎 = 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) ≥ 0, we
conclude that W𝑘 is convex [47]. Then, W, as a sum of
convex functions W𝑘 ,∀𝑘 ∈ Π∗ (𝑡), is also convex. To check
the convexity of (22), we define

V𝑘 (𝝆(𝑡)) = −𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵 log2

(
1 + 𝑃𝑘 (𝑡) |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |

2

𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)𝐵𝑁0

)
.

Then,V𝑘 (𝝆(𝑡)) = −𝐵U(𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)) is convex due to the concavity
of U. Together with the affine constraint

∑
𝑗∈Π∗ (𝑡 ) 𝜌 𝑗 (𝑡) = 1,

we conclude that (P2) is convex on 𝝆(𝑡).
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D. Proof of (24)

The minimum 𝜌min
𝑘
(𝑡) is obtained when (23) holds with

equality. We define

𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡) = 𝐵𝑁0𝜌𝑘 (𝑡)/
(
𝑃max
𝑘 |𝑔𝑘 (𝑡) |

2
)
. (37)

Then, the equality can be rewritten as

𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡) ln(1 + 1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡)) = 𝐶𝑘 . (38)

By multiplying (38) with 1 + 1
𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,

𝐶𝑘 + ln(1 + 1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡)) = (1 + 1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡))𝐶𝑘 . (39)

By exponentiating both sides of (39),

𝑒𝐶𝑘 (1 + 1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡)) = 𝑒 (1+1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡 ) )𝐶𝑘 ,

and thus

−𝐶𝑘 (1 + 1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡))𝑒−(1+1/𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡 ) )𝐶𝑘 = −𝐶𝑘𝑒−𝐶𝑘 . (40)

Since − 1
𝑒
≤ −𝐶𝑘𝑒−𝐶𝑘 < 0, we solve (40) as

𝜌̄𝑘 (𝑡) = −𝐶𝑘/
[
𝑊−1 (−𝐶𝑘𝑒−𝐶𝑘 ) + 𝐶𝑘

]
(41)

and obtain 𝜌𝑘 (𝑡) by inserting (41) into (37).

E. Proof of | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | ≤ max𝑘∈K Λ𝑘𝐿/𝜇,∀𝑡

Note that ∀𝜽1, 𝜽2,

∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽1) = ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽2) + H 𝑡
𝑘 (𝜽1, 𝜽2) (𝜽1 − 𝜽2), (42)

where H 𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽1, 𝜽2) =

∫ 1
0 ∇

2𝐹𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽2 + 𝜏(𝜽1 − 𝜽2))𝑑𝜏 and

𝜇𝑰 ⪯ H 𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽1, 𝜽2) ⪯ 𝐿𝑰 (Lemma 1.2.2 in [51]).14 Then, based

on (42) and the fact that ∇𝐹𝑡
𝑘
(𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
) = 0,

∇𝐹𝑡 (𝜽 𝑡 ,∗) =
∑︁
𝑘∈K

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽
𝑡 ,∗)

=
∑︁
𝑘∈K

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)H 𝑡
𝑘 (𝜽

𝑡 ,∗, 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
)
(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

𝑘

)
, (43)

where 𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) = |S𝑘 (𝑡 ) |
|∪ 𝑗∈KS 𝑗 (𝑡 ) | . Since ∇𝐹𝑡 (𝜽 𝑡 ,∗) = 0, (43) gives

𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ =

(∑︁
𝑘∈K

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)H 𝑡
𝑘 (𝜽

𝑡 ,∗, 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
)
)−1 ∑︁

𝑘∈K
𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)H 𝑡

𝑘 (𝜽
𝑡 ,∗, 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

𝑘
)𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
.

Since | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
| | ≤ max𝑘∈K Λ𝑘 , we have

| |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | ≤ 1
𝜇
| |

∑︁
𝑘∈K

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)H 𝑡
𝑘 (𝜽

𝑡 ,∗, 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
)𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘
| |

≤ 𝐿

𝜇

∑︁
𝑘∈K

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) | |𝜽 𝑡 ,∗𝑘 | | ≤ max
𝑘∈K

Λ𝑘𝐿/𝜇.

14Here, for simplicity, we assume that 𝐹𝑡
𝑘
, ∀𝑘, ∀𝑡 are twice-differentiable.

F. Proof of Theorem 1
For the simplicity of exposition, we define

𝒈 (𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 )⊆S𝑘 (𝑡 )

]
,

and its mean 𝒈̄ (𝑡) = ∑
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) 𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)). We have the

following two lemmas, which are adaptations of results in [52]
(see Appendices F1 and F2 for the proofs).

Lemma 2. If 𝛼 ≤ 1
𝐿

, then ∀Π(𝑡) ∈ K,

| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2 ≤ (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 𝛼Ω.

Lemma 3. The variance of 𝒈 (𝑡) w.r.t. data sampling satisfies

E{ 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) }
[
| |𝒈 (𝑡) − 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2

]
≤ 𝐶2 + 2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2

(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 +Ω/𝜇

)
.

To establish Theorem 1 we first note that | |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) −𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2
can be rewritten as

| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 = | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝛼𝒈 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡) + 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2

= | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2 + 𝛼2 | |𝒈 (𝑡) − 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2

− 2𝛼
[ (
𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡)

)𝑇 (𝒈 (𝑡) − 𝒈̄ (𝑡))
]
.

Given 𝜽 (𝑡), the following holds based on Lemmas 2 and 3,

EΠ (𝑡 ) ,{ 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) }
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 |𝜽 (𝑡)

]
= EΠ (𝑡 )

[
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄(𝑡) | |2 |𝜽 (𝑡)

]
+ 𝛼2EΠ (𝑡 )

[
E{ 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) }

[
| |𝒈(𝑡) − 𝒈̄(𝑡) | |2 |𝜽 (𝑡)

]
|𝜽 (𝑡)

]
≤ (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 𝛼Ω

+ 𝛼2
[
𝐶2 + 2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2

(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 +Ω/𝜇

)]
≤ 𝐶4

(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | | + | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |

)2
+ 𝐶3

= 𝐶4

(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | |2 + ||𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

)
+ 𝐶3

+ 2𝐶4 | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | | · | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |. (44)

Note that the cross-term in (44) satisfies

| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | | · | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | ≤{
| |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |, if | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | | ≤ 1
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | |2 · | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |, otherwise,

≤ ||𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | | + | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | |2 · | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |. (45)

By inserting (45) into (44), and based on (28), we have

EΠ (𝑡 ) ,{ 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 ) ,𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) }
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 |𝜽 (𝑡)

]
≤ 𝐶4 (1 + 2| |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | |2 + 𝐶3

+ 𝐶4 | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2𝐶4 | |𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |

≤ 𝜅(𝑡) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡−1,∗ | |2 + 𝐶3 + 𝐶4

(
𝑀2 (𝑡) + 2𝑀 (𝑡)

)
. (46)

Then, applying telescoping on (46) till 𝑡0 ≤ 𝑡 gives

E
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
≤

[
𝑡∏
𝑖=𝑡0

𝜅(𝑖)
]
| |𝜽 (𝑡0) − 𝜽 𝑡0−1,∗ | |2

+
𝑡∑︁
𝑖=𝑡0

[
𝐶4

(
𝑀2 (𝑖) + 2𝑀 (𝑖)

)
+ 𝐶3

] 𝑡−𝑖∏
𝑗=1

𝜅(𝑡 − 𝑗 + 1).
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By applying the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, and
using the facts that 𝑀2 (𝑖) ≤ 𝑀 (𝑖) when 𝑖 > ⌊𝑚⌋, and
𝜅 𝑗 ,𝑘 ≤ 𝜅𝑙,𝑘 if 𝑙 ≤ 𝑗 , we have

E
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡 + 1) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
≤ 𝜅𝑡−𝑡0+1𝑡0 ,𝑡

| |𝜽 (𝑡0) − 𝜽 𝑡0−1,∗ | |2

+ 3𝑚𝐶4

𝑡∑︁
𝑖=𝑡0

𝜅𝑡−𝑖
𝑡0+1,𝑡
𝑖 + 1

+ 𝐶3

𝑡−𝑡0+1∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜅𝑖−1
𝑡0+1,𝑡 , when 𝑡0 > ⌊𝑚⌋ .

1) Proof of Lemma 2:

| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2

= | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 𝛼2 | | 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2 − 2𝛼 𝒈̄ (𝑡)T
[
𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

]
≤ ||𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 𝛼2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) | |∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | |
2

− 2𝛼
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
(
𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

)𝑇 ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡))
≤ ||𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2𝐿𝛼2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) − 𝐹

𝑡 ,∗
𝑘

]
− 2𝛼

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) − 𝐹

𝑡
𝑘

(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

)
+ 𝜇

2
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2

]
≤ (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2𝐿𝛼2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡 ,∗ − 𝐹𝑡 ,∗

𝑘

]
+ 2𝐿𝛼2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) − 𝐹

𝑡 ,∗]
− 2𝛼

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) − 𝐹

𝑡
𝑘

(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

) ]
= (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2𝐿𝛼2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡 ,∗ − 𝐹𝑡 ,∗

𝑘

]
− 2𝛼 [1 − 𝐿𝛼]

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) − 𝐹

𝑡 ,∗]
− 2𝛼

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
𝐹𝑡 ,∗ − 𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽

𝑡 ,∗)
]

≤ (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2𝛼 [1 − 𝐿𝛼] 𝜑1 + 2𝐿𝛼2𝜑1 + 2𝛼𝜑2
(47)

≤ (1 − 𝜇𝛼) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 𝛼Ω,

where (47) is satisfied if 𝛼 < 1/𝐿.
2) Proof of Lemma 3:

E{ 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 ) |𝑘∈Π (𝑡 ) }
[
| |𝒈 (𝑡) − 𝒈̄ (𝑡) | |2

]
= E{...}

| |
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
{[
∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 )

]
− ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡))

}
| |2


≤ E{...}


∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) | |
[
∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | 𝜉𝑘 (𝑡 )

]
− ∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | |

2


≤
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
(𝐶1 − 1) | |∇𝐹𝑡𝑘 (𝜽 (𝑡)) | |

2 + 𝐶2
]

≤ 𝐶2 + (𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗𝑘 | |
2

≤ 𝐶2 + 2(𝐶1 − 1)𝐿2
(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 +Ω/𝜇

)
,

since
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡) | |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗𝑘 | |
2

≤ 2
∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + ||𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

𝑘
| |2

)
≤ 2

∑︁
𝑘∈Π (𝑡 )

𝑤𝑘 (𝑡)
[
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 + 2

𝜇

(
𝐹𝑡𝑘

(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗

)
− 𝐹𝑡𝑘

(
𝜽 𝑡 ,∗
𝑘

))]
≤ 2

(
| |𝜽 (𝑡) − 𝜽 𝑡 ,∗ | |2 +Ω/𝜇

)
.

G. Proof of Lemma 1

A direct calculation gives

𝑡∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜅𝑡−𝑖

𝑖 + 1
=

⌈√
𝑡

⌉
≜𝑎𝑡∑︁

𝑖=1

𝜅𝑡−𝑖

𝑖 + 1
+

𝑡∑︁
𝑖=𝑎𝑡+1

𝜅𝑡−𝑖

𝑖 + 1

≤ 𝑎𝑡 𝜅
𝑡−𝑎𝑡

2
+ 1
𝑎𝑡

𝑡∑︁
𝑖=𝑎𝑡+1

𝜅𝑡−𝑖 =
𝑎𝑡 𝜅

𝑡−𝑎𝑡

2
+ 𝜅
−1 − 𝜅𝑡−𝑎𝑡−1

𝑎𝑡 (𝜅−1 − 1)
→ 0.

(See Theorem 3.20(d) in [53] for the limit 𝑎𝑡 𝜅𝑡−𝑎𝑡 → 0.)
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