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Abstract. Saddle-point problems have recently gained an increased at-
tention from the machine learning community, mainly due to applications
in training Generative Adversarial Networks using stochastic gradients.
At the same time, in some applications only a zeroth-order oracle is avail-
able. In this paper, we propose several algorithms to solve stochastic
smooth (strongly) convex-concave saddle-point problems using zeroth-
order oracles, and estimate their convergence rate and its dependence on
the dimension n of the variable. In particular, our analysis shows that
in the case when the feasible set is a direct product of two simplices,
our convergence rate for the stochastic term is only by a logn factor
worse than for the first-order methods. We also consider a mixed setup
and develop 1/2th-order methods which use zeroth-order oracle for the
minimization part and first-order oracle for the maximization part. Fi-
nally, we demonstrate the practical performance of our zeroth-order and
1/2th-order methods on practical problems.

Keywords: zeroth-order optimization - saddle-point problems - stochas-
tic optimization

1 Introduction

Zeroth-order or derivative-free methods [BTEIGI43ITT] are well known in opti-
mization in application to problems with unavailable or computationally expen-
sive gradients. In particular, the framework of derivative-free methods turned out
to be very fruitful in application to different learning problems such as online
learning in the bandit setup [7] and reinforcement learning [40/T0/18], which can
be considered as a particular case of simulation optimization [T9J42]. We study
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stochastic derivative-free methods in a two-point feedback situation, meaning
that two observations of the objective per iteration are available. This setting
was considered for optimization problems by [IIT4/41] in the learning community
and by [B74512T22/20/T5] in the optimization community.

In this paper we go beyond the setting of optimization problems and con-
sider convex-concave saddle-point problems for which partial derivatives of the
objective are not available, which forces to use derivative-free methods. Saddle-
point problems are tightly connected with equilibrium [I7] and game problems
[2] in many applications, e.g., economics [33], with tractable reformulations of
non-smooth optimization problems [36], and with variational inequalities [27].
Gradient methods for saddle-point problems are an area of intensive study in
the machine learning community in application to training of Generative Ad-
versarial Networks [24], and other adversarial models [32], as well as to robust
reinforcement learning [38]. In the latter two applications, gradients are often
unavailable, which motivates the application of zeroth-order methods to the re-
spective saddle-point problems. Moreover, this also motivates 1/2th-order meth-
ods, when the training of the network is made via stochastic gradient method
with backpropagation, and adversarial examples, which are generated to force
the network to give incorrect prediction, are generated by zeroth-order meth-
ods. Another application area for zeroth-order methods are Adversarial Attacks
[25/46], in particular the Black-Box Adversarial Attacks [34]. The goal is not
only to train the network, but to find also a perturbation of the data in such a
way that the network outputs wrong prediction. Then the training is repeated
to make the network robust to such adversarial examples. Since the attacking
model does not have access to the architecture of the main network, but only to
the input and output of the network, the only available oracle for the attacker
is the zeroth-order oracle for the loss function. As it is shown in [I2J48|T3], this
approach allows to obtain the same quality of robust training as the more la-
borious methods of Adversarial Attacks, but faster in up to a factor of three in
terms of the training time [9].

Gradient methods for saddle-point problems are a well studied area with the
classical algorithm being the extra-gradient method [30]. It was later generalized
to the non-Euclidean geometry in the form of Mirror Descent [3] and Mirror-
Prox [36]. These methods are designed for a more general problem of solving
variational inequalities. There are also direct methods for saddle-point problems
such as gradient descent ascent [35] or primal-dual hybrid gradient method [§]
for saddle-point problems with bilinear structure. On the contrary, the theory
of zeroth-order methods for saddle-point problems seems to be underdeveloped
in the literature. We give a more detailed overview of such methods and explain
our contribution in comparison with the literature below.

1.1 Our contribution and related works

In the first part of the work, we present zeroth-order variants of Mirror-Descent
[3] and Mirror-Prox [29] methods for stochastic saddle-point problems in convex-
concave and strongly convex-concave cases. We consider various concepts of
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zeroth-order oracles and various concepts of noise. Also we introduce a new
class of smooth saddle-point problems — firmly smooth.

In the particular case of deterministic problems, our methods have a linear
rate in the smooth strongly-convex-strongly-concave case, and sublinear rate
O(1/N) in the convex-concave case, where N is the number of iterations. One
can note that in some estimates, there is a factor of the problem’s dimension n,
but somewhere n?/9. This factor ¢ depends on geometric setup of our problem
and gives a benefit when we work in the Holder, but non-Euclidean case (use
non-Euclidean prox), i.e. || - || = - ||, and p € [1;2], then || - ||« = || - ||4, where
1/p+1/¢ = 1. Then q takes values from 2 to oo, in particular, in the Euclidean
case ¢ = 2, but when the optimization set is a simplex, ¢ = co. (see Table for a
comparison of the oracle complexity with zeroth-order methods for saddle-point
problems in the literature and provided by our methods).

Method Assumptions Complexity in deterministic setup
Z0-GDMSA [47]  NC-SC, UCst-Cst, S 1% (ng)
Z0-Min-Max [3I]  NC-SC, Cst-Cst, S O (%)
20SPA [5] C-C, Cst-Cst, BG O (n¥r22p)
[Alg 1 and 3] SC-SC, Cst-Cst, S 1) (min [nz/qﬁz,nn} -log (%))
[Alg 2] C-C, Cst-Cst, S o (n L’j")
[Alg 1] C-C, Cst-Cst, FS o (n%@)*

Table 1. Comparison of oracle complexity in deterministic setup of different
zeroth-order methods with different assumptions on target function f(z,y): C-C
— convex-concave, SC-SC — strongly-convex-strongly-concave, NC-SC — nonconvex-
strongly-concave; Cst — optimizaation set is constrained, UCst — unconstrained; S -
smooth, FS - firmly smooth (see (]El})7 BG - bounded gradients. Here ¢ means the
accuracy of the solution, D — the diameter of the optimization set, u — strong convexity
constant (see (7)), L — smoothness constant (see (8)), x = L/u, M — bound of the
gradient (||Vof(z,y)ll2 < M, ||[Vyf(z,y)ll2 < M), n — the sum of the dimensions of
the variables z and y, ¢ = 2 for the Euclidean case and ¢ = oo for setup of || - ||1-norm.
*convergence on 4 SYLE I1F(zk,yx) — F(z*,y*)||3], where F(z,y) =
(sz(x,y), _Vyf(‘rv y))

Our theoretical analysis shows that the zeroth-order methods has the same
sublinear convergence rate in the stochastic part as the first-order method:
O(1/+/'N) in convex-concave case and O(1/N) in strongly-convex-strongly-concave
case. (see Table [2| for a comparison of the oracle complexity in the stochastic
part for first-order methods and available zeroth-order methods for stochastic
saddle-point problems).
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Method Order Assumptions Complexity for stochastic part

EGMP [29] Ist C-C, Cst-Cst, S o ("25’2’2)
PEG [25] 1st  SC-SC, Cst-Cst, S o(2)
70-SGDMSA[7]  Oth  NC-SC, UCst-Cst, S O (=2
Alg 1] Oth  SC-SC, Cst-Cst, S o (=z2)
Alg 2] Oth  C-C, Cst-Cst, S 0 (=2
Alg 1] Oth  C-C, Cst-Cst, FS o (=1g22)

Table 2. Comparison of oracle complexity for stochastic part of different first- and
zeroth-order methods with different assumptions on f(z,y): see notation in Table
Here o — the bound of variance (see (3)).

The second part of the work is devoted to the use of a mixed order oracle, i.e.
a zeroth-order oracle in one variable and a first-order oracle for the other. First,
we analyze a special case when such an approach is appropriate - the Lagrange
multiplier method. Then we also present a general approach for this setup. The
idea of using such an oracle is found in the in literature [4], but for the composite
optimization problem.

As mentioned above, all theoretical results are tested in practice on a classical
bilinear problem.

2 Problem setup and assumptions

We consider a saddle-point problem:

minmax f(x,y), 1
min max f(z,y) 1)
where X C R™ and )Y C R™ are convex compact sets. For simplicity, we
introduce the set Z =X x ), z = (x,y) and the operator F:

F) = Floy) = | Y. @

—Vyf(l', y)

We focus on the case when we do not have access to the values of V., f(z,y)
and V,, f(z,y), but we have access to the inexact zeroth-order oracle, i.e. inexact
values of the objective f(z,y). The inexactness in the zeroth-order oracle includes
stochastic noise and unknown bounded noise, which can be of an adversarial
nature. More precisely, we have access to the values f (2,€) such that f (2,8) =

f(z,€) +6(2) and
F(2),
E[|F(z,€) = F(2)[3] < 0®, [5(2)] < A. 3)

=
~
n
’ax"
=
I
=
N
R :—/
=
3
n
782
=
I
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We consider two types of approximations for F(z) based on the available
observations of f(z,&).

Random direction oracle. In this strategy, the vectors e, e, are generated
uniformly on the unit Euclidean sphere, i.e. e, € ’RSELI(l) and e, € RSiy(l).
And

: (4)

gi(z,e,7,§) = ; <JF($ + 7€y, ) — JF(Z‘,%E)) €

(f(w,y,f) - f(377y + 76975)) €y

where 7 > 0 is called smoothed parameter and n = n, +n, + 1.

Full coordinates oracle. Here we consider a standard orthonormal basis
{h1,..., hn,4n,} and construct an approximation for the operator F' in the
following form:

Ny

0r(ehun &) = 23 (Fe+ hi€) = F2.9) b

= Y (F0 - G+ rhi©) b (5)

1=n,+1

In this concept, we need to call f oracle n;+mn,+1 times, whereas in the previous
case only 3 times.

3 Notation and Definitions

We use (z,y) et St @;y; to define inner product of z,y € R™ where z; is

the i-th component of x in the standard basis in R™. Hence we get the def-

inition of ¢3-norm in R™ in the following way |z||2 Lof VA{x,x). We define

Ly-norms as ||z||, €of >on, |mi|p)1/p for p € (1,00) and for p = oo we use

1] 0o L maxi<;<n |¢;|. The dual norm || - ||, for the norm || - ||, is defined in the

following way: ||y||4 4 max {{z,y) | l|z]lp < 1}. Operator E[-] is full mathemati-

cal expectation and operator E¢[-] express conditional mathematical expectation.

As stated above, during the course of the paper we will work in an arbitrary
norm || - || = || - ||lp, where p € [1;2]. And its conjugate || - ||« = || - ||; with
q € [2;400) and 1/p + 1/ = 1. Some assumptions will be made later in the
Euclidean norm - we will write this explicitly || - ||2-

Definition 1. Function d(z) : Z — R is called prox-function if d(z) is 1-
strongly convex w.r.t. || - ||-norm and differentiable on Z function.

Definition 2. Let d(z) : £ — R is prox-function. For any two points z,w € Z
we define Bregman divergence V, (w) associated with d(z) as follows:

V. (w) = d(z) — d(w) — (Vd(w), z — w).
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Definition 3. Let V,(w) Bregman divergence. For all z € Z define prox-
operator of &:

prox, (§) = arg 222 (Va(y) + (&)

Next we present the assumptions that we will use in the convergence analysis.
Assumption 1. The set Z is bounded w.r.t || - || by constant D,, i.e.

Vz1 (2’2) < Dg, Vzl,zg € Z. (6)

Assumption 2. f(z,y) is convex-concave. It means that f(-,y) is convex for
all y and f(z,-) is concave for all x.

Assumption 2(s). f(z,y) is strongly-convex-strongly-concave. It means
that f(-,y) is strongly-convex for all y and f(z,-) is strongly-concave for all
x wr.t. V.(+), ie. for all 1,29 € X and for all y1,y2 € Y we have

f(x1,y2) > f(x2,y2) + (Vaf(z2,92), 21 — x2)
1
+§ (‘/(12’?/2)(1:1’ y2) + ‘/(Tl,yz)(an y2)) )

—flx2,y1) > —f(z2,92) + (—=Vy f(2,92), y1 — ¥2)
+g (V($2,y2)(‘r2’ yl) + V($1,y1)(z2ay2)) . (7)

Assumption 3. f(z,y, &) is L(§)-Lipschitz continuous w.r.t || - |2, i.e. for all
1,22 € X,y1,y2 € Y and &

Vaf(z1,91,8) |} Vo f(22,92,§) < L) ) 22 ®)

_Vyf(xlayhg) _vyf($2792a§) 9 U Y2 9

Assumption 3(f). f(z,y) s L-firmly Lipschitz continuous w.r.t || - |2, i.e.
for all 1,20 € X, y1,y2 € Y

2

vxf(xhyl’g) . wa(x25y27£)
nyf(xl,yl,f) 7vyf(x27y27£) 2
S L(é_) < sz(xlyylag) _ sz($2ay2,f) ’ T _ T2 > (9)
7vyf(1‘17 Y1, f) *vyf(x% Y2, 6) Y1 Y2

For and ([0) we assume that exists L, such that E[L?(¢)] < L3. For
deterministic case Lo is equal to deterministic constant L (without &).

By Cauchy-Schwarz, (8) follows from (9)). It is easy to see that the assump-
tions 4 and 4(f) above can be easily rewritten in a more compact form using
F(z). For assumption 3(s) it is more complicated:

Lemma 1. If f(z,y) is p-strongly conver on x and p-strongly concave on y

w.r.t V.(+), then for F(z) we have

(F(21) = F(22),21 — 22) >

=

(Vzl (22) + sz('zl)) , Vz1,29 € Z.
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Hereinafter, we do not present the proofs of lemmas and theorems in the
main part of the paper — see the corresponding parts of the appendix. And we
can present some properties of oracles , :

Lemma 2. Let ¢ € RS*(1), i.e. uniformly distributed on the unit Buclidean
sphere. Randomness comes from independent variables e, £ and a point z. Norm
|-l =1 - |lq satisfies ¢ € [2;400). We introduce the constant py,:

pn = min{q — 1,16log(n) — 8}.
Then under Assumption 3 or 3(f) the following statements hold:

— for Random direction oracle

E [lga(z e, 7,€)|l7] < 480> 1p,E [|F(2) = F(z")[13] + 480 9pa||F(z")|3
+48n*9p, 02 + 8n¥ 11 p, L2172
n2/at1 A2

+16———

)

A
IElga(z, e, 7, €)] = F(2)|l, < 2072 /oL + 4n1/q“/2\/pn?;

— for Full coordinates oracle

6nA2

E [llgs( 7€) — F()12] < 30% + 30L37% + 25,

IElos(z,7,8)] - FI, < Vit + 208,

4 Zeroth-Order Methods

In this part, we present methods for solving problem , which use only the
zeroth-order oracle. First of all, we want to consider the classic version of the

Mirror-Descent algorithm. For theoretical and practical analysis of this
algorithm in the non-smooth case, but

with a bounded gradient, see [3](first
order), [5](zero order). The main prob-

Algorithm 1 zoVIA lem of this approach is that it is dif-
Input: 20, N, v, 7. ficult to analyze in the case when f
Choose grad to be either gq or g;.  is convex-concave and Lipschitz contin-
for k=0,1,2,...,N do uous (Assumptions 2 and 3). But in

Sample indep. ek, &k. practice, this algorithm does not differ

dr = grad(zx, e, T, {k)- much from its counterparts, which will

Zi1 = prox,, (v - di). be given below. Let us analyze this al-
end for

gorithm in convex-concave and strongly-
convex-strongly-concave cases with Ran-
dom direction oracle:

Output: zy41 Or ZN41.

Theorem 1. By Algorithm 1 with Random direction oracle
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— under Assumptions 1, 2, 3(f) and with v < we get

48n % nl’
N 2

1 . 2LD .

¥ 2 E[IFGe) = PEIR) < 5% + 489 9o L (1P + 0%)

k=1

A2
+8yn?/1t1 )y L (L%TQ + 22>
-

24
+8nl/at1/2 /50D, <LT + ) ;
-

— under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 8 and with v < m

(N
E [VZN+1(Z )] < Vi (27) exp <_400n%anz) +

24n2/9p "
— o (IFE)5+0%)

4 2/q+1 AQ
+ P (L%TQ + 22>
-

pAN
+4n1/Q+1/2 ﬁanp It %
TN )

Remark. In the first statement of the Theorem, we used an unusual con-
vergence criterion, it can be interpreted as follows: let as the output Zy of the
algorithm we choose a random point from zy to zy. Then

B IFGIE] = o S E(IFGOIR].

k=0

In this theorem and below, we draw attention to the fact that in the main
part of the convergence there is a deterministic constant L, and in the parts that
are responsible for noise — Ly (see (8)),(9)).

Corollary 1. For Algorithm 1

— under Assumptions 1, 2, 3(f) and with v = min{48n2/1qan, nl/q\/l;:m/ﬁ} ,

B . € I _ 9
T—9<m1n{n1/q+1/2 anQDp’maX[’/nLg’\/ﬁLJ}>7 A O(LQT)a

the oracle complexity (coincides with the number of iterations) to find e-
solution (in terms of the convergence criterion from Theorem 1) is

2/q 212 . %q, 272
N = O | max n/anDp n/pnon
€ ’ g2 '
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— under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 8 and with v = m,

7 = O | min { max Vel g max K o’y
B Ly " /nLy|’ n'/a /2 o LDy n'at 2 /o, L3D, | )

A=0 (L27'2), the oracle complexity (coincides with the number of itera-
tions) to find e-solution (in terms of the convergence criterion from Theorem
1) can be bounded by

~ 2, [2 1 2/ 2
N =0 (maxd " Prt” log (=), nopPno LY
u? £ p2e

Remark. We analyze only Random direction oracle. The estimate of the
oracle complexity with Full coordinate oracle has the same form with ¢ = 2.

Next, we consider a standard algorithm for working with smooth saddle-
point problem. It builds on the extra-gradient method [30]. The idea of using
this approach for saddle-point problems is not new [29]. It has both heuristic
advantages (we forestall the properties of the gradient) as well as purely math-
ematical ones (a more clear theoretical analysis). We use two versions of this
approach: classic and single call version from [28].

Algorithm 2 zoESVIA Algorithm 3 zoscESVIA

Input: zo, N, v, 7. Input: 2o, N, v, 7.

Choose oracle grad from g4, gy. Choose oracle grad from g4, g¢.

for k=0,1,2,...,N do for k=0,1,2,...,N do
Sample indep. e, €x11/2, &k, Ekt1/2- Sample independent ey, &.
d, = grad(zx, ek, T, &k ). Take di—1 from previous step.
Zp1/2 = Prox,, (v - dk). Zit1/2 = Prox,, (v - de-1).
diy1/2 = grad(2k41/2, €nt1/2, T Ekr1/2)- dr = grad(zx41/2, €xt1/2: T Ek)-
Ze1 = prox,, (v dgy1/2)- Zi+1 = prox,, (v - di).

end for end for

Output: zy41 or Zn41. Output: zy41 Or Zy41.

- N
Here Zy11 = ﬁ D im0 Zit1/2-
Next, we will deal with the theoretical analysis of convergence:

Theorem 2. — By Algorithm 2 with Full coordinates oracle under Assump-
tions 1, 2, 3 and with v < /21, we have

_ 2D? nA?
Elesad(Znt1)] < TZ\? + 11y (nLgTQ +o0%+ 2—7_2 )

2./nA
+2D, <\/ﬁLT + ﬁ) ,
-
where
= _ - ! _ . !/ —
€sad(ZN41) = glgj};f(mwﬂ,y ) min f(&' gn 1),

TN+1, YN+1 are defined the same way as Zn41.
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— By Algorithm 3 with Full coordinates oracle under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 8
and with p =2 (Vo(y) = 2|z —yl3), v < YfoL:

« pN X
E[llzn+1 — 2*]13] < exp <_12L) (Ilz0 — 213 + llg# (20, 7, &0) — g (20,7, €0)1I3)

1 2nA?
+—=12 (02 +nL3ir? + o )

N2N 7—2
1 4D 2y/nA
2 (ﬁLT + \/ﬁ) .
WN vy T

Corollary 2. Let ¢ — accuracy of the solution (in terms of the convergence
criterion from Theorem 2).

— For Algorithm 2 with Full coordinates oracle under Assumptions 1, 2, 8 with
v = min {1/2L, D»/(ov/N)} and additionally
}), A:O(LQTZ),

0 . € N el o
T = min § —F— —,max ——5, —F—7
\/’ELDQ ’ ’I’LL% ’ \/ﬁLQ

we have the number of iterations to find e-solution

LD2 2D2
N=0O <max{2,02p}> .
€ €

— For Algorithm 8 with Full coordinates oracle under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 3,
with p =2 (Vi(y) = /2|l — y||3), v = /6L and additionally

= O [ min { ma; % 7 ma; pe o
= W2 aLs | | VaLDy V2D, | ()

A=0 (L2’7'2), the number of iterations to find e-solution:

_ 2
N=0O (max{Llog (1) ,02}).
I e)  pie

Remark. The oracle complexity for the Full coordinate oracle is n times
greater than the number of iterations.

The analysis is carried out only for the Full coordinate oracle. The main
problem of using Random Direction is that their variance is tied to the norm of
the gradient; therefore, using an extra step does not give any advantages over
Algorithm [Il A possible way out of this situation is to use the same direction
e within one iteration of Algorithm [2| — this idea is implemented in Appendix
[F] and in Practice part. It is interesting how it work in practice, because in the
non-smooth case [5] the gain by the factor n?/% can be obtained.
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5 1/2-Order Methods

In this section, we have access to a first-order oracle in one of the variables, and
in the other — only a zeroth-order oracle. For such a case, we suggest using an
oracle of the form:

_(lgradzp).
9(277)_
_vyf(xay)

where [grad(z,y)], — one of the zeroth-order approximations on variable x: (4))
or . Before proving the general case, we consider one illustrative example:

5.1 Lagrange multiplier method

Let X C R™ be a convex, compact set and functions f(x),g1(x),...,gm(x) be
convex, smooth. We solve the following optimization problem:

mip (@),
st. gi(z) <0Viel,...m
A dual problem to the original one:

Jnax min £(z, A) = f(z) + (A, g(2)),

where 1, = {y € R™ | y; > 0} — a positive orthant, £(x,\) — a Lagrange
function, A — a Lagrange multiplier, g(z) = (g1(x),...,gm(2)))T. We got a
saddle-point problem that we want to solve using the zeroth-order method,
i.e. only function values are available. But it turns out that we have access
to VaL(z,A) = g(x) completely free: when we build the ”gradient” on z using
finite differences, we call the value for g(z) and immediately get the gradient A.

For such a problem, the oracle of the zero and first orders can be called the
same number of times. In general, it is unprofitable to calculate the gradient as
many times as the zeroth-order oracles and a slightly different result is obtained:

5.2 Universal approach with Full gradient method
Define Mixed oracle:
N AT

9r(z,7) =
then

Theorem 3. By Algorithm @ under assumption 1, 2, 8 with Mized oracle gy
and v < Y/ar, we get

2 2./nmA
E [Esad(ZN)] 7]\? + 2 (\/ nmLQT + >
2 wAQ
+9v (U —|—nIL2 24 n 5 )
-
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Corollary 3. To get accuracy € (in terms of the convergence criterion from
Theorem 2) in Algorithm 2 with Mized oracle, under Assumptions 1, 2, 8, with

~v = min {l/2r, Pp/(avN)},
7 =0 | min ;max Lo A—O(LTQ)

B VnLD,’ nLi aLy | () = TV

LD? ¢2D? ]

N = 0O | max p,Tp times.

€ €

we need to call Full coordinates oracle for x
6 Practice part

The main goal of our experiments is to compare the Algorithms 1,2,3 and 4 (see
Appendix |F)) described in this paper with Full coordinate and Random direction
oracles. We consider the classical bilinear saddle-point problem on a probability
simplex:
: T
i ey el (10

This problem is often referred to as a matrix game (see Part 5 in [3]). Two
players X and Y are playing. The goal of player Y is to win as much as possible
by correctly choosing an action from 1 to k, the goal of player X is to minimize
the gain of player X using his actions from 1 to n. Each element of the matrix
ci; are interpreted as a winning, provided that player X has chosen the i-th
strategy and player Y has chosen the j-th strategy.

Let consider the step of algorithm. The prox-function is d(z) = Y., z; log z;
(entropy) and V,(y) = Y i, x;log=i/y; (KL divergence). The result of the prox-
imal operator is

U = Prox,, (vegrad(z, ex, 7, &) = 2k exp(—yrgrad(zz, ex, 7, &k ),
by this entry we mean:
u; = [zi]i exp(—yk[grad(ze, ex, 7, &k)]i)-

Using the Bregman projection onto the simplex in following way P(x) = #/||z|,
we have

[zx]i exp(—r[grad, (2k, ek, T, §k)]i)

[$k+1]z‘ =

)

,nl[wk]j exp(—yxlgrad, (zk, e, 7, &k )];)
iz

[yk]i exp(ve[grad, (zk, ex, 7, §k)]i)

[Yr+1]i =

)

,nl[yk]j exp(yk[grad, (zx, €k, 7, &kl ;)
iz
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where under g, g, we mean parts of g which are responsible for z and for y.

In the first part of the experiment, we take matrix 200 x 200. All elements
of the matrix are generated from the uniform distribution from 0 to 1. Next, we
select one row of the matrix and generate its elements from the uniform from 5
to 10. Finally, we take one element from this row and generate it uniformly from
1 to 5. The results of the experiment is on Figure

Matrix Game, 200x200

0 -@- zoVIA-full coordinates
10 -~
~@- zoVIA-random direction
! —A— 2z0ESVIA-full coordinates
| @~ 20ESVIA-random direction
[[ ~#¢ zoESVIA-random direction (same e)
\ —— 20scESVIA-full coordinates
[r’ 0~ zoscESVIA-random direction
\
\
\
S \
N[> 1071
B
Re ReY
L L
[N
'S
>N
x| <
==
1072
o
é.
—
——l
O

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
Oracle calls number, N

Fig. 1. Different algorithms with Full coordinate and Random direction oracles applied
to solve saddle-problem .

From the experiment results, one can easily see the best approach in terms
of oracle complexity.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented various algorithms for optimizing smooth stochastic
saddle point problems using zero-order oracles. For some oracles, we provide a
theoretical analysis. We also compare the approaches covered in the work on a
practical matrix game.

As a continuation of the work, we can distinguish the following areas: conver-
gence estimates for Algorithm 4 (see the appendix), the study of gradient-free
methods for saddle point problems already with a one-point approximation (in



14

A. Sadiev, A. Beznosikov et al.

this work, we used a two-point one). We also highlight the acceleration of these
methods.
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A General facts and technical lemmas

Lemma 3. For arbitrary integer n > 1 and arbitrary set of positive numbers
ai,...,a, we have

(ZQZ) SmZa?. (11)
i=1 i=1

Lemma 4. For q > 2 and for arbitrary vectors a € R™,b € R™ we have

2

< a2 el (12
= li2llq a

b

q

Lemma 5 (Fact 5.3.2 from [3]). Given norm | - | on space Z and proz-

function d(z), let z € Z, w € R™ and z = prox,(w). Then for allu € Z

(w, 2 —u) <Vz(u) = Ve (u) = Val(zy). (13)

Lemma 6 (see Lemma 1 from [26]). Let e € RS*(1), i.e. a random vector
uniformly distributed on the surface of the unit Euclidean sphere in R™, q €
[2; +00). Then, for n > 8,

E [lell7] <n® pn, (14)
E [(s,e)’[lell7] < 6n* 1 %pn]|s]3, Vs eR", (15)
where p, = min{q — 1,16logn — 8}.
Lemma 7 (see Lemma 2 from [44]). Let consider non-negative sequence ry,:
i1 < (1—ay)rg + ey,

log(max(2,a2roT/c)>  Then

a

aN c
TN+41 < To - €XP (2d> + 2N (16)

where a,c > 0, v = min (%,

B Proof of Lemma [1]

Lemma. If f(x,y) is p-strongly convex on z and u-strongly concave on y w.r.t
V.(+), then for F(z) we have

<F(Zl) — F(Zz), 21— 2:2> > (Vz1 (2:2) + ‘/22 (21)) , V21,20 € Z. (17)

=

Proof. By definition of p-strong convexity w.r.t V.(-):

f($17y2) > f(any2)+<vwf(m27y2)7xl_m2>+g (‘/(zg,yg)(mhil/Q) + ‘/(ml,yg)(m27y2)) y
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f(xa,y1) > f(xl,y1)+<sz($17y1)7$2—$1>+g (Vizr ) (@2,91) + Vigs ) (@1,91))
—flz1,y2) > _f(xlvy1)+<_vyf(xlvyl),y2_y1>+g (Vierwn) (@1, 92) + Vig, o) (21,91))

—f(x2,91) > *f(ﬂﬁzvy2)+<*vyf($27212),yl*y2>+% (Vizayo) (@2, 91) + Vigy o) (T2, 42)) -

Let introduce a new definition for sum of Bregman divergences:

V = Vias o) (@1,92) + Vig, o) (@2, 42) + Vig, v (@2, ¥1) + Vg, y) (71, 91)
+V(m17y1)(m1, y2) + V(l’1,y2)(331, yl) + V(z2,y2 (332» yl) + V(zl,yl)(m% y2)-
Using definition of Bregman divergence and 1-stronge convexity of prox-function
d, we get:
V = (V.d(x2,y2) — Ved(x1,y2), x2 — x1)

<V d(fU2,y1) de($17y1)7332 - $1>
HVyd(w2,92) = Vyd(z2,91), Y2 — Y1)
HVyd(21,92) = Vyd(z1,91),¥2 — Y1)
<Vd(22) Vd(z1), 20 — z1) + (Vd(Z2) — Vd(21), 22 — Z1)
> V., (22) + Voy(21),

where Z5 = (x2,41), Z1 = (21, y2) Thus, we have V > V., (23) + V., (21). Summ-
ming up:

(Vaf(za,y2) — Vaf(z1,y1), 21 — x2)

y
—(Vyf(x2,92) = Vyf(xi,y1), 01 —y2) + “7 <0.

Using V > V., (22) + V., (21), we have
(Vaf(z2,y2) = Vaf(z1,y1), 21 — 22) — (Vy f22,92) = Vi f(@1,91), 91 — y2)
+ LV (22) + Vs (1)) <0,
and
(F(21) = F(22), 21 — 22) = (Vo f(22,92) — Vaf(21,91), 22 — 71)
—(Vyf(z2,92) = Vyf(@1,91), 52 — 11)

> (‘/;1(22) + VZQ(Zl))'

=

C Proof of Lemma [2]

Lemma. Let ¢ € RS%*(1), i.e. uniformly distributed on the unit Euclidean
sphere. Randomness comes from independent variables e, £ and a point z. Norm
Il ll« =1 - |4 satisfies ¢ € [2; +00). We introduce the constant p,:

pn = min{q — 1,16log(n) — 8}.
Then under Assumption 3 or 3(f) the following statements hold:
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— for Random direction oracle

E [lga(z e, 7,€)ll7] < 48n*1p,E [| F(z) —

H]E[gd(zv €T, 6)]

— for Full coordinates oracle

E “|gf(za T, f) -

IE (g5 (2,7,8)] =

Proof of .

Elga(ze,m0)2] < 4n°E {

+4n’E

o

n
+45E
2
+4ZE
T
2
+4ZE
T
2

+45E [

(forTex,yf

+48n%/p,, 0% + 80?1 p, L2712

2/q+1, A2
11— P

T2 ’

F(2)|12] <30+ 3nL3m” +
2/nA
—

]

F(2)], < vaLr+

(Vaf(z,y),ez) s
yf(x Y), ey>

foyf

(f(z,9,8)

—0(z,y)) €x
T,y + Tey)) ey

.Z‘-i—TeI,

(o(
(0(x

5y 76

(3@ +es,y) = () el

6nA2
-2

= Vaf(2,y),es)e
yf z,y,§) Jrvyf(fC ), ey>

f(@,y,8) —
(x,y+T1ey, &) +

|

1(6(e.) = 8y + 7e,) e, 12]

A
— F(2)ly < 2002 prLr 400 =

)

)

F(2")3] + 480/ pa || F (") 3

]

<V$f(‘r7 Y, 5)7 T€1>) €
<vyf($a v, §), Tey>) €y

2

q

4n’E [||< oF(@,y),ea) ealy] +4n%E [ (=, f(,9),e) e,
HAn%E (V. f(2,9,€) = Val (@,9), e2) eall}]

+4n°E [||<—vyf(x,y,§) + Vyf(2,9).ey) eyllﬂ

(7 4 reann© = o) = (Tut 29 7en))

2

q

|

|

:H (F:6) = Flay + 7y €) + (VS (2,5, €),7es) esz]

2

q

|



20 A. Sadiev, A. Beznosikov et al.

From (8) we get ||V f (21,4, £)—Vaf (22,4, §)ll2 < Ll|z1—2[|2 and |V, f(z, y1,£)—
vyf(‘ray27£)||2 < L”yl - 112”2 for all T,T1,T2 € Xa Y,Y1,Y2 € y It follows that
functions f(-,y,&) and f(z,-, &) are L(£)-Lipschitz continuous. Then

E [lga(z,e,7,€)2] < 49K [ (Ve f (2, ), 7ea) eall2] + 40K [|(=Vy f (2, ), 7e,) e, 2]
+4n°E [V f (@, €) = VoS (@) 7es) e ]
A% [|[(=V o f(@,,€) + Ty f (2,9),7e,) ey 2]
42 L37°E (e, 2] + 402 L37E [ley ]

8" R [el?] + 875 E ey 12].

In the last inequality, we additionally use + and independence of e and
£. With and , one can get the following result:

E (llga(z,e,7,0)I2] < 240210, B[V, (2, 9) ) + 240% 99, || = T (2, 0)I3]
12402/, Ve f (2,9, ) — VS (2.9)]]

+24n/1p, {||—vyf(a:,y7£) + Vy f(z, y)llg}

2/q+1, A2
802/t 272 16%
2/a+1, A2
< 24n2/qp E[IF(z)]3] + 48n*1p, 0% 4+ 8?11 p L2712 4 16%
. x
< 48n?ip,E [||F(2) — F(z") 3] +48n™/4p, | F(=")|3

2/q+1, A2
+48n2/9p, 0% + 8n2/q+1an§7'2 + 16%.
T

Proof of .

(f( +Teyx, Y, 5) f(mayvg) - <vmf(may7£)’7—em>) €x
(f z,y,§) = fz,y + 7ey, §) +(Vy f(2,4,£), 7ey)) ey

(Vo (2,9,€) = Vaf (@), €2) €2
(~Vuf @y, + Vyf@y)e)e, ) ||

nlE V fx y ew) €x B wa(x,y)
Vfahene)| \ -Vt )|,

(0(x 4+ Teg,y) —0(x,y)) ex
(0(x 0z, y+T7ey)) ey

Elga(z,e,7,6)] — F(2)ll, < = ||E

NS

23

q
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Taking into account the independence of e and &, as well as using their unbi-

asedness, we get

N3

Eloa(ereon6)] - Fo)[. < E{((f(HT@my)—f(x,y)—<sz($,y)ﬁ€x>)em)]

(f(iE, y) - f(x,y + Tey) + <vyf(.’L’, y)776y>) €y

n E (5(1'+7'€x7y)_5(x7y)) €x
(0(z,y) —o(x,y +7ey)) ey

q

+

q

T

2B @+ reay) — F(@,y) = (Vaf (@) mea)) el
2B (@,y) — f@,y +7e) + (Vyf @ y)re) e,
+ 2 [E (6 + Teay) = 8z, y) el

n
+ IE[((z,y) = o,y + 7ey)) eyl -
Further, Jensen inequality gives

[Elga(ze,7.8)] = F(:)l, < “E ||f(@+essy) = F(2,9) = (Vaf (@), 7e0)] lleal], |
+2E ||f(@,y) — f(wy+7e,) + (Vof@y)re,)l eyl
+2E 3@ + e, y) = 0@y e,

n
+2E [13(2,9) - 0@,y + 7e)l eyl -
It remains to use L-Lipschitz continuous of f(-,y) and f(z,-):

IElga(z,e,7.)] = F)ll, < nL7E [fle.],] +nLrE [lle,,]
+2E [((z + Tea, )| + 16(,9)) e,
+2E (18, )l + 10y +7e,)]) ey |,

1’ 2n1/q+1/2\/p—nLT+4n1/q+1/2\/p7né.
T
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Proof of .
15D, (L1} s
E (lgs(.7.€) = F()I) 3E[ 3 U+ hi ) — f5 )
1 "m‘:n:yl 2
+- > (f(z8) = f(z+Thi ) hi — F(2,€) ]
i=ngz+1 2
+3E [|IF(2,€) - F()|I}]
Ng+ny 2
|| S (5(z+7h;-)—5(z))hi ]
=1 2
Ng+ny 2
00 | 5| Ui f) ~ f(%9) c?fa(zi) 1

i=1
A2

+30% + 675
T

By the mean value theorem we have that for some |¢;| < |7|:

O (2 + qihi &) 0f(2,6)

n

>

=1

E [lgs(z 7€) — F(2)|7] < 3E

| T

A
+30% + 62 -
-

n nA2
<3 L3q; + 30 +6-5
=1

A2
< 3nL3r + 307 + 6.

Proof of . Using unbiasedness of &:

LS ()~ FE)
1lzz+ny

+= D (F() = =+ 7hi)) by = F(2)
i=ngy+1

"i:" (3 + 7h) = 3())

T

IElg5(z7,8)] = F(2)]ll, <

2

+

i=1

- 2/nA
< § L2¢? + ——
a 1=1 K " T

2/mA
T

2

< vVnLt+ —~———.
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D Proof of Theorem 1

Lemma 8. Let z,g € R™ and Z C R". Then for z1 = proz,(g) and for all
u € Z we have

(92— ) < V() — Vi, () + 3ol (22)
Proof. By 7 we have for all u € Z
(9,21 —u) = (9,21 — 2+ 2 —u) < Va(u) = V2, (u) = Va(2).
Making simple transformations:

(9,2 —u) < (9,2 = 21) + Va(u) = V2, (uw) = Va(21)

y
1 2
Ve, () = 5l = 22

< (9,2 —21) + Va(u) -

In last inequality we use the property of the Bregman divergence: V, (y) > |z —
y||f, With Holder’s inequality and the fact: ab — b°/2 < a/2, we get

1
(9,2 =) < llgllgllz = 21llp + Va(w) =V, (w) = S22 = 217

1
< Vi(w) = Vay () + 5 gl

Theorem. By Algorithm 1 with Random direction oracle

— under Assumptions 1, 2, 3(f) and with v < m7

we get
R 2

2LD
—— NE||F(z) - F(z)|3] < P 4 48vn2/9p, L (||F(z*)||2 + o2
N“;:o [IF(zr) = F(z)3] < N yn*p, L (|F(2%)|15 + 0°)

AQ
+8yn?/1t1p L <L§T2 + 27_2>

2A
+8n/a+Y2 /5 LD, (LT + T) ; (23)

: ; I )
— under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 3 and with v < FIETPEE

E[wNHwﬂ]sxedf>wp( “”V>+

 400n%p,, L2
24n%/p,, .
‘*‘W (IFE9I5 + o?) (24)
4 2/q+1 n A2
+nu27Np <L§7-2 + 272) (25)

4/t 5D 2A
+ P ”( ) (26)

L PR
AN T
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Proof of . We begin with descent lemma :

2
Y(ga(2ks ks T, k), 26 — u) < Vo (u) = Vi, (u) + %Hgd(zk;ekﬂ'v &)l2-

Taking u = z* and using convexity - concavity of f(x,y) in form (F(z*),z, —
z*) >0, we get

VF(2k) = F(27), 26 — u) < Vo (27) = Vi, (27)
+ Y(F(21) — galz, ex, 7, k), 2 — 27) + gHgd(zk,ek,T’ &)lla.
With @D, this gives
%IIF(Zk) = ()3 < Ve (27) = Vi (27)
+Y(F(2c) = 9a(zk, €x, 7, €k), 21 — u) + %2”9(1(%»%777 &o)ll3-
Taking full expectation and using Holder’s inequality, , , we have

TE (IF(1) = F()I] S E[Vai ()] = B Vi (u)]

A
+27 <2n1/q+1/2,/anT + 4n1/q+1/2\/pn> D,
T

7 * *
+ 2 (480%/9paE [|F(20) = F(z) 3] + 4802/ pa || F(=")]3)
2 n2/atl, A2
% <48n2/qp o? +8n2/atp 277 + 162pn> .
T

2 .
v < 1/48nq pnL gives

E [[|F(z) = F(z")[13] < E[Vz (2)] = E [Vayi, (27)]
120 (2o e s e 52 ,

2L

% (480219, ]| F(=*) |3 + 48n%/1p, 0?
2/q+1pnA2>

T2

[N~}

% ( n2/1+p 1272 4 16

It remains to sum up from k =0 to k = N:
2LD?
T ZE IF(z0) = F ()] < =52+ 48m*paL (JF)]E + 0?)
2/q+1 2,2 A2
+8yn?/ 1t p, L (LQT + 27_2)

24
+8nl/atV2 /501D, <LT + T) :
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O
Proof of . Similarly to the previous proof, we begin with descent lemma

(22):
oot 2 60) 28— 1) < Vo 0) = Ve )+ 2 g, €0
Taking u = z* and using (F(z*), 2z, — 2*) > 0, we get:
V(F(zr) = F(27), 21 — 27) S Vo (27) = Vi, (27)
+ Y(F(21) — ga(zk, er, 7, &), 26 — u) + %QHQ(%, er 75 )12
With , it gives
TV (2) € Vi (%) = Vi (27)

2
+Y(F(2k) — ga(zk, ex, T &k)s 21 — u) + %Hgd(zk,elwﬂ &)ll3-
Taking full expectation and using , , we have

A
E [Vzk+1 (Z*)] = (1 B %) E [Vzk (Z*)] + 27 (an/flﬂ/z VLT + 4n1/q+1/2\/ Pn> Dy

=
2

+ 35 (4802 1p,E | F(z0) = F(=")[3] + 48029, | F (=")]3)

n2/q+1pnA2>

2
+% (48n2/qpn02 + 8n2/"+1an§7'2 + 16 5
-

Using (8) and assuming v < “/(96712/‘1/)"[42)1

. /a2 oL Ant/atl2 pe A
()] < (1= F)EMVL )] + 297 ( + D,

E[Viers

v T
2 (240211, | F (") + 2402/ pyr?)

n2/atl, A2 )

+9” <4n2/q+1PnL§T2 A

It remains to use and get
2
. . pN
E[Voy, (29)] < Vi (27) exp <400712/'%LQ> +
24n?/1p,,

+M27N (IF )5 + 0?)

4n2/q+1pn 2.2 A2

+4n1/q+1/2anDp LT"'%
Yu2N )
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E Proof of Theorem 2

Lemma 9. Let 2,9,91/2 € R" and Z C R". Then for z1,5 = prox,(g) and
2= proxz(gl/g) and for all u € Z we have

1
<91/2, Z1/2 — u) < Vi(u) = Vi (u) + 5”9 - 91/2”3 - Vz(21/2)~ (27)

Proof. Using with z = 2, 24 = 21, w = g1/2, u = u and with z = z,
z+=zl/2,w=g,u=z1:
<91/2,Zl —u)

< Va(u) = Vi, (u) = Va(z1),
(9,212 —21) < Va(z

(21) = Vz, 5 (21) = Va(212)-

By summing these two inequalities, we get

Vz
|2

(9172, 2172 —u) < Va(u) = Vo, (u) + (9 — g1/2, 21 — 21/2)
Ve o (21) = Va(z1/2)-
Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and property: V., ,(21) > /22172 — 21 2,

we have

1
(9172, 2172 —u) < Vi(u) =V, (u) + §||9 — 912112 = Va(21)2)-

Theorem.

— By Algorithm 2 with Full coordinates oracle under Assumptions 1, 2, 3 and
with v < 1/21, we have
2D?

2
> P 2,2 2 nA
E [ESad(ZN)] < m + 11y (TLLQT +o° + 27_2>

2y/nA
+2D, <\/HLT + ﬁ) : (28)
T
where
> _ = AN /=
€sad(ZN) = g}gycf(zzv,y ) — min f(2", gw),

TN, yn are defined the same way as Zy.
— By Algorithm 3 with Full coordinates oracle under Assumptions 1, 2(s), 3
and with p =2 (Vo (y) = 2|z — y|3), v < YsL:

. pN .
Efllznt1 — 2*]3] < exp (—m) (Ilz0 = 2*[I5 + llgf (20, 7 &0) — 97 (20,7, &0)13)

1 2nA?
712 2 L2 2
+M2N (a +nlsT® + 2

1 4D, 2/mA
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Proof of (28). We begin with and taking z = zx, g = Y97 (2k, €k, T, &k ),
9172 = V9f (Zky1/2s €rt1/2, T Ekr1/2)s then 2170 = 2p41)2, 21 = 241 and have

’Y<9f(2k+1/2, €kt1/2, Ty Skt1/2 )s Zk1/2 — W)

< VZk (u) - Vzk+1 (u) - Vzk (Zlc+1/2)
2
+%||gf<zk+1/2aek+l/2a T, fk+1/2) - gf(Zka €k, T, fk)”i

= ‘/ZA (u) - ‘/Zk+1(u) - Vzk (Zk+1/2)
372
Jr7||F(Zk+1/2) - F(z)l;
R )
+7||gf(2k+1/2,€k+1/2,7, Skr1/2) — F2rg1/2)lly

32 2
+7||9f(2k, er, 7, &) — F(zi) Iy

ING

Vi (u) — ‘/Zk+1 (u) — Ve (Zlc+1/2)

3v2L2 5
9 H2k+1/2 — zill3

2

3y
+7||9f(2k+1/2, Ck+1/2>T, §k+1/2) - F(Zkﬂ/z)Hg

37?2 2
+7||gf(zk7 €k, T, gk) - F(Z’f)”q

Applying the property: V., (zx41/2) = V2|zkt1/2 — zll* = V2l ziq1/2 — 213,
with v < /21, we get

V(G5 (Zht1/2> €ht1/25 Ts Ept1/2)s Zht1/2 — W)
S Vzk (u) - V2k+1 (u)
372 5
+7||gf(2k+1/276k+1/2,7', Epr/2) — F(zrg1/2)lly

372 9
+ 50 g (oo en, 7 6) — F ()2,
and

'Y<F(Zk+1/2)v Rk+1/2 — u> < V. (u) - V2k+1 (u)

FYE (Zhg1/2) — 95 (Zra1/25 €hg1/2 T Ekt1/2)s Zet1/2 — W)
372
+72 97 (211125 €kt1/2: T Er1y2) — F(zrr1/2) |

372 2
+T||gf(zka €k, T, £k) - F(Zk)Hq



28 A. Sadiev, A. Beznosikov et al.

Summing over all k£ from 0 to N, one can have

Vng (u) - ‘/;K+1 (u)
Y

N
Z (2k+1/2)s Zhg12 — u) <
k=0

N

+ Z<F(Zk+1/2) - gf(zk+1/27 Ck+1/25T, §k+1/2), Rk+1/2 — u)
k=0

N
3
5 Z g7 (k4172 €t12: T Ebyry2) — Flzrpa2)ll7
k=0

N
3y
t3 > llgg (s ex, 7 6) — F (2|12

k=0
p: X
< 717 + Z<F(2k+1/2) — 95 (Zks1/2> €ha1/2, T Epg1/2)s Zht1/2 — )
k=0
3y a
+7 Z Hgf(zk+1/2a Ck+1/25T §k+1/2) - F(Zk+1/2)||3
k=0

llgs 2k, e 75 k) — F2i) |2 (30)

+
Ny
M=

E
I
o

N
Next we need to connect ) (F(2x41/2), 2Zpt1/2 — ) and €5qq(Zn41). By the
=0

k=
definition of Zn and 7y, Jensen’s inequality and convexity-concavity of f:

N N
_ 1 1
€sad(ZN41) < Ef}g;(f <Nl kz_()xk-&-l/Z) ,y’) - mel%f < N1 (Z yk+1/2>>

N
/ .
($k+1/27 y')— 31611}( E (2’ yk+1/2
k=0 =0

IA
=

"

—
M= =
~5

Given the fact of linear independence of z’ and y':

N

€sad(Zn) < ( ma?éz Z (Trt1/2,Y) — [(@ Yry1/2)) -
z',y’)
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Using convexity and concavity of the function f

Zn) <
Esad(ZN) < WX NI 2

N
: > (f@rpry2:8) = F@ yrg1s2))

I
o

— f (@ yps1/2))

1

= max T
(z'y')EZ N+1

(f(@rs1/2,Y) = F(@rs1/2,Ynsr1/2) + F(@rs1/2 Ynr1/2)
(Vyf(@rrry2:Unr1/2), Y — k) + (Ve f (Thi1)2, Yps1)2), T — 2'))

= I

< max ——
T (@y)ez N+1 .

-0
L
S max 1 ;<F(3k+1/2)7 Zhg1/2 — U)- (31)
together with gives
D2 N
€sad(ZN) < A/(Ni 0 N+ 7 max Z:: (2kt1/2) = 97 (Zrg1/25 €h1/25 T Ekr1/2)s Zhg1ye — U)
3y N
+W Z 97 (Zk41/2s €xt1/2, s Ekrry2) — Flzry1y2)lly
+3—Z||gf (2t b, E6) — F ()2
2N +1) = !
Taking the full expectation and using with @:
2 N
_ Dp 1
E[esad(2n)] < (N +1) + N 1E max kZ:O<F(Zk:+1/2) = 95 (Zht1/2> €kt 1/25 Ty Ekg1/2)s Zht1/2 — U)
(32)

nA?
+9y (nL372 +0°+ 272> :

To finish the proof it remains to estimate

N
E [glea%( [Z (F(zr1/2) — 91 (Zrg1/2) €hr1/2, T Err1/2), Zht1/2 — U>H Let define
sequence v: vy def 21/2, Vkt1 def prox,, (—vdx) with
Ok = 95 (Zht1/2> €ht1/25 T Epgry2) — F(Zug1/2):

N N N
(=6k Zrr1jz —u) = Y (=0k, Zpyrjo — k) + D =0k, 0k —u).  (33)
k=0 k=0

k=0
By the definition of v and an optimal condition for the prox-operator, we have

forallue Z
(=70, — Vd(vi+1) + Vd(vgt1),u — vg41) > 0.
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Rewriting this inequality, we get

(=Y0k, vk — w) < (=Yg, vk — Vky1) + (Vd(vry1) — Vd(vg), u — vgy1)
< <_75k’ Vg — Uk+1> + V'Uk: (u) - VUk+1 (u) - V'Uk: (Uk-‘rl)'

Bearing in mind the Bregman divergence property 2V, (y) > ||z — y||2:
1

(=90, v = ) < (=90, vk = V1) + Vo (1) = Vo, () = 5 llowrn = vill5.

Using the definition of the conjugate norm:
1
(=0, v — 1) < [170kllq - l[on = Vit llp + Vor () = Vi, () = 5 l[0ngr = il
7 2
< G I0kllg + Vo (w) = Vo ()

Summing over k from 0 to N:

N
’YZ<_6]€;'U]€_U> S VUQ(U)_ UN+1 +7Z||6k”2

k=0
P
D2+ 2
e A (34)
k=0
Substituting into :
N N D2 ~y N
D =0k 21 —w) = D (O vk — Zhyr2) + —2 + 5 > l6kll?
k=0 k=0 v k=0

The right side is independent of u, then

N N D
_ _au) < _
max k—o< Oks Zky1/2 — U) < I;)@kavk Zt1/2) +

Taking the full expectation with independence vg — 2j41/2, §ks1/2, €k41/2 and
using (20), (21]), we get
N

E [max —0k, 2 —u
uEZk 0< ks “k+1/2 >

2

’YN
# 4 g SE I

D2 ’YN
J ! 5
2+ 3 3B (10

N
<E lZ(fskavk — Zk41/2)
k=0

N
<E [Z<E€k+1/27fk+1/2 [5/€] , Uk — Zk+1/2
k=0

D2
2(N +1)D, (ﬂLT + W) + 22
T 5

3v(N +1 2nA?
(WD (0—2+nL372+ n ) (35)

2 T2
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Connecting and , we have

2D; nA?
m‘i‘ll’y nL +0’ +27

+2D,, (\/ﬁLT + W) )
T

Proof of . Similarly to the previous proof, let begin with and take
full expectation:

E [Esad(ZN” S

E[llze+1 — 2°113]) < E[llze — 2*13] = 2YE[{g7 (2ht1/25 T Ektifa), Zogise — 27)]
YE 197 (Zht1/2s Ty Etrgn) — G (Zh—1/2, Ty Emrya)[|3]
—E[llzk+1> — 2el13]- (36)

Next we work with E [[|gf(2k41/25 75 Ektrya) — 95 (Zh—1/0, T, Ek—12) [13]:

E(llgf(2ht1/a: Ts Errrss) — 95 ooy, T Eirpa)|13)

< 3E [llgs (2t Ty Eprrgn) — (Zk+1/2)H2]

+3E [[lg7 (2k—1/25 T, §k+1/z) F(zi_1)13]
+3E [||F(zk+1/2) Zk 1/2 H ]

)@ 2o,
< B3L7E [||zks1s — 2k—1pll3] +6 ( 0 +nL3T
< 6L%E (|21, — 23] + 6L°E [z — 2—150]3]
2nA?
+6 (02 +nL3r? + n2 )
-
< 6L°E [l|zk+1/2 - ZkH%]

2nA?
2

+692L%E [[|9f (2k—1/25 T+ Ek—1/2) — G (2k—5/2, T, Esso)[13]

2nA?
+6(0 +nLir? + n >

In last inequality we use non-expansiveness of Euclidean prox operator. By sim-
ple transformation:

E[llgf(2ht1/2: 7> Etra) — 95 (Zh—12: T, €=y ) [13]
< 12L°E [||2p4172 — 213
+129°L7E (|97 (2h—1/2r T Ekm1/2) — 95 (Zhmsyar T Epmzya)[I3]
—E[lgf (zkt1/2: T Etryz) — 95 (Zk—1/2, T, Eu—1s2) [13]

2nA?
+12 (02 tnlirr+ 2 ) :

T2
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If v < 1/6r, then 1242L? < 1 — py, and we can rewrite previous inequality:
E[llgs (2ht1/2s Ty Ertrje) — 9 (2h—1/20 Ty E—17s)[|3]
S 12L2E [||Zk+1/2 — Zk”%]
+(1 = pE (97 (Zomrjo, T Er—rya) — 9 (Zhmsjor T, Eu—spa) 3]
—E[llgf (zht1/25 T Eriga) — 9 (Zh—y20 75 Eimrpa) [13]

2nA?
+12 (02 +nL2r? 4+ 22 ) . (37)
T

Next we consider —2vE [(g7 (241725 T> Ekt12) 24172 — 27)]:

—29E[(gf (Zht1s2s Ty Ektipa), Zhgryo — 27)]
= —27E [(F(Zk+1/2)7 Rk+41/2 — *>]
+29E [(F(2k+v2) = 95 (Zrgifor T Eprrya)s Zhgrye — 2°)]
—29E [(F(2k11/2); 24172 — 2°)]
+AY|E [F(21/2) — 95 (Zrgije: T Eprya) ] 2Dz

.
< —2E [(F(2h41/2), Zkt1je — 27))
2/nA
+4fy< n \/j >D2
17
< —2yuE [sz_ph - Z*Hg]
2/nA
4y (\/ﬁLTJr \/f

< —yuE [llzk — 2*113] + 274E [||2k412 — 2213]

i (vt 252 p,

Combining , , and , we have

E[llzks1 — 2*13] + E[llgs (zhsv/2: T Errra) — 9 (Zmrjar T, Eumpa) |13
< (L=p) (E[llze — 2*13]) + E [llg7(2r—1/2, T, Ex—ry2) — g5 (2k—3/2, T, Ek—32) [13])
+(2y0+1292L = D)E [[l2417 — 23]

2 2/nA
42 [12 <02 +nLirt? + 2"? ) 4Dy (f Lt */f )] .
T

With v < 1/6 we have 1242L? < 1 — 2uy and

(38)

E[llzks1 — 2* 3] + Ellgr (zhs1sa T Eprra) — 95 (Zhryas T, Emrpo) [13]
< (1 =) (Efllzi — 23] + E [llgs(zh—iyas 7> Ex—r/a) — g5 (2h—s/2, T Eespa)13])

2nA? 4D 2./nA
o it ) 42 22
T
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It remains to apply and then :

o) (0= =18+ oy G o 80) = g5 o S0)IB)

1 2n A2 4D 2v/nA
+—— [12( 0% + nL37? + r + =22 (/nLt + vn .
2N T2 ~y T

N N
E[llzn41 — 2*I2] < exp (—“

O

F Other approach for e in Algorithm

This algorithm is an easy modification of Algorithm [2] The only difference is
that we use the same direction e and random variable £ within one iteration

Algorithm 4 zoESVIA (same direction)
Input: zo, N, v, 7.
Choose oracle grad from G, g4, g5..
for k=0,1,2,...,N do
Sample indep. ek, &k.
di = grad(zx, ex, T, &k).
Zrt1/2 = Prox, (v - di).
dit1/2 = grad(zp+1/2, €k, 75 €k)-
Ze41 = prox,, (v - dgy1/2).
end for
Output: zy4+1 or Zy41.

In this section we consider euclidean setup: V. (y) = 1/2||x — y||3. Used approach
is based on [23].
Theorem.
By Algorithm 4 with Random direction oracle under Assumptions 1, 2, 3 and
v < 1onL,, we get
. D3 27212
Elesqd(Zn)] < N + 210yn?L3D?
a2 A
+24~ (n2L27'2 + 0 ) +12 <1’LLT + n) Dy
T

T2

+200y (nE [IFE)I13) + ”;) : (39)

where
€sad(ZN) = Z{lgigf(ffmyl) - 31619( @', gn).

Proof of We begin with applying Lemma@

sz"rl - uH% S sz - ’lLH% - 2<’Ygd(zk+1/2»€k77'7 fk)v Zk+1/2 - ’lL>

72N ga (24125 €8> T €)= 9a(2ks €ks T, €115 — [ 20g1/2 — 213
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Next, using triangle inequality, we have

2kt — ull3 < llzw — ull3 — 2(vga(zks/2 €8, T k), Zosrye — w)
Y0192kt 1/25 €k Ty Ek) — N{F (Zhg1/2: &), endenls
+72(1ga (2, ex, 7, k) — n(F (21, &k), exdex3
AV AF (g jar )y exer — n(F (2k, &)y erdenls — 2egae — 2l

Using [8] we get
sz‘f‘l - UH% < sz - ’LLH% - 2<79d(zk+1/25 €k, T, gk)v Rl+1/2 — ’LL>
92| ga(2h 41725 €8y Ty E) — MU (Zggryn, Ek), er) el

+72 (1 9a (2, €xs 7, &) — n{F (2, &), ex)ex )3
+(V*n?L* (&) — V|24 — 213

By simple transformation we rewrite previous inequality

(F(2kp1/a)s 2hra — u) < 2k = ull3 = llzp41 — ull3
—27(9a 2kt 1720 €k, Ty §k) = F(2ha1/25 8k, Zhprse — W)
921942kt 1725 €k Ty Ek) — NAF (Zhs1/25 &), endenlls
+721ga (2 ex, 7, k) — n(F (21, &k), exdexl3
+(y*n2 L5 = 1)l|zks1s. — 213

We estimate some terms from the right side of the inequality.

9a (211172, €1y Ts Ek) — N F (2h1/3, k), e |3 <

n? (f(@rgryo + Tehas Yrrvyor &) — F(@rgryos Yrrryor &) — (Vo f (Tht1jar Yktr/o, €k) s Tha)) €ha

2
T (F(@htryor Y1720 &) — F@hprsos Yrsryn + Tehys &) + (Vy F(@hp1/as b s 1720 E) s TeRy) ) iy
2
+7”L72 (5(~Tk+1/2 + Teka, yk+1/2) - 5(a:k+1/2a yk+1/2)) Ckx
2
T (6(@htrja Y1) = O(Tprsos Yrfo + T€hy)) €y

2

Using L-smoothness of function f(-) and we note that

2
n
19a(Zkt1/25 €8, T Ek) — N{F (21417, En)s ex)er |3 < ) (L?(|7erall3 + L?(|TerylI3)

n2A?
s (lexzll3 + llexyll3)

2 A2
o )

T2
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Similarly, we estimate the following value. Using L-smoothness of function f(-),
we have

n2A2

2
n
19a(zk, ey 7, &) — n{F (21, &), exderl < = (L?||Irerell3 + LiiTeryll3) tad— (lexzll3 + llexyl13)

2 A2
§4(n2L272+n ?)
-

Substituting the previous inequality we have

(F(2g12)s Zhgrp — w) < lzi — ull = [lzo41 — w3
—27(9d(2k41/2) €8> T5 &) — F(2hq1y2)s Zogrse — W)
2A2
_|_8,YQ <n2L27'2 n n )

T2

+(v*n?L3 = Dllzrsrys — zll3

Consider G = (g9a(2it1/2, €k, T, &k) — F(2p41/2), U — 2i4175), by simple trans-
formations we get

G = (9a(2k11/2s €k Ty §k) — 9a(2ky €ky Ty )y U — Zgrz) + (F'(2k) — F(2rq1/2)5 U — 2hg1y)
+(9a(zk, e, 7, §k) — Fzi),u — 2k) + (9a(zk, ex, 7, §k) — Fzk)s 26 — 2q1y2)
< 2nLollzk — zrgpell2llu — zegaplle + l9a(2k; ex, 7, §) — F'(21) ll2ll2k — 2kg1s2ll2
+1ga(zrs1/2s €k, 75 Ek) — n{F (2 417), ex)erl2llu — 2h11y|2
+1ga(zrs ex, ) — n{F(z1) ex)exllzllu — zryiall2 + (9a(2k, €k, 7, &) — F(2k), u — 2k).

Using 2|l [|bl] < Cllall3 + FlIb]13

1
296 < Sz — Zegiyalls + 820 Lallu = zi a3 + 497 (| galzh, ex, 7, Ek) — F(20)ll3
1
+1||Zk - Zk:+1/2||§
nA
+4~ ( nLt + — lu = zpy1ssll2 + 27(ga (2, ex, 7, §k) — F(21), u — 21).
Summing up we get

V(F (211172), 2hrrys — w) < ||z — ul|3 = [|zrs1 — w3 4+ 27(ga(zk, €x, 7 &) — F(21), u — 2i)

n? A2 nA
)4 (nr + 22 Ju sl

+8’}/2 (n2L2T2 4 -
T

1
+(y*n’L3 — z)llzsz — 23

+8v*n*L3|lu — 2t 15 + 49 | 9a 2k, €x, T, E) — F 2113
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Assuming v < l/anL,, convexity-concavity of function f () and summing from
k=1to k=N, we get

D2
N+1 F(2ky1/2)s 2hgrya — 2
k:O

N
2y
ﬁ; 9a(zk, e, 7, &) — F21),u — 21)

2A2
+872 <n2L27'2 + n

nA
= ) + 4y (nLT—i—T) D,

2 N
+8v*n*L3iD3 +—Z l9a (ks exs 7, &) — F(21) |2

Taking full expectation and using 18| (¢ = 2), |31 and ' we have

VE[esaa(Zn)] < ~ +2107 n,2L3D?2

2 A2 A
2442 (n2L2T2 + 22 ) 112y (TLLT + ") Dy
T T

. no?
+2007° (nE [IF(=")3] + 2)

G Proof of Theorem 3

Theorem 4. By Algorithm @ under assumption 1, 2, 8 with Mized oracle gy
and v < /21, we get

B leud()] < 2 +2D, (ViLar + 222

2 2 A2
+9v (a + ng LT3 7172 ) . (40)

Proof of We begin with (27) and taking z = zi, ¢ = 7 (2x, €x, 7, &),
g1/2 = 7§f(zk+1/276k+1/277' fk+1 2), t

then 2,5 = 23412, 21 = 2k+1 and we get
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V(G (Zha1/25 €ht1/2 > Ekt1/2 )5 Zh1/2 — W)

< Vzk (u) - Vzk+1(u) - Vzk, (2k+1/2)
2
Y~ -
+5||9f(2k+1/2,€k+1/2, 7. &kt1/2) — G (2 e, 7, ) |I2

(L1)
< VZk (u) - Vzk+1 (u) - Vzk (Zlc+1/2)
3'y2 9
+7||F(Zk+1/2) — F(z)ll;
2

375~
+7||9f(2k+1/2, €k+1/2,7T, §k+1/2) - F(Zk+1/2)H3

372 ~ 2
t 97 (2k> x> T, Ek) — F(21) I
With it gives

Y(Gr (Zht1/25 €125 T Et1/2 )y Zhg1/2 — W)
< ‘/;k (u) - Vv%+1 (u) - Vzk (Zk+1/2)
3v2L? 9
B sz+1/2 - Zk||2
3y )
+7||gf(zk+1/2,€k+1/2m Ser1/2) — Fzrg1/2)lly

3~ 2
+7||gf(zk7 €k, T, Ek) - F(Zk)”q

Applying the property: Vi, (zx+1/2) = Y2llzkt1/2 — 2ll? = Y2llzeq1/2 — 2613
with v < 1/21, we get

Y(Gr (Zet1/25 €ht1/2> T Ept1/2), Zhg1j2 — w) < Vo, (u) =V, (u)

R
+7||9f(2k+1/2> ert1)2: T Ekr1y2) — Fzir12) |2

25 e 60 — FGIE.
Taking the full expectation and using , with @:
E [V(F(2k41/2)s k4172 — u)] SE[V, (u)] = E Vs, (u)]
+2 (\/’ITxLQT + 2MA> D,

-
6n, A2
72 '

+3~2 (30—2 +3n,L37T% +

It remains to sum up from £ = 0 to £ = IV and use [31]| and finish the proof of
this theorem.

0
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