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Abstract

Stochastic nonconvex minimax problems have attracted wide atten-
tion in machine learning, signal processing and many other fields in
recent years. In this paper, we propose an accelerated first-order reg-
ularized momentum descent ascent algorithm (FORMDA) for solving
stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems. The iteration com-
plexity of the algorithm is proved to be Õ(ε−6.5) to obtain an
ε-stationary point, which achieves the best-known complexity bound
for single-loop algorithms to solve the stochastic nonconvex-concave
minimax problems under the stationarity of the objective function.

Keywords: stochastic nonconvex minimax problem, accelerated momentum
projection gradient algorithm, iteration complexity, machine learning

1 Introduction

Consider the following stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax optimization
problem:

min
x∈X

max
y∈Y

g(x, y) = Eζ∼D[G(x, y, ζ)], (1.1)
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2 FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems

where X ⊆ Rdx and Y ⊆ Rdy are nonempty convex and compact sets,
G(x, y, ζ) : X ×Y → R is a smooth function, possibly nonconvex in x and con-
cave in y, ζ is a random variable following an unknown distribution D, and E
denotes the expectation function. We focus on the single-loop first-order algo-
rithms to solve problem (1.1). This problem has attracted increasing attention
in machine learning, signal processing, and many other research fields in recent
years, e.g., distributed nonconvex optimization [12, 23, 30], wireless system [8],
statistical learning [1, 13], etc.

There are few existing first-order methods for solving stochastic nonconvex-
concave minimax optimization problem. Rafique et al. [38] proposed a prox-
imally guided stochastic mirror descent method (PG-SMD), which updates
x and y simultaneously, and the iteration complexity has been proved to be
Õ(ε−6) to an approximate ε-stationary point of Φ(·) = maxy∈Y f(·, y). Zhang
et al. [54] proposed a SPAD+ which achieves the oracle complexities of O

(
ε−6

)
for solving deterministic nonconvex-concave minimax problems. Both algo-
rithms are multi-loop algorithms. On the other hand, there are few existing
single-loop algorithms for solving stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax prob-
lems. Lin et al. [26] proposed a stochastic gradient descent ascent (SGDA) and
Bot et al. [4] proposed a stochastic alternating GDA, both of them require
O
(
ε−8

)
stochastic gradient evaluations to obtain an approximate ε-stationary

point of Φ(·) = maxy∈Y f(·, y). Boroun et al. [3] proposed a novel single-loop
stochastic primal-dual algorithm with momentum (SPDM) for a special class
of nonconvex-concave minimax problems, i.e., the objective function statisfies
the Polyak- Lojasiewicz (PL) condition with respect to x, and the iteration
complexity is proved to be O

(
ε−4

)
.

There are some exisiting first order methods on solving stochastic
nonconvex-strongly concave minimax optimization problems. Lin et al.
[26] proposed a stochastic gradient descent ascent (SGDA) which requires
O
(
κ5ε−6

)
stochastic gradient evaluations to get an ε-stationary point. Luo

et al. [24] proposed a stochastic recursive gradient descent ascent (SREDA)
algorithm, which requires a total number of O

(
κ5ε−5

)
stochastic gradient

evaluations. Huang et al. [14] proposed an accelerated first-order momen-
tum descent ascent (Acc-MDA) method with the total number of stochastic
gradient evaluations being Õ

(
κ4.5ε−3

)
.

There are also some zeroth-order methods for stochastic nonconvex-
strongly concave minimax optimization problems. Liu et al. [25] proposed a
ZO-Min-Max algorithm and it needs O

(
κ6ε−6

)
function evaluations to obtain

ε-stationary point. Wang et al. [45] proposed a zeroth-order gradient descent
multi-step ascent (ZO-GDMSA) algorithm, and the function evaluation com-
plexity of Õ

(
κ2ε−4

)
is proved. Luo et al. [24] proposed a stochastic recursive

gradient descent ascent (SREDA) algorithm, and its function evaluation com-
plexity is O

(
κ3ε−3

)
. Xu et al. [47] proposed a zeroth-order variance reduced

gradient descent ascent (ZO-VRGDA) algorithm with O
(
κ3ε−3

)
function eval-

uation complexity. Huang et al. [14] proposed an accelerated zeroth-order
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momentum descent ascent (Acc-ZOMDA) method which owns the function
evaluation complexity of Õ

(
κ4.5ε−3

)
.

There are few exisiting methods on solving stochastic nonconvex-
nonconcave minimax optimization problems. Yang et al. [51] proposed a
smoothed GDA algorithm for nonconvex-PL minimax problems with the iter-
ation complexity of O(ε−4). Xu et al. [49] proposed a zeroth-order variance
reduced alternating gradient descent ascent (ZO-VRAGDA) algorithm for
solving nonconvex-PL minimax problems, which can obtain the total complex-
ity of O(ε−3). Huang [15] proposed two enhanced momentum-based gradient
descent ascent methods for nonconvex-PL minimax problems, which owns the
iteration complexity of Õ(ε−3).

In this paper, we propose an accelerated first-order regularized momentum
descent ascent algorithm (FORMDA) for solving stochastic nonconvex-concave
minimax problems. The iteration complexity of the algorithm is proved to be
Õ(ε−6.5) to obtain an ε-stationary point.

1.1 Related Works.

We give a brief review on algorithms for solving deterministic minimax opti-
mization problems. There are many existing works on solving convex-concave
minimax optimization problems. Since we focus on nonconvex minimax prob-
lems, we do not attempt to survey it in this paper and refer to [6, 21, 29, 32–
35, 43, 53] for more details.

For deterministic nonconvex-concave minimax problem, there are two types
of algorithms, i.e., multi-loop algorithms and single-loop algorithms. One
intensively studied type is nested-loop algorithms. Various algorithms of this
type have been proposed in [19, 31, 36, 38, 42]. Lin et al. [22] proposed a
class of accelerated algorithms for smooth nonconvex-concave minimax prob-
lems with the complexity bound of Õ

(
ε−2.5

)
which owns the best iteration

complexity till now. On the other hand, fewer studies focus on single-loop
algorithms for nonconvex-concave minimax problems. One typical method is
the gradient descent-ascent (GDA) method, which performs a gradient descent
step on x and a gradient ascent step on y simultaneously at each itera-
tion. Jin et al. [26] proposed a GDmax algorithm with iteration complexity
of Õ

(
ε−6

)
. Lu et al. [27] proposed a hybrid block successive approxima-

tion (HiBSA) algorithm, which can obtain an ε-stationary point of f(x, y) in
Õ
(
ε−4

)
iterations. Pan et al. [37] proposed a new alternating gradient pro-

jection algorithm for nonconvex-linear minimax problem with the iteration
complexity of O

(
ε−3

)
. Xu et al. [46] proposed a unified single-loop alter-

nating gradient projection (AGP) algorithm for solving nonconvex-(strongly)
concave and (strongly) convex-nonconcave minimax problems, which can find
an ε-stationary point with the gradient complexity of O

(
ε−4

)
. Zhang et al.

[52] proposed a smoothed GDA algorithm which achieves O
(
ε−4

)
iteration

complexity for general nonconvex-concave minimax problems.
Few algorithms have been proposed for solving more general determinis-

tic nonconvex-nonconcave minimax problems. Sanjabi et al. [39] proposed a
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multi-step gradient descent-ascent algorithm which can find an ε-first order
Nash equilibrium in O(ε−2 log ε−1) iterations when a one-sided PL condition
is satisfied. Yang et al. [50] showed the alternating GDA algorithm converges
globally at a linear rate for a subclass of nonconvex-nonconcave objective
functions satisfying a two-sided PL inequality. Song et al. [40] proposed an
optimistic dual extrapolation (OptDE) method with the iteration complex-
ity of O

(
ε−2

)
, if a weak solution exists. Hajizadeh et al. [17] showed that a

damped version of extra-gradient method linearly converges to an ε-stationary
point of nonconvex-nonconcave minimax problems that the nonnegative inter-
action dominance condition is satisfied. Xu et al. [49] proposed a zeroth-order
alternating gradient descent ascent (ZO-AGDA) algorithm for solving NC-PL
minimax problem, which can obtain the iteration complexity O(ε−2). For more
related results, we refer to [5, 7, 9–11, 18, 28].

Notations For vectors, we use ∥ · ∥ to represent the Euclidean norm and
its induced matrix norm; ⟨x, y⟩ denotes the inner product of two vectors of
x and y. We use ∇xf(x, y) (or ∇yf(x, y)) to denote the partial derivative of
f(x, y) with respect to x (or y) at point (x, y), respectively. We use the notation
O(·) to hide only absolute constants which do not depend on any problem
parameter, and Õ(·) notation to hide only absolute constants and log factors.
A continuously differentiable function f(·) is called L-smooth if there exists a
constant L > 0 such that for any given x, y ∈ X ,

∥∇f(x) −∇f(y)∥ ≤ L∥x− y∥.

A continuously differentiable function f(·) is called µ-strongly convcave if there
exists a constant µ > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ X ,

f(y) ≤ f(x) + ⟨∇f(x), y − x⟩ − µ

2
∥y − x∥2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, an accelerated first-
order momentum projection gradient algorithm is proposed for stochastic
nonconvex-concave minimax problem, and its iteration complexity is also
established. Numerical results are presented in Section 3 to show the efficiency
of the proposed algorithm. Some conclusions are made in the last section.

2 An Accelerated First-order Regularized
Momentum Descent Ascent Algorithm

In this section, based on the framework of the Acc-MDA algorithm [14], we
propose an accelerated first-order regularized momentum descent ascent algo-
rithm (FORMDA) for solving problem (1.1). At the kth iteration of FORMDA,
we consider a regularized function of g(x, y), i.e.,

gk(x, y) = g(x, y) − ρk
2
∥y∥2, (2.1)
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where ρk ≥ 0 is a regularization parameter. Compared to the Acc-MDA
algorithm, the main difference in the FORMDA algorithm is that instead of
g(x, y), the gradient of gk(x, y), is computed and used at each iteration. More
detailedly, at the kth iteration, for some given I = {ζ1, · · · , ζb} drawn i.i.d.
from an unknown distribution, by denoting

G̃k(x, y; ζj) = G(x, y; ζj) −
ρk
2
∥y∥2, (2.2)

we compute the gradient of the stochastic function G̃k(x, y; I) as follows,

∇xG̃k(x, y; I) =
1

b

b∑
j=1

∇xG̃k(x, y; ζj), (2.3)

∇yG̃k(x, y; I) =
1

b

b∑
j=1

∇yG̃k(x, y; ζj). (2.4)

Then, based on ∇xG̃k(x, y; I) and ∇yG̃k(x, y; I), we compute the variance-
reduced stochastic gradient vk and wk as shown in (2.5) and (2.6) respectively
with 0 < γk ≤ 1 and 0 < θk ≤ 1 that will be defined later. We update xk

and yk through alternating stochastic gradient projection with the momentum
technique shown in (2.7)-(2.10), which is similar to that in the Acc-MDA
algorithm. The proposed FORMDA algorithm is formally stated in Algorithm
1.

Before we prove the iteration complexity of Algorithm 1, we first give some
mild assumptions.

Assumption 2.1 For any given ζ, G(x, y, ζ) has Lipschitz continuous gradients and
there exist a constant l > 0 such that for any x, x1, x2 ∈ X , and y, y1, y2 ∈ Y, we
have

∥∇xG(x1, y, ζ)−∇xG(x2, y, ζ)∥ ≤ l∥x1 − x2∥,
∥∇xG(x, y1, ζ)−∇xG(x, y2, ζ)∥ ≤ l∥y1 − y2∥,
∥∇yG(x, y1, ζ)−∇yG(x, y2, ζ)∥ ≤ l∥y1 − y2∥,
∥∇yG(x1, y, ζ)−∇yG(x2, y, ζ)∥ ≤ l∥x1 − x2∥.

Assumption 2.2 {ρk} is a nonnegative monotonically decreasing sequence.

If Assumption 2.1 holds, g(x, y) has Lipschitz continuous gradients with
constant l by Lemma 7 in [49]. Then, by the definition of gk(x, y) and
Assumption 2.2, we know that gk(x, y) has Lipschitz continuous gradients with
constant L, where L = l + ρ1.
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Algorithm 1 An Accelerated First-order Regularized Momentum Descent
Ascent Algorithm (FORMDA)

Step 1:Input x1, y1, λ1, α1, β, 0 < η1 ≤ 1, b; γ0 = 1,θ0 = 1. Set k = 1.
Step 2: Draw a mini-batch samples Ik = {ζki }bi=1. Compute

vk = ∇xG̃k(xk, yk; Ik) + (1 − γk−1)[vk−1 −∇xG̃k−1(xk−1, yk−1; Ik)]
(2.5)

and

wk = ∇yG̃k(xk, yk; Ik) + (1 − θk−1)[wk−1 −∇yG̃k−1(xk−1, yk−1; Ik)]
(2.6)

where ∇xG̃k(x, y; I), ∇xG̃k−1(x, y; I) and ∇yG̃k(x, y; I), ∇yG̃k−1(x, y; I)
are defined as in (2.3) and (2.4).
Step 3:Perform the following update for xk and yk:

x̃k+1 = P1/αk

X (xk − αkvk) , (2.7)

xk+1 = xk + ηk(x̃k+1 − xk), (2.8)

ỹk+1 = P1/β
Y (yk + βwk) , (2.9)

yk+1 = yk + ηk(ỹk+1 − yk). (2.10)

Step 4:If some stationary condition is satisfied, stop; otherwise, set k =
k + 1, go to Step 2.

Assumption 2.3 For any given ζ, there exists a constant δ > 0 such that for all x
and y, it has

E∥∇xG(x, y, ζ)−∇xg(x, y)∥2 ≤ δ2,

E∥∇yG(x, y, ζ)−∇yg(x, y)∥2 ≤ δ2.

By Assumption 2.3, we can immediately get that

E∥∇xG̃k(x, y; I) −∇xgk(x, y)∥2 ≤ δ2

b
, (2.11)

E∥∇yG̃k(x, y; I) −∇ygk(x, y)∥2 ≤ δ2

b
. (2.12)

We define the stationarity gap as the termination criterion as follows.
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Definition 2.1 For some given αk > 0 and β > 0, the stationarity gap for problem
(1.1) is defined as

∇Gαk,β
k (x, y) :=


1
αk

(
x− P

1
αk

X (x− αk∇xg(x, y))

)
1
β

(
y − P

1
β

Y (y + β∇yg(x, y))

)
 .

Definition 2.2 For some given αk > 0 and β > 0, denote

∇G̃αk,β
k (x, y) :=


1
αk

(
x− P

1
αk

X (x− αk∇xgk(x, y))

)
1
β

(
y − P

1
β

Y (y + β∇ygk(x, y))

)
 .

2.1 Complexity analysis.

In this subsection, we prove the iteration complexity of Algorithm 1. We first
denote

Φk(x) := max
y∈Y

gk(x, y), (2.13)

y∗k(x) := arg max
y∈Y

gk(x, y). (2.14)

By Lemma 24 in [31], Φk(x) is LΦk
-Lipschitz smooth with LΦk

= L+ L2

ρk
under

the ρk-strong concavity of gk(x, y). Moreover, similar to the proof of Lemma
B.2 in [22], we have ∇xΦk(x) = ∇xgk(x, y∗k(x)).

Lemma 2.1 Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Then for any x, x̄ ∈ X ,

∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥
2 ≤ L2

ρ2k+1

∥x̄− x∥2 +
ρk − ρk+1

ρk+1
(∥y∗k+1(x̄)∥

2 − ∥y∗k(x)∥
2).

(2.15)

Proof The optimality condition for y∗k(x) implies that ∀y ∈ Y and ∀k ≥ 1,

⟨∇ygk+1(x̄, y
∗
k+1(x̄)), y − y∗k+1(x̄)⟩ ≤ 0, (2.16)

⟨∇ygk(x, y
∗
k(x)), y − y∗k(x)⟩ ≤ 0. (2.17)

Setting y = y∗k(x) in (2.16) and y = y∗k+1(x̄) in (2.17), adding these two inequalities
and using the strong concavity of gk(x, y) with respect to y, we have

⟨∇ygk+1(x̄, y
∗
k+1(x̄))−∇ygk(x, y

∗
k+1(x̄)), y

∗
k(x)− y∗k+1(x̄)⟩

≤⟨∇ygk(x, y
∗
k+1(x̄))−∇ygk(x, y

∗
k(x)), y

∗
k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)⟩

≤ − ρk∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥
2. (2.18)

By the definition of gk(x, y), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Assumption 2.1,
(2.18) implies that

(ρk − ρk+1)⟨y∗k+1(x̄), y
∗
k(x)− y∗k+1(x̄)⟩
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≤⟨∇yg(x̄, y
∗
k+1(x̄))−∇yg(x, y

∗
k+1(x̄)), y

∗
k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)⟩ − ρk∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥

2

≤ L2

2ρk
∥x̄− x∥2 − ρk

2
∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥

2. (2.19)

Since ⟨y∗k+1(x̄), y
∗
k(x)− y∗k+1(x̄)⟩ =

1
2 (∥y

∗
k(x)∥

2 −∥y∗k+1(x̄)∥
2 −∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥

2)
and Assumption 2.2, (2.19) implies that

∥y∗k+1(x̄)− y∗k(x)∥
2 ≤ L2

ρ2k+1

∥x̄− x∥2 +
ρk − ρk+1

ρk+1
(∥y∗k+1(x̄)∥

2 − ∥y∗k(x)∥
2).

The proof is completed. □

Lemma 2.2 Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Let {(xk, yk)} be a
sequence generated by Algorithm 1, if ρk ≤ L, then ∀k ≥ 1,

Φk+1(xk+1)− Φk(xk) ≤2ηkαkL
2∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 + 2ηkαk∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2

− (
3ηk
4αk

− L2η2k
ρk+1

)∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 +
ρk − ρk+1

2
σ2
y, (2.20)

where σy = max{∥y∥ | y ∈ Y}.

Proof Since that Φk(x) is LΦk
-smooth with respect to x and ρk ≤ L, we have that

Φk(xk+1)− Φk(xk)

≤⟨∇xΦk(xk), xk+1 − xk⟩+
LΦk

2
∥xk+1 − xk∥2

≤ηk⟨∇xgk(xk, y
∗
k(xk))−∇xgk(xk, yk), x̃k+1 − xk⟩+ ηk⟨vk, x̃k+1 − xk⟩

+ ηk⟨∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk, x̃k+1 − xk⟩+
L2η2k
ρk

∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2. (2.21)

Next, we estimate the first three terms in the right hand side of (2.21). By the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

⟨∇xgk(xk, y
∗
k(xk))−∇xgk(xk, yk), x̃k+1 − xk⟩

≤2αk∥∇xgk(xk, y
∗
k(xk))−∇xgk(xk, yk)∥2 +

1

8αk
∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2

≤2αkL
2∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 +
1

8αk
∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2. (2.22)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

⟨∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk, x̃k+1 − xk⟩

≤2αk∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2 +
1

8αk
∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2. (2.23)

The optimality condition for xk in (2.7) implies that ∀x ∈ X and ∀k ≥ 1,

⟨vk, x̃k+1 − xk⟩ ≤ − 1

αk
∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2. (2.24)

Plugging (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24) into (2.21) and using ρk+1 ≤ ρk, we get

Φk(xk+1)− Φk(xk) ≤2ηkαkL
2∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 + 2ηkαk∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems 9

− (
3ηk
4αk

− L2η2k
ρk+1

)∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2. (2.25)

On the other hand, we have

Φk+1(xk+1)− Φk(xk+1) ≤Φk+1(xk+1)− gk(xk+1, y
∗
k+1(xk+1)

=
ρk − ρk+1

2
∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 ≤

ρk − ρk+1

2
σ2
y. (2.26)

Combining (2.25) and (2.25), we complete the proof. □

Lemma 2.3 Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Let {(xk, yk)} be a
sequence generated by Algorithm 1, if 0 < ηk ≤ 1, 0 < β ≤ 1

6L and ρk ≤ L, then
∀k ≥ 1,

∥yk+1 − y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

≤(1−
ηkβρk+1

4
)∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 − 3ηk
4

∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 +
5L2ηk
ρ3k+1β

∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2

+
5ηkβ

ρk+1
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +

5(ρk − ρk+1)

ρ2k+1ηkβ
(∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 − ∥y∗k(xk)∥

2).

(2.27)

Proof gk(x, y) is ρk-strongly concave with respect to y, which implies that

gk(xk, y)− gk(xk, yk)

≤⟨∇ygk(xk, yk), y − yk⟩ −
ρk
2
∥y − yk∥2

=⟨wk, y − ỹk+1⟩+ ⟨∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk, y − ỹk+1⟩+ ⟨∇ygk(xk, yk), ỹk+1 − yk⟩

− ρk
2
∥y − yk∥2. (2.28)

By Assumption 2.1, gk(x, y) has Lipschitz continuous gradient with respect to y and
then

gk(xk, ỹk+1)− gk(xk, yk) ≥ ⟨∇ygk(xk, yk), ỹk+1 − yk⟩ −
L

2
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2. (2.29)

The optimality condition for yk in (2.9) implies that ∀y ∈ Y and ∀k ≥ 1,

⟨wk, y − ỹk+1⟩ ≤
1

β
⟨ỹk+1 − yk, y − ỹk+1⟩

= − 1

β
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 +

1

β
⟨ỹk+1 − yk, y − yk⟩. (2.30)

Plugging (2.30) into (2.28) and combining (2.29), by setting y = y∗k(xk), we have

gk(xk, y
∗
k(xk))− gk(xk, ỹk+1)

≤ 1

β
⟨ỹk+1 − yk, y

∗
k(xk)− yk⟩+ ⟨∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk, y

∗
k(xk)− ỹk+1⟩

− ρk
2
∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 − (
1

β
− L

2
)∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2. (2.31)

Next, we estimate the first two terms in the right hand side of (2.31). By (2.10), we
get

∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥
2
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=∥yk + ηk(ỹk+1 − yk)− y∗k(xk)∥
2

=∥yk − y∗(xk)∥2 + 2ηk⟨ỹk+1 − yk, yk − y∗k(xk)⟩+ η2k∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2. (2.32)

(2.32) can be rewritten as

⟨ỹk+1 − yk, y
∗
k(xk)− yk⟩

=
1

2ηk
∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 +
ηk
2
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 − 1

2ηk
∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥

2. (2.33)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

⟨∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk, y
∗
k(xk)− ỹk+1⟩

≤ 2

ρk
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +

ρk
8
∥y∗(xk)− ỹk+1∥2

≤ 2

ρk
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +

ρk
4
∥y∗k(xk)− yk∥2 +

ρk
4
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2. (2.34)

Plugging (2.33), (2.34) into (2.31), and using the fact that gk(xk, y
∗
k(xk)) ≥

gk(xk, ỹk+1), we get

1

2ηkβ
∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥

2

≤(
1

2ηkβ
− ρk

4
)∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 + (
ηk
2β

+
ρk
4

+
L

2
− 1

β
)∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2

+
2

ρk
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2. (2.35)

By the assumption 0 < ηk ≤ 1, 0 < β̃ ≤ 1
6L , ρk ≤ L and (2.35), we obtain that

∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥
2

≤(1− ηkβρk
2

)∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥
2 − 3ηk

4
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 +

4ηkβ

ρk
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2.

(2.36)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 2.1 and (2.8), we have

∥yk+1 − y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

=∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥
2 + 2⟨yk+1 − y∗k(xk), y

∗
k(xk)− y∗k+1(xk+1)⟩+ ∥y∗k(xk)− y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

≤(1 +
ηkβρk

4
)∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥

2 + (1 +
4

ηkβρk
)∥y∗k(xk)− y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

≤(1 +
ηkβρk

4
)∥yk+1 − y∗k(xk)∥

2 + (1 +
4

ηkβρk
)
η2kL

2

ρ2k+1

∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2

+ (1 +
4

ηkβρk
)
ρk − ρk+1

ρk+1
(∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 − ∥y∗k(xk)∥

2). (2.37)

Plugging (2.36) into (2.37), we obtain

∥yk+1 − y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

≤(1− ηkβρk
2

)(1 +
ηkβρk

4
)∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 − 3ηk
4

(1 +
ηkβρk

4
)∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2

+ (1 +
4

ηkβρk
)
η2kL

2

ρ2k+1

∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 +
4ηkβ

ρk
(1 +

ηkβρk
4

)∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2
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+ (1 +
4

ηkβρk
)
ρk − ρk+1

ρk+1
(∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 − ∥y∗k(xk)∥

2). (2.38)

Since 0 < ηk ≤ 1, 0 < β ≤ 1
6L and ρk ≤ L, we have ηkβρk < 1.Then, by Assumption

2.2, we get (1 − ηkβρk
2 )(1 + ηkβρk

4 ) ≤ 1 − ηkβρk+1

4 , − 3ηk
4 (1 + ηkβρk

4 ) ≤ − 3ηk
4 ,

4ηkβ
ρk

(1 + ηkβρk
4 ) ≤ 5ηkβ

ρk+1
, (1 + 4

ηkβρk
) ≤ 5

ρk+1βηk
. Thus, we obtain

∥yk+1 − y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2

≤(1−
ηkβρk+1

4
)∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2 − 3ηk
4

∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 +
5L2ηk
ρ3k+1β

∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2

+
5ηkβ

ρk+1
∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +

5(ρk − ρk+1)

ρ2k+1ηkβ
(∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 − ∥y∗k(xk)∥

2).

The proof is completed. □

Lemma 2.4 Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3 hold. Let {(xk, yk)} be a
sequence generated by Algorithm 1, then ∀k ≥ 1,

E∥∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− vk+1∥2

≤(1− γk)E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2 +
2γ2kδ

2

b
+

2L2η2k
b

E[∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 + ∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2],
(2.39)

E∥∇ygk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− wk+1∥2

≤(1− θk)E∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +
2θ2kδ

2

b
+

4L2η2k
b

E[∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 + ∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2]

+
4(ρ2k − ρ2k+1)σ

2
y

b
. (2.40)

Proof Note that E∇xG̃k(xk, yk; Ik+1) = ∇xgk(xk, yk),
E∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1) = ∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1), and by the definition of vk+1,
we have

E∥∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− vk+1∥2

=E∥∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)−∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1)

− (1− γk)[vk −∇xG̃k(xk, yk; Ik+1)]∥2

=E∥(1− γk)(∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk) + γk(∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)

−∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1)) + (1− γk)[∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)−∇xgk(xk, yk)

−∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1) +∇xG̃k(xk, yk; Ik+1)]∥2

=(1− γk)
2E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2 + E∥γk(∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)

−∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1)) + (1− γk)[∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)−∇xgk(xk, yk)

−∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; Ik+1) +∇xG̃k(xk, yk; Ik+1)]∥2. (2.41)

By the fact that E∥ζ − Eζ∥2 = E∥ζ∥2 − ∥Eζ∥2 ≤ E∥ζ∥2, E∥ 1
b

∑b
j=1 ζj∥

2 = 1
bE∥ζj∥

2

for i.i.d. random variables {ζj}bj=1 with zero mean, 1− γk < 1 and (2.11), we have

E∥∇xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− vk+1∥2
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≤(1− γk)
2E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2 +

2γ2kδ
2

b

+
2(1− γk)

2

b
E∥∇xG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; ζ

k+1
1 )−∇xG̃k(xk, yk; ζ

k+1
1 )∥2

≤(1− γk)E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2 +
2γ2kδ

2

b
+

2L2η2k
b

E[∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 + ∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2].
(2.42)

Similarly, we get

E∥∇ygk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− wk+1∥2

≤(1− θk)
2E∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +

2θ2kδ
2

b

+
2(1− θk)

2

b
E∥∇yG̃k+1(xk+1, yk+1; ζ

k+1
1 )−∇yG̃k(xk, yk; ζ

k+1
1 )∥2

≤(1− θk)E∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2 +
2θ2kδ

2

b
+

4(ρ2k − ρ2k+1)σ
2
y

b

+
4L2η2k

b
E[∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 + ∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2].

The proof is completed. □

Lemma 2.5 Suppose that Assumption 2.1 holds. Let {(xk, yk)} be a sequence
generated by Algorithm 1, then ∀k ≥ 1,

E∥∇G̃αk,β
k (xk, yk)∥2

≤ 2

α2
k

E∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 +
2

β2
E∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2 + 2E∥∇xgk (xk, yk)− vk∥2

+ 2E∥∇ygk (xk, yk)− wk∥2. (2.43)

Proof By (2.9), the nonexpansive property of the projection operator, we immedi-
ately get

∥ 1
β
(yk − P

1
β

Y (yk + β∇ygk (xk, yk)))∥ ≤ 1

β
∥ỹk+1 − yk∥+ ∥∇ygk (xk, yk)− wk∥.

(2.44)

On the other hand, by (2.7) and the nonexpansive property of the projection
operator, we have

∥ 1

αk
(xk − P

1
αk

X (xk − αk∇xgk (xk, yk)))∥ ≤ 1

αk
∥x̃k+1 − xk∥+ ∥∇xgk (xk, yk)− vk∥.

(2.45)

Combing (2.44), (2.45), using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and taking the expectation,
we complete the proof. □

We then obtain the following theorem which provides a bound on T (ε),

where T (ε) := min{k | ∥∇Gαk,β
k (xk, yk)∥ ≤ ε} and ε > 0 is a given target

accuracy. Denote T̃ (ε) = min{k | ∥∇G̃αk,β
k (xk, yk)∥ ≤ ε

2 , k ≥ 1}.
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Theorem 2.1 Suppose that Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 hold. Let {(xk, yk)} be
a sequence generated by Algorithm 1. For any given k ≥ 1, let ηk = 1

(k+2)5/13
,

αk = a4

(k+2)4/13
, ρk = L

(k+1)2/13
, γk = a5

(k+2)12/13
, θk = a6

(k+2)8/13
with 0 < a1 ≤

min{ b
32a4L2 ,

ba4
2Lβ }, 0 < a2 ≤ min{ b

32a4L2 ,
ba4
2Lβ }, 0 < a4 ≤ min{ 1

8L , β

8
√
5
}, a5 ≥

4a4
a1

+ 12
13 and a6 ≥ 80a4

a2
+ 12

13 . If 0 < β ≤ 1
6L , then for any given ε > 0,

T (ε) ≤ max{T̃ (ε), (2Lσy
ε

)
13
2 − 1},

where T̃ (ε) satisfies that

ε2

4
≤ C1 + C2 ln(T̃ (ε) + 2)

d1a4(
13
4 (T̃ (ε) + 3)4/13 − 13·34/13

4 )
, (2.46)

d1 ≤ min{ 1
8 , Lβ,

a1a5
4a4

, a2a6
4a4

}, C1 = S1(x1, y1) − S + ρ1
2 σ2

y + 40α1L
2ρ1

η1β2ρ3
2

σ2
y,

C2 =
2δ2(a2

5a1+a2
6a2)

b +
12a2L

2σ2
y

13b with S = min
x∈X

min
y∈Y

Sk(x, y), σy =

max{∥y∥ | y ∈ Y}, and Sk+1(xk+1, yk+1) = Fk+1(xk+1, yk+1) −
40αk+1L

2(ρk+1−ρk+2)
ηk+1β2ρ3

k+2

E∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 +
4D

(2)
k+1ρ

2
k+1σ

2
y

b with Fk+1(xk+1, yk+1) =

EΦk+1(xk+1) + 8αkL
2

βρk+1
E∥yk+1 − y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 + D

(1)
k E∥∇̂xgk+1(xk+1, yk+1) −

vk+1∥2 +D
(2)
k E∥∇̂ygk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− wk+1∥2 with D

(1)
k = a1(k + 2)3/13, D

(2)
k =

a2(k + 2)3/13 for any given k ≥ 1.

Proof By the definition of Fk(xk, yk) and Lemmas 2.2-2.4, we get

Fk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− Fk(xk, yk)

≤(
8αkL

2

βρk+1
−

8αk−1L
2

βρk
)E∥yk − y∗k(xk)∥

2

+ (2ηkαk −D
(1)
k γk +D

(1)
k −D

(1)
k−1)E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2

+ (
40ηkαkL

2

ρ2k+1

−D
(2)
k θk +D

(2)
k −D

(2)
k−1)E∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2

− (
3ηk
4αk

− L2η2k
ρk+1

− 40L4ηkαk

ρ4k+1β
2

−
4L2η2k(D

(1)
k dx +D

(2)
k dy)

b
)E∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2

− (
6αkL

2ηk
ρk+1β

−
4L2η2k(D

(1)
k dx +D

(2)
k dy)

b
)E∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2

+
40αkL

2(ρk − ρk+1)

ηkβ2ρ3k+1

(E∥y∗k+1(xk+1)∥2 − E∥y∗k(xk)∥
2) +

ρk − ρk+1

2
σ2
y

+
2δ2(γ2kD

(1)
k + θ2kD

(2)
k )

b
+

4D
(2)
k dy(ρ

2
k − ρ2k+1)σ

2
y

b
. (2.47)

By the definition of αk, ρk and D
(1)
k , we have αk

ρk+1
≤ αk−1

ρk
and

D
(1)
k −D

(1)
k−1 ≤ 3a1(k + 1)−10/13

13
≤ 3a1 · 210/13(2 + k)−10/13

13
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≤ 6a1(2 + k)−9/13

13
.

Then, by the setting of a5, we get

2ηkαk −D
(1)
k γk +D

(1)
k −D

(1)
k−1 ≤ (2a4 − a1a5 +

6a1
13

)(2 + k)−9/13

≤ −a1a5
2

(2 + k)−9/13.

Similarly, we also have

40ηkαkL
2

ρ2k+1

−D
(2)
k θk +D

(2)
k −D

(2)
k−1 ≤ (40a4 − a2a6 +

6a2
13

)(2 + k)−5/13

≤ −a2a6
2

(2 + k)−5/13.

By the settings of a1, a2, a4, we obtain

− (
3ηk
4αk

− L2η2k
ρk+1

− 40L4ηkαk

ρ4k+1β
2

−
4L2η2k(D

(1)
k dx +D

(2)
k dy)

b
)

≤(− 3

4a4
+ L+

40a4
β2

+
4L2(a1dx + a2dy)

b
)(2 + k)−1/13

≤− 1

4a4
(2 + k)−1/13,

and

− (
6αkL

2ηk
ρk+1β

−
4L2η2k(D

(1)
k dx +D

(2)
k dy)

b
)

≤(−6La4
β

+
4L2(a1dx + a2dy)

b
)(2 + k)−7/13 ≤ −2La4

β
(2 + k)−7/13.

Plugging these inequalities into (2.47) and by the definition of Sk(xk, yk) and σy, we
get

Sk+1(xk+1, yk+1)− Sk(xk, yk)

≤− a1a5
2

(2 + k)−9/13E∥∇xgk(xk, yk)− vk∥2

− a2a6
2

(2 + k)−5/13E∥∇ygk(xk, yk)− wk∥2

− 1

4a4
(2 + k)−1/13E∥x̃k+1 − xk∥2 − 2La4

β
(2 + k)−7/13E∥ỹk+1 − yk∥2

+ (
40αkL

2(ρk − ρk+1)

ηkβ2ρ3k+1

−
40αk+1L

2(ρk+1 − ρk+2)

ηk+1β2ρ3k+1

)σ2
y +

ρk − ρk+2

2
σ2
y

+
2δ2(γ2kD

(1)
k + θ2kD

(2)
k )

b
+

12a2L
2σ2

y

13b
(k + 2)−1. (2.48)

It follows from the definition of d1, (2.43) and (2.48) that ∀k ≥ 1,

d1ηkαkE∥∇G̃αk,β
k (xk, yk)∥2

≤Sk(xk, yk)− Sk+1(xk+1, yk+1) +
ρk − ρk+2

2
σ2
y

+ (
40αkL

2(ρk − ρk+1)

ηkβ2ρ3k+1

−
40αk+1L

2(ρk+1 − ρk+2)

ηk+1β2ρ3k+1

)σ2
y
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+
2δ2(γ2kD

(1)
k + θ2kD

(2)
k )

b
+

12a2dyL
2σ2

y

13b
(k + 2)−1. (2.49)

Denoting S = min
x∈X

min
y∈Y

Sk(x, y). By summing both sides of (2.49) from k = 1 to T̃ (ε),

we obtain

T̃ (ε)∑
k=1

d1ηkαkE∥∇G̃αk,β
k (xk, yk)∥2

≤S1(x1, y1)− ST̃ (ε)+1(xT̃ (ε)+1, yT̃ (ε)+1) +
ρ1
2
σ2
y +

T̃ (ε)∑
k=1

2δ2(γ2kD
(1)
k + θ2kD

(2)
k )

b

+
40α1L

2ρ1σ
2
y

η1β2ρ32
+

T̃ (ε)∑
k=1

12a2dyL
2σ2

y

13b
(k + 2)−1

≤S1(x1, y1)− S +
ρ1
2
σ2
y +

40α1L
2ρ1σ

2
y

η1β2ρ32
+

T̃ (ε)∑
k=1

2δ2(a25a1 + a26a2)

b
(k + 2)−1

+

T̃ (ε)∑
k=1

12a2dyL
2σ2

y

13b
(k + 2)−1. (2.50)

Since
∑T̃ (ε)

k=1 (k + 2)−1 ≤ ln(T̃ (ε) + 2) and
∑T̃ (ε)

k=1 (k + 2)−9/13 ≥ 13
4 (T̃ (ε) + 3)4/13 −

13·34/13
4 , by the definition of C1 and C2, we get

ε2

4
≤ C1 + C2 ln(T̃ (ε) + 2)

d1a4(
13
4 (T̃ (ε) + 3)4/13 − 13·34/13

4 )
. (2.51)

On the other hand, if k ≥ (
2Lσy

ε )
13
2 − 1, then ρk ≤ ε

2σy
. This inequality together

with the definition of σy then imply that ρk∥yk∥ ≤ ε
2 . Therefore, there exists a

T (ε) ≤ max{T̃ (ε), (2Lσy
ε

)
13
2 − 1}.

such that E∥∇Gαk,β
k (xk, yk)∥ ≤ E∥∇G̃αk,β

k (xk, yk)∥ + ρk∥yk∥ ≤ ε which completes
the proof. □

Remark 2.1 It is easily verified from (2.46) that T̃ (ε) = Õ
(
ε−6.5

)
, and thus T (ε) =

Õ
(
ε−6.5

)
by Theorem 2.1, which means that the number of iterations for Algorithm

1 to obtain an ε-stationary point of problem (1.1) is upper bounded by Õ
(
ε−6.5

)
for solving stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems.

3 Numerical Results

Consider the following Wasserstein GAN (WGAN) problem [2],

min
φ1,φ2

max
ϕ1,ϕ2

f (φ1, φ2, ϕ1, ϕ2) ≜ E(xreal,z)∼D
(
Dϕ

(
xreal

)
−Dϕ (Gφ1,φ2

(z))
)
,
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where Gφ1,φ2
(z) = φ1 + φ2z,Dϕ(x) = ϕ1x + ϕ2x

2, ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) , xreal is a
normally distributed random variable with mean φ∗

1 = 0 and variance φ∗
2 = 0.1,

and z a normally distributed random variable with mean ϕ∗
1 = 0 and variance

ϕ∗
2 = 1. The optimal solution is (φ∗

1, φ
∗
2, ϕ

∗
1, ϕ

∗
2) = (0, 0.1, 0, 1).

We compare the numerical performance of the proposed FORMDA algo-
rithm with the SGDA algorithm [26] and the PG-SMD algorithm [38] for
solving the WGAN problem. The batch size is set to be b = 100 for all
three tested algorithms. The parameters in FORMDA are chosen to be ηk =

1
(k+2)5/13

, αk = 0.5
(k+2)4/13

, ρk = 1
(k+1)2/13

, γk = 3
(k+2)12/13

, θk = 2
(k+2)8/13

,

β = 0.005. All the parameters of the PG-SMD algorithm and the SGDA
algorithm are chosen the same as that in [38] and [26] respectively.

Fig. 1 Performance of the PG-SMD algorithm, the SGDA algorithm and the FORMDA
algorithm for WGAN problem.

Figure1 shows the average change in the stochastic gradient norm and the
distance from the iteration point to the optimal value point for 5 independent
runs of the four test algorithms, and the shaded area around the line indicates
the standard deviation. It can be found that the proposed FORMDA algorithm
is better than SGDA and close to the performance of PG-SMD.

Figure 1 shows the average distance to the optimum and the evolution of
the stochastic gradients norm for the four test algorithms as the number of iter-
ations changes over 5 independent runs. The shaded part around lines denotes
the standard deviation over 5 independent runs. We can find that the proposed
FORMDA algorithm outperforms the SGDA algorithm, and approximate the
performance of the PG-SMD algorithm.
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4 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose an accelerated FORMDA algorithm for solving
stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems. The iteration complexity of
the algorithm is proved to be Õ(ε−6.5) to obtain an ε-stationary point. It
owns the optimal complexity bounds within single-loop algorithms for solving
stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems till now. Numerical exper-
iments show the efficiency of the proposed algorithm. Whether there is a
single-loop algorithm with better complexity for solving this type of problem
is still worthy of further research.
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[4] Bot R I, Böhm A. Alternating proximal-gradient steps for (stochastic)
nonconvex-concave minimax problem. SIAM Journal on Optimization,
2023, 33(3): 1884-1913.

[5] Böhm A. Solving nonconvex-nonconcave min-max problems exhibiting
weak minty solutions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.12247, 2022.

[6] Chen Y, Lan G, Ouyang Y. Accelerated schemes for a class of variational
inequalities. Mathematical Programming,2017,165(1):113-149.

[7] Cai Y, Oikonomou A, Zheng W. Accelerated algorithms for monotone
inclusions and constrained nonconvex-nonconcave min-max optimization.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.05248, 2022.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

18 FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems

[8] Chen J, Lau V K N. Convergence analysis of saddle point problems
in time varying wireless systems—Control theoretical approach. IEEE
Transactions on Signal Processing, 2011, 60(1): 443-452.

[9] Diakonikolas J, Daskalakis C, Jordan M. Efficient methods for structured
nonconvex-nonconcave min-max optimization. International Conference on
Artificial Intelligence and Statistics. PMLR, 2021: 2746-2754.

[10] Doan T. Convergence rates of two-time-scale gradient descent-ascent
dynamics for solving nonconvex min-max problems. Learning for Dynamics
and Control Conference, PMLR, 2022:192-206.

[11] Grimmer B, Lu H, Worah P, Mirrokni V. The landscape of the
proximal point method for nonconvex-nonconcave minimax optimiza-
tion.Mathematical Programming, 2023, 201(1-2): 373-407.

[12] Giannakis G B, Ling Q, Mateos G, Schizas I D, and Zhu H. Decentralized
learning for wireless communications and networking. Splitting Methods
in Communication, Imaging, Science, and Engineering, Springer, Cham,
2016:461-497.

[13] Giordano R, Broderick T andJordan M I. Covariances, robustness, and
variational bayes. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 19(51), 2018.

[14] Huang F, Gao S, Pei J, Huang H. Accelerated zeroth-order and first-
order momentum methods from mini to minimax optimization. Journal of
Machine Learning Research, 2022, 23: 1-70.

[15] Huang F. Enhanced Adaptive Gradient Algorithms for Nonconvex-PL
Minimax Optimization. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.03984, 2023.

[16] Hamedani E Y, Aybat N S. A primal-dual algorithm with line search
for general convex-concave saddle point problems. SIAM Journal on
Optimization, 2021, 31(2): 1299-1329.

[17] Hajizadeh S, Lu H, Grimmer B. On the linear convergence of
extra-gradient methods for nonconvex-nonconcave minimax problems.
INFORMS Journal on Optimization, 2023.

[18] Jiang J, Chen X. Optimality conditions for nonsmooth nonconvex-
nonconcave min-max problems and generative adversarial networks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2203.10914, 2022.

[19] Kong W, Monteiro R D C. An accelerated inexact proximal point
method for solving nonconvex-concave min-max problems. SIAM Journal
on Optimization, 2021, 31(4): 2558-2585.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems 19

[20] Kingma D P, Ba J. Adam: A method for stochastic optimization. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1412.6980, 2014.

[21] Lan G, Monteiro R D C. Iteration-complexity of first-order augmented
lagrangian methods for convex programming. Mathematical Programming,
2016,155(1-2):511-547.

[22] Lin T, Jin C, Jordan M. Near-optimal algorithms for minimax optimiza-
tion. Conference on Learning Theory, PMLR, 2020:2738-2779.

[23] Liao W, Hong M, Farmanbar H, and Luo Z Q. Semi-asynchronous routing
for large scale hierarchical networks. In Proceedings of IEEE Interna-
tional Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP),
2015:2894-2898.

[24] Luo L, Ye H S, Huang Z C, Zhang T. Stochastic recursive gradi-
ent descent ascent for stochastic nonconvex-strongly-concave minimax
problems. NeurIPS, 2020, 33: 20566-20577.

[25] Liu S, Lu S, Chen X, et al. Min-max optimization without gradi-
ents: Convergence and applications to adversarial ml. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1909.13806, 2019.

[26] Lin T, Jin C, Jordan M. On gradient descent ascent for nonconvex-concave
minimax problems. International Conference on Machine Learning, PMLR,
2020:6083-6093.

[27] Lu S, Tsaknakis I, Hong M, Chen Y. Hybrid block successive approx-
imation for one-sided nonconvex min-max problems: algorithms and
applications. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 2020,68:3676-3691.

[28] Lee S, Kim D. Fast extra gradient methods for smooth structured
nonconvex-nonconcave minimax problems. Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, 2021, 34:22588-22600.

[29] Mokhtari A, Ozdaglar A, Pattathil S. A unified analysis of extra-gradient
and optimistic gradient methods for saddle point problems: Proximal point
approach. International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics.
PMLR, 2020: 1497-1507.

[30] Mateos G, Bazerque J A, and Giannakis G B. Distributed sparse linear
regression. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 2010, 58(10):5262-
5276.

[31] Nouiehed M, Sanjabi M, Huang T, Lee J. D. Solving a class of non-convex
min-max games using iterative first order methods. Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 2019: 14934-14942.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

20 FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems

[32] Nemirovski A. Prox-method with rate of convergence O (1/t) for vari-
ational inequalities with Lipschitz continuous monotone operators and
smooth convex-concave saddle point problems. SIAM Journal on Optimiza-
tion, 2004, 15(1): 229-251.

[33] Nesterov Y. Dual extrapolation and its applications to solving vari-
ational inequalities and related problems. Mathematical Programming,
2007, 109(2): 319-344.

[34] Ouyang Y, Chen Y, Lan G, Pasiliao Jr E. An accelerated linearized alter-
nating direction method of multipliers. SIAMJournal on Imaging Sciences,
2015, 8(1):644-681.

[35] Ouyang Y, Xu Y. Lower complexity bounds of first-order methods
for convex-concave bilinear saddle-point problems.Mathematical Program-
ming, 2021, 185(1): 1-35.

[36] Ostrovskii D, Lowy A, Razaviyayn M. Efficient search of first-order nash
equilibria in nonconvex-concave smooth min-max problems. SIAM Journal
on Optimization, 2021, 31(4): 2508-2538.

[37] Pan W, Shen J, Xu Z. An efficient algorithm for nonconvex-linear
minimax optimization problem and its application in solving weighted max-
imin dispersion problem. Computational Optimization and Applications,
2021,78(1): 287-306.

[38] Rafique H, Liu M, Lin Q, et al. Weakly-convex-concave min-max opti-
mization: provable algorithms and applications in machine learning.
Optimization Methods and Software, 2022, 37(3): 1087-1121.

[39] Sanjabi M, Razaviyayn M, Lee J D. Solving non-convex non-concave
min-max games under polyak- Lojasiewicz condition. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1812.02878, 2018.

[40] Song C, Zhou Z, Zhou Y, Jiang Y, Ma Y. Optimistic dual extrapolation
for coherent non-monotone variational inequalities. Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 2020,33: 14303-14314.

[41] Shen J, Wang Z, Xu Z. Zeroth-order single-loop algorithms for
nonconvex-linear minimax problems. Journal of Global Optimization,
doi:10.1007/s10898-022-01169-5, 2022.

[42] Thekumparampil K K, Jain P, Netrapalli P,Oh S. Efficient algorithms for
smooth minimax optimization. Advances inNeural Information Processing
Systems, 2019:12680-12691.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems 21

[43] Tominin V, Tominin Y, Borodich E, Kovalev D, Gasnikov A, Dvurechen-
sky P. On accelerated methods for saddle-pointproblems with composite
structure. COMPUTER,2023, 15(2): 433-467.

[44] Tieleman T, Hinton G, et al. Lecture 6.5-rmsprop: Divide the gradient by
a running average of its recent magnitude. COURSERA: Neural networks
for machine learning, 2012, 4(2):26-31.

[45] Wang Z, Balasubramanian K, Ma S, Razaviyayn M. Zeroth-order algo-
rithms for nonconvex minimax problems with improved complexities. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2001.07819, 2020.

[46] Xu Z, Zhang H, Xu Y, Lan G. A unified single-loop alternating gra-
dient projection algorithm for nonconvex-concave and convex-nonconcave
minimax problems. Mathematical Programming, 2023, 201:635-706.

[47] Xu T, Wang Z, Liang Y, Poor H V. Gradient free minimax opti-
mization: Variance reduction and faster convergence. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2006.09361, 2020.

[48] Xu Z, Wang Z, Shen J, Dai Y. H. Derivative-free alternating projec-
tion algorithms for general nonconvex-concave minimax problems. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2108.00473v3, 2023.

[49] Xu Z, Wang Z Q, Wang J L, Dai Y. H. Zeroth-order alternating gradient
descent ascent algorithms for a class of nonconvex-nonconcave minimax
problems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.13668, 2022.

[50] Yang J, Kiyavash N, He N. Global convergence and variance-reduced opti-
mization for a class of nonconvex-nonconcaveminimax problems.Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems, 2020, 33: 1153-1165.

[51] Yang J, Orvieto A, Lucchi A, et al. Faster single-loop algorithms for min-
imax optimization without strong concavity. International Conference on
Artificial Intelligence and Statistics. PMLR, 2022: 5485-5517.

[52] Zhang J, Xiao P, Sun R, Luo Z. A single-loop smoothed gradient descent-
ascent algorithm for nonconvex-concave min-max problems. Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems, 2020, 33:7377-7389.

[53] Zhang G, Wang Y, Lessard L, Grosse R B. Near-optimal local con-
vergence of alternating gradient descent-ascent forminimax optimization.
International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics, PMLR,
2022:7659-7679.

[54] Zhang X, Aybat N S, Gurbuzbalaban M. Sapd+: An accelerated stochas-
tic method for nonconvex-concave minimax problems. Advances in Neural



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

22 FORMDA for stochastic nonconvex-concave minimax problems

Information Processing Systems, 2022, 35: 21668-21681.


	Introduction
	Related Works.

	An Accelerated First-order Regularized Momentum Descent Ascent Algorithm
	Complexity analysis.

	Numerical Results
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments


