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ABSTRACT

We introduce a family of pairwise stochastic gradient estimators for gradients of expectations, which
are related to the log-derivative trick, but involve pairwise interactions between samples. The sim-
plest example of our new estimator, dubbed the fundamental trick estimator, is shown to arise from
either a) introducing and approximating an integral representation based on the fundamental theo-
rem of calculus, or b) applying the reparameterisation trick to an implicit parameterisation under
infinitesimal perturbation of the parameters. From the former perspective we generalise to a re-
producing kernel Hilbert space representation, giving rise to a locality parameter in the pairwise
interactions mentioned above, yielding our representer trick estimator. The resulting estimators are
unbiased and shown to offer an independent component of useful information in comparison with
the log-derivative estimator. We provide a further novel theoretical analysis which further charac-
terises the variance reduction afforded by the new techniques. Promising analytical and numerical
examples confirm the theory and intuitions behind the new estimators.

1 Introduction

Our goal is to estimate the gradient of an expectation of some function f with respect to the parameters of the distri-
bution over which the expectation is taken, that is

V@ Each(-IB) [f(:]:)} (1)

This is an important sub-problem of various numerical problems — in machine learning this includes policy gradient
methods of reinforcement learning (Williams, 1992), training variational auto-encoders (Kingma and Welling, 2014),
and variational inference (Jordan et al., 1999; Blei et al., 2016).

Sample efficient estimates of (1) are highly desirable as they typically feed into optimisation settings where sampling
@ ~ p(-|0) is expensive (Pflug, 1996; Robert and Casella, 1999; Rezende et al., 2014; Gu et al., 2015; Silver et al.,
2016; Foerster et al., 2018; Khan et al., 2018). This has inspired a large and growing body of work on variance reduc-
tion techniques (Wang et al., 2013; Miller et al., 2017; Roeder et al., 2017; Tucker et al., 2017) — for an overview see
e.g. Geffner and Domke (2018), which studies the control variate method of reducing variance by linearly combining
multiple estimators.

Despite significant efforts, just two main families of estimators are widely used by the machine learning community
(Mohamed et al., 2019). The reparameterisation trick (Rubinstein, 1992; Kingma and Welling, 2014; Rezende et al.,
2014) samples & ~ p(:|0) as € ~ € and & = ty(€), so

n

Vo Eenp(lo) [f(@)] = Eene [Vof(to(e))] = % > Vi(te(e:) Voto(e:), ()

=1
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Figure 1: Variance vs. sample size n on the toy problem

£ 107 5 of Section 6, for the standard log-derivative estimator L,,
8 of (3) (blue), and the fundamental trick estimator F, of (4)
(orange). Our F;, has favourable (lower) variance for n > 5.
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where €; ~ £. This simplifies (1) by moving 6 from the distribution to a deterministic function. The log-derivative
trick (Miller, 1967; Williams, 1992) uses Vp = p x V log p, to obtain

Vo Earp(10) [f(®)] = Egnp(o) [f(®)Vologp(x|0)] ~ L,, = %Z J(x:)Vglogp(x;|0), (3)
=1

where x; ~ p(-|0). However L,, typically suffers higher variance than the reparameterisation trick (2); an observation
which is only recently being theoretically explained (Xu et al., 2019).

Paper Organisation We provide a new family of pairwise stochastic gradient estimators for (1) (see Table 1 for a
comparison), starting with our fundamental trick estimator in Section 2. We provide theoretical analysis in Section 3,
where we characterise the variance of our estimators, relate the fundamental trick to both the reparameterisation and
log-derivative tricks, and show that our techniques yield a new and useful source of information. A shortcoming of the
fundamental trick estimator is that the pairwise interactions are crudely non-local. We address this by introducing the
more advanced representer trick estimator in Section 4, which is based on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (r.k.h.s.)
perspective. This yields a family of estimators parameterised by the choice of r.k.h.s., and requires certain quantities
which we provide in closed form in Subsection 4.1 for two important examples of r.k.h.s. (namely a particular Sobolev
space on compact and non-compact domains). Taking our novel univariate r.k.h.s. based schemes as a starting point,
we derive multivariate generalisations of the required closed form expressions in Section 5. Finally, we provide some
intuition using analytical and numerical examples in Section 6, before concluding in Section 7.

2 A Special Case: The Fundamental Trick Estimator

To set the stage, we begin with the simplest special case of our new family of estimators of (1), the fundamental trick
estimator for univariate distributions, featured also in Figure 1,

lew 1 <« f’(mj)% sign(z; — ;)
F,=- Vg log p(x;|0), 4
L3 Y L g, iyt
i#£j

where x; ~ p(:|0), and non-bold indicates univariateness. We have the simple property,

Lemma 2.1. (Unbiasedness of F,,.) Let f : R — R be a continuously differentiable function and let p be a density
which is absolutely continuous with respect to itself, that is for which p(x|0 + h) — 0 for all h — 0. and all points x
Sor which p(x|0) > 0. Then F,, of (4) is an unbiased estimator of (1).

Proof. (Of Lemma 2.1.) It is sufficient to consider the minimal n = 2, whereupon F> contains two terms. Since for
any function g and samples x and z drawn i.i.d. from any distribution D,

Ez,zwD [9(1;7 z)] = EI7ZND [g(z, ‘T)] ’ (5)
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Table 1: A qualitative comparison of the Monte Carlo estimators of (1) considered in this paper.

trick: | reparameterisation | log-derivative | fundamental | representer

reference: Rubinstein (1992) | Miller (1967) | (this paper) | (this paper)
equation: 2) 3) “4) @)
uses f X v X v
uses V f v X v v
uses Vlogp - v v v
uses p - X v v
reparam. v X X X
pairwise X X v v

we need only consider one of these two terms. Writing x = x; and z = zo,

f'(2)5 sign(z — 2)
z|9)

=Vpy // (x0)f'(z)= 51gn(x —z)drdz = Vo Epop(j9) /f = 51gn(m — z)dz]
=V EJ;NP(.‘Q) [f( ) + COIlSt.] =V ]Ewwp(.w) [f( )]

The second last line uses the fact that the fundamental theorem of calculus (Gregory, 1668) may be expressed

x +oo +o0
fz) :[ +f'(2)dz + Cy :/ —f(z)dz+ Cs :/ f’(z)%sign(mfz)dz+0, (6)

— 00

E,.. [ Vo logp(z|0)] // (x160)f' ()= Slgn(x — 2)Vylog p(z|6) dz dz

where the second equality does not follow from the first but may be proven in a similar fashion to it, and final expression
is the average of the preceding two. Note that the requirement p(z|6 > 0) stated under approprate conditions within
Theorem 2.1 is one of absolute continuity of p with respect to itself in a certain sense — see (Glasserman, 2004, § 7.3.2
and Appendix B.4). O

The proof of Theorem 2.1 suggests an interpretation of F), as L, with the (known) function f replaced by a noisy
Monte Carlo estimate of f. However, F}, is not merely equal to L,, plus independent noise.

Local Transformation Derivation We provide intuition for (4) by deriving it constructively, by applying both the
log-derivative and reparameterisation tricks — see Figure 2 on page 16 of the appendix. These estimators have been
combined in a different and powerful manner by Ruiz et al. (2016), and more recently in a variety of other ways, all
rather distinct to the present idea (Maddison et al., 2016; Tucker et al., 2017; Jang et al., 2017; Grathwohl et al., 2017).
Our idea is to express infinitesimal changes in 6 by a reparameterisation, and then to apply the chain rule (as done in
the reparameterisation trick) to that reparameterisation — for the full derivation see Appendix A.

3 The General Case: Pairwise Stochastic Gradient Estimators

We introduce the family of estimators of which F;, of (4) is a special case, and establish some basic properties.
Additional proofs are left to Appendix C. The estimators are given by two definitions:

Definition 3.1. (Pairwise representation function.) Let p(-|0) be a probability distribution with domain X and let
f: X =R G: X x X — Ris arepresentation function for | with respect to p(-|9) if

E.p(19) [G(x,z)] = f(z), Ve e X.

Definition 3.2. (Pairwise stochastic gradient estimator.) Let x1,xs, . . ., x, be i.i.d. random variables with domain X
and density function p(-|0) that satisfies the same absolute continuity propery as Theorem 2.1, and let G be a pairwise
representation function for some f with respect to p(-|0). Then we define

1 1
M@= 13 3Gt Vet @

n—1
l#J

to be the pairwise stochastic gradient estimator for (1).
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The remainder of this section analyses M,,(G), starting with the first and second moments:
Theorem 3.1. (Unbiasedness of (7).) By, 2. ~p(jo) [Mn(G)] = Vo Erupo) [f(@)].
Theorem 3.2. (Variance of (7).) M,,(G) has variance
Varp(10) |f(2)Vologp(]0) + Ezp(.j9) [G(2,2) Ve log p(2]0) 1
pc19) [ p1o) | ] | o L), ®

n n

It is instructive to apply Theorem 3.2 (proven at the end of this section) to the fundamental trick.
Definition 3.3. (Fundamental trick pairwise representation function.) We define G : R x R — R,

1/(a) sign(z — )

o) = T 00)

€))

If is easy to check that Gy is a pairwise representation function, and that it yields the fundamental trick F}, of (4), i.e.
M, (G ) = F,. This allows a useful corollary of Theorem 3.2, namely

Corollary 3.2.1. (Fundamental trick variance.) Assume that p(-|0) admits a reparameterisation of the standard type
(i.e. that employed in (2)). Then with the assumptions of Theorem 3.2,

Varp(lo) [/ (2) Vo logp(w]0) + f'(z) 3]

1
n2

VIF] = +0(—), (10)

where f'(x ) 46 is the standard reparameterisation gradient, in the notation of Figurnov et al. (2018).
Proof. (Of Corollary 3.2.1.) The result follows from Theorem 3.2 by noting that

E.p(j0) [G(2,2)Vglogp(2|0)] = /G(ac,z)Vg log p(z|0)p(z|0) dz

/ 2 /'@ Slxg‘I; )Vg log p(2|0)p(2]0) dz = @) Vo / ! sign(z — x)p(z|0) dz

p(z|0) 2
f'(@) ( 14
- VoF (|0 ) — ()%,
S (~Vora) = @
where F'(z|0) is the cumulative distribution function of z|0, and we used % = —%ﬁz@, a key relation featured by
Figurnov et al. (2018) as their Equation 8. O

This shows that for n — oo, the fundamental trick has four times the variance of the average of the log derivative trick
and the reparameterisation trick estimators, should a reparameterisation be available. This is because the argument of
the variance in (10) is equal to twice that average, for a single sample . F,, and more generally M, (G) are nonetheless
relevant however, because they

1. apply in different settings (especially when a reparameterisation is unavailable — see Table 1),

2. may be superior to either the log-derivative or the reparameterisation trick estimators in isolation (see Figure 1
for an example), and

3. may reduce the variance of the log-derivative estimator in convex combination with it.

The second point is obvious from the form of (10). The third point is more subtle, however, and is the subject of the
remainder of this section. We begin by introducing some well known concepts from statistics (see e.g. Geffner and
Domke (2018) for a review tailored to the present context) and financial portfolio theory (see e.g. Markowitz (1970)).

Definition 3.4. (Minimum variance convex combination.) The min-var weights of m random variables x1,xs, ..., Tm,
is the set of vectors of coefficients ¢ € R™ satisfying c' 1 =1 for which V [Z:’;l cia:i] are minimised.

The following result is well known, and easily shown with e.g. the use of Lagrange multipliers.

Lemma 3.3. (Expression for the min-var weights.) If the min-var weights of the previous definition exist are unique,
then they are given by ¢* = X711/(1"S711), where I is the covariance matrix given by %; ; = Cov(z;, ;).

The crucial property we will verify is that the fundamental trick estimator adds useful information in convex combi-
nation with the log-derivative estimator. The notion of adding useful information is formalised by our definition of an
important concept in financial portfolio theory, namely
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Definition 3.5. (Diversification.) x5 diversifies x1 if (1,0)7 is not an associated min-var weight.

A new estimator is useful in the sense of variance reduction, if it diversifies an existing estimator. Checking whether
one estimator diversifies another turns out to be particularly simple if they are unbiased, with the condition involving
only the uncentered second moments. In particular we have

Lemma 3.4. (Uncentered second moment condition for diversification.) Let x1 and x4 have the same mean and finite
second moments. If E [x122] # E [x121], then x2 diversifies 1.

Proof. (Of Lemma 3.4.) The min-var weights are given by ¢* o< (92 — ¥12, 511 — X12) . Since E [z1] = E [z,] =
pt, we have B j = E [2;2;] — p? = £, ; — 442 Hence
c* x (222 - ZA312, 2A311 - zA312)T7 (11)

and so if E [z129] # E [x121] then the second element of ¢* is non-zero. O

We may now state our next important result, which is non-trivial in the sense that there are closely related estimators
which fail to diversify in this way — see Appendix B for an example.

Theorem 3.5. (Usefulness of M,,(G) in combination with L,,.) If both L., of (3) and M,,(G) of (7) have finite variance
then in general M, (G) diversifies L.

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.5.) It is sufficient to consider L,, and M,,(G) with n = 2, and a single term in the summation
for M5(G). According to Lemma 3.4, we require that Xy # Xy, where

S = Eaur | (5 (100l (al0) + (209l (x10) )
= LB [ (@) Vo logp(@l)’] + 5 Ex [f(2)Vo logp(al6)],
and )
1
in = Ba.s | (5 (@)Valogalald) + ()70 1ogp(:10)) ) 6o 2) Vs logp(alh)

E, [ () Vg log p(x|0) Bz [G(x, 2)| Vg log p(m|9)} + % Eq.. [f(2)Ve log p(2]0)G (x, 2) Vg log p(|0)]

=VIm

= %Ew [(f(:c)vg 1ogp(ac|0))2] + % V-

But the two quantities which differ in these expressions are given by

= / £(2) Vs log plx|0)p(|6) dz / £(2)Vs log p(=]0)p(2]0) dz,
and

Um = // (f(z)Vg logp(z|0)G(x, z)Ve logp(iﬂ\a))P(wW)P(ZW) dx dz,

the latter of which is not a separable double integral, hence in general vy # vyy,. O

Our next two results characterise the degree of variance reduction afforded by this diversification.
Theorem 3.6. (Convex combination of log-derivative and pairwise estimators.) For the convex combination of L., of
(7) and M, (G) of (3), we have

ViaM,(G) + (1 — a)L,]

_ Va0 [f(2)Vglogp(z|0) + aE.p(.j0) [G(z, 2) Vg log p(z]6)] ] o?

- —i—o(ﬁ)- 12)
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Theorem 3.7. (Optimal variance reduction of M, (G) in convex combination with L) Let

p = Corr [f(2)V. log p(x|0), E.p(.jo) [G(2, 2) Vo log p(20)]],

and
07 = Vaupco) [f(@)Valogp(z|6)].

Then the optimal reduction, relative to the variance of L,, in the (9(%) component of the variance afforded by taking
a convex combination of M,,(G) with L,, is

0 Varp(10) [f(m)Vg log p(z]0) + a E.p(.j0) [G(2,7) Ve 10gp(z|9)]]

=1-p%
acR oL

We conclude by proving Theorem 3.2 using the following result, itself proven in Appendix C.

Lemma 3.8. (Inverted functional Eve’s law.) Let x1,...,x, be i.id. random variables with domain X, and let
f: X" = R be a deterministic function with V., [f(xl, e ,xn)} < 00. Then

Vrl,...,xn [f(mla s axn)}

= Z]Exl [le,...,zi,l [Emi+1,...,zn [f(x17 cee 727”)] - Ezi,...@n [f(xh o 7xn)]:|] (13)
=2
Y Vo, [Bayoi vz [F(@1, 2 20)]] (14)
=1

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.2.) The 1dea is to equate f(z1,...,2,) of Lemma 3.8 to M,,(G) of Theorem 3.2, and show
that (13) and (14) lead to the (9( =) and (’)( ) terms in (8), respectively.

We first treat the summation on line (14). Substituting M,,(G) of (7) for f(x1,...,x,), and denoting E_; [ . } =

Eor,otir,intyan [ . ] the summand becomes

Vri [E—i [Mn]]

a) 1 " "
@ 3 0 > Gy, ) Vo ol 10)]
j=1

k=1
J#k

=R

1
= Ve [E- [y

Y (Glaj,2:)Vologp(ilf) + Glai, 2;)Vo log p(a;16)) ]
i

9y, [E, [% (G(x,2) Vo log p(x]8) + G(z,2)Vy log p(210)) |]

Dy, [ (420 log p(el6) + Ex [G(z )V logp(+10)) ]

9 L, (@) Vs logp(elf) + E. [G(z,2) Vs logp(:16)]]. >

where (a) is by definition, (b) uses the fact that terms with ¢ # j and ¢ # k may be dropped as they are constant
inside the variance w.r.t. z;, (¢) introduces x, z ~ p(+|6) and exploits the i.i.d. assumption on z1, . . ., Z,, (d) is by the
definition of G(-, -), and (e) moves a constant outside the variance. Hence the summation on line (14) reduces to

ZVL []Ezl ..... L1, Li1yeens Ty [f(mla e axn)H
i=1

V. [f(x)Velogp(x|0) + E. [G(z,x)Velogp(2|0)]]

)
n
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which matches the first term on the r.h.s. of (8). Finally, we treat the summation on line (13). Substituting M,,(G) of
(7) for f(x1,...,x,), the inner expectation in the summand becomes

Exi [Vxl,...,xi,1 [ExH],...,xn, [f(xl, cee ,x,,,)] - ]E;c,i,_“’xn [f(l?l, - ,xn)]]]

(i) Exb [V$1;~~7$i—1 [Eﬂciﬂ,m,wn [Mn(G)] - Ewi,wwn [Mn(G)]H

®)

- Eﬂm I:V‘lenxifi—l []E:viﬂ,.-.,wn [Mn(G) - ]sz‘ [Mn(G)m]

© 1 .

= EM [Vaflw--yxifl [m ]EJCiJrla---,ﬂfn [Z (Ti,j _Exi [TZ,J]) ”]

%

(d) 1 n

= Exl [lev »Ti—1 [m ZE£1+1, »Tn I:TJ E'KT I:TJ}]:I:I
%
1—1

L [Var s [y 3 (B = B [1))
O B Vo [ (T~ B [13s]) ]
m (-1 -
B, [V, [T~ B, (7)) )]
@ (-1
- n2(n—1)2 C, (16)

where (a) substitutes M, (G), (b) is by linearity of expectation, (c) uses the definition of M, (G) with T; ; =
G(z, )V log p(x;|0) + G(z;, ;) Ve log p(x;|6), (d) is again by linearity, (¢) removes terms with j > 7 as they are
constant under the variance, (f) removes the expectation w.r.t. variables not present in the argument of the expectation,
(g) moves a constant out of the variance and expectation, (h) applies the Bienaymé formula for the variance of the sum
of independent random variables, and (¢) introduces a constant C' which is independent of n and i. Putting (16) into
(13) yields

Z sy Ti—1 []Ex,“rl,...,acn [.f(xh e 71771)] - Ex,y,...,arn [f(xly e ,I‘n)]ﬂ
" (i—1) C = 1
.C = i—1) = O(—=
Z 2(n — 1)2 n2(n —1)2 Z(Z ) (n2)7
=2
which matches the second term on the r.h.s. of (8) and completes the proof. O

4 Representer Trick Estimator

We now introduce a more powerful version of the fundamental trick introduced by way of introduction in Section 2
and as part of the more general framework as Definition 3.2. Intuitively, the sign(z; — «;) in the fundamental trick (9)
reflects the direction from x; to ;, and serves as a stochastic proxy for the factor V f (¢9(¢;)) in the reparameterisation
trick (2) without needing an explicit reparameterisation (see the supplementary Figure 2 for an illustration). The non-
locality of this sign term (which ignores the magnitude of (x; — z;)) is undesirable however, both intuitively and as
empirically demonstrated in the supplementary Figure 6. We address this by introducing a length scale parameter by
way of a particular r.k.h.s.. This effectively weights the contribution of pairs of samples according to the distance
between them, in a precise way which retains the properties of Section 3:

Definition 4.1. (The r.k.h.s. pairwise representation function.) Let H be an r.k.h.s. with domain X, reproducing kernel
k and regularisation operator P, so that for f € H andVx € X, we have (Wahba, 1990; Scholkopf and Smola, 2001;
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Wendland, 2004; Berlinet and Thomas-Agnan, 2004)

f@) = (ke = [ PHPHz @) dz= [ wH. fo.2)d a7)
X X
Further let p(-|0) be a probability distribution on X. Then we define
~w(H, f,x, z)
@H(x’z) - p(ZI@] e

where for clarity we neglect to notate dependence on f and p(-|0).

The point is that it is trivial to show that
Lemma 4.1. Fy(x, z) is a pairwise representation function for p(-|0) and f.

The condition in Definition 4.1 that the support of p(-|6) match the domain of H motivates the explicit treatment of
r.k.h.s.’s on compact domains in the following Subsection 4.1.

4.1 First-Order Sobolev Norm r.k.h.s.

We now derive closed form examples of the key quantity w of (17). Let H,(X) be the r.k.h.s. with regularisation
operator P = 1 + ad, a > 0 on domain X, where 9 is defined by df = f’. H,(X) is a Sobolev space with length-
scale a (Wahba, 1990). This choice of P is convenient as it involves only the first derivative, thereby leading to a
family of estimators that require only f and f.

4.1.1 Case of the whole real line

On the domain X’ = R the operator J has adjoint 0* = —0, and so we have

(f,9)mam) = (P Pg) o) = (FI(L+ad)* (1 +ad)lg)r,m) = (fI1 — (a0)*|g) L, (r)-
Denoting ¢, (z) = k(z, z), the reproducing property (17) implies, Vz € R,

(1 - (a0)?) ¢ (-) = 6:(), (19)

where 0, is the Dirac distribution centered at 2. Here we impose the boundary conditions ¢/, (—o0) = ¢/,(c0) = 0 to
obtain the well known solution (see e.g. Wahba (1990)) ¢..(z) = k(z,x) = exp(— |z — z| /a)/(2a). Letting O act on
the first argument of k(- -), we obtain

Pk(z,z) = k(z,2) + adk(z,x) = k(z,z) + asign(z — z)/a k(z, x)
= (1 +sign(z — 2)) k(z,z) = 21(z < ) k(z, z).
Hence we have the w of (17) in closed form,
w(Ha(R), f,2,2) = Pf(2)Pk(z,x) = (f(2) + af'(2)) 2I(z < @) exp(— |z — 2| /a)/(2a),

however this expression may be improved by symmetrisation analagously to (6), yielding the following expression for
the w of (18), which we verify by first principles in Appendix D.1,

|z — 2|

stymmetrisedma(m), f.,2) = (£(2) + asign( — 2)f'(2)) exp(— >/<2a>j (20)

It is easy to check that putting this into (18) and taking a — oo yields the fundamental trick (9). Furthermore, in a
certain sense the limit a — 0 gives rise to the log-derivative trick estimator.

4.1.2 Case of a bounded interval

For X = [-1,+1] = U we impose ¢/ (—1) = ¢/ (+1) = 0, and immediately obtain (using the Mathematica
software) the result of Thomas-Agnan (1996) and assuming x; < x, (which is no restriction since reproducing kernels
are symmetric functions), we have

kqo(21, 2¢) = (cosh((1 + x1)/a) cosh((1 — z)/a)) / (asinh(2/a)) . 21
Letting O again act on the first argument of k(- -), we obtain with some algebra,
Pkqa(z,2) = (1 + sign(z — ) tanh ((1 + sign(z — x)z) /a) ) kq(z, 2). (22)
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The w of (17) for the bounded case is hence

(W @), £.2,2) = (/) + af'(2)) Pha(2 ), 23)

where Pk, (z,z) is given in (22) and k. (z,x) in (21). As ¢, is the solution to (19), we have by definition that
P*P¢, =, on U. However, the restriction to U introduces terms due to the boundary conditions, in particular we
have the following representation, which does not appear to have previously been made explicit in the r.k.h.s. literature.

Lemma 4.2. Let f : [—1,+1] — R be continuously differentiable and a > 0. ThenVx € [—1,+1],

+1
fa) = / W(HaU), £, 2) dz + af (~1)ka(z, —1) — af (Dka(z, 1) 24)

-1
=B(HaU),fz)

Proof. (Of Lemma 4.2.) Integration by parts gives (f, dg) = [f g]ﬁ — (0f, g). Hence, the boundary terms involving
derivatives of ¢, vanish and we have

+1
| (£ 2) s = (P, PA) = (14 ad)or. (1 +ad))

= (¢u, f) + ald, Of) + al0¢s, ) + a* (D¢, OF)
= (par )+ a([02f1] = (000, ) + (065, [) + > ([06:£17] = (0°¢a. 1))
= (¢ar )+ aldaf] T} — a*(06,,0f) = (PP, f) + aléaf] T}, = (0n, f) +aloaf]T]
which rearranges to (24). O

The boundary condition terms are handled by the trivial

Lemma 4.3. M, (F3 ) is a pairwise stochastic gradient estimator for x — f(x) — (B(Ha, f,2)).

Adding e.g. the standard log-derivative trick estimator for Vo E, (|9 [B (Ha, f, x)] to My, (Fy, ) therefore yields

an estimator for Vg E, ;.19 [ f (a:)} . The properties of this estimator may be analysed analogously to Theorem 3.6,
though this analysis provides little additional insight.

5 Multivariate Extension

We now give multivariate generalisations of the w of (20) and (23) which define our general family of pairwise
representation functions (18).

For R¢ we have, as proven in Appendix D.2.1,

Lemma 5.1. (Integral representation on R%) For any f : R — R which is sufficiently differentiable and for which
forany J C{1,2,...,d}, imy 2, o 4oo ﬂ(z) < 400, for any € R% and a > 0 we have, where const

erJ Oz
is constant with respect to x,
flx) =
87! : lz—=|
Yrcio..a @’ e, 95 L—(2) [Tjes sign(zy — 21) exp(— =20
: dz + const.
Rd (2a)4

=w(Ha(RY), f,2,2)

Similarly to (6) the constant in the above representation does not affect our estimator. Although the above representa-
tion involves all partial derivatives up to order d, crucially this is the dimension of the sample space, rather than that
of the parameter space. For example, in a variational auto-encoder (Kingma and Welling, 2014; Rezende et al., 2014),
d is the dimension of the low-dimensional embedding, which is often set to d = 2 for visualisation purposes.

For the compact case (see the comment after Lemma 4.1 on the relevance) we have, as proven in Appendix D.2.2,
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Lemma 5.2. (Integral representation on [—1,1]%) Let f : [~1,1]? — R be d-times differentiable and a > 0. Along
with k, of (21) define
ra(z,2) = (1 + sign(z — z) tanh((1 + sign(z — 2)z)/a))
Ka(z, @) = 14(2,2)kq(z, x)
B, (z) = cosh((1 4 x)/a)/sinh(2/a)

d
ka(z, @) = H/{a(zi,xi).

Then we have the integral representation

flx) =

/

LU gc(i2,.d)

17|
(aljlaf(z)»{a(z’w)dz — Z BS(z) - f(z°),

ke 0%k e€{—1,0,1}9\{(0,...,0)}

=w(Hq([-1,+1]%), f,x,z)
€1 —+ (1 — 61)(1 —+ 61)1‘1
where € = e

) and B () =[], Ba(&izi)e; + (1 — &) (1 + €;).
€q+ (1 —€q)(1+€q)zq

The terms involving B¢ (-) may be handled analagously to the statement following Lemma 4.3.

6 Illustrative Example

We now demonstrate our new estimators both analytically and numerically on a simple univariate problem. The toy
distribution p(z|#) which we consider is designed with the following considerations:
* The choice of distribution side-steps issues of high variance due to the factor of m in the fundamental
trick representation (9) which may arise in the case of small values of p(z|@). This is achieved by choosing a
distribution that, on it’s support, is bounded away from zero.

 The distribution is non-trivial to handle as it fails to satisfy the absolute continuity requirement of Theo-
rem 2.1. We demonstrate how to decompose the distribution to make it amenable to both the log-derivative
estimator and our new pairwise ones.

Toy Problem. Consider f(z) = x where z, 0 € R. We wish to estimate (1) at the point § = 0, with

2 (1/1+(x—0)2) |Jz—0]<1
9) == 25
p(10) s {O otherwise. (25)
Reparameterisation Solution. Letting € of (2) have the probability density (25) with 8 = 0, i.e.
L2 (1/(1+€Y) <1
pe) = T {0 otherwise,
we may reparameterise
to(e) ==+ 0.
We then have by (2) that
1=VoEaupiio) [f(®)] =Eeve [Vof(to(e))] = Eene [1] = 1. (26)

10
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Absolutely Continuous Decomposition. It is instructive to note that (25) does not satisfy the absolute continuity
requirement of Theorem 2.1 (nor that of the log-derivative estimator (Glasserman, 2004; Pflug, 1996; Mohamed et al.,
2019)), as the support depends on . By introducing a simple decomposition, however, we can apply both our pairwise
estimators and the log-derivative estimator. To this end we define (by plugging into (25))

1
e=p(~110=0) = p(+1/0 = 0) = —,

and write the Heaviside function u as

u()Fﬁ—lgsz
0 otherwise.
Since 0 translates the distribution, we have
p(x|0 = 0) = p(z — 60 = O)u(x — 0)
= (p(z — 8]0 = 0) — c + c)u(z — )
= p(z — 0) + cu(z — 6),

where by construction p(z) = p(z|0 = 0) — c satisfies the absolute continuity condition placed on p in the statement
of Theorem 2.1, and so we have

= VoEgpiio)[f(z)]
:vﬂ/Mﬂmﬂ@dx

=Vy / (p(z — 0) + cu(z — 0)) f(z) dz
=Vpy /ﬁ(w —0)f(x) dx+Ve/cu(x —0)f(x)de, 27

=i =c(f(1)—f(-1)=2

where since Vg absorbs additive constants in p, we see that i matches the expectation of the log-derivative family of
estimators (including our pairwise ones) applied naively to p(z|9).

Log-derivative Trick. The remaining term is then available in closed form, as

1
i= [ plalo = 0)f(@) V-0 logp(alt) da
-1
1 4.772
= [ e <28>
-2 (29)
™

Hence by combining (27) with (29) we have
2 2 2
p=p+—-—=1-—+—-=1,
T Tm
in line with (26).

Fundamental Trick. Consider also the fundamental trick estimator with the minimal two points, i.e. Fy of The-
orem 2.1. Then it is straightforward to show that it reduces to the form (28), and therefore also gives the correct
expectation.

Further Numerical analysis. We provide a detailed numerical analysis of the variance of the main estimators under
consideration in this paper, for the problem of estimating 7 in Appendix E. We find that mixing an optimal ~ 83%
of the log-derivative estimator with the remainder the fundamental trick estimator yields ~ 7% variance reduction
for n = 2 Monte Carlo samples, compared with the log-derivative estimator. While a modest improvement, Figure 1
shows greater gains for larger n due to averaging O(n?) terms in (4) — moreover these gains do not require convex
combination, but rather show our fundamental trick outperforming the log-derivative trick outright.

11
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7 Conclusion

We introduced a family of pairwise stochastic gradient estimators for the problem of estimating gradients of an
expectation with respect to the parameters of the distribution. This provides a fresh avenue of exploration for a
fundamental sub-problem of various technical fields, notably that of Bayesian machine learning. We have presented
a theoretical analysis of this new approach along with a set of numerical experiments which provide further intuitions
and proof of concept. The work raises a number of important questions, however. Chief among these is how best to
apply the new estimators on real-world problems for which the number of required samples is prohibitive, such as
reinforcement learning of physical systems via policy gradient methods.
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The following are appendices for New Tricks for Estimating Gradients of Expectations.

A A Constructive Derivation of the Fundamental Trick

The setup for this approach is as follows. Consider without loss of generality evaluating (1) at § = 0. With a slight
abuse of notation (including reuse of ¢y from (2)), let the mapping to(z) transform g ~ p(-|0 = 0) to z = to(xo)
such that  ~ p(x|0), i.e., by the transformation of random variables we have the relation involving the Jacobian
determinant

0

p(el0) = plty ' (2)10 = 0) | 5t ()] (30)
Expand p(x|6) to first order with respect to 6
0
p(@(0) =p(@l0 = 0)+0 -5|  p(z|0) + OF?), (31)
90 1,_o
and expand ty with respect to 6 about to(x) = z,
to(x) = x4+ 0A(z) + O(6?). (32)

By neglecting the second order terms, and applying Monte Carlo to the resultant expectation, we are able to obtain
with some algebra (see Appendix A), the estimator

; 0
Vo By [F@)] & 2 3 STl > 20) 55 log plail6). (33)

where ;, z; ~ p(-|6). By symmetrising (33) with both (5) (to introduce the double sum) and (6) (to introduce the sign
function), we obtain the main version of the fundamental trick estimator, (4).

Expansions (31) and (32) are coupled by (30); equating these two expansions of p(z|f) and letting ug(z) = t, ' ()
gives

Pl =0) 40 - plalf) = plus(a)|0) ()| + O(F%) (34)
0=0

By construction, (34) holds at § = 0 this can be verified by letting 6 = 0 and observing that the Jacobian |ujp(z)] is
equal to 1 at = 0 (indeed, ug(x) = x is the identity).

Consider infinitesimal @ (i.e. neglect O(62)); differentiating w.r.t. § at § = 0 gives the additional condition

p(z]0 = 0) = p(z|0 = 0)

0 _g+0 2 ) _ , 2
aﬂho@ww_M+9m94 (216) + O )— (wmwﬂ%un+ow»
which simplifies to
0 9 /
a8, Pl = 55| _ plus(@)f) up(o)]. (35)

For small 0, the inverse ug(x) =  — 0A(x) for some function A(-) (identified below), because

% - to(ug(x)) = % (ug(x) + 0A(up(x)) + O(6%))
= % ((z — 0A(2)) + 0A(z — OA(2)) + O(6%))
6=0
=0

14
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as required. Hence, to handle the r.h.s. we exploit our choice of i.e.

0 (sl o)
o —(z — 0A(z))

a0
x—ﬂA(|9)<+*w_OA(»)+<Mx_W“)m)aa oe

_ Q

00
(3,

-(* e 30 (1) -0 2 st (10200
0

= ‘(aa p(z|0 = 0))A( ) — plal|d = 0)(%A(I))

15}
= (p(x|9 = O)A(m)).
Putting this back into the right hand side of (35) gives

9
0,

which is solved by integrating both sides w.r.t z, yielding

1 ¥ 0
Az) = 7p7(x\9 o /zz?oo %p(z\tﬁ) =0)dz

1 [o.¢]

IS A
plo=0) )., 96"

6=

(( A@)0) | g0~ 02()

0

—OA

6=0

p(a) =~ (p(ald = 0)A@)),

where we used

/ 0 p(:lf =0z + [ 0 (26 =0)ds = 2 o0 = 0)dz = 21 = 0.

oo a0 86 00 J.—_ o0
1 2z < True .
We rewrite A as an expectation using the indicator I(z) = , to obtain
0 otherwise’
A=t [ 10 e =0a
YTl S T e T

+oo
= p(;m;ﬁ/ I(z > z)p(z|6 = 0)dz

_ (:i|9> sp(f0= 0)[86010gp(z|9 —0)I(z > x)}

The chain rule with ¢y gives

0 0
20 o Epnp(10) [f (2)] = Eonp(alo=0) % (to(z))

=Euopelo=0) | 55

= Eqgp(alo=0) :<86mf ($)> A(x)]

[ 0
= Erwp(z|9:0) P(£C|9) E’z~p(z|0:0) |:60 logp(z|9 = O)H(Z > l‘):|:|

=K, p(z]0=0) [ f(l(@)) 389 log p(z]0 = 0)I(z > x)] .

This scheme applies at any € (not only # = 0). Hence by Monte Carlo estimation of the expectation, we obtain the
unsymmetrised form of our fundamental trick estimator, (33).
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f(z)

p(x]0)

@
z; ~ p(x|0)
(a) log-derivative trick

to

(b) reparameterisation trick

2 ~ p(z]f = 0)

to

(c) fundamental trick

Figure 2: A sketch to accompany Appendix A.

(a) In the log-derivative trick, varying 6 varies (as in the blue arrows) the probability density at the sampled point x;
(denoted by the green dot), and thereby cannot make use of the derivative of f, but rather uses the value of f(z;) to
weight Vg log p(x;|0) — c.f. (3).

(b) In the reparameterisation trick, a sample ¢; from a fixed base distribution £ is mapped by a deterministic function
parameterised by 6. Hence, varying 6 perturbs the mapped point (as in the green arrows). The derivative of f indicates
the direction in which to perturb x; (and by the chain rule, 6) in order to increase the value of f(xz;) — c.f. (2).

(¢) In our derivation of the fundamental trick of Appendix A, we initially sample an xio) given some fixed value of
the parameters (here and without loss of generality, § = 0). Unlike the reparameterisation trick, we have no explicit
transformation ¢, but by considering infinitesimal changes to 6 (the r.h.s. red and blue plots denote p(z|§ = 0) and

p(z|0), respectively) we construct an appropriate infinitesimal perturbative transformation of the xEO), namely (32).
Hence changing 6 may be thought not only to perturb the mapped point (as denoted by the green arrows), but also
to increases or decreases the probability of the mapped point (as denoted by the blue arrows). In this way, both the

derivative of f and the gradient of the (log of the) density p(z|) are made use of — c.f. (33).
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B Hilbert-Sobolev-Laplace Gradient Estimator

To contrast with the novel and theoretically useful estimators of the main paper, we present here a tempting alternative
which we show to be essentially useless, in the sense that it does not offer any orthogonal component of information
over and above the log-derivative estimator.

B.1 The Estimator

To eliminate the factor m in (4.1) it is tempting to employ a pairwise estimator using pairs (x, z), where we let
x ~ p(+|0) and, instead of z ~ p(-|@) as per (7),
p(z|z) = Laplace(z|z, a) = exp(— |z — z| /a)/(2a). (36)

The point is that the factor then cancels with part of the weight function w of (20), and it is easy to show using a
similar argument as the proof of Lemma 3.1 that the following Hilbert-Sobolev-Laplace estimator

m n

VoEop o) [f(2)] = % Z Z (f(wi ) + asign(z; —xi5)f (i) Vo log p(w]6), (37)

i=1 j=1

is unbiased, where x; ~ p(-|0) as before, but now x; ; ~ Laplace(z;, a) has mean x; and scale a.

B.2 Uselessness of the Estimator

Does (37) offer any independent information over the log-derivative estimator (3)? No; in line with Lemma 3.4 that

would require Xy, # Yy, for the (uncentered) second moments (indexed by 1 and h for the log-derivative and Hilbert-
Sobolev-Laplace estimators, respectively), but

S = Eanpio) | (/(2)V logp(]6))”]
and
Shi = Eznp( 1) []EZNLaplace(x,a) [(f(z) + asign(z — z)f’(z))V logp(xlﬁ)f(x)vlogp(xlﬁ)]]
= Earplo) [F(@) (V1ogp(a]0))” Eertaptaceaay [(£(2) + asign(z — 2)'(2))]]
=X, =f(x)

where the underbrace is expounded upon in the following Appendix B.3. Note that we needed only consider the
diversification between the log-derivative estimator associated with (in the notation of the previous Appendix B.1) a
single x; and the associated Hilbert-Sobolev-Laplace term associated with a single perturbation x; ; of that point.

Hence while it is tempting to choose (36) in order to obtain the convenient looking (37), this estimator is essentially
just a noisy version the log-derivative estimator, and we cannot reduce the variance by taking a convex combination of
the two.

B.3 Laplace Evaluation Estimator

As an aside, we note that putting the w of (20) into (17) and writing the result as an expectation leads to the neat
identity

f(!.C) = ]EzwLaplace(m,a) [f(z) + afl(Z) Sign(m — Z)L

where f is the derivative, sign is the 1 valued sign function, and the Laplace distribution has mean x and scale a,
that is p(z|z, a) = exp(— |z — z| /a)/(2a).
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C Lemmas and Proofs for Section 3

We begin the law of total variance, that is

Lemma C.1. (Eve’s law.) Let x and y be random variables on the same probability space, and let y have finite
variance. Then we have the well known identity

Vy [y] = Ex [Vy [yl2]] + Vo [Ey [yl2]]- (38)

Proof. (Of Lemma C.1.)

Vy [y] =By [y°] —Ey [4]
=E, [E, [y*le]] ~ E. [, [yle])’
=E. [V, [vle] +E, [1*|e]] ~Eq [E, [yl2]]”
= E; [V, [yla]] +Eq [E, [1|e]] ~ E. [E, [y)e]]”
=B [Vyle]] + V. [E, [yl]].

O

Corollary C.1.1. (Conditional Eve’s law.) By conditioning all distributions on a random variable z on the same
probability space as x and y, we obtain

V, 2] = B, [V, ol 2]|2] + Vo [E, [ole. <)1)
or equivalently
Vy [ylz] = E. [V [y|z,2]|z] + V. [E, [y|z, z]|z]. 39)
Corollary C.1.2. (Bivariate Eve’s law.) Substituting (39) in the first term on the r.h.s. of (38) yields
Vy [y] = Bq [E: [V [ylz,2]l2] + V- [Ey [ylz, 2]l2]] + V. [By [yla]]
=E; . [Vy [y|z,x]|x] +E, [VZ []Ey [y|z,x} \x]] + V. [Ey [y|:17H (40)

Lemma C.2. (Multivariate Eve’s law.) Let x1, x5, ..., x, and y be random variables on the same probability space,
and let y have finite variance. Then

Vy W] =Bay ooz [Vy [ylon, - ]2, 2]

+ ZExl ..... i1 [Vzi [Ey [y|x17 cee »xi] T1y.-- 7901'71] |71, .. 7%72]
i=1
+ Va, [Ey [ylz1]]. 41

Proof. (Of Lemma C.2.) Applying Corollary C.1.1 once again yields
Vy [yler, 2] = Ee, [Vy [yler, 22, 23] |1, 2] + Vo, [Ey [ylz1, 22, 23] |21, 22]. 42)
Relabelling terms in (40) we obtain
\ [y] =E;, [Vy [y|x1,xg]|x1] +E,, [sz [Ey [y|x1,a:2]|a:1]] +Vy, [Ey [y|x1H
Substituting (42) into the first term above, we obtain
Vy [y] =Es\ 00,25 [Vy [y|x1,x2,x3]|ac1,x2}
+ By oy [Vay [ By ylz1, w2, 23] |21, 22] |21 ]
+Ee, [V, [Ey [ylzr, 2] |21] ]
+ Vo, [By [ylza]].

Repeating the process for x4, x5, . . . , ), yields the desired result. O
Lemma C.3. (Functional Eve’s law.) Let x1, . .., x, be i.i.d. random variables with domain X, and let f : X" — R
be a deterministic function withVy, . .. [f(21,...,2,)] < co. Then
Vﬂcl,m,xn [f L1y - ZExlpnyxz 1 ZEz I:Exi+1 ----- T [f(l’l,iEQ,...,In)]]]
+Vx1 [ T2,y Ty [f(xla"'a'rn)]:l' (43)
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Proof. (Of Lemma C.3.) Putting y = f(z1,...,%,) in Lemma C.2, we observe that the first term in (41) vanishes
since f is deterministic and therefore has zero variance when its argument is fixed. O

Lemma C.4. (Inversion of expectation and variance.) Let x,y and z be random variables. Then

B, [V [y]] = B [Ve [y — E- [y]]] + V- [E [y]].
Proof. (Of Lemma C.4.) Let x, y and 2z be random variables on the same probability space. Then we have the identity

E, [V. [y]] = E. [E. [(y - E- [1])°]]

[
2
—E. [E. [(y—E- [1])°] ~E: [y~ E: [4]])" + E. [y — E- [3])°]
—E. [E. [(y—E: [4])"] ~ Ee [y~ E- []]" + (B [y] - Ea: [y])°]
=E. [V [y — E. [3]]] + E. [(Ba [y] - Ee.: [3])°]
=E. [V [y —E: [y]]] + V- [Eq [y]]
O
Proof. (Of Lemma 3.8.) We apply the inversion of expectation and variance Lemma C.4 withx = (z1,...,2;-1),2 =
ziandy = By, o, [f(z1,...,2,)] to the summand of (43) to obtain
Exl,...,mi_l [Vrl [E1i+1,...,mn [f(xla s 7xn)] ]]
= Eﬂ:i [Vﬂh,n-ﬁvifl [E$i+17'~~;ajn [f(xla ) xn)] - Ewi,~-~7wn [f(mla <o ’xn)]”
+V:cl [Ezl ..... L1, Lig1seens T, [f(xlavxn)]]
Putting this into (43) yields the desired result. O

We now return our attention to the first of our main theoretical results, starting with the following

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.1.) M,,(G) is an unbiased estimator of Vg E,p.j¢) [f()] since

EM.(C)] Y E (M) Y E, . | 1(Gla, )V logp(alf) + Gz, 2)Vo logp(=]6))

—~
=

c d e

CE, . [G(x.2)Vologp(z[6)] D E, [f(2)Vslogp(2]0)] £ ¥y Eq [f(2)].

Here, (a) follows by linearity of expectation and summation, (b) is by definition, (c) is due to the observation that, for
any function g and i.i.d. random variables x and z, E,, ,..p [¢(2, 2)] = Ey .~p [9(z, )], (d) follows by definition of
G(+,-), and (e) is the standard log-derivative trick. O

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.6.). The proof is similar to that of 3.2, but with M, (G) replaced by oM, (G) + (1 — a)L,
in the application of Lemma 3.8. First consider (16): in step (c), we should include terms with ¢ = j, which arise
from the L,,. However, in step (e) we remove those terms with j > i as they are constant under the variance w.r.t.
Z1,...,T;—1. This removes the terms arising from L,,. We are left with the factor a,, which we move outside the
variance to obtain the (’)(%z) term in (12). Now consider (15). In step (a) we once again include the diagonal terms,
which in this case are those with j = k, which do not vanish in subsequent steps as explained in relation to (16). We
therefore have

Vo, [E_; [aM, + (1 — a)L,]]

@y, [E. [% (a (G(z, 2)Vglog p(x]0) + G(z,2)Velog p(2]0)) + (1 — ) f(2) Ve log p(x]0)) ]]

DY, [ (o (f(x) Vo logplal6) + B [G(z, ) Vo log p(=16)) + (1 — 0) () Vo log p(zl6)) ]

< % Vo [f(2)Velogp(z|0) + a E. [G(z,2) Vo log p(2])]],
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where (a) follows from the previous argument with substitution of the definition of M,,(G) and L,, (b) is by the
definition of G(z, z), and (e) moves a constant outside the variance. Hence the summation on line (14) reduces to the
first term of (12), completing the proof. O

Proof. (Of Theorem 3.7.) We have the quadratic function of «
Vap(lo) [f(2)Velogp(z]0) + a E.p(jo) [G(2,2) Ve logp(z]0)] | = oF + a’o% + 2aporor,
where we have additionally defined
05 = Vaup(10) [Ezmp(jo) [G(z, 2) Vo log p(2)]]-
Putting the optimal a* = —pZ& back into the quadratic and dividing by o, yields the result. O

oL
OF
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D Additional Mathematical Details for the Representer Tricks

D.1 First Principles Verification of (20)

We now check (20) by putting it into (17) and using integration by parts. This verifies both the symmetrisation and the
original r.k.h.s. based derivation. Assume w.l.o.g. that x = 0, giving

10)= 50 [ (= Bt + asien(-217/ ) @z = 51+ 1), @)

where [} = fi)oo exp(+z/a)(f(z) + af'(z))dzand I = [} exp(—z/a)(f(z) — af’(2)) dz. Then

0
= [ enC)) +af ) d:
/Oooexp( dera/Oooexp (2)dz
= [ ewiseraz o [oo w—% [ enCisea:)
= afexp(+2/a) ()]
= a(0),

and by a similar argument I5 = a f(0), as required by (44).

D.2 Multivariate Integral Representations

D.2.1 Real Space R?

For Lemma 5.1 we have the following

Proof. Let f : [~1,1]¢ — R be d-times differentiable. Let define for any « in [—1, 1]¢ and a > 0:
049,

Haw)= | m—p(z) ] sign(ee—2)dz,
R4 er{l,? ke{1,2,...,d}

where g,(2) = f(z) - exp(— |z — 2|, /a) forany z € R?\ {z} and a > 0.
I is well defined because g, is sufficiently differentiable on R? \ {z}.

The representation of f follows from the above expression after having calculated it in two different ways. We will
differentiate the expression within the integral and then we will integrate it.

Step 1: differentiation We differentiate g with respect to each z; fori € {1,2,...,d}. Set z € R4\ {z}:

e (2) H sign(zy — 2x)
= 5. k= 2k
[keqr2.....ay 9% ke{1,2,....d}

g1 . _lz==|,
_ f(2) - exp( aa ) H sign(zy, — 21
er{l,Q,...,d} “k ke{1,2,...,d}

- llz—=]|
o) oIl f Q=17 exp(— 1222 '
= (2) g sign(zy — 2x)
(Jg{lzz;...,d} [Ties O [ 921 11

ke{1,2,...,d}
oIl f I1.e 7 sign(xy — 2x) |z — =l :
2 ( Z H 92 (Z) keja(d_|j|) exp(— a 1) H Slgn(xk - Zk)
JC{1,2,. keg ©<k ke{1,2,...,d}
[T . r—z

(zjgm,“.,d} 22 () T st — 1) ) expl 22

= d .
a
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(1) is given by the product rule.

lle—zI
(2) is given by the the following formula, true for any 2 € R4\ {x} and i € {1,2,...,d}, anp(_azv )
sign(@—z) . exp(—@) which we have applied (d — | J|)-times.
So if we integrate the expression above with respect to z in [—1,1]4,
alIl . -
(ng{l,z,“.,d} (a|~7|m(z) erj sign(zy — Zk)> exp(fw)
I(a,x) = dz. 45)
Rd ad

Step 2: integration We integrate successively the derivatives inside the integral in I with respect to each z; using
the expression Vt € R,

lim, 400 h(2) 4+ lim,—, o h(2)

h(t) = /Rh'(z)% sign(t — z)dz + 5

Let’s prove the integration for one integral and then let’s repeat the integration successively by recurrence. For i in
{1,2,...,d}, zin[-1,1] and (29, ..., 24) in [~1,1]?"! then:

9%gq
(z)sign(zy — z1)dz; =
R er{1,2 ..... d} Oz
g, g, g,
2| =————(#1,22,...,24) + lim ———(2)4+ lim —F—(2)].
<er{2,...,d} Oz st [[iera, ay 02k 2= [[iera,.ay 02k
We will show that under the conditions of the lemma, the last two terms are equals to 0. Under weaker conditions, the
two last terms could be equal to a constant that depends on @ and (22, . . ., z4). According to the last step, we have the
formula:
ad—lga
I (z) =
er{z,...,d} Oz
a7l . z—2z|,
(ZJC{Z..‘,d} alJ! M oo gzk (2) Hk¢J sign(zy — zk)) exp(— Il = I )
ad—1 :
a7l . .
As EJ§{172,...7(d71)} a7l Mo 55 (J;Zk (2) Hkgj sign(zy — 2 ) is bounded for ||x|| — 400, and
8d—1ga

lim z) =0,

2% [, ) 92
we get the result for one integral:
9"ga
R er{l,Q,...,d} Oz
Then we proceed by recurrence for I (a, x):

994
I(a,x) = = (2) sign(xy — 2z) dz
re [rep2,..ap 92 ke{lg..,d}

9gq .
sign(xg — 2x) dzq,...dz
ok ), JL s d

ad—lga

(z)sign(zy — 21)dz; =2 =——F———
er{Q,...,d} Oz,

(1‘1,22,...,Zd).

oy O ke{1,2,....d}
ga .
=2. —(xl,zg,...,zd) sign(xy — 2z) dza, ... dzq4
Rd-1 er{Z,...,d} Oz, ke{g.[“,d}
=24 “ga(T1y e, xq)
Tr—x

=2%. f(x1,...,24q) - exp(—”T”l)

=27 f(=). (46)
Combining (45) and (46) completes the proof. O
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D.2.2 Compact Space [0, 1]°

We now restate Lemma 4.2 in manner which facilitates the subsequent proof of the multivariate case.

LemmaD.1. Let f : (—1,4+1) > R, a > 0, and define

B (o, ) = ST ?S/ij]hgjzg(l —e)/e)
ko(z,z) = k" (min(z, z), max(z, 2))
ra(z,2) = (1 + sign(z — z) tanh((1 + sign(z — 2)z)/a))
Ka(z, @) = 1q(2,2)ka(2, )
cosh(:=2) f(—1) — cosh(1tz
oun. ) = (D) — cosh(H) (1)

sinh(2/a)

Then f has the integral representation

+1
f(z) = / (F(2) + af' (2))ka(z2) dz + ba, . f).

-1

Now for the multivariate version Lemma 5.2 we have the following

Proof. Let f : [~1,1]? — R be d-times differentiable and a > 0. Let define for any « in [~1,1]% and z in [-1,1]% \

{x}:

gfl(z, x) = f(z1,...,24)  Ka(Zi,4),
and
d
ga(z,2) = f(21,...,24) - H%(Z’“ﬂfl)
i=1

The idea for the compact domain is similar to the full Euclidean case. We will compute for a > 0 and x € [—1,1]%,

I(a, ) in two different ways, where

%9,
I(a,x) :/ - (z,x)d=.
[-1,1)4 er{l,Q,...,d} Oz,

We will integrate the expression successively and then we will compute the derivative of the expression inside the

integral.

Regarding the integration, we need some preliminary results with respect to the different values of x, defined in the

lemma.

Lemma D.2. The following properties are true for any x € [—1,1]:

Ka(l,z) = Baa(x)
Ka(—1,2) = Ba a_x)
Ka(x™, ) — Ko(xt, ) = o

Proof. Let’s remind us the expressions of kg, 74, K, forz € [—1,1] and z € [-1,1] \ {z}:

cosh((1 + min(z, z))/a) cosh((1 — max(z, z))/a)

ka(Z,!E) = asinh(Z/a)

COSh( lfsign(wfz)a:)
asinh(2)
ra(z,2) = (1 + sign(z — 2) tanh((1 + sign(z — 2)z)/a))

Ka(2,2) = 1e(z,) - ko(z, ).

COSh( 1+sign(§a:fz)z )

23
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then:

) _ cosh(( 1ng ) cosh( 1;”” )

When z < 2z We get: 7,(z,z) = mdnfh(l“) and ko (z, z aeh(2/a)

ko(—1,2) = ro(—1,2) - ko(—1,2) = .COSh(I%Tm)_BA(_x)
o(=1,2) =7a(=1,2) - ka(=1,2) = 1 asinh(2)  a

ISEIN

which proves (48), and

Fa(2™, @) =ra(z”, @) ka2, 2)
B cosh(1£2) — smh(i) cosh( Z) - cosh(1=%)
B cosh(1£Z) asmh(a)
cosh(1=2) 1+ 1+
= d sh sinh . 50
a-sinh(%)[wb ( ” ) 4 sinh( )] (50)
When z > z: We get: 7,(z,2) = H#h(l_z) and k,(z,7) = COS}I(;E;LE;;%%) then:

Cosh(l'ng”) _ Bu(x)

Kfa(lax) = TQ(LJ") : ka(l’x) =1 aSiHh(%) B a

)

which proves (47), and

Tx) =ra(at,x)  ko(aT, @)
cosh (L =) - smh( L) cosh(lfT””) ~cosh(1jT“")

Ka(x

cosh(1=%) . asinh(2)
cosh(1£2) 1—x L l—z
= — () [ cosh( " ) — sinh( )] (51)
Finally with (50) and (51), we can prove (49):
o eosh(i5E) T g
Ka(x7,2) — Ka(x™,2) = . smh(%)[c h( . ) + sinh( )]
cosh(lT) 1—x . 1—2
-— smh(%) [cosh(T) — sinh( P )]

cosh(1=%) cosh(1£2) + cosh(1=%) sinh(1£2)
a-sinh(2)
) cosh(2=2) — cosh(4
a-sinh(2)
cosh(1=%) sinh(1£2) + cosh(1E2) sinh(1=%)
a - sinh(2)

cosh(1£Z +2) sinh(1=2)

sinh(2)
-sinh(2)

I 2

We can now get back to I(a, ) and integrate the expression successively:

Step 1: Integration Let’s prove the integration for one integral and then let’s repeat the integration successively by
recurrence. For i in {1,2,...,d}, and , z in [—1, 1]%:
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To compute the integral, we have to pay attention that x; is a point of discontinuity of (t — Kq(t, xl)), we need to cut
the integral at this point.

/ 69@ (Z,m) dzz
[

—1,1] 822
- Of(2)  Kalz i)
[-1,1] 0z;

:/ 0f(2) - Kalzi, ;) dz +/ 0f(2) - Kalzi, ;) dz;.
[71,{177;[ ]Ii,l]

821-

= | f(2) - Ka(2i, 74)

1
+

=t
'z’L

f(z)- ﬁa(ziaxi)]

= \|flz1y . zic1, 1, 2ig1y o ooy 2a) - Ka(L,25) — f(21, - ..zi,l,xf,z“h ceesZd) " ﬁa(;v;r,xi)}

+ [f(zla"'zi—lvxi_azi—&-l;"'azd)'Kfa(xi_axi)f(zla"'zi—h1azi+17~";zd)'/{a(17xi):|
[ B (x; 21y Ly 2y e e
= f(zlu ce e Ri—1, 17zi+17 .. '7Zd) . a(x") + f(ZL ST B ,Zd)
a a
Ba(—z;)

— f(Zl, e Zi—1, —1,Z7;+1, .. .,Zd) .

_ ZeiE{*l,O,l} B (xl) ) f(zl’ s Ri—1, m?vzi-‘rla ) Zd)

)

a

where B (x;) = B(e;zi)e; + (1 — €)1+ ¢)and zj' = e+ (1 — €)(1 + €)z;.

This latter notation of B (z;) and x;’ enable a clear expression of the integral, and we find the different terms
immediately:

if €, = 0: le (:171) =1 and m:’“ =x;
ife; =1 Bgi (.’1%) = Ba(wi) and aj:’“ =1

Then we proceed by recurrence for I(a, x):

d
I(a,x) :/ %(z,m)dz
[—1,1]4 er{1,2

.....

:/ f(21,...,2q) 'ngl Ka(Zi, ;)
(~1,1) [ieqio,...ay Oz

! T1¢ o
:/ / 6i 0 f(z1,- .- s 2a) Hézzﬁa(z“xl)ﬁa(zl’xl) o day
[-1141 Ji-10) 921 [liega.....ay O2n

.

94 F(a5h 22y, 2a) TI9y K (2i,20)

:/ Zeie{—l,ql} Bg (1) - Ikeqa,....ay 92k
[~1,1]d-1

(z,x)dz1...dzq

dzs...dzg
a

AT (25t 20, 24) TT  Ra(2ih2:)
€ . 1 0 ) L i=2 "va 17
Zeie{fl,O,l} Bg (z1) f[_1,1]d71 2 97k dzg...dzq




New Tricks for Estimating Gradients of Expectations

and by recurrence

- Zee{—l,o,l}d (Hie{l,z,...,d} BZ" (xz)) ’ f(xil, T wa“)

ad
_ z:ee{—l,o,1}d Bg(z) - f(we)
= o
_ @+ Zee{—lyo,l}d\{;ov---,on Bi() - (=) (52)
a

We are now going to compute I (a, ) by differentiation.

Step 2: Differentiation First, let’s compute the derivation of k, for z € [-1,1] and z € [-1,1] \ {z}:

When z < z:
1—t h2 142 o _ 2
rq (2.2) = anh”(+t%) _ 1= (1 —ra(z2))
0z a a
and
Ok, sinh((12) cosh(1=2)
(Z7 x) — a. a
0z a?sinh(2/a)
When z > z:
1 — tanh?(1=2 — 2
Ora oy Lo tb®(5) 1o (- ru(en)
0z a a
and
Ok, cosh(1t2) sinh(1=2)
(z,2) = — & &
0z a?sinh(2/a)

e

0z - a

and

Ok, Cosh(lfsign((lzfz)m) sinh( 1+sign((l:cfz)42)

(z,2) = sign(xz — z)

0z a?sinh(2/a)
_ sign(z — 2) sinh(ilﬂignix*z)'z) coSh(ilfsign,(fiz)'z) - cosh( 1+Sign,§ziz).z)
acosh(w) asinh(2)
sign(z — ) tanh(1sienlz=2)-2)
= - a cko(z,2)
(r(2.2) = 1) (b(z.2)

a
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Therefore
aﬁ:a 8ra aka
@(27[17)— (E-kaﬁ-g%‘a)(z,x)

1—(1—r4(z,2))2 .

= - ko(z,2) o Ta(2,T)
_ 2 ra(z,2)ka(2,2) — 12(2,2) - ka(2, 7)
L (z,2) - kolz J;);k‘a(z x) 1oz, 2)
T (z,2) - ko(z, )
Ka(z, )

We can now compute the derivative of g inside I for z in [~1,1]¢ and z in [-1,1]? \ {z} Using the formula of the
product derivative,

e TE > 97 I )
er{1,2,‘..,d} Oz, Jciiz. er] Dz, Hk¢J Dzk
_ 6|J|f (Z H;'izl Kla(Zi,fEi)
TC{m ) erj 0z, ad—1T1
[T d
_ ZJQ{I,Q,...,d} al7! n,iy gz,:(z) [[i—; Kalzi, %)
= " .

So if we integrate the expression above with respect to z in [—1, 1]%,

[T d
f 1,1]¢ ch.u 2,....d} aljl%(z) Hi:l Ka(2i,2;) | dz
[—1,1] [lkes

ad

I(a,x) = (53)

Combining (52) and (53) completes the proof. O]

E Details of the Analytical Example of Section 6

We provide further analysis of the absolutely continuous component p of the toy distribution p of section 6.

E.1 Theoretical Analysis

The bold numbers below (approximately) match the corresponding bold values in Figure 3.
Putting the definition (25) into e.g. the log-derivative trick yields in closed form

=2 0363,

Vo=oEorp( o) [f(@)] =1 =

Take n = 2 samples and define z = z(!) and z = 2(?). The variance of the log-derivative estimator (3) for /i at 6 = 0
is then, defining giu(z) = f(x)Ve log p(z]0),

1 11 2
Via = Eq onp(10=0) [(2(gld(l’) +9u(2)) — l~‘> ] =1 a2 0.0474. (54)

The corresponding variance of our new estimator (4) (for simplicity we avoid the further symmetrised (4)) is, defining

gie(,2) = L0 G 100 (1)),

Vi = Ep empiiomo |(90(2:2) = )] = 5 = 575 ~ 0130, (55)
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This is worse than Vjq4; but the convex combination

Quass(T, 2,¢) = ¢ X %(gld(a:) + gu(2)) + (1 = ¢) x gg(x, 2)

retains the correct expectation while enjoying a variance of
— 2
Vid+tt = Eqg 2np(-0=0) [(91d+ft($v z,¢) — ) }

— 5 ((24+ 727 = 277% 4 %) @ 4 7 — 120% 4 487 — 48 — 27 (60 — 21 7 + 7°) c).
T
This is minimised at (it is straightforward to check that the same result may also be obtained in terms of the uncentered
moments using (11))
Ho T (60 — 217 + 72)
24+ 27 — 27’/T2 —+ 7'('3

~ 0.831, (56)
obtaining a variance of

* _ 2
Via+se = Ea znp(0=0) |:<gld+ft(m’ z,¢") — ) }

| 384 — 7687 + 28872 + 1127 — 3974 + 70
B A2 (24 + 727 — 27w? 4+ 73)

where Vq is the log-derivative estimator variance of (54).

~ 0.925 x Viq, (57)

Baseline One typically includes a variance reducing baseline in the log-derivative estimator, replacing gq(z) with
the still unbiased

G (z,0) = (f(x) — b) Vg log p(z]0) (58)

(see e.g. Peters and Schaal (2006) for a detailed discussion of this approach). It is easy to verify however, that for this
example the optimal baseline is b = 0.

E.2 Further Details on the Numerical Toy Experiments

Approximation of c*. In practice the optimal mixing proportion ¢* will be unknown. We handle this by simply
estimating the required moments (three real numbers: two variances and a covariance) for (11) empirically based on
the given samples (") — for a more general discussion of estimator combination see e.g. Geffner and Domke (2018).
In our numerical experiments we use centered empirical second moments (i.e. covariances), as this guarantees that the
variance is minimised for the given empirical sample (the result (11) uses the fact that the true expectations match).
Our approach is demonstrated in the included python script (mentioned at the top of Section 6), and obtains a close
match to the theoretical results above in terms of both ¢* and (most importantly) the obtained variance reduction —
see Figure 3.

The power of pairwise interactions. The analytical results above show that our new fundamental trick estimator
yields a reduction in variance, but only in convex combination with the standard log-derivative estimator. While this is
already promising, an important phenomenon arises as we increase the number of samples beyond the minimal n = 2
considered above. This is illustrated in Figure 1, the value at n = 2 for the blue (orange) line of which matches the
theoretical value of (54) ((55)). While the variance of the log-derivative estimator obviously decreases linearly in n, the
double summation of the fundamental trick estimator leads to a favourable scaling, especially for small n. Remarkably,
our new estimator rapidly achieves a superior variance all on its own, without requiring convex combination as above.
This phenomenon is especially interesting given the minibatch size in stochastic gradient descent is typically moderate,
say n = 10 to 100, in size (Hinton, 2012).

Issues arising from the m factor. All of our new pairwise estimators sum terms with a probability in the de-
nominator. The supplementary Figure 5 explores the effect this has, by varying ¢ (which is 1 in (25) above) in the more
general p(z|0) < 1/(c + (x — 0)?). As expected, the fundamental trick estimator performs better for larger c, as the
denominator is sufficiently large. While it is tempting to eliminate this term as in the supplementary Appendix B, we
show that this results in a non-diversifying estimator. A similar issues arises in importance sampling, which involves
a ratio of probabilities, and the recent work addressing this issue in that case may be appropriate here (Ionides, 2008;
Chan et al., 2018), but is beyond the present scope.
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The power of the representer trick. We extended the convex combination of fundamental trick and log-derivative
trick to include our more advanced representer trick, via the minimum variance convex combination over all three
estimators — see Figure 4. The result is a scheme which (here again for n = 2 samples) further reduces the variance
to less than 80% of that of the log-derivative estimator. To reveal the true power of the representer trick, however, we
experiment with non-linear test functions f(z) = sin(rwx), for w € {1,2,3}, in the supplementary Figure 6. As
expected, while the non-local nature of the fundamental trick leads to a breakdown for larger w, the representer trick
merely requires a matching length scale parameter a for the Sobolev space of Subsection 4.1. Note that in these cases
again, due to symmetry the optimal variance reducing baseline of (58) is zero.
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x=log-derivative, L:

E[x] = 0.3633 E[x"2] = 0.1794 VAR[x] = 0.0474
x=fundamental, F:
E[x] = 0.3635 E[x"2] = 0.2619 VAR[x] = 0.1297

x=representer a = 0.20, R:

E[x] = 0.3676 E[x"2] = 1.3989 VAR[x] = 1.2638
x=optimal cL + (1-¢)F:

E[x] = 0.3633 E[x"2] = 0.1759 VAR[x]
optimal ¢ in cL + (1-c)F = 0.8310
VAR[optimal cL + (1-c)F] / VAR[L] = 0.9251
x=optimal cL + (1-c)R:

E[x] = 0.3631 E[x~2] = 0.1774 VAR[x] = 0.0456
optimal ¢ in cL + (1-c)R = 1.0399
VAR[optimal cL + (1-c)R] / VAR[L] = 0.9621

0.0439

Figure 3: Output of the Supplementary Demo Program gradtricks_demo.py The bold numbers above (approxi-
mately) match the corresponding bold values in Appendix E.1. The italic bold numbers pertain to the optimal combi-
nation of the representer trick (with a = 0.2) and the log-derivative trick, and may also be read off Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Convex combinations of estimators on the toy problem of section 6, for the minimal n = 2 samples. We plot
variance ratios (left) and optimal mixing coefficients (right) for various convex combinations of the L (log-derivative),
F (fundamental trick) and R (representer trick) estimators, as a function of the a parameter of the compact Sobolev
space of subsection 4.1 (here this parameter affects R). On the r.h.s. plot, for mixtures of just two estimators we plot
the scalar c as the other coefficient is simply 1 — ¢, while for the combination of all three estimators we plot three
dashed green, red, and purple lines corresponding to the L, F' and R components of the vector of coefficients c. The
dotted black line on the r.h.s. (respectively L.h.s.) plot is flat as it does not depend on ¢, and matches the theoretical
value of (56) (respectively (57)). We observe that the lowest overall variance corresponds to the minima of the green
Lh.s. curve, whereupon the variance is reduced by slightly more than 20% w.r.t. the standard log-derivative estimator.
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Variance Ratios
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Figure 5: On the top we plot ratios of the two variances previously plotted in figure 1 as a function of the number of
samples n — see the caption of that figure for more details. Here we vary the parameter c in the probability distribution
p(z|0) < 1/(c + (x — 0)?), which is depicted on the lower figure. Hence the upper ¢ = 1 curve corresponds to (the
ratio of the two curves plotted in) figure 1. As expected, we observe that the variance of the fundamental trick increases

as the minimum of the distribution approaches zero (i.e. as ¢ — 0).
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Figure 6: Variance ratios (left) for various test functions (right) of increasing non-linearity (top to bottom). The Lh.s.
figures above are similar to the l.h.s. figure of figure 4 — see the corresponding caption for details. We observe that
the fundamental trick breaks for overly non-linear functions (as evidenced by the dotted black line on the 1.h.s. figures)
while the representer trick does not. As expected, for increasingly non-linear test functions, the optimal length scale a

of the Sobolev space decreases.
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