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ABSTRACT

We present a novel gradient-free algorithm to solve a convex stochastic optimization problem, such
as those encountered in medicine, physics, and machine learning (e.g., adversarial multi-armed
bandit problem), where the objective function can only be computed through numerical simulation,
either as the result of a real experiment or as feedback given by the function evaluations from an
adversary. Thus we suppose that only a black-box access to the function values of the objective is
available, possibly corrupted by adversarial noise: deterministic or stochastic. The noisy setup can
arise naturally from modeling randomness within a simulation or by computer discretization, or when
exact values of function are forbidden due to privacy issues, or when solving non-convex problems
as convex ones with an inexact function oracle. By exploiting higher-order smoothness, fulfilled,
e.g., in logistic regression, we improve the performance of zero-order methods developed under
the assumption of classical smoothness (or having a Lipschitz gradient). The proposed algorithm
enjoys optimal oracle complexity and is designed under an overparameterization setup, i.e., when the
number of model parameters is much larger than the size of the training dataset. Overparametrized
models fit to the training data perfectly while also having good generalization and outperforming
underparameterized models on unseen data. We provide convergence guarantees for the proposed
algorithm under both types of noise. Moreover, we estimate the maximum permissible adversarial
noise level that maintains the desired accuracy in the Euclidean setup, and then we extend our results
to a non-Euclidean setup. Our theoretical results are verified on the logistic regression problem.

1 Introduction

In this paper we focus on the following stochastic convex optimization problem
min {f(z) := B¢ f(2,£)},
z€R?

where f is convex in x, and [E¢ is the expectation, with respect to £ with unknown distribution.
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Motivated by different applications where gradient information is unavailable or calculating gradients is prohibitively
expensive, we seek to solve (1)) only by accessing noisy evaluations of f(x, &) [1} 2,3, 4], possibly adversarial noisy.
Methods that query only function values for given inputs, rather than gradients, are known as zero-order, or gradient-free
methods, 115,167, 1819,10, |11} 12] and are actively studied due to the vast number of applications. Indeed, in medicine,
biology, and physics, the objective function can only be computed through numerical simulation or as the result of
a real experiment, i.e., automatic differentiation cannot be used to compute function derivatives. We also mention
classical problem of adversarial multi-armed bandit [[13} [14} [15]], where a learner receives a feedback given by the
function evaluations from an adversary. Usually, a black-box function we are optimizing, is affected by stochastic or
computational noise. This noise can arise naturally from modeling randomness within a simulation or by computer
discretization. The Noisy setup is also useful in cases where exact values of function are forbidden due to privacy issues.
Nowadays, there are a lot of adversarial attacks that influence oracle output. An attacker can implement a target function
with backdoor attacks [16]. Thus, we address two concepts of adversarial noises: adversarial deterministic noise [17]]
and adversarial stochastic noise [18|]. Adversarial stochastic noise makes the gradient approximation unbiased, so it
will only accumulate in the variance. Adversarial deterministic noise, on the other hand, accumulates in both bias and
variance. Adversarial deterministic noise has a stronger effect on the optimization process than adversarial stochastic
noise.

There is a large amount of literature on zero-order optimization, to name a few we mention [7] for the smooth case
(differential and with Lipschitz-continuous gradients), for the non-smooth case we refer to [8]. These papers uses
the exact function evaluations that can be infeasible in some applications. Moreover, non-convex problems are often
considered as convex ones with an inexact function oracle. Zero-order methods with noisy function evaluations are
studied in [1} 20 [19 11} 13} 4]]. In contrast to these works we consider overparametrized regime [20} 21} [22], i.e., when
the number of model parameters is much larger than the size of the training dataset. Overparametrized models fit to the
training data perfectly while also having good generalization and outperforming underparameterized models on unseen
data. For instance, as stated in State of Al report, DeepMind researchers found that language models are significantly
undertrained and there is a lack of labeled training data [23| [24]. Overparametrized models were studied in [25]] for
smooth and convex functions. In contrast to [25]], we consider higher-order smoothness [26} 27, [28]), fulfilled e.g., in
logistic regression, to improve the performance of zero-order methods. To tackle higher-order smoothness, we use
kernel-based gradient approximation [27]. We summarize our contributions as follows:

* We propose a novel gradient-free algorithm enjoying optimal oracle complexity under certain batch sizes.

* We estimate the maximum permissible adversarial noise level that maintains the desired accuracy in the
Euclidean setup, and then we extend our results to a non-Euclidean setup.

* We confirm our theoretical results on machine learning problem. The numerical experiments demonstrate the
superiority of the proposed method over AZO-SGD [235]], designed for smooth objective functions.

Paper organization. The structure of the paper is the following. In Section [2] we provide background material,
notation, and assumptions. In Section [3] we present the main algorithm to solve (I) along with the convergence
guarantees. Section ] provides the numerical experiments demonstrating the superiority of our novel algorithm on the
logistic regression. In Section[5] we summarize the paper and formulate conclusions.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we provide all the notation and assumptions necessary to prove the convergence of our novel algorithm.

Notation. We use ||z||, to denote the £,-norm, for the Euclidean norm we use the shorthand notation ||z||2 = ||z||.
We use (z,y) := 22:1 x;9; as the standard inner product of z, y € R?, where z; and y; are the i-th component of
and y respectively. We denote by S¢(r) := {z € R? : ||z||, = r} and BY(r) := {z € R* : ||z[|, < r} the sphere and
the ball in the £,-norm respectively. Symbol < stands for the asymptotic inequality.

Assumption 1 (L-smoothness). f(x,&) is L-Lipschitz smooth, or has L-Lipschitz continuous gradient, if f(z,£) is
continuously differentiable, with respect to x, and its gradient satisfies Lipschitz condition for any £ and z,y € R¢

IV (2,8) = VI, Ol < Lijz —yl|.

The next assumption is an extension of Assumption|[I}
Assumption 2 (Higher-order smoothness). Let ! denote the maximal integer number strictly less than 8. Let F3(L)
denote the set of all functions f : R — R which are differentiable [ times and for any ¢ and z,y € R? the Holder-type
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condition:
)~ Y D o) - y)"| < Lol —yl,
0<|n|<t

where Lg > 0, the sum is over multi-index n = (n1, ..., nq) € N9, the notation n! = n;!...ng4!, and

In|
an(y’é-)vn _ 0 f(yvg) n1

Oy Qragy 1T
where 1| = ny + ... + ng, forall v = (vy, ..., v4) € R%
When = 2, Assumption 2] turns into Assumption [T}

The next assumption means that in overparametrized regime the variance of the stochastic gradient estimates at optimal
point z* = arg min f(z) can be upper bounded by using the minimum value f(z*) .
rzeR

Assumption 3 ([29]], Lemma 3). There exists af > 0 such that

E[|Vf(z*,€) = Vf(2")|*] < of.

We will use this assumption for the gradient estimates.

3 Main results: the AZO-SGD-HS algorithm

In this section, we present a novel algorithm, named AZO-SGD-HS (see Algorithm [T)) and provide its theoretical
guarantees of convergence when the adversarial noise is deterministic and when it is stochastic. We also report on the
maximum permissible adversarial noise level A.

3.1 Deterministic adversarial noise

Let us suppose that a zero-order oracle is corrupted by a deterministic noise d(z), bounded by a some constant

A:lo(z)] < Aforallz € R”
fo(z,8) = f(x,8) +6(x). 2
Then by using two-point noisy zero-order oracle (Z) the gradient can be estimated as follows

80,7, €) = ok (Jo(o + hre,€) — fala — hre, ) K(r)e, G

where i > 0 is a smoothing parameter, e € SZ(1) is a vector uniformly distributed on the Euclidean unit sphere,
K : [-1,1] — Ris a kernel function that satisfies

EK(uw)] =0, EuK()]=1, FE[lu/’|K(u)|]<ococandforallj=2,..,1 EujK(u)]=0.
The next theorem states the convergence guarantee for AZO-SGD-HS with two-point zero-order oracle (2). We will use
the shorthand notations rg = [ |u|?|K (u)|du and k = [ |K (u)?|du.

Theorem 1. Let f(-, ) satisfy Assumptionwith parameter (3. Let smoothing parameter be h < (5/(/{5LR))1/([371)
then Assumption 3| is satisfied with gradient approximation {@). Let the maximum admissible level of adversarial
deterministic noise be
c1+1/(8-1)
dry YR/ (B-D L1/(B-1)
Let 3 be the output of the AZO-SGD-HS then
Elf(zy) — f(@")] <e

in at most the following number of iterations N and oracle calls T, where R will denote a radius of a solution x*:
lz* — zo|| < R, and x¢ is a starting point:

2 22 2 2 2
N — 0 (max LR 7d/w*R 7= 0 max LR ,d/iU*R
€ g2 € g2

A<

e B=1
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Algorithm 1 Accelerated zero-order SGD for high-order smoothness (AZO-SGD-HS)

1: Inputs:
Starting points xgg = 29 = 0 € R?, number of iterations N, batch size B, smoothing

parameter i > 0, kernel K (+).
fork=0to N —1do

2:

3 B =1+ %; v = v(k + 1) where v = min{ﬁ, 24L£,+1), ,/L?F;S }
4: rpd = 5,;13% +(1- B;l)ng.
5‘
6

Sample e; € S§(1), r; = Uniform[—1,1] and &; fori = 1, ..., B.
Compute batched gradient approximation

B
1 E m
gk = E =t g(xk d7ei7ri7£)a (4)

where g is defined in
e deterministic noise: (3)
* stochastic noise: (6)

7: Tht1 = Tk — YYk-
8: Th+1 = min {17 ﬁ Ek:-i—l'
—1 —1
9: I’Zg_l = Bk IL'k+1 —+ (1 — 6k )Z’Zg.
10: end for

. ag
11: return zj; .

e N>B>1
LR? |LR? dro?R?
N_O<maX<BE’ e ' Be?
2 2 2 P2
T:O<max (LR B [LR 7d/<aa;R ))
13 13 19
. B:N
2 2 2 P2
N0<max< LR | dn@R)) | To(maX(LR ’dna;R >)
& & & 13
e B>N

\/TRQ LR? dro?R? OV kd?> L/ (-1 A2 R2+2/(5-1)
N—oO = . T =0 | max - 2 £2+2/(B—1) '

Sketch of the proof. To find the upper bounds for the maximum admissible level of adversarial noise A, smoothing
parameter h, the asymptotic for the number of iteration NV, and the total number of oracle calls T". The proof consists in
upper bounding the bias and second moment of the gradient approximation.

Step 1. (bias of gradient approximation).
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We calculate the bias of the gradient approximation ||E[g(zx, e, 7, &)] — V f(x)].

b= [Ble(on o0 8)] = VS an)] = B |5 (fsCon + hre.§) = o = hre. )| - Vr(an)

H { f(zK + hre,§)) K (r)e + d(zy +he)} — V()

H {Qh fxy + hre, ) K ()}—Vf(:ck) +%

2 BV f i+ hru, K ()] - V)] +

dA
2 sup E[(V.f(ap+hru€) = Vo f (@)K ()] + =
z€54(1)
©) L dA L d dA dA
< kghP1 Ef[[ul|®~] + == < kgh?~? — S kgLhPT + —
i L R B e s s e st ST L e

where u € B4(1), (D: distribution of e is symmetric; ): triangle inequality and bounded noise |§(z)| < A; 3): a
version of the Stokes’ theorem [30] (see Section 13.3.5, Exercise 14a); @): norm of the gradient is the supremum of

directional derivatives V f(z) = lim._¢ M, ®): Taylor expansion.
Step 2. (bounding the second moment of gradient approximation).

In this step, we calculate the second moment of the gradient approximation E||g(x*, e, r, £)||2.

2
¢? =E|g(z*, e, &)%) H (fs(x™ + hre, &) — fs(z™ — hre,§))K(r)e ]
d2
= ElUs(a + hre,€) - fi(a® — hre, ©)K(r))’]
- %E[(f(:n* +hre,€) = f(x* = hre,€) + 8(x" + hre) — 6(a" — hre))*(K(r))?]
O d®k
< o3 (B(f (2" + hre,€) — f(a" — hre, €))° +247)
2 2
%) (Qth;(h E(|Vf(z* 4 hre,&) + V f(z* — hre,§)||”) + 2A%)
2 2
- Zh,;(h E(|Vf(z* + hre, &) + Vf(z* — hre, &) £ 2V f(x*,&)|?) + 2A4?%)
2 4V 10" ) + Adn T2 e]? + I
=~ ) h2
24(1”05 + 4drL2h°E[||e?] + d2:2A2 = 4drko? + 4drL?h?* + d2}:‘;62A27

(D: inequality of squared norm of the sum, inequality between positive random variables and independence of the noise;
@): Wirtinger-Poincare inequality; 3): L-smoothness function; @): overparametrization assumption.

O
For the complete proof of this theorem, we refer to Appendix

The Theorem [ shows that the iteration complexity is seriously affected by chosen B, and a large enough value can
make the algorithm have an effective iterative complexity of O (\ /LR?/ 5). Total oracle calls are generally worse

than AZO-SGD due to the large B needed for optimal iteration complexity. Smoothing parameter value increases with
the growth of S that is caused by use of kernel approximation that efficiently solves the task. The theorem gives an
estimation of the maximum allowable level of adversarial noise. The bound matches the corresponding value from
AZO-SGD in the case of 5 = 2. Moreover, with the growth of smoothness, the restriction on the noise level becomes
weaker, allowing for better-quality solutions.
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Remark 1. Theoremcan be generalized to a more general class of problems by using the £,,-norm. The number of
iterations N, the maximum admissible level of adversarial noise A and the smoothing parameter 5 remain the same.
The total number of oracle calls for B > N changes to

LR2 k! (p, d)dO'fRQ RZ/(ﬁ_l)H/(p, d)ﬂd2A2L2/(571)R2+2/(571)
T = 0O | max o = , 372/

LR? kmin{q,Ind}d*> ?/Pg2R? min{q,lnd}mzﬁ/(ﬁf1),@d3—2/pA2L2/(,6’—1)R2+2/(ﬁ—1)
= O | max o .~ , 22/(-D) .

This remark means that oracle complexity can be improved. For instance, optimizing in the /;-norm can reduce the
number of iterations by a factor of d/In d, which can be a significant speedup for large d. The proof of this remark is
given in Appendix

3.2 Stochastic adversarial noise

Let us suppose that a zero-order oracle is corrupted by a stochastic noise d. At each iteration we request two function
evaluations on the inputs x; and z,

’

Foer,€) = fn,©) +6, and  fi(z,,6) = f(2,,€) +9,. )
Then the gradient can be approximated as follows
d /
g(I‘, e, f) = %(f(.f + hre,ﬁ) - f(I - hreaé) + (6 =9 ))K(T)e (6)
Assumption 4 (Stochastic adversarial noise [31] ). Forall ¢t = 1,2, ..., it holds

E[6?] < A%, and E[§%] < AZ,
O¢, (5; are independent.

The next theorem states the convergence guarantee for AZO-SGD-HS with zero-order oracle (5). We will use the
shorthand notations k5 = [ |u|?|K (u)|du and k = [ |K (u)?|du.

Theorem 2. Let f satisfy Assumption[2|with parameter 3, the adversarial noise is stochastic and follows Assumption

Let smoothing parameter be h < (g/ (/sgLR))l/ B~ then Assumptionis satisfied with gradient approximation ().
Let the maximum admissible level of stochastic adversarial noise be

« B<N
PRVICESY

ﬁ;/(ﬂfl)\/aRU(ﬁ—l)Ll/(B—l)

A<

e B>N
e3/4+1/(B-1)\ /B 1/4-1/(B-1)

< .
~ ek (p, d)dry Y R4/ (5-1)

Let © be the output of the AZO-SGD-HS then

E(f(zy) - [l <e

in at most the following number of iterations N and oracle calls T, where R will denote a radius of a solution x*:
|lz* — zo|| < R, and xq is a starting point:

2 2 2 2 2 2
N — 0 (max LR ’d/-m*R T =0 (max LR ’d/-w*R
€ g2 € g2

e B=1
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e N>B>1
LR* [LR? dro?R?
NO(max(Bg, T B2
2 2 2 P2
TzO(max (LR B [LR 7d/w;R ))
g 13 g
e B=N
2 2 2 P2
N:(’)(max( LR’W>> ,TZO(max(LR ’d/@a;R ))
g g g 3
e B>N

LR? LR? dro?R? w7V kd? AL/ (=D R242/(5-1)
N = O ? ,T: O max - N 52 s €2+2/(ﬁ71) )

Sketch of the proof.
Step 1 (bias of gradient approximation)

In this step, we calculate the bias of the gradient approximation ||E[g(x, &, €)] — Vf(zx)||. The main difference
between them is

b= [Ble(on e8] - VSan)] = [ [P EOZ I RS e - vy
L E{d]WMK(T)e]—HE 929 rtrye| - Vi(an)
h 2h
2 5 [o RS K| - V1001 2 B0V S+ hra Or ()] - V)]
S swp E(V.flar +hru,€) - Vo f @)K ()]
2€58(1)
e e S S Oy

(- D) (—D)ld+p—1

where u € Bg(l), (D: distribution of e is symmetric; (2): independence of the stochastic noise; 3): a version of the
Stokes’ theorem [30]] (see Section 13.3.5, Exercise 14a); @: norm of the gradient is the supremum of directional

derivatives V, f(z) = lim._,q M; ®): Taylor expansion.
Step 2 (bounding the second moment of gradient approximation)

In this step, we calculate the second moment of the gradient approximation E[||g(z*, &, e)||?]. The calculations are
done similarly to the deterministic case.
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& Bllgeor O B U‘dﬁ;(m* + hre,f)Z—hf(s(x* —1e.8) r (e 2]
= %;E[((f(;(x* +hre, &) — f5(a* — hre, €)) K (r))?]
- %;E[(f(x* + hre,€) — f(z* — hre, &) + (6 — 8))* (K (r))?]
2 %(]E(f(a:* +hre,&) — f(z" — hre,€))” +24%)
2 %(%QE(HVf(z* + hre, &) + Vf(z* — hre, €)|?) + 2A2%)
= B + hre,) + Vf(a* — hre,&) + 2V, )|2) + 247
2 4aslV " I + adsrE el + e
2 ddo? + AdRT2RE[e]?) + dz;f - Adro’l +4dRL?h* + dzZQA -

D: inequality of squared norm of the sum, inequality between positive random variables and independence of the noise;
@): Wirtinger-Poincare inequality; 3): L-smoothness function; @): overparametrization assumption.

O
For the complete proof we refer to Appendix [A.3]

Compared to Theorem [I] the Theorem [2] shows similar results on iterative complexity NN, total oracle calls 7', and
smoothing parameter ~. The estimation on the maximum allowable level of adversarial noise in this case explicitly
depends on batch size B, which demonstrates the effect of overbatching that already occurred for similar problems as in
[32]. The bound allows to significantly increase the quality of the solution with the increase in batch size.
Remark 2. Theorem@]was proven for the Euclidean case but it cab generalized to the £,-norm. In this case, the number
of iterations N and smoothing parameter h remain the same. The total number of oracle calls changes to

LR? drw!(p,d)o2R> K?ﬁ/(ﬁfl)ml(p’ d)d2A2L?/(B=1) R2+2/(5-1)
T =0 | max o = , 272/ D)

_0 LR? kmin{q,Ind}d*> %/Po?R? /f?g/(ﬁ_l)’imin{%hld}d372/pA2L2/(ﬁ71)R2+2/('871)
= max | ——, =2 , 292/(D)

and for B > N, the maximum admissible level of adversarial noise A changes to
3/4+1/(8-1) 1/4=1/(B—1)
A< € \/EL

~ /kmin{g,In d}d3/2*1/pn;/(’6_1)R1/2+1/(ﬁ*1) .

The proof of the this remark is given in Appendix [A.4] The remark also makes it possible to reduce the total number of
oracle calls in the ¢;-norm. However, this reduces the maximum adversarial noise level that can potentially worsen the
results. In contrast, using the /., norm increases the total number of oracle calls and the maximum admissible level of
adversarial noise, resulting in a trade-off between these parameters.

4 Experiments

We evaluate the effectiveness of AZO-SGD-HS by comparing it with with AZO-SGD [235]], which does not utilize the
property of high-order smoothness, on the logistic regression

n

Join > —(yilog(pi) + (1 = wi) log(1 — pi)), ™
i=1
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where p; = 1/(1 + {*X#)), X; is the i-th example from the training dataset, and y; is the correct label of X, n is the
number of examples from training dataset, w is the vector of parameters. The problem is convex w.r.t. w. Problem
(@) is smooth with parameter L = Ayax (X T X)/(4n), where Apax (X T X) is the maximum eigenvalue of X " X. The
high-order smoothness condition is also satisfied. The results are presented in Figure [I]

Stochastic adversarial noise

Comparision with AZO-SGD Overbatching effect
0
—— AZO-SGD 107 4
AZO-SGD-HS ~
] ‘“ﬁ 1071
*‘T 1071 o *",‘
o~ 3 = m—— B=100 e mm—
= S B=200
1072 o === B=500 au.
m— B=1000
= B=2000
10-2 m—— B=5000
T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Iteration Iteration
Deterministic adversarial noise
Comparision with AZO-SGD Overbatching effect
E '| m— AZO-SGD
] AZO-SGD-HS
'S s
I 107 o |
= 1 R =
= =
= =
1072 o = B=500
q == B=1000
= B=2000
1072 3 = B=5000
| T T T T T T T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Iteration Iteration

Figure 1: Comparison of the proposed algorithm AZO-SGD-HS with AZO-SGD from [25]]

Synthetic data. For binary classification, we sampled n = 100 examples with d = 1000 features. The setup d > n
enjoys overparametrization. The dataset was sampled with the sklearn.datasets.make_classification procedure.

Setup. The parameters of the algorithms were chosen as follows: number of iterations N = 1000, adversarial
noise level A = 0.0001, 8 = 4 for AZO-SGD-HS and theoretically calculated I. = 4.3 for AZO-SGD [23]].
We compare the methods under batch size B = 2000. For demonstration of overbatching effect we considered
B = {100, 200, 500, 1000, 2000, 5000}. To model deterministic adversarial noise we decreased the weights by a noisy
normed gradient of the loss function w.r.t weights. To model stochastic adversarial noise, we used normal distribution
clipped to [—A, A] with variance equal to A2, The kernel approximation was based on the Legendre polynomials [27]

B
K(r) =Y pn(O)pm(r), pm(u) = V2m+ 1Ly (u),
m=0

where L,, is the m-th Legendre polynomial. For 5 = 4
15r

K(r) =~

(5 —7r?).
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5 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a new gradient-free algorithm (AZO-SGD-HS) utilizing a higher-order smoothness condition
and designed for the overparametrized regime. The convergence of the proposed method was studied in the Euclidean
case and then was generalized to the non-Euclidean setup. The algorithm achieves optimal oracle call complexity, when
the batch size B is large enough. The convergence guarantee as well as the superiority of the proposed method over
AZO-SGD [25] were confirmed by numerical experiments.
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A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Theorem

We reuse the bias and the second moment of gradient approximation from the main part of the paper. They are:

dA
b< kgLh®~t 4 -

PrA?
(? < ddno? + 4drL7h? + =

Convergence

We use the bound for biased oracle from [25]] and substitute the bias and the second moment found earlier.
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LR> LR* (R b?
agy _ px] e
E[f(z5¢) — f*] c<N2 +BN+m+bR+2LN>
LR? LR? <\/ dro? + VARL?h? + | L ) R dA
< + + + (rLhP '+ — R
N2 " BN VBN h

LR?2 LR2 ( drkoy + VdkLh + \/E%) R

LRt 4 da)?
(ks %) N < + +

L -~ N2 = BN VBN
dA K2 [2H2(B-1) 4 d2A?
+ (wpLh 7+ =) R+ 2 N
h L
LR? LR? dkoyR  VdkLhR dAR dA d’A2N
N BN T \/,;(TN " \/’jBN - \}f/BN oL IR 4 SR A RGN 4 S
~—— = , , T —— T ——
@ @ 1©) @ o @ O]
We consider several cases for the B values and find all parameter values for all cases
Case l: B=1
LR*> LR? dko. R dxLhR dAR
E[f(2%) - f*] = "ol | Yk VRAR | iR

+ + +
N2 N VN VN hW'N
d?A2N <9

c.

h2L —

dA
+ TR + H%Lhz(’g_l) +

We bound all terms by ¢ and find bounds for needed parameters.
From (D), @ and 3), we find N

2 2 2
LR e s N> LR _ 0 /LR
N2 € €

LR? LR?
<e = N2>
N €
dko.R dko?R?
— < — N >
VN - e?

Note that LTRQ > LTRz That leads to the following expression for N

2 2 p2
Nz@(max (LR 7dl€0';R ))
€ 5

From @), ©) and (), we find h
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KUz 2
VARLhR VN: ViR VB 2 g,
———<e¢ = h< = max , =max | ——, —
VN VdkLR VdkLR VdkLR VdkL’ L

e 2(51*1)
2 2(8-1

-1
kgLhP IR <e = h< <H52R>

1

cl/2

From ), () and ), we find A:

€

o e 2(B-1) B—1
h = mi = IZ* =
min maX( ;7dK/L; L) ) (H%L) ’ (KﬁLR)

€ B—1 LR2 e B—1 dro2R?
VEIAR ehvV/'N E(KﬁLR) c 6(5;5LR> &2
WSE:AS\de<maX JrdR , JrdR
K K K
61/2+ﬁ%1L1/2—ﬁ%1 5/3%10* 5[3%10*
= max =
VRd(ssR)TT gL R | Akl LA RS
1
B—1 1
B aone mm) e s
h ~dR ~ dR dﬁg%lRHﬁLﬁ
1
A2A2N A< VeLh _ Vel (ﬁgELR) -1 E1/2+1/4+ﬁL1/27ﬁ71/4
—_— E =
h2L  — ~ V/Nd ~ 4 Lde de/QJW%l/ig%l
6:’>/4-s-ﬁ%1Ll/4—ﬁ%1
= de/erﬁﬁg%l
A 5ﬁa* 51+ﬁ E3/4+ﬁLl/4—ﬁ
- e S LR T I T B 1241 BT
Vdr§ TLFTRFT dij TRYFILET dRYPTEIRS
1+ -1
g ' h-1

_1 1 1
dij ' RUTET LTI
Then, we can find total number of oracle calls

T:N-B:(’)(maX(

CaseZ:N>B>1‘

LR? drko?R>
g2 '

+kgLhP IR

E[f(2%0) — f] = LR?> LR?> +dko.R N VAdsLhR = \/kdAR
N ~ N2 ' BN ' /BN VBN hv/'BN
d?A2N

dA 2 2(B—1
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From (D), @, @, we find N

LR2< N> | LR?
Nz =€ - €

LR?
Be

LR?
BN
droy R

VBN ~

<ege = N2>

<eg = N2>

R? dro?R?

2
N=0 <max <LR

From @), ©), ®, we find h

vdkLhR
— < ¢

b < evBN < evBN <

—
vBN " VdsLR ~ dskLR

e € /4B o,
= X —_— e — —_
dxLl’ \/dxRIL3/4 L

Py
BRI <o s < ()
KJﬁL

€ B-T
kgLhP 'R <e = h < < >

€ 7T e "V
h = min ( ) A=
HﬁLR K%L

From ), @), ©, we find A

B
L
e’V ¢
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€ € € e\ B Be? )

m.

a. 3 )
TR VIR ' VirLR

/B o, e \7T
deL’ \/drRL3/* L (KﬁLR) '
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HBLR VLs) (=5) ™ (VBVD)e¥!
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/245 1L1/2 71 VA e B A /245 12—
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fdliﬁ I Rf}il \/Edlﬁ}571 R1/2-',-/3f1 \/Ed/ﬁ:gflRﬁj
£ B—-1 1
%R<5 — A<E< ("”"ﬁLR> c glteT
< ~dR ~ dRr dnﬁ R Lot
1
d?A2N A VeLh Vel (W%R) A= 51/2+1/4+ﬁL1/2_ﬁ_1/4
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h2L — - \/Nd - 4L7R2d de/szﬁH?
€

G3/4 gy [ /A5t

dRY/2+ 5 %11

T 61/2+7/311L1/2_711 3/t /45t
A = min
e 1 1 ! 1 =
deTRTFILET JRdR]TRFT dRYET T
et
I T4l 1
dky ' R TFT LA

2 2 2 p2
T:N-B:0<max (LR By LR ,d’“;R ))
€ € €
Case3: B=N

LR?> LR? dlﬁJO'*R VdiLhR  \/kdAR

E[f(=¥) =11 = 7 + 72 ~ N o e Lh T R
dA 211251 2A2N
From (D), @), we find N
L 2 2
R2 <e = N2> LI
€
drko R droR
—  <g = N> —
N €
LR? .
N — o ( R 761'-@03) |
€ €
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From @), ©), ®, we find h

vVdkLhR e h< eN ax € | LR? € drko.R
N ~ VdkLR VdsLRV € 'VdkLR €

_ _& O«
I R VYA

203-1)
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HBL

B—1
kgLhP 'R < e = h<( < )

1 1

e o e\ Y € A-T € -1
h = min | max — == — = .
del’ L )’ Ii% ’ kgLR kgLR

From ), ), ©), we find A

1
—1

VRIAR A< ("ﬂﬁ)fg /U%Q?(MELR)l3 ¢ Vdko R
3

hNe N
hN — ~ VKdR kAR VKdR €

1 1 1 1
51/2+[s—1 L1/2_[3—1 OxEBT O BT

= max T, T L . 1 = . 1
VEdr) TRTT k5 IVARFTLET | kT VARFETLET
B—1
dA he (75581:1?,) € el aT
—R<e = A< =< = i
h d dR dn 7T RV L
1 1
— = 71
d2A2N < — A< V eLh < . el (Kﬁsl/R) eL (KﬁiR)
—— <c¢ min ,
2L~ ~ VNd ~ sy [ Vo . R
€ €
. 61/2+1/4+ﬂ%1L1/2—ﬁ%1—1/4 51+ﬁ%1L1/2—ﬂ%1
= min 1 ) 1
de/erﬁ/fg’l d5/4/£§’1\/\/EGT*RI/Hﬁ
. E3/4+ﬁL1/4—ﬁ E1+ﬁL1/2—ﬁ EH_ﬁle_ﬁ
= min > i = 1
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2
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€
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LR?> LR? dko R VdkLhR  \/kdAR

E[f(z%) — f] = - + - - +kgLh?7'R
TE =P =N BN ey Y TvEN BN
dA 2 12(6-1 d2AZN
+ R+ RELAZOTY + —o < e
: R? R?
From (D), @), @), we find N and B. Note that if B > N then LN2 > %N
LR? LR2
- < B> N >
e o £ — > > -
drko.R <e s B> dro?R? —o drko?R
\/ﬁ S€ = Neg2 I1/2g3/2
From @), ©®), ®), we find h
. 5D
K}%Lh2(ﬁ_1) S g — h S <2>
ks
71
LhP IR < e
e 8= - (HﬁLR
VakLhR _ . _=VBN _ VBN _VBY'E S4B
VBN ~ VdkLR ~ vdkLR ~ +dkLR VdrkL3/4R/2

1 1

e \7' /4B e \7 !
(IigLR) " VdrIL3/4AR1/2 o (I{BLR> '

1
2(-1)
€
h = min <2> ,
/{BL

From ), @), ©, we find A

1
5 -1 / 4/ LR?
VRIAR _ -\ hVBNe _ (wLR) ( By )5 S F BV A
8 pr—

hv/BN ~— - VEIR ~ VEAR \/Edng%lRl/gJ’ﬂ%l

1

B—1
dA hE (I{[gELR> € €1+ﬁ7i1
ZR< A<D < -
pRse = Asips— R )

Rl

AN Veln _VeL(wim)” | eeeismsis pe—sia-i
= AL < —

h2L — - V/Nd ~ LR? N 1/24 4 71 N
VN Ve d AR TR

E3/4+ﬁ L1/4’ﬁ
1

ARV )

1 1 1 1 1
A ) 53/4+/3T1 /BL1/4—H 51+H 63/4+ﬁjL1/4_ﬁj
= min T ) 1 ) 1

-1 _1 B—1 P S 1 g7
Veds] TRV del TR e Le dRVP Y e[
14+ -1
£ B—1
=T 1 11 L
drg ' RYTFT LA

We can get the batch size B via the maximum noise level A from ):
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_2
VRIAR _ o RPAR RPAPRR k) RPARM
hW/BN ~ — e2h2N ~— 2 (L)%\/E_ o3/24 52 12— 5
NﬁLR 5

That leads to the following B

LI® dro?R K] RAAPR 7

B =0 | max TLV2£3/20 3/24 5% p1/2- 55

LR? dko?R? ﬁﬁﬂdQL%AZRQ-Fﬁ%I

)

T=B-N=0 | max

7

2
52 €2+ﬁ—1

That ends the proof. O

A.2 Proof of Remark/l]

Bias of gradient approximation

b= [ g(av. e, )] - Ve, = [ [P O IR e vyay)

p

H [df Fanthres8) pve 4+ 6 +he)} V()

2| Pka*meQKw>}—Vﬂm» L8
dA
E(Vf (@y + hra, &)rK (r)] = Vf (@)l + o
2 sup B[V f(ri+ hru,) — Ve (K] + O
254 (1)
® L dA dA
e e (L R P

where u € BZ(1), (D: distribution of e is symmetric; 2): independence of the stochastic noise; 3): a version of the
Stokes’ theorem [30] (see Section 13.3.5, Exercise 14a); @: norm of the gradient is the supremum of directional

derivatives V, f(z) = lim._,q M; ®: Taylor expansion.

Bounding second moment of gradient approximation
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Note that E[|le||2] < &' (p, d) = min{g,Ind}d*/9~" = min{q,Ind}d'~*/? and

¢? =E[llg(z" e, 7, 6)ll}]

f5 x* + hre, &) — fs(a* fhre,f) K(r)
2h

2
e
p

E[(f(z" + hre, &) — f(z* — hre, &) + 6(z* + hre) — 0(z* — hre))zKQ(r)HeHi]

= %E[((fg(x* + hre, &) — fs(a* — hre,€))K(r))?|le?]

2

R
2
2 Bl + hre,€) — f(a* — hre, ) el + EI(3(s" + hre) — 6(a* — hre)?e]f]
@ >
< 57 El(f (@ + hre,€) — f(a* — hre,€))?[le]2] + 2A%E[ el 2]
d*kk/ (p, d) . B . 2 2
< TP D g1 p (o + hre,€) — (o — hre, )] +247)
® d%kk/(p,d)  h?
2 Tl D) (19 (2" + hre.€) + V(" — hre,&)[3) + 2)
d*kr'(p,d) h? 2 2
= DD PRIV (o + hre,€) + V(" ~ hre,€) 2V (a",&)[3) +247)
) A
2 s (0. )V 10 O + A (p,d) L2123 + L DA
2 2
@SD 4drkr' (p, d)o? + 4drr' (p, d)L*h2E[||e||3] + %
= 4drk' (p, d)o? + ddrr’ (p, d) L2h? + M,

(D: inequality of squared norm of the sum and inequality between positive random variables; (2): bounded noise
|0] < A; @): Wirtinger-Poincare inequality; @3): L-smoothness function; (5): overparametrisation assumption.

Convergence

2 2 2
E[f(ﬂﬁ‘}vg)—f"]=c(Lj\fR2 +§£\,+ Ci +bR+b— )

LR® LR (Vwmm@ﬁ+¢mmmawm+v%%WMﬁR
<

+ =+

~ N2 BN VBN
_, dA (kgLhP~1 4 da)2 LR? LR?
Lhf—1 4+ == h’ N <
+(th +h>R+ 7 _N2+BN
(\/dlﬁlﬁ/(p, d)o. + /drk!(p,d)Lh + /KK (p, d)%) R 51, dA
+ + (raLh® '+ =R
vBN h
R2L2R2D 4 %N _ LR LR s (p.d)o.R
L N2 BN VBN
dkk!(p,d)LhR YJAAR A 2A2N
L Vs o ) LAR | /kr'(p,d t+rp LR+ CLRJFK%Lhz(ﬁfl) L
VBN hF h h?L

By performing the same transformations as in Theorem|[T] we get the following parameters:

Casel: B=1
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dn?Rl"‘%L%l
T=0|ma LR? drr'(p, d)o?R?
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Case2: N >B>1
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))

)

LR? \/LiR2 drr' (p, d)afR2
N—(’)(m&mx(B67 — =

e \71
h:
(IiﬂLR)

1
51+ﬁ
A =

1
drET RUET [

2 2 / 2 P2
T=O<max (LR ’B\/ﬁ, dir! (p, d)o R ))
€ €

Case3: B=N

€

N=0O (max <\/Lf2a \/dﬁﬁl(p’d)U*R>>

A = El_‘—ﬁil
dﬂﬁRl"_%L%
T = 0 (max (L7 455/ 0, d)oZ R
€

e2

Case4: B> N
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( /)

LR2 drk' (p,d)o? R I'iﬁ TRk (p ,d)dQAZRH%

B =0 | max c VIe3/2 | B/2ai /250
€ e
h =
(’%LR>
14+ 1
gltrr
A=— 1 1
dij 'RTETLET

2
LR? kr/(p,d)do2R? k5 'K (p, d)kd?A2R" 7T
T =0 | max , — 2 _ _
2 € 324551 [ 12— 55

_2
LR? kmin{q,Ind}d2~2/Pg2R> min{q,lnd}ng’lndff—Q/pAQRl*ﬁ

= (O | max
e’ g2 ’ 3/2+ 551 12— 55

By substituting '(p, d) into formulas, we prove the remark. O

A.3 Proof of Theorem
We reuse the bias and the second moment of gradient approximation from the main part of the paper. They are:
b < kgLhP™!

PrA?

¢* < ddro? +4dR LD + —

Convergence
We reemploy the scheme for bounding E[f(z%/) — f*] from Theorem

. i LR? LR? R b2
E[f(ﬂcN")—f]=c<N2 +BN+\/<7+6R+ )

2. A2
LR’ LR (\/d"“'z + VARLZD? + /52 ) f (kg LhP=1)2
SHEtEN T i + (kgLhP YR + N
dro, +VdrLh + @)R 2 12p2(5-1)
LB + LR + ( i i v + (kgLhP YR + el
- N2 BN VBN L
LR? LR? dro R VdkLhR /rRdAR
= + + -+ - + kg Lh " R4 k221
N2 "BN VBN VBN | h/BN & g
\GS-’ \é-’ —_——— — e N — ® >
© @ ®

Casel: B=1

. .. LR*> LR? dkoyR  VdeLhR  \/kdAR
EfeN) = fl=Jz + 3+ JN N N

kgL’ R+ kZLA*P~Y < Te.
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From @), ©), (), we find h
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€ €
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From @), ©), (), we find h
vVdseLhR

e s < eN e € | LR2 € drko R
€ ———— = max ,
N - " VdkLR vdsLR € VdrkLR

&
_ & O«
e NV Py

1
2(B—1)
RALRP) <o — < <5>

kLW’ '1R<e = h

3(B—1) T ﬁ%l
h = min | max £ o £ < ’ = <
deL’ L )7\ K3 "\ kgLR )

Iﬂ?gLR
From (®), we find A

IN
7 N\
=
™
~ (O}
=
N————
s

1 1
(im) "= jzre (im) < v
K K K
&:1/2'~'ﬁL1/2_ﬁ 0*5%1 a*esL1
= max . 1 A 1 1 1 1
VEdi] TRTT k5 TVARFT LA ki VARFTLFT

2 2 p2
T_N'B_O(maX<L}2,dKUZR >>
I3 3

Case4: B> N

LR?> LR? drosR  VdkLhR  /kdAR
E[f(z%9) — f*] = + kg + + kLA R 4+ k2 LA2F~Y < 7.
SeN) == "5 Y Upy T VBN By 2
From (D), @, @), we find N and B. Note that if B > N then

LE > L
LR2 LR?
< B>N3>,/ 22
Ne o £ — > e -
drkoR dko?R? 0 dko?R
By =° T B2xe =9\ mean
From @), ©), (), we find h
2
VARLRR _ _ VBN _ eVBy/ L= £3/4/B

—— =
VBN " VdkLR ~—~  +dkLR VdkL3/*RY/2

1
2(B-1)
RZLRPPD <o — < (25 )
,‘iﬁL

1

€ 7D € AT e3/4/B € Gl
h = min — , —— | = [ ——= )
K K K
2L sLR VdrIL3/4R1/2 kgLR
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From ), we find A

1
e 71 4/ LR2
hW/BNe _ (mLR) (VE : )E

M <eg — A
hvVBN — \de - VKdR
4 LR2
(ngLR) (\/> ) ¢ Bgh BLVA R
- kdR B BT pl/2+ 5y
VK Vkdkg T RVETE

or we can get the batch size B via the maximum noise level A:

JRAAR Kd2A2R? Kd2A2R?

e st = Bz —5 = 2

hv BN e?h?N 52( . )ﬁ—l IR
I{/gLR g

_2 P
kg kd? A2 R T
63/2+ﬁL1/2—ﬁ

LR? dro?R K;g%l/idQA2Rl+%

B =0 | max  [1/2¢3/2° 63/2+%L1/2—%

_2 2 2
LR2 dxolR2 kP T kd? A2 F=1 Rz+;e—1
T=N-B=0 |max | 2 Ko s

e ' g2 7’ 2tai
That ends the proof. O
A.4 Proof of Remark 2]
Bias of gradient approximation
b= [Elg(on e, )] - V) = [ [a 2RO ZIEZ0D) rge] 9
p

K(r)e+ 6(zy + he)} — Vf(xg)

p

flag + hre,f)

o|g H {d xk+hre,§)
aftretlred)

2Je

2 [E(V £ (2x + hrw, )rK ()] = V ()l

K(r)e| - V(o)

p

D sup E[(V.f(xr + hru, &) — V. f(ap)rK(r)]
2655(1)

® B L _ _

< kgh? 17@_ 1)!E[llullg "< rgLh”

where u € BZ(1), D: distribution of e is symmetric; 2): independence of the stochastic noise; 3): a version of the
Stokes’ theorem [30]] (see Section 13.3.5, Exercise 14a); @: norm of the gradient is the supremum of directional

derivatives V, f(z) = lim._,q M, (): Taylor expansion.
Bounding second moment of gradient approximation
The calculations can be taken from Remark [T without changes.

Convergence
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. LR?> LR? (R b?
B - )= (G + 2+ e s or+ 5o
IR LR (\/dm'@o, d)o? + /drr/(p, d) L2h? + \/dQ”"’é’;vd)ﬂ R
< p-1
~NzPBEN Tt VBN + (g LATOR
(ﬁﬁLhﬁ—1)2N B LR?2 LR2 (\/dnn’(p, d)o. + \/drr'(p,d)Lh + /KK (p, d)%) R
L SN tBEN T VBN
(koL )R+ H%LQhQ(ﬁ_l)N _ LR? n LR? n VdEk (p,d)o.R
Z L N2 ' BN VBN
VdrK (p, d)LhR V kK (p,d)dAR A1 9 1 2(8-1
+ JBN BN + KkgLh” "R+ kgLh
By performing the same transformations as in Theorem 2] we get the following parameters:
Case 1: B=1
N =0 (ma LR? dkr'(p,d)o? R?
= X
e’ g2
%
c =
h
- (HﬁLR
%
A<
\/&mﬂ L#T1R# T

(max (LR2 drr'(p, ) 2R2>)'

Case2: N > B >1

LR? |LR? dkk'(p,d)o?R?
N = x
© (max ( Be’ e’ Be?
<
"= (HﬁLR>

1
EB-10,

_1
Vdr] L7 R

2 2 /! 2 p2
r—o (max (LR B [LR dnn (p,;i)a*R ))
g 3 g

A<

Case3: B=N
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N =0 [ max \/LR2 Vdrr (p,d)o. R
B & e’ €

h e )7
<
- ('%LR)

_1
O4EP-T
ki VAR L
LR2 / 2 p2
T_0 (max( R ,dm@ (p,d)o?R )) .

€ g2

A<

Case4: B> N

N L1/2g3/2 7 /2452 [1/2— 551

1
h <
- (KBLR)

B3/t \/§L1/4_ﬁ

( LR2 drkr'(p,d)o2 R Iiﬂ P kK (p ,d)d2A2R1+ﬁ%
= max
BT

A< 1 N
kK (p, d)d/-@g’l RY/?*t5=
_2
LR? dkk'(p,d)o2R? kp kK (p, d)d2A2Lﬁ R*t7T
T =0 | max , Rm— .
€ € 2 e
By substituting «’(p, d) into formulas, we prove the remark. O
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