arXiv:2207.07105v1 [stat.ML] 14 Jul 2022

Continuous-time Analysis for Variational Inequalities: An Overview and Desiderata

Tatjana Chavdarova^{* 1} Ya-Ping Hsieh^{* 2} Michael I. Jordan^{* 1}

Abstract

Algorithms that solve zero-sum games, multi-objective agent objectives, or, more generally, variational inequality (VI) problems are notoriously unstable on general problems. Owing to the increasing need for solving such problems in machine learning, this instability has been highlighted in recent years as a significant research challenge. In this paper, we provide an overview of recent progress in the use of continuous-time perspectives in the analysis and design of methods targeting the broad VI problem class. Our presentation draws parallels between single-objective problems and multi-objective problems, highlighting the challenges of the latter. We also formulate various desiderata for algorithms that apply to general VIs and we argue that achieving these desiderata may profit from an understanding of the associated continuous-time dynamics.

1. Introduction

Variational inequalities (VIs) are a broad class of mathematical programming problems that go beyond single-objective optimization to include complementarity problems (Cottle & Dantzig, 1968), zero-sum games (von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1947; Rockafellar, 1970) and multi-player games. The general VI problem takes the following form (Stampacchia, 1964): find z^⋆ ∈ Z s.t. ⟨z − z^⋆, F (z^⋆)⟩ ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ Z , (VI) where F : Z → R^d is a continuous map. We focus on the unconstrained case in which Z ≡ R^d . Consider for example two agents, x ∈ R^{d1} and y ∈ R^{d2} , that share a loss/utility function, f : R^{d1} × R^{d2} → R with d_1 + d_2 ≡ d, which the first agent aims to minimize and the second agent aims to maximize. Then the problem is to find a saddle point of f, i.e., a point (x^⋆, y^⋆) such that f(x^⋆, y) ≤ f(x^⋆, y^⋆) ≤ f(x, y^⋆). This corresponds to a VI in which F (z) ≡ [ ∇_xf(x, y) −∇_yf(x, y) ]_⊺ , with z ≜ [ x y ]_⊺ . A key difference between general VIs and single-objective minimization is that the Jacobian matrix of the gradient map,

which for the zero-sum game is defined as: J(z)= [ ∇^2_xf(z) ∇_y∇_xf(z) −∇_x∇_yf(z) −∇^2_yf(z) ] , is generally non-symmetric, resulting in

dynamics that may rotate around a fixed point. For example, in the simple bilinear game, f(x, y) ≡ x^⊺y, where f is convex in x and concave in y, the last iterate of the simple gradient descent ascent (GDA) method oscillates around the solution for an infinitesimal step size and diverges away from it otherwise. This behavior is undesirable for many applications of VIs and consequently, the problem of designing algorithms with last-iterate convergence has attracted significant attention (Goodfellow, 2016; Daskalakis et al., 2018; Mescheder et al., 2018; Daskalakis & Panageas, 2018; Mazumdar et al., 2020; Mertikopoulos et al., 2018; Adolphs et al., 2018; Chavdarova et al., 2019; Golowich et al., 2020; Chavdarova et al., 2021a). Various methods have been proposed to resolve this problem, including the extragradient method (EG, Korpelevich, 1976), optimistic gradient descent ascent (OGDA, Popov, 1980), Halpern iteration (Halpern, 1967), and the lookahead-minmax algorithm (LA, Chavdarova et al., 2021b).

Despite the recent progress on specific problem classes and on methods that exploit specific structure of f (see, e.g., Diakonikolas et al., 2021), the general understanding of min-max optimization remains very limited relative to single-

*Equal contribution^1UC Berkeley^2Department of Computer Science, ETH Zurich. Correspondence to: Tatjana Chavdarova <tatjana.chavdarova@berkeley.edu>, Ya-Ping Hsieh <yaping.hsieh@inf.ethz.ch>, Michael I. Jordan <jordan@cs.berkeley.edu>.

Presented at the Continuous time methods for machine learning workshop, at the International Conference on Machine Learning, Baltimore, Maryland, USA, PMLR 162, 2022. Copyright 2022 by the author(s).

objective optimization. In particular, while methods such as EG and OGDA converge when F is monotone—that is, when ⟨z − z^′, F (z) − F (z^′)⟩ ≥ 0, ∀z, z^′ ∈ Z—these same methods do not necessarily converge for general problems. Indeed, they may rapidly diverge away from equilibria (see, e.g., Chavdarova et al., 2021b), or may converge to a limit cycle in which the method revisits a set of non-solution points with probability 1 (Hsieh et al., 2021). These empirical observations are in sharp contrast to that of minimization, for which the Morse-Sard theorem asserts that the set of critical values when F is a gradient field has Lebesgue measure 0 (Sard, 1942; Morse, 1939). On the theoretical front, Hsieh et al. (2021) showed that there exists a large class of problems for which all the popular min-max methods almost surely get attracted by a spurious limit cycle. Thus, new algorithmic ideas are needed.

In the context of single-objective optimization with first-order oracles, numerous valuable insights have been found via a continuous-time perspective, in which continuous-time limits are taken of discrete-time algorithms, yielding a system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)–see e.g., (Polyak, 1964; Arrow & Hurwicz, 1957; Helmke & Moore, 1996; Schropp & Singer, 2000; Su et al., 2016; Muehlebach & Jordan, 2019). A particularly useful aspect of these ODEs is that they provide powerful analytic tools, such as Lyapunov theory, which are cumbersome to develop in discrete time. Moreover, rates of convergence obtained from the continuous-time theory can often be translated back into discrete time with an analogous proof guided by the continuous-time analysis. This is true for both upper and lower bounds.

The continuous-time approach has not yet proved fruitful in the case of saddle point problems, however, because the existing first-order methods (i.e., GDA, EG, OGDA, and LA) lead to exactly the same ODE in the limit when a naive conversion is carried out by taking the step size to zero (Hsieh et al., 2021; Chavdarova et al., 2021a). Thus, the qualitative differences observed empirically for these methods cannot be captured via the naive continuous-time limit. Motivated by this observation, recent work has considered higher-precision ODEs which are able to track more closely the original discrete-time methods. This approach distinguishes among existing methods and it provides theoretical convergence guarantees for some classes of problems; we review this line of work in § 2.

Another important question in multi-objective learning—left largely unexplored—is the stability of the discrete-time algorithms (Kushner & Yin, 1997), which pertains to the non-divergence of iterative schemes. In stark contrast to minimization where stability is often an immediate consequence of the descent inequalities in (expected) function values or gradient norms, the case of multi-agent setting is more subtle. In § 3, we discuss how the continuous-time perspective offers a principled avenue to establish stability for any system, single-agent or multi-agent. Combined with the high-precision ODE framework alluded to above, this ultimately leads to practical training algorithms with theoretical convergence guarantees.

In this paper, we primarily provide an overview of the main ideas and results for continuous-time modeling of the VI-related problems. In addition, we aim to elaborate the distinguishing aspects of incorporating continuous-time based analysis, as well as list some such open problems in the VI context.

2. Continuous-time Analyses for VIs: An Overview of Ideas and Insights

We first describe the derivation of a “standard” ODE from a discrete-time update rule. There are two distinct approaches to finding a correspondence between a discrete-time optimization method and a continuous-time ODE, which we describe in this section. We also review recent contributions that exploit the interpretability of the continuous-time dynamics to achieve acceleration.

The classical derivation of an ODE. Consider an update rule of the discrete-time method in the following general form: z_{n+1} − z_n γ =U(z_{n+k}, . . . , z_0) , where γ denotes the step size, n the current step, and the abstract term U denotes the update rule of the discrete algorithm; e.g., for GDA: U ≡ −F (z_n). To derive the associated ODE, one introduces the ansatz z_n ≈ z(nδ), where δ denotes the time-step. Letting δ = γ → 0 for GDA, yields the classical dynamics: ż(t) = −F ( z(t) ) . (GDA-ODE)

While providing useful insight into GDA, unfortunately this limiting procedure yields the identical ODE for EG, OGDA, and LA, thus failing to distinguish among these methods (assuming diminishing step sizes; see Hsieh et al., 2021, for details), and in particular fails to capture the qualitative differences observed for bilinear games. Hence, a more refined analysis is required to differentiate among these algorithms.

Alternative discretizations. Even in single-objective minimization, it is sometimes the case that different algorithms yield the same underlying ODE, and in these cases, it can be fruitful to attempt to derive different algorithms as different numerical discretizations of the ODE (França et al., 2021). Indeed, in the context of single-objective optimization, the same ODE can arise from different methods when there is a difference in the acceleration terms. In the VI context, however, such an approach has not yet proved fruitful, perhaps because the differences among algorithms are qualitative. A more fruitful approach has been to aim for different ODEs from the outset, using more sophisticated limiting procedures, as we now discuss.

Deriving high-precision ODEs. Recent work aims at deriving “higher-precision” ODEs that more closely model the behavior of a discrete-time saddle-point method. Rosca et al. (2021) use backward error analysis to construct modified ODEs that better describe the trajectories taken by the discrete-time updates and Lu (2021) proposes a general hierarchical procedure to construct an ODE given a discrete-time method. In recent work, Chavdarova et al. (2021a) adapt a general methodology from fluid dynamics (Pedlosky, 2013), called High-Resolution Differential Equations (HRDEs), which have also been similarly employed in the analysis of minimization methods (Shi et al., 2018). This procedure generalizes the naive ODE derivation by constructing an O(γ^m)-HRDE that retains all the terms that depend on the powers γ^0, . . . , γ^m and discarding those terms that depend on γ^{m+1}, γ^{m+2}, . . . . The resulting HRDE can be analyzed via various continuoustime tools. For example, when the derived HRDE is linear, the authors show that the Routh–Hurwitz stability criterion (Xie, 1985) can be usefully employed to study the convergence. This classical technique from dynamical systems theory consists in the construction of a simple array of coefficients and based on their signs allows for determining if the system is stable, without explicitly deriving the eigenvalues of the associated matrix of the system. A particularly noteworthy result is that by first rewriting the HRDE of OGDA in an equivalent form as in (Attouch et al., 2012), the authors are able to recover the original OGDA method using simple Euler discretization.

Nonlinear HRDEs. Chavdarova et al. (2021a, Table 1) derived HRDEs corresponding to the GDA, EG, and LA-GDA methods, showing that they have the following form:

z̈(t) + 2 γ · ż(t) = −α · F ( z(t) ) + β · J ( z(t) ) F ( z(t) ) , with: α, β ∈ R_+ .

The different methods have different α, β coefficients. The authors showed that, when F is a general vector field, the first term contributes to the rotational component, and indeed it is non-zero only when F is rotational. The second term adds to the potential component since it influences the continuous-time dynamics to decrease the norm of the operator. The GDA method, which is known to diverge on monotone VI problems, has β = 0 for GDA, whereas all the remaining methods have β ≠ 0. Also, the fact that the HRDEs of LA-GDA (with k = 2) and the EG methods are identical reveals that these are related (up to an error term of γ^3), a fact that is not revealed by naive inspection of their update rule. For the HRDE of OGDA, the second term is instead J ( z(t) ) )ż(t) and is analogous to the Hessian-driven damping of minimization methods (Alvarez et al., 2002; Attouch et al., 2019).

Deriving new methods by discretization of ODEs. Hemmat et al. (2020) view the current iterate (in the parameter space) as a particle in a dynamical system, while modeling also its rotational force and adding a compensating force to guarantee convergence on quadratic games. By discretizing the proposed ODE, the authors obtain a second-order update rule. Bot et al. (2020) study the asymptotic convergence of the continuous-time trajectory generated by a forwardbackward-forward dynamics and its explicit discretization reveals Tseng’s forward-backward-forward algorithm (Tseng, 2000). Inspired by the ODE of the accelerated methods in minimization, Bot et al. (2022) design a second-order ODE which differs from those in Chavdarova et al. (2021a) it that it has an asymptotically vanishing damping term. Discretizing this ODE yields a method that resembles OGDA.

Other tools from continuous-time systems. Much of the progress that stems from continuous-time perspectives comes from the use of Lyapunov theory. Fiez & Ratliff (2021) establish local convergence guarantees of GDA when using timescale separation, by combining Lyapunov stability and a guard map (Saydy et al., 1990). Zhang et al. (2021) propose a standardized way of finding the parameters of a quadratic Lyapunov function of a given first-order saddle point optimizer in discrete time, using the theory of integral quadratic constraints, but can be applied solely to strongly-monotone operator F . Nagarajan & Kolter (2017) use an approximated continuous dynamical system to study the local stability of GANs, and Bailey & Piliouras (2019) delineate a connection between zero-sum games and Hamiltonian systems. Ryu et al. (2019) also build on insights provided by the continuous-time ODE analyses.

3. Desiderata for Future Work

Stability. The core idea of proving the stability of a system is usually to establish that the system “has a tendency to stay somewhere.” This is illustrated by considering the continuous-time dynamics of the form ż(t) = F (z(t)), which implies d dt ( 1 2 ‖z(t)‖^2 ) = ⟨z(t), ż(t)⟩ = ⟨z(t), F (z(t))⟩. (S) Thus, if ⟨z, F (z)⟩ ≤ 0 for all z such that ‖z‖ ≥ R > 0, then it immediately follows that the system cannot explode since (S) forces ‖z‖ to decrease outside of a compact set. Notice that we have imposed essentially no additional condition in this line of reasoning; in particular, the argument applies equally well to single- or multi-agent learning.

It is thus natural to ask if the condition ⟨z, F (z)⟩ ≤ 0 can also be exploited to guarantee the stability of the discrete-time schemes. This connection is partially addressed in Hsieh et al. (2021), which provides an affirmative answer to the above question in the low-precision ODE case (i.e., via reduction to GDA-ODE). These authors also show that the condition can be seen as a generalization of the classical notion of coercivity, a mainstay in the analysis of stability for variational inequalities (Bauschke & Combettes, 2017).

It is our view that the full power of the continuous-time perspective on stability analysis is under-explored for variational inequalities. In particular, it is not known whether we can translate the stability from HRDEs, or, more generally, any sufficiently regular ODE, to their discretized counterparts. In this regard, we expect the simple arguments outlined above to continue to guide the stability analysis of iterative schemes that are well beyond the scope of existing results.

Stochasticity. In the context of optimization, the connection between stochastic gradient descent and stochastic differential equation (SDE) theory has led to several surprising findings such as convergence to the global minima or finite hitting time (Zhang et al., 2017; Raginsky et al., 2017). The prominent feature of these results is that no convexity is assumed, and are thus applicable to the state-of-the-art decision systems based on deep learning.

Surprisingly, we are not aware of any such result in the multi-agent or variational inequality settings. In particular, this link is missing even for the elementary stochastic GDA, whose stationary distributions exist under fairly general conditions (Khasminskii, 2011). Investigating the properties of such distributions, such as concentration around the equilibria or limit cycles, as well as the corresponding discrete-time analysis, therefore presents important open questions.

4. Conclusions

We have pointed out some of the advantages of a continuous-time perspective on variational inequalities, which include (i) increased interpretability, as the separate terms of the continuous-time dynamics may have physical meaning that can increase our understanding of its performance, and (ii) design tools, as the continuous-time formulation provides means to derive new classes of algorithms using various discretization schemes. Moreover, establishing convergence guarantees in continuous time is often simpler, and often aids in proving the corresponding result of the discrete-time counterparts. We also overviewed cases where the continuous-time formulation provides a unifying framework to analyze closely related discrete-time methods and to apply existing stability analyses from dynamical systems. Several questions remain open in the context of general VIs, and we allude to the under-explored possibility of tackling broader classes of potentially non-monotone problems via continuous-time approaches.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge support from the Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF), grant P2ELP2 199740, from the Mathematical Data Science program of the Office of Naval Research under grant number N00014-18-1-2764, as well as from the ETH Foundations of Data Science (ETH-FDS) postdoctoral fellowship.

References

Adolphs, L., Daneshmand, H., Lucchi, A., and Hofmann, T. Local saddle point optimization: A curvature exploitation approach. arXiv:1805.05751, 2018.

Alvarez, F., Attouch, H., Bolte, J., and Redont, P. A second-order gradient-like dissipative dynamical system with hessiandriven damping.: Application to optimization and mechanics. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 81(8): 747–779, 2002. ISSN 0021-7824.

Arrow, K. and Hurwicz, L. Gradient methods for constrained maxima. Oper. Res., pp. 258–265, 1957. ISSN 0030-364X.

doi: 10.1287/opre.5.2.258.

Attouch, H., Maingé, P.-E., and Redont, P. A second-order differential system with Hessian-driven damping; application to non-elastic shock laws. Differential Equations and Applications, 4(1):27–65, 2012.

Attouch, H., Chbani, Z., Fadili, J., and Riahi, H. First-order optimization algorithms via inertial systems with Hessian driven damping. arXiv:1907.10536, 2019.

Bailey, J. P. and Piliouras, G. Multi-agent learning in network zero-sum games is a Hamiltonian system. arXiv:1903.01720, 2019.

Bauschke, H. H. and Combettes, P. L. Convex Analysis and Monotone Operator Theory in Hilbert Spaces. Springer, New York, NY, USA, 2 edition, 2017.

Bot, R. I., Csetnek, E. R., and Vuong, P. T. The forward-backward-forward method from continuous and discrete perspective for pseudo-monotone variational inequalities in Hilbert spaces. European Journal of Operational Research, 2020.

Bot, R. I., Csetnek, E. R., and Nguyen, D.-K. Fast OGDA in continuous and discrete time. arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.10947, 2022.

Chavdarova, T., Gidel, G., Fleuret, F., and Lacoste-Julien, S. Reducing noise in GAN training with variance reduced extragradient. In NeurIPS, 2019.

Chavdarova, T., Jordan, M. I., and Zampetakis, M. Last-iterate convergence of saddle point optimizers via high-resolution differential equations. NeurIPS Workshop on Optimization for Machine Learning, 2021a.

Chavdarova, T., Pagliardini, M., Stich, S. U., Fleuret, F., and Jaggi, M. Taming GANs with Lookahead-Minmax. In ICLR, 2021b.

Cottle, R. W. and Dantzig, G. B. Complementary pivot theory of mathematical programming. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 1(1):103–125, 1968. ISSN 0024-3795.

Daskalakis, C. and Panageas, I. The limit points of (optimistic) gradient descent in min-max optimization. In NeurIPS, pp.

9236–9246, 2018.

Daskalakis, C., Ilyas, A., Syrgkanis, V., and Zeng, H. Training GANs with optimism. In ICLR, 2018. Diakonikolas, J., Daskalakis, C., and Jordan, M. I. Efficient methods for structured nonconvex-nonconcave min-max optimization. In AISTATS, 2021.

Fiez, T. and Ratliff, L. J. Local convergence analysis of gradient descent ascent with finite timescale separation. In ICLR, 2021.

França, G., Jordan, M. I., and Vidal, R. On dissipative symplectic integration with applications to gradient-based optimization. Journal of Statistical Mechanics, 2021(4):043402, apr 2021. doi: 10.1088/1742-5468/abf5d4.

Golowich, N., Pattathil, S., Daskalakis, C., and Ozdaglar, A. Last iterate is slower than averaged iterate in smooth convexconcave saddle point problems. In Abernethy, J. and Agarwal, S. (eds.), Proceedings of Thirty Third Conference on Learning Theory, volume 125 of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, pp. 1758–1784, 2020.

Goodfellow, I. NIPS 2016 tutorial: Generative adversarial networks. arXiv:1701.00160, 2016. Halpern, B. Fixed points of nonexpanding maps. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 73:957 – 961, 1967. Helmke, U. and Moore, J. B. Optimization and Dynamical Systems. 1996.

Hemmat, R. A., Mitra, A., Lajoie, G., and Mitliagkas, I. Lead: Least-action dynamics for min-max optimization.

arXiv:2010.13846, 2020.

Hsieh, Y.-P., Mertikopoulos, P., and Cevher, V. The limits of min-max optimization algorithms: convergence to spurious non-critical sets. In ICML, 2021.

Khasminskii, R. Stochastic Stability of Differential Equations, volume 66. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011. Korpelevich, G. M. The extragradient method for finding saddle points and other problems. Ekonomika i Matematicheskie Metody, 12:747–756, 1976.

Kushner, H. J. and Yin, G. G. Stochastic Aapproximation Algorithms and Applications. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1997.

Lu, H. An o(s^r)-resolution ode framework for understanding discrete-time algorithms and applications to the linear convergence of minimax problems. arXiv:2001.08826, 2021.

Mazumdar, E., Ratliff, L. J., and Sastry, S. S. On gradient-based learning in continuous games. SIAM Journal on Mathematics of Data Science, 2(1):103–131, 2020. doi: 10.1137/18M1231298.

Mertikopoulos, P., Papadimitriou, C. H., and Piliouras, G. Cycles in adversarial regularized learning. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Ninth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), 2018.

Mescheder, L., Geiger, A., and Nowozin, S. Which training methods for GANs do actually converge? In International Conference on Machine Learning, pp. 3481–3490, 2018.

Morse, A. P. The behavior of a function on its critical set. Annals of Mathematics, 40(1):62–70, 1939. ISSN 0003486X. Muehlebach, M. and Jordan, M. I. A dynamical systems perspective on nesterov acceleration. In ICML, 2019. Nagarajan, V. and Kolter, J. Z. Gradient descent GAN optimization is locally stable. In NIPS, 2017. Pedlosky, J. Geophysical Fluid Dynamics. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

Polyak, B. T. Some methods of speeding up the convergence of iteration methods. USSR Computational Mathematics and Mathematical Physics, 1964.

Popov, L. D. A modification of the arrow–hurwicz method for search of saddle points. Mathematical Notes of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, 28(5):845–848, 1980.

Raginsky, M., Rakhlin, A., and Telgarsky, M. Non-convex learning via stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics: A nonasymptotic analysis. In Conference on Learning Theory, pp. 1674–1703. PMLR, 2017.

Rockafellar, R. T. Monotone operators associated with saddle-functions and minimax problems. Nonlinear functional analysis, 18(part 1):397–407, 1970.

Rosca, M., Wu, Y., Dherin, B., and Barrett, D. G. T. Discretization drift in two-player games. In ICML, 2021. Ryu, E. K., Yuan, K., and Yin, W. ODE analysis of stochastic gradient methods with optimism and anchoring for minimax problems and GANs. arXiv:1905.10899, 2019.

Sard, A. The measure of the critical values of differentiable maps. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 48(12):

883 – 890, 1942. doi: bams/1183504867.

Saydy, L., Tits, A., and Abed, E. Guardian maps and the generalized stability of parametrized families of matrices and polynomials. Mathematics of Control, Signals and Systems, 3:345–371, 1990.

Schropp, J. and Singer, I. A dynamical systems approach to constrained minimization. Numerical Functional Analysis and Optimization, 21(3-4):537–551, 2000. doi: 10.1080/01630560008816971.

Shi, B., Du, S. S., Jordan, M. I., and Su, W. J. Understanding the acceleration phenomenon via high-resolution differential equations. arXiv:1810.08907, 2018.

Stampacchia, G. Formes bilineaires coercitives sur les ensembles convexes. Académie des Sciences de Paris, 258:4413– 4416, 1964.

Su, W., Boyd, S., and Candès, E. J. A differential equation for modeling Nesterov’s accelerated gradient method: Theory and insights. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 17(153):1–43, 2016.

Tseng, P. A modified forward-backward splitting method for maximal monotone mappings. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 38(2):431–446, 2000.

von Neumann, J. and Morgenstern, O. Theory of Games and Economic Behavior. Princeton University Press, 1947. Xie, X. Stable polynomials with complex coefficients. In 1985 24th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pp.

324–325, 1985. doi: 10.1109/CDC.1985.268856.

Zhang, G., Bao, X., Lessard, L., and Grosse, R. A unified analysis of first-order methods for smooth games via integral quadratic constraints. In Journal of Machine Learning Research, volume 22, pp. 1–39, 2021.

Zhang, Y., Liang, P., and Charikar, M. A hitting time analysis of stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics. In Conference on Learning Theory, pp. 1980–2022. PMLR, 2017.