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§1. Introduction

The object of the present paper is to establish the convergence of a broad class of stochastic operator
splitting methods for solving multivariate composite monotone inclusions in Hilbert spaces. As in the de-
terministic methods unified in [17], our analysis is articulated around the following two-operator abstract
model.

Problem 1.1. Let H be a separable real Hilbert space, let W: H — 2" be maximally monotone, let o €
10, +o0[, and let C: H — H be a-cocoercive and such that Z = zer(W + C) # @. The task is to

find x € H such that 0 € Wx + Cx. (1.1)

If the resolvent of W were numerically tractable, Problem 1.1 could be solved via the classical forward-
backward algorithm [24, 35, 43]. However, in the general inclusion models to be considered, W is typically
a composite operator defined on a product space, which makes such an assumption unrealistic. Instead,
we merely assume the ability to pick points in the graph of W. This leads us to the following deterministic
algorithmic template from [17, Section 4.4], which was first considered in [12, Proposition 3] in the context
of saddle projective splitting methods.

Algorithm 1.2. In the setting of Problem 1.1, let xo € H and iterate

forn=0,1,...

take (wp, w;;) € graW and q, € H

tt =w, +Cqn

An = <Xn — Whn |t;§> - (40()_1||Wn - Cln”2

A
=, if Ag > 0; (1.2)
0, =< lItall
0, otherwise
dn = 0.t

take A, € ]0,2
| Xn+1 = Xn — Andy.

As shown in [17], Algorithm 1.2 is at the core of a broad range of classical and block-iterative determinis-
tic splitting methods, in particular those of [7, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 23, 25, 26, 30, 38, 42, 43, 44, 45]. Stochasticity
can be introduced in various components of these deterministic algorithms: stochastic approximation of
operators, random selection of coordinates and operators in block-iterative implementations, and random
relaxation parameters. To design and analyze such stochastic variants of existing models, we propose to
modify Algorithm 1.2 as follows.

Algorithm 1.3. In the setting of Problem 1.1, let p € [2, +oo[, let xy € L?(Q, F,P;H), and iterate

forn=0,1,...
Xn=o0(xp,...,%n)
take {wpn, W}, en, €5} C L?(Q, F, P;H) such that (wn + en, Wy + e;") € graW P-as.
take {qn, ci, f} € L*(Q, F, P;H) such that ¢} + f* = Cq, P-as.
tr=wr+c
An = (n = wn | £2) = (400w — gl (13)
~ Ter201114,5014n
n- *112
It 117 + 1psz=0)
dn = 0Ont)
take A, € L*(Q, F, P;]0,p])
| Xn41 = X — Andh.




At iteration n of Algorithm 1.3, the variables e, ¢, and f," model stochastic errors allowed in the activa-
tion of the operators W and C. Thus, the algorithm does not require an exact point in the graph of W but
merely a stochastic approximation (wy, w;;) of such a point. Likewise, it does not require the exact evalu-
ation of Cg, but merely a stochastic approximation ¢ of it. The broad reach of this algorithmic template
stems from the flexibility if offers in choosing the triple (wp, W, ¢n). Another notable new feature of (1.3)
is the use of a random relaxation parameter A, which, furthermore, is not restricted to the usual interval
10, 2[.

Notation and preliminary results are presented in Section 2. The asymptotic behavior of Algorithm 1.3
is analyzed in Section 3, where we prove in particular weak almost sure convergence to a solution to
Problem 1.1 under suitable assumptions. Just as the convergence analysis of Algorithm 1.2 provided a
unifying framework to establish that of a wide array of classical and block-iterative methods in [17], those
of Section 3 can be used to derive stochastic versions of these methods. Thus, in Section 4, we obtain
stochastic versions of the basic proximal point algorithm, which involves a single monotone operator in
its basic form. To illustrate the versatility of our framework, we consider in Section 5 a drastically different
model, namely, a highly structured multivariate monotone inclusion problem involving a mix of set-valued,
cocoercive, and Lipschitzian monotone operators, as well as linear operators, and various monotonicity-
preserving operations among them. We design a stochastic version of the deterministic saddle projective
splitting algorithm of [12] in which the blocks of variables and operators are now selected randomly over
the course of the iterations, together with random relaxations. Theorem 5.9 establishes for the first time
the almost sure convergence of such a block-iterative algorithm. Finally, Section 6 focuses on a randomized
version of the Kuhn-Tucker projective splitting method of [18].

§2. Notation and preliminary results

2.1. General notation

We use sans-serif letters to denote deterministic variables and italicized serif letters to denote random
variables. H is a separable real Hilbert space, with identity operator Id, power set 2", scalar product (- | -),
and associated norm || - ||. The strong and weak convergence in H are denoted by the symbols — and —,
respectively. The sets of strong and weak sequential cluster points of a sequence (x,)new in H are denoted
by S (xn)nen and W (xn)nen, respectively. The reader is referred to [4] for background on convex analysis
and fixed point theory, and to [32] for background on probability theory.

2.2. Operators

Let M: H — 2M. The graph of M is graM = {(x, x)eHXH | x* € Mx} and the set of zeros of M
is zerM = {x eH | 0¢€ Mx}. The inverse of M is the operator M~': H — 2" with graph graM™! =
{(x*,x) eHXH|x*e Mx} and the resolvent of M is Jy = (Id + M)~!. We say that M is monotone if

(V(x,x") € graM) (¥(y,y*) € graM) (x—y|x*—y") >0, (2.1)
and that it is maximally monotone if
(V(x,x) e HxH) [(xx") € graM & (¥(y,y*) € graM) (x—y|x*—y*) > 0]. (2.2)
If M is maximally monotone, then Ju is a single-valued operator defined on H and which satisfies
FixJu =zerM and (Yx € H)(Yy € H)  [wx—Jwyll? + | (1d = Jw)x— (1d=Jw)yll? < [lx - yl%. (23)
Let B € ]0, +0o[. Then M is -strongly monotone if M — Bld is monotone, i.e.,

(V(xx) € graM) (¥(y,y") € graM)  (x—y|x" —y*) > Blix - yl. (2.4)



The parallel sum of B: H — 2" and D: H — 2" isBo D = (B™! + D™!)~!. An operator C: H — H is
cocoercive with constant o € ]0, +oo[ if

(Vx € H)(Vy e H) (x—y]|Cx—Cy) > af|Cx — Cy]|*. (2.5)

We denote by I(H) the class of lower semicontinuous convex functions f: H — ]—o0, +00] such that
domf = {x eH|f(x) < +oo} # @. The subdifferential of f € T,(H) is the maximally monotone operator
of: H—2H: x> {x* eH| (Vy e H) {(y —x|x") +f(x) < f(y)} and the proximity operator of f is

1
prox; = Jor: H — H: x > argmin, (f(z) + E”X - z||2). (2.6)
The infimal convolution of f and h € Ty(H) is f o h: H — [~oc0, +00]: x > infyen (f(y) + h(x —y)).

2.3. Probabilistic setting

The underlying probability space (Q, &, P) is complete. Let (Z, §) be a measurable space. A E-valued ran-
dom variable (random variable for short) is a measurable mapping x: (Q,F, P) — (Z, 9). In particular, an
H-valued random variable is a measurable mapping x: (Q, F, P) — (H, By), where By denotes the Borel
o-algebra of H. Given x: Q — Eand S € G, we set [x € S] = {co €Q | x(w)e S}. Let p € [1,+co[ and
let X be a sub o-algebra of F. Then LP(Q, X, P; H) denotes the space of equivalence classes of P-a.s. equal
H-valued random variables x: (Q, X, P) — (H, By) such that E||x||P < +c0. Endowed with the norm

1/p
I+ e @acpiy : x — EVPllx||P = UQ ||x(w)||pP(dw)) , (2.7)
LP(Q, X, P;H) is a real Banach space. Further,
(VS € Bn) LP(QX,P;S) = {x € LP(Q,X,P;H) | x € S P-as.}. (2.8)

The c-algebra generated by a family ® of random variables is denoted by 6(®). Let (x1)neny and x be H-

P
valued random variables. We say that (x,)nen converges in probability to x, denoted by x, — x, if [|x,, — x|
converges in probability to 0, i.e.,

(Ve € 10, +o0[) P([uxn —x|| > g]) 0. (2.9)

We say ¢: Q X H — R is a Carathéodory integrand if

for P-almost every o € Q, ¢(w,-) is continuous; (2.10)
for every x € H, ¢(-,x) is F-measurable. .
We denote by €(Q, F, P; H) the class of Carathéodory integrands ¢: Q X H — [0, +co[ such that
(Vx € L3 (Q, F,P; H)) f @ (o, x(0))P(dw) < +oo. (2.11)
Q

Given ¢ € €(Q,F,P;H) and x € L?(Q, F,P; H), we set ¢ (-, x): © = ¢(o, x(®)).

2.4. Preliminary results

Our main results rest on several technical facts, which are presented below. The first two lemmas are direct
consequences of the corresponding statements for R-valued random variables; see [41, Section 2.10].

Lemma 2.1. Let (x,)nen and x be H-valued random variables and let p € [1,+oo[ be such that (xn)nen

converges strongly in LP(Q, F, P; H) to x. Then x, L x.



P
Lemma 2.2. Let (xy)nen and x be H-valued random variables such that x, — x. Then there exists a strictly
increasing sequence (jn)nen in N such that (x;j, )nen converges strongly P-a.s. to x.

Lemma 2.3. Let (& )nen, (An)nens and (yn)nen be sequences of R-valued random variables such that
mAn < 0 P-a.s.;
Yo = 0; (2.12)
(VneN) & > 0P-as. and & + yn < A, P-as.
P
Then &, — 0.
Proof. Let e € ]0,+0o[ and n € N. Let ® € Q and suppose that &,(®) > €. Then there are two cases:

e (o) < —¢/2.
o xn(®w) > —¢/2, in which case /2 =€ — ¢/2 < &,(®) + yn(®) < Ap(w). Therefore,

[& > €] C [xn < —€/2] U [A, > €/2]. (2.13)

P —_—
Note that P([ y, < —€/2]) — 0 since y,, — 0. On the other hand, since lim A, < 0 P-a.s., we have

TmP([A, > &/2]) < P(m (A, > 8/2])
- P({w cQ|(YneN)3ke{nn+1,..}) Adw) > 8/2})
=0. (2.14)
Altogether, P([|&] > €]) = P([& > ¢]) < P([xn < —¢/2]) + P([An > £/2]) — 0 and we conclude that
£ 5o O
Lemma 2.4. Letx € L*(Q,F,P;H) and let T: H — H be Lipschitzian. Then Tx € L*(Q, F, P; H).

Proof. Letf € ]0, +oo[ be the Lipschitz constant of T. Since T is continuous, the mapping © — (Tox)(w) =
Tx(w) is measurable. Furthermore,

1
EE||Tx||2 < E||Tx = To||* + E||T0||* < BE|lx — 0||* + E||TO||* = BE||x||* + || TO||* < +o0, (2.15)

which confirms that Tx € L2(Q,F,P;H). 0O

Lemma 2.5. Let (xn)nen be a sequence in L*(Q, F,P;H), let m € N, and let 3(m) be a {0, ..., m}-valued

random variable. Then the function Xg(m): @ xg(m)(w)(w) is in L2(Q, F, P; H).

Proof. We note that

Xo(m) = Z To(m=j|% P-as, (2.16)
j=0

which shows that Xg(m 18 measurable, as (Q, J, P; H) is complete, and that

(m)

E||xl9(m)||2 < m max E||xj||2 < +00. (2.17)
1<j<m
Thus, Xo(my € L2(Q,F,P;H). O



The following theorem is a straightforward consequence of [20, Theorems 3.2 and 3.6].

Theorem 2.6. Let Z be a nonempty closed convex subset of H, let xo € L>(Q,F,P;H), and let p € [2, +oo].
Iterate

forn=0,1,...
Xn =0(xp,...,%n)

t* € L*(Q,5,P;H) and n, € L' (Q, F, P;R) satisfy
T(£:20) T(xalt)> ) TIn
lall + 1pze=0)

g, = Mo el >m) (G [16) = 1) (2.18)

l£x 112 + T4z =0
(Vz € Z) (2| E(But? | X)) < E(Butn | Xn) + en(-,2) P-ass.,
where ¢, € €(Q, F, P; H)

€ L2(Q,F,P;R);

dn =0nt:
n € L¥(Q,F,P;]0,p])
[ Xn+1 = Xn — Andh.

Suppose that, for every n € N, A, is independent of 6({xo, ..., %n, dn}), and E(A,(2 — A,)) > 0. Then the
following hold:

(i) (xn)nen is a well-defined sequence in L*(Q, JF, P; H).

(if) Suppose that, for everyz € Z, Y e Eén (-, Z)EA, < +00. Then the following are satisfied:
(@) (||xn]Dnen is bounded P-a.s. and (E||xn||*)nen is bounded.
(b) Tner E(An(2 = A0)Elldnll? < +oo.
(c) Suppose thatinf,cpy E(A,(2 — A,)) > 0. Then Y,cp El|xnt1 — x| < +o0.

(d) Suppose that W(x)hew C Z P-as. Then (xp)nen converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in
L?(Q, F,P;H) to a random variable x € L*>(Q, F, P; Z).

(€) Suppose that S(x,)nen N Z # @ P-as. Then (xn)nenw converges strongly P-a.s. and strongly in
LY(Q,F,P;H) to a random variable x € L*(Q, F, P; Z). Additionally, (xn)nen converges weakly
inL?(Q,F,P;H) tox.

Lemma 2.7 ([12, Lemma A.2]). Let a € [0, +oo[, let A: H — H be a-Lipschitzian, let ¢ € |0, +oo[, and
lety €10,1/(a + )]. Then y~'Id — A is o-strongly monotone.
§3. Convergence analysis

This section is dedicated to establishing the weak convergence to solutions to Problem 1.1, in the almost
sure and L(Q, F, P; H) modes, of sequences generated the stochastic Algorithm 1.3.

Theorem 3.1. In the context of Problem 1.1, let (xn)nen be the sequence generated by Algorithm 1.3. For every
n € N and everyz € Z, set

&n(sz) = max{O, E(@n(<wn -z

e, +fn*>) + <en |w;: + Cz> + <en|e:>

:x)} (3.1)

and suppose that A, is independent of 6({xy, . .., Xn, dn }) and that E(A,(2— A,)) > 0. Then the following hold:

(i) Letn e N andz € Z. Then

(2| E(0nty 1)) < E(0non | 7)

1 2
xn) * HE(GnHWn - qn” |xn) + gn(-, Z) P-a.s. (3'2)



(i) (xn)nen lies in L2(Q, T, P; H).
(iii) Suppose that, for everyz € Z, Y en Een (-, 2)EA, < +00. Then the following are satisfied:
pp y N g
(@) (||xn]Dnex is bounded P-a.s. and (E||xn||*)nen is bounded.
(b) Tners EGn(2 = A)Ellda 2 < +oo.
(c) Suppose thatinf E(A,(2 = Ay)) > 0. Then Y,y Ellxns1 — xn||* < +00.
(d) Suppose that inf,en Ay > 0 P-a.s. and that (1) )nen is bounded P-a.s. Then mAn < 0 P-as.
(e) Suppose that x, —w, —e, — 0 P-a.s., wy + e, —qn — 0 P-a.s., andw;, + e + Cq, — 0 P-a.s. Then

(%n)nen converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in L2(Q, F, P; H) to a Z-valued random variable.

(f) Suppose that dimH < +co, x, — w, — €, i 0, w, + en — gn —P> 0, and w; + e, + Cqn i> 0. Then
(Xn)nen converges P-a.s. and in L' (Q, F, P; H) to a Z-valued random variable.

Proof. (i): Note that (z, —Cz) € gra W. Hence, (1.3) and the monotonicity of W yield

<z—wn—en|w:+e:+cr*1>
=(Z—wn—en|wy+ e +Cqn) —(z—wn—en|f))
=(Z-wh—e|w,+te, +Cz) +(z—Wn—en|Cqn—Cz) —(z—wWn—en | f)
< (z=wn—en|Cqn—C2) = (z—wh—en | f;)
=—(z2=qn|Cz—=Cqn) + (Wn = ¢n | Cz = Cqn) + (en | Cz = Cgn) = (2= Wa —en | )
< —al|Cz = Cqnll® + [[Wn = GulllICz = Cnll + (en | Cz = Cgn) = (z = Wo — & | /i)

2
_ [l wn _qn” _

_ 2
I ] (299) ™l — qnll ~ V&IC2 - Capl
+(en|Cz=Cqn) —(z=wn—en|f)

_ 2
< _||Wn4aqn||_ +(wn —z| ) +(en [ Cz = Caqn) + (en | i) P-as. (3:3)

Therefore, since t; = w;, +c;,

(z

On the other hand, because 6, > 0 P-a.s., it follows from scaling by 6, and taking the conditional expec-
tation with respect to X, in (3.4) that (3.2) holds.

(ii): Let n € Nand set 1, = (wy | £2) + (42) ! ||wy — gnl|®. Then 5, € LY(Q, F, P;R) and &, € €(Q, F, P; H).
Furthermore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

5) < ) +

+{wn—z

2
[l wn (an” e, + fn*> + (en |w;]k + Cz> + <en |er’f> P-a.s. (3.4)

2
<E

2 2

Tree201 1(xnlt) > el Xn | 1)
lta Il + 1[z:=01

1122201 TGty 5] (X [ 20) = 10n)
lta Il + 1pzz=01

1gz20] 1 (xalt)>n0] T
[[E3 1] + T2

1
2
. 2
Tz 20) oty >na] (X [ £3) = 1n

<E !
a1l + Tz=0

+ Elx I

3 2
155200 1[xnlt) =] ((n = wa | £3) = (40) 7wy = gull?) )
=E * + E”xn”
a1l + Tze=0]
1ol 1 ( 11y [
(15201 1 xnl)> ] X = Wi
< . |+ Ellxall?
a1l + Tpz=o]
< Ellxn = wall® + E||xn|®
< +oo0, (3.5)



Altogether, in view of (i), we deduce that (1.3) is a realization of (2.18). Hence, the claim follows from
Theorem 2.6(1).

(iii)(a)—(iii)(c): These follow from Theorem 2.6(ii)(a)—(ii)(c).

(iii)(d): Since infhen Ay > 0 P-as., we proceed, for P-almost every w € Q, as in the proof of [12, Proposi-
tion 3(iii)] to get the result using (iii)(c).

(iii)(e): In view of (iii)(a), we fix Q" € F such that

%n () = Wn(©) = en(w) = 0;

Wh (@) + en(w) — gn(w) — 0;

P(Q) =1 and (Vo € Q) (3.6)

wi (w) + € (w) + Cgn(w) — 0;
(|10 (@) || )nen is bounded.

Now let w € Q" and x € MW (x,(w))nen- Then there exists a strictly increasing sequence in N, say (ko )nen,
such that x () — x. Furthermore,

Wi, (0) + e, (0) = xi, (0) — (%, (©) — Wi, (©) — e, (w)) = x (3.7)
and, since C is a‘l—Lipschitzian,

i, () + €, (@) + C i (@) + &1, ()
< ||w;n(m) + el’:n(u)) + qun(o))” + ||C(wkn((o) + e, (0)) — qun(w)”

[[wh, (@) + e, (©) = gi, ()]

< [[wi (@) + ¢ (@) + Cay, ()] +

04
— 0. (3.3
On the other hand, (1.3) yields
(Vi € ) (wig (@) + e, (), wf, (@) + €f, () + Cwy, () + ex, (@) ) € gra(W + ©). (3.9)

Since, by [4, Corollary 25.5(i)], W + C is maximally monotone, (3.7), (3.8), (3.9), and [4, Proposition 20.38(ii)]
imply that x € Z. Since x is arbitrarily chosen in 2 (x,(®))nen, we deduce that W (x,(w))neny € Z and,
since P(Q") = 1, that W(x,,)nenwy € Z P-a.s. Therefore, it follows from Theorems 2.6(ii)(d) that (x,)nen
converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in L?(Q, JF, P;H) to a Z-valued random variable.

(iii)(f): Lemma 2.2 guarantees the existence of a strictly increasing sequence in N, say (I, )nen, such that
X, = w, — e, = 0 P-as.,w, +e,—q, = 0P-as,and w +¢’ +Cq, — 0 P-as. Additionally, it follows
from (iii)(a) that (||x|, [|)ner is bounded P-a.s. Let Q" € J be such that

1, (@) = w, (o) — e, (w) — 0;

wy, (0) + e, (0) — g, (0) — 0;

P(Q) =1 and (Vo € Q) (3.10)

W{; (w) + eI: (w) + Cq, (w) — 0;
(lIx, (@) [Dnex is bounded.

Let 0 € Q’. We derive from (3.10) and the fact that H is finite-dimensional that there exists x € H and a
further subsequence (kj, )nen such that x (@) — x,

Wiy, (©) + e (0) =11 (0) = (0, (©) =Wy (©) = e (0) = X%, (3.11)
and, as in (3.8),

w, (@) + e (o) + C(wy, (0) + e (w)) = 0. (3.12)



However, as in (3.9),
(Vn € N) (wkln (©) + e, (), wj, (©) + € (@) +Clwg (0) + e (@))) € gra(W + C), (3.13)

and the maximal monotonicity of W + C yields x € Z. Thus, (x,(®))nen has a cluster point in Z and we
conclude that S (x,)neny N Z # @ P-a.s. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 2.6(ii)(e) that (x;,)nen converges
P-a.s. and in L'(Q, F, P; H) to a Z-valued random variable. [

Remark 3.2. The random relaxations parameters (A)nen satisfy infen E(An(2 — Ay)) = 0. When the
relaxation parameters are deterministic, this condition imposes that, for every n € N, A, € 10, 2[, which is
the standard range found in deterministic methods in the literature [12, 17, 28, 31]. However, Theorem 3.1
allows for the use of so-called super relaxation parameters [20] which may exceed 2 by satisfying

inf E(A,(2 = 4,)) > 0 and inf P([4, > 2]) > 0. (3.14)
neN neN

Note that the use of super relaxation parameters leads to novel results and faster convergence; see [20,
Section 6] for examples of super relaxation strategies.

§4. Stochastic proximal point algorithm

The proximal point algorithm is a classical method for finding a zero of a maximal monotone operator
A: H — 2" [5, 33, 34, 39]. In this section, we propose a stochastic version of it which involves stochastic
approximations of the resolvents together with random relaxations.

Theorem 4.1. Let A: H — 2" be a maximally monotone operator such that zer A # @, let (Yn)nen be a
sequence in |0, +oo[, and let xy € L2(Q, F, P; H). Iterate

forn=0,1,...
take e, € L2(Q,F,P;H) and A, € L®(Q, F, P;]0,2[) (4.1)
Xn+1 = Xn + Ay (JYnAxn —€én — xn)-

Suppose that, for every n € N, A, is independent of 6 (xy, . . ., Xn, €,), and that one of the following holds:

(1) 2Znenw E(An(2 = An)) = 400, Y VE| A |2E|len]l® < +00, (E|len||* e is bounded, and (Vn € N) Yo =1
(i) infren E(An(2 = An)) > 0, infen yn > 0, and Y, VE| enl|? < +o0.
(i) Yen Y2 = 400, Ynen VEllen | < 400, and (Vn € N) A, =1 P-as.

Then (x,)nen converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in L*(Q, F, P; H) to a (zer A)-valued random variable.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.1 with W = A, C = 0 (hence Z = zer A) and

Wn = JynAxn — €n;

W:; = Yr?l(xn - Wn)§

(Vn €N)  {gn =Wn; (4.2)
n=f=0
e = ~Yn en-

In this setting, it follows from [4, Proposition 23.22] that

(VneN)  (wnh+enw, +e)= (JYnAmen_l(xn _JynAxn)) € graA P-as. (4.3)



and that algorithm (4.1) is an instantiation of Algorithm 1.3 with
(VneN) t=y'(x,—w,) and 6, =y, (4.4)

We therefore deduce from Theorem 3.1(ii) that the sequence (x,)nen lies in L2(Q, F, P; H). Next, let us
define a family of auxiliary sequences as follows. For every k € N, set

Yok =% and (VN €N)  ynsrk = Yok + Anskc Uy, AUk = Ynk)- (4.5)

Let k € N. Then, as above, (ynk)nen is a sequence generated by an instantiation of Algorithm 1.3 now
initialized at x with, for every n € N, e, = 0 and g, = JY AUnk- Consequently, Theorem 3.1(iii)(a) as-

serts that (||ynk|)ner is bounded P-a.s. and that (E||yy||*)nex is bounded. Additionally, we deduce from
Theorem 3.1(iii)(b) that

Z E(A0(2 = An))E||nk —JYmkAyn’k“Z < 400, (4.6)
neN

Next, let us show that, under any of scenarios (i)-(iii),
1Yk = JyoskAUnkll = 0 P-as. as n — +oo. (4.7

+ Suppose that (i) holds. Then we deduce from (4.6) that lim E||y,\ — ) Ayn,kll2 = 0. In turn, Fatou’s
lemma yields lim||yn — J yn k|l = 0 P-a.s. Now set T = 2Jo — Id and recall that it is nonexpansive [4,
Corollary 23.11(ii)]. Therefore,

(Vn e N) 2||yn+1,k —JAyn+1,k” = ||Tyn+1,k - yn+1,k||
= Tynsik = Tynk + (1 = 20/2) (Tt — ynid) ||
< ik = Yokl + (1 = 20/2) [ Tyni = v
= (A/2)[Tynk = Yok + (1 = 20/2)[[Tynk = Ynk|
= 2||yn,k - JAyn,k” P-a.s., (4.8)

which shows that (||ynk — J,Unkl)nex decreases P-a.s. Hence, ||y k = Jyynkll — 0 P-a.s.as n — +oo.
« Suppose that (ii) or (iii) holds. Then it follows from (4.6) that

E D Mluni =y ntnicl” = D Ellvnic =Ly oatioill” < 0. (4.9)
neN neN

Thus > enllynk —JYmkAyn,kHZ < 400 P-a.s. and hence |[|ynk — Jy,, .AUnkll — 0 P-a.s.as n — +oo.
This establishes (4.7). On the other hand, let us note that, under any of scenarios (i)-(iii),
ED Wl lleall = Y E(Aal lleall) = > Elal Elleall < 3 yElAs[Ellenl? < +co. (4.10)
neN neN neN neN

Hence ) cnlAnl llenl] < +o0 P-a.s. Consequently, taking into account (4.1), (4.5), and (2.3), we infer that,
for every n € N\ {0},

n+k—1 +00
= wmill < D el < D 141 llgll < +o0 P-as. (4.11)
=k =k

10



and

n+k-1

”xn+k - yn’k“Lz(Q,fﬂP;H) < Z ’|AjeJ’|L2(Q,(T,P;H)
=k

n+k—1 5
= > EWlell

j=k

n+k-1

> \EAPElg]?
j=k

+00
> EEg 1
j=k

< 400 (4.12)

N

In turn, since (E||ynk||*)ner is bounded, so is (E||x,||*)nen. Next, fix z € zer A. We derive from (3.1), (4.2),
(4.4), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (2.3) that

Z Egn(" Z)E)Ln = Z E max {O: E(<Z _JynAxn |en> + <en |xn _JYnAxn> + HenH2

neN neN

< 3 (VEllz = byl + yJENz — hynal” + Elleall?) yElles I EA,

neN

< 7 (VEllz = xall? + BN (1 = Jy )0 — (1d = Jy )zl + Ellenll? ) ELnlZEl o

neN

< 3 (2Ell = 21 + VEllnll? )y EL el

neN
< +00. (4.13)

%) [EA,

We conclude the proof using Theorem 3.1(iii)(e).
« Convergence under assumption (i) or (ii): In view of (4.2), let us show that
Xn — Wn — €q = Xp _JYnAx" — 0 P-as;
Wn+en—qn = JYnAx” —x, — 0 P-as,; (4.14)
wi + e+ Cgn = v (xn _JYnAXn) — 0 P-as.
By invoking (2.3), (4.11), and (4.7), we obtain

ml_i)T_l;_loo”xm - JYmAxm” = nET_Poo”xn+k - Jyn+kAxn+k||

< Tm (I = ikl Pyt = Jntikl] + o = Jcuntnill

n

< mw (2||xn+k = Yokl + [|ynx —JYn+kAyn,k||)

n—+

n—+oo

400
< Im (23 el + i = unsiil]
j=k
+00 :
=23 lllglh + Tim [lgnk = Jypointinil
j=k

+00
=2 4l ligll P-as. (4.15)
j=k

11



Thus, upon taking the limit as k — +oc0 in (4.15), we obtain limm; 4o ||Xm — Jy,AXm|| = 0 P-a.s. Hence,
since (Yn)nen is bounded away from 0, (4.14) holds.

« Convergence under assumption (iii): Note that (4.6) yields X ,cn Y§+kE”Yn_-:k(y”’k —Jyne Ayn,k)H2 <

+00, which forces 1i_m||yn_ik(yn,k - Jyn+kAy”=k)” = 0 P-a.s. Upon invoking [4, Proposition 23.22] and
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain, for every n € N,

0<

<J Atk J AU ) Unk — JYn+kAyn,k Yn+1,k — JYn+k+lAyn+l,k >
Yn+kAINKk T Jyni1ikAIn+1, -
Yn+1+k " i Yn+k Yn+1+k

— 2
Yn+1,k JYn+k+1Ayn+1,k

_ <Jyn+kAyn,k - Jyn+1+kAyn+1,k Ynk — Jyn+kAynak> B

Yn+1+k Yn+k Yn+1+k
Yn+1,k - AUn+1k Yn,k - AUnk Yn+1,k - AUn+1k
< Yn+k Yn+k _ Yn+k+1 P-as. (416)
Yn+1+k Yn+k Yn+1+k

Hence, (||yn_jk(yn,k _JYMkAyn,k)”)”EN decreases P-a.s., which implies that Yr:k(yn,k - n+kAy”’k) —
0 P-as. as n — +oo. Consequently, we deduce then from Theorem (iii)(e) that, for every k € N,
(Ynt)nen converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in L*(Q, F, P; H) to some (zer A)-valued random vari-
able which we denote by y. In addition, we deduce from (4.1), (4.5), and (2.3) that

lYnk+1 = Ynsrkll < llell P-as;
(Vk € N)(¥n € N) { Indert = Gkl = % (4.17)

Yyn 1 = Ynsrkllizco g o0y < llellizo.5.pm)-

In turn, the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm and Fatou’s lemma imply that

ly+1 — yill < lim ||yn,k+1 - yn+1,kH < |lell P-aus.;

(Vk e N) { (4.18)

. 2
Ellghs1 — yicll® < Hm E|[yn ket — Ynerk|| < Ellell®.

Since Y cpllen]l < +00 P-as. and Y, VE|lenl|* < 400, (4.18) shows that (i )iy is a Cauchy se-
quence both P-a.s. and in L?(Q, J, P; H). Hence, we deduce from (4.11), (4.12), and (4.18) that there
exists a (zer A)-valued random variable y such that

Xntk — Ynk — 0 P-a.s.and in L?(Q, F, P;H) as n — +o00 and k — +o0;
forevery k € N, yox —yx« — 0 P-as. and in L%(Q,F,P;H) as n — +oo; (4.19)
Yy —y — 0 P-as.andin L2(Q,F,P;H) as k — +oo.

Thus, Xn4+k =Y = Xnsk —Unk + Ynk — Y + Yk —y — 0 P-a.s. and in L?(Q,F,P;H) asn — +oo and k —
+00. This confirms that (x, ), converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in L%(Q, &, P; H) to y.

a

Remark 4.2. Here are a few commentaries on Theorem 4.1.

(i) Inthe deterministic setting with (Ay)nen in |0, 2[, Theorem 4.1(i) follows from [15, Theorem 2.1(i)(a)],
Theorem 4.1(ii) was established in [28, Theorem 3], and Theorem 4.1(iii) was established in [5, Re-
marque 14(a)].

(ii) In the case of deterministic relaxations (Ay)nen in ]0, 2[ and constant proximal parameters (yn)nen,
the almost sure weak convergence result in Theorem 4.1(ii) follows from [21, Proposition 5.1].

(iii) As discussed in [17, Section 5], the deterministic proximal point algorithm can be employed to solve
equilibrium problems beyond the simple inclusion 0 € Ax. It captures in particular the method of
partial inverses to split multi-operator inclusions, problems involving resolvent compositions, and
the Chambolle-Pock algorithm. Stochasticity can be introduced in these methods via Theorem 4.1.
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§5. Stochastic block-iterative saddle projective splitting

5.1. Problem setting

We consider a highly structured composite multivariate primal-dual inclusion problem introduced in [12]
and further studied in [17, Section 10]. This model includes a mix of set-valued, cocoercive, and Lipschitzian
monotone operators, as well as linear operators and various monotonicity-preserving operations among
them. Its multivariate structure captures problems in areas such as domain decomposition methods [1, 2],
game theory [11, 36], mean field games [8], machine learning [3, 6], network flow problems [9, 40], neural
networks [22], and stochastic programming [29].

Problem 5.1. Let (H;)ier and (Gy)kex be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H = P, Hi and G = P, Gk. Denote by x = (xi)ier a generic element in H. For every i € I and every
k € K, let s € H;, let . € Gy, and suppose that the following are satisfied:

[a] A: H; — 2" is maximally monotone, C;: H; — H; is cocoercive with constant o € 10, +o0],
Q;: Hi — H; is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant ocif € [0, +oo[, and Rj: H — H;.

[b] B : Gk — 20« is maximally monotone, BS: Gk — G is cocoercive with constant 7 € ]0, +oo,
and Blf : Gk — Gy is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant [3{ € [0, +oo].

[c] D/ : Gk — 20 is maximally monotone, D¢ : Gk — Gy is cocoercive with constant § € ]0, +oof,
and le : G — Gy is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant Bf € [0, +oo].

[d] Ly: Hi — Gy is linear.

In addition, it is assumed that
[e] R: H— H: x — (Rix)icr is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant y € [0, +oo].

The objective is to solve the primal problem

find x € H such that (VI S I) Si* € Ax + Cix; + Qix; + Rix
£y in(((BIZ” + B¢ +B{) o (D + D¢ + Df))(z L%, — rk)) (5.1)
kek jel

and the associated dual problem

find v* € G such that (Ix € H)(Vi € I)(Vk € K)
Si>k - Z LJ*IVJ* € Aix; + Cix; + Qjx; + Rix;

jeK

(5.2)
Vi e ((By +B; +B) o (D +Df + Df))(z Ligx; — rk).
JEI

Finally, & denotes the set of solutions to (5.1), & denotes the set of solutions to (5.2), and we set X =
HeGaeGaG.

To deal with large size problems in which I and/or K is sizable, the deterministic block-iterative algo-
rithm proposed in [12] has the ability to activate only subgroups of coordinates and operators at each
iteration instead of all of them as in classical methods. We propose a stochastic version of this block-
iterative algorithm with almost sure convergence to a solution of Problem 5.1. The convergence analysis
will rely on an application of Theorem 3.1 in X using the following saddle formalism.
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Definition 5.2 ([12, Definition 1]). The saddle operator associated with Problem 5.1 is

S: )_(—)2)5: (x,y,z, V")

(><(—si* + Aix; + Cix; + Qix; + Rix + Z Lljiv;:), ><(Bl’(”yk + By, + Blfyk -v),

i€l kek kek
><(D|’(”zk + szk + DEZk - V;:), >< {I’k +yk +z — Z Lkixi} ), (5.3)
kek kek iel

and the saddle form of Problem 5.1 is to
find x € X such that 0 € 8x. (5.4)
Item (ii) below asserts that finding a saddle point, i.e., solving (5.4), provides a solution to Problem 5.1.

Proposition 5.3 ([12, Proposition 1]). Consider the setting of Problem 5.1 and Definition 5.2. Then the
following hold:

(i) 8 is maximally monotone.
(ii) Suppose thatx = (X,y,Z V") € zer8. Then (x,V") € P X D.
(i) D+ 0 zer8+ 0= P+ Q.

To use Theorem 3.1, we decompose the saddle operator 8 of (5.3) as the sum of

W: X - 2% (x,y,z,v") —
WA Y

(>< (—s + A +Q'XI+RX+ZLk|Vk) ><(B|fzyk+nyk—v;:),

i€l kek kek
>< (DY 2 + Dl’ka_Vﬁ)’><{rk+Yk+Zk—ZLkiXi}) (5.5)
kek kek i€l
and
C: X = X: (6y,2v) > ((Co)icp: (B (D2 O). (56)

As seen in [12, Proposition 2(ii)-(iii)], W is maximally monotone and C is a-cocoercive with a =
min{a’, Bf, Sf}iel,keK- This confirms that (5.4) is fits the framework described in Problem 1.1.
5.2. Algorithm and convergence

The following assumptions regulate the way in which the coordinates and the sets are randomly activated
over the course of the iterations.

Assumption 5.4. I and K are nonempty finite sets, (7;)ier and ({i)kex are in 10, 1], and N € N\ {0}. (In)nen
are nonempty sets with elements randomly taken in I, and (K,),en are nonempty sets with elements
randomly taken in K satisfying, for every finite collection of positive integers ny, . .., N,

(VieI) P(ﬁml) ﬁP i € I}
j=1

J=

(Vk € K) (ﬂ keKnJ) [ ]P(ik e Ky)).
j=1 j=1

(5.7)
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Moreover, Iy = I, Ky =K, and

n+N-1

(VieI) P([ie U I )>ni;
(YneN) N (5.8)
(Vk € K) P([ke U & )>§k.
j=n

Example 5.5.

(i) The (deterministic) rule of [12, Assumption 2] satisfies Assumption 5.4 by setting, for every i € I
and every k € K, tj = 1 and { = 1.

(ii) Set, for every n € N, I, = {i,} and K, = {k,}, where (iy)nen are i.i.d random variables uniformly
distributed on I and (k,)nen are i.i.d random variables uniformly distributed on K. This rule satisfies
Assumption 5.4 for N = 1, 7t; = 1/card I, and {} = 1/cardK.

Proposition 5.6. Let I be a nonempty finite set, and let (I,)nen be randomly selected nonempty subsets of I.
Suppose that Iy = 1, and that i € I is such that ([i € I,])nen is an independent sequence in F that satisfies

n+N-1

(AN e N~ {0} (T € ]0,1])(Vn € N) P(lie U I

j=n

) Z 1. (5.9)

Set, foreveryn € N, 9;(n) = max{j eN|j<nandic Ij}.Further, let (xn)new be a sequence in L*(Q, F, P; H)
such that Yney Ellxns1 — %all* < +00 P-as. Thenxy = x, = 0in L'(Q,F, P H).

Proof. Note that (Vn € N) §(n) € {0,...,n} P-a.s. Hence, Lemma 2.5 ensures that, for every n € N,
€ L2(Q,F, P;H). On the other hand, it follows from the independence condition and (5.9) that

(vn € ) P([i ¢ 04]) = P(ﬁ[‘ ) CI"])

j=n j=n

n+mN-1
ol i)

j=n

n+mN-1
- dm e[ () [i<Ci)

j=n

m-1 n+(k+1)N-1
= dm [T 1) [rec))

j=n+kN

m—1 (n+kN)+N-1
- dm LTe(ele U )

k=0 j=n+kN

Xa.(n)

< lim (1-m)™
0<m—+oo

—0. (5.10)

Therefore 9(n) — +4co0 P-as. as n — +co and, since Y, cullxns1 — xl|> < +co P-as., we have
2iso(m %41 — xj||2 1 0 P-a.s. as n — +o0. Thus,

(VneN) 0< > llxer = x5l < Y llxer — x> € LN(Q, F, P R), (5.11)
j=di(n) jeEN
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from which we deduce via [41, Theorem 2.6.1(b)] that E Xi> g.(n) [ %+1 — xj |> = 0asn — +c0. On the other
hand, let n € N and m € N be such that mN < n < (m + 1)N. Then

E(n — ()

| (n—1)P([ie L])P([i ¢ n 11]})

1

=0

< _1(n—l)P([i ¢ U Ij])

=)

1=0 j=l+1
m—1 (k+1)N-1 n
< N(n—mN)+Z Z (n—I)P([i ¢ U IJ])
k=0  I=kN j=I+1
m-1 (k+1)N-1 mN-1
< N2+Z Z (n—I)P([ieZ U IJD
k=0 I=kN j=(k+ N
m-1 (k+1)N-1
<SNP+ Y (n—kN) > (1-m)™!
k=0 I=kN
m—1
=NZ4+ > (n = kN)N(1 = my) ™!
k=0
m-1
<SNP 4 ) ((m+ DN = kN)N(1 = )™+
k=0
m-—1
=N*|1+ (m+1—k)(1—m)m_k_1)
k=0
m-—1
=N?|1+ Z(I +2)(1- nl)')
=0
m-—1 m-—1
=NZ[1+ > 1(1-m)' + Z 2(1 - n,)')
=0 =0
_Nf1e (e m)l -m(1-m)™! +2(m - 1)(1-m)™ Lol- (1- m)m)
T[i T
NI 1-m—-m(1-m)™ -Z (m—1)(1—m)™*H! N 2m + 2(1 — m)mz“ -2(1- m)m)
T[i T[i
ENCTONN (m+1)(1 =)™+ — (n; +2)(1-m)™+1+ m)’ (5.12)

Tt
i

which shows that lim E(n—8(n)) < N?(1+(1+7m)/n?) < +oc0. Thus, E||x, — Xl < E Zilgym 41 = 3511 <

E(+/n+1-3(n) \/Z“J.r‘:'9i(n)||xyr1 —lelz) < \/1 +E(n—8(n)) \/E Z'+=O§i(n)||xj+1 —xj||2 — 0. This confirms
that x,  —x, — 0in LY(Q,F,P;H). O

(n)

Assumption 5.7. In the setting of Problem 5.1, set o« = min{e”, B, 8 }ier kex, and let o € ]0,+co[ and

€ € ]0,1[ be such that o > 1/(4a) and 1/¢ > max{oci”ﬂ +x+o0, Blf + o, 8]’5 + O }ie1 kex> and suppose that the
following are satisfied:

[a] Foreveryic IandeveryneN, vy, € [s, 1/(oci”p +x+ 0)].

16



[b] For every k € Kand every n € N, py, € [e, 1/([3{ + 0)], Vin € [e, 1/(5{ + cs)], and oy, € [& 1/¢].
[c] Foreveryi€ I,x € L2(Q,F,P;H;) and, for every k € K, {yi0, zk.0» U0t C L2(Q, F,P; Gy).

We now introduce our stochastic block-iterative algorithm. It differs from that of [12] in that the se-
lection of the blocks of variables and operators to be activated at each iteration is random, and so is the
relaxation strategy. In addition, the relaxation parameters need not be bounded by 2.

Algorithm 5.8. Consider the setting of Problem 5.1 and suppose that Assumptions 5.4 and 5.7 are in force.
Let p € [2, +oo[ and iterate

forn=0,1,...
for every i € I,
li‘n = Qixin + Rixn + Dpex Liiv:’n;
Ain = JYi,nAi (xi,n + Yi,n(si* - l:n - Cixi,n))§
-1
a:jn =Yin (xi,n — Gin) — liTn + Qiain;
§i,n = ||ai,n - xi,n||2§
foreveryie I\,
|_ Ain = din-1; aifn = a::n—l; gi,n = §i,n—1§
for every k € K,

¥ _ % _ pt .
Uen = Y%n kaykxn’
* ok .
Wien = Ycn — DicZn

bk,n = ka,nBlf‘ (yk,n + Pk,n(ui,n - nyk,n));
din = Ju,07 (Zion + Vien (W, = D 2icn) )
elt,n = Gk,n(ZieI I-kixi,n ~ Yk,n — Zk,n — rk) + Ult,n;
G = Hion(Yon = bion) + g+ Bl bin — e s
fen = vl::] (zn — din) + Wn + ledk,n — s
Men = bin = Yienll? + lldicn — zicn 1
| en =1+ bign + dicn — Dier Lkittins
for every k € K\ K,
bin = bign-13 dicn = dien-15 € = €015 G = D15 Ben = oot
| Mon = Mion—15 €kn = T + bin + dicn — Dier Lii@in;
foreveryiel
| Pin =4, + Rian + D Lige s
An = _(4a)_1(2iel &in + Dkex Uk,n) + Ziel(xi,n — Qin |an>
+ Dkek ((yk,n = bin |q]in> + <Zk,n —din | t:,n> + <ek,n |U:,n - elt,n>);
_ 1[An>O]An .
Sier 197,17 + Zicex (g 12 + N5 12 + llenll?) + T(a,<op”
take A, € L*(Q, F, P; [&, p])
foreveryiel
|_ Xin+1 = Xin — AnenpinQ
for every k € K
] \_ Yk,n+1 = Ykn — )Ln‘gnq;n; Zkn+1 = Zk,n — AnentIzHQ Ulzn+1 = Ulzn - Anenek,m

(5.13)

n

The convergence properties of Algorithm 5.8 are established in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.9. Consider the setting of Algorithm 5.8. Suppose that inf,,ep; E(4,(2—A,)) > 0 and that D + @.
Then the following hold:

(i) Leti € I. Then (Xin)nen lies in L2(Q, F, P; Hi) and Y cy EllXin+1 — Xinl|? < +oo.
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(i) Letk € K. Then (ykn)nen, (Zin)nen, and (v Inen are sequences in L%(Q, T, P; Gy). Further, Y e Ellyicns1—
Yenl2 < +00, Tncrs Ellzicnss = Ziall? < +00, and Sy Ello,,, - 07 ]I < +oo.

*

) P P P P
(iii) Leti € I andk € K. Then xin — ain — 0, Yn — bn — 0, 2kn — din — 0, and o~ €, 0.
(iv) There exist a 9-valued random variable x and a D-valued random variable v such that, for every
i € I and everyk € K, xi, — x; P-as., ain — X P-a.s., and Ulfn — Ei P-a.s.

Proof. The results will be derived from Theorem 3.1 applied to Z = zer 8 in X, following the general pattern
of the deterministic proof of [12, Theorem 1]. We use the notation of Definition 5.2, as well as (5.5) and
(5.6). Note that, since 9 # @, Proposition 5.3(iii) asserts that zer 8§ # @. Let us show that (5.13) is a special
case of (1.3). We define the random indices

(VieI)(YneN) &(n)=max{jeN|j<n and i€} (5.14)
and

(Vk e K)(Vn e N) g(n) = max{j eN|j<n and ke KJ} (5.15)
It then follows from (5.13) that

(VieI)(VneN) a,=ag@n Pas, a,= a;fl(,i(n) P-as., &n=2E&am P-as, (5.16)
and
bin = big,(n) P-as; din = dig,(n) P25 Micn = Mo (n) P-as.;

. kg% _
P-a.s.; tk,n = tk,gk(n) P-a.s.

(5.17)

*

(Vk € K)(Vn € N) { .
ek,n = ek,Qk(n)

P-a.s.; q;n = ql’:’gk(n)

To match the notation of Theorem 3.1, set

Xn = (Xn, Yy» Zn, 0p)s

q_ = (Xn, Yy Zn, €);

Wn = (@n, b, dy, €7);

(VneN)  Jwh = (p; = (Cixig.n)ier 45, — (B Yio(m) ket tr = (DY Zicgy (n) ek €n); (5.18)
q, = (6,9, (n) iers (Yko(n) keks (Ziop () ieks (e:,n)keK)§

th = (Ph g Ero €n);

(en.€7-f7) = (0.0.0).

Then it follows from (3.1) that, for every n € N and every z € zer 8, &,(,z) = 0 P-a.s. Next, we observe
that, for every i € I and every n € N, (5.16), (5.14), (5.13), and [4, Proposition 23.2(ii)] imply that

@n = Cixig(n) = @i ) ~ Ci%ian(n)
-1 *
=Yg m (K800~ dam) = Ly — Cxiam + Qdiam

€ —Si* + Aigig(n) + Qidi 9,(n)
-s’ + Aigin + Qain P-as. (5.19)

and, therefore, that
Pin = Cix¥iam) = 8, — Cixiam + Rian + Y Liel,
kek

-s' + Aigin + Qain + Rian + Z L.e.,, P-as. (5.20)
kek

m
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Likewise, we derive from (5.17), (5.15), (5.13), and [4, Proposition 23.2(ii)] that

q;:,n — nyk,gk(n) € Blznbk,n + Blfbk,n - ef("n P—a.s.;
(Yk € K)(Vn e N) te o~ Dy Zkoi(n) € DY din + ledk,n — e, P-as; (5.21)
€n =TI + bk,n + dk,n - ZiEI Lkiai,n P-a.s.

In turn, we derive from (5.18) and (5.5) that the sequence (wp, W} )nen lies in gra W P-a.s. Next, using (5.18)
and (5.6), we obtain, for every n € N, t; =w}, + Cq,, P-a.s. Additionally, (5.13) and (5.16)-(5.18) yield

(Vn € N) Z Ein + Z Men = W — qu|* P-as. (5.22)
i€l kek

Hence, in view of (5.13),
(VneN) Ay =(xy—wn|t;) — (40) ' |lwn — g, |I° P-as. (5.23)
On the other hand,

R, Q;, B, Df and Ly; are Lipschitzian;
(VieI)(Vk eK)(Yn e N) <C, Bf, and Df are cocoercive, hence Lipschitzian; (5.24)

JinAi DB and JwnDy are 1-Lipschitzian.

It therefore follows from Assumption 5.7[c], Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, and an inductive argument that the
variables defined in (5.18) belong to L?(Q, J, P; X). Altogether, taking into account the assumptions, we
have shown that (5.13) is a realization of (1.3). In turn, Theorem 3.1(iii)(c) asserts that

D Ellgnss — 2l < +oo. (5.25)
neN

(1)—-(ii): These follow from Theorem 3.1(ii), (5.25), and (5.18).
(iii)—(iv): Theorem 3.1(iii)(a) implies that (xp)nen is bounded P-a.s. Therefore, arguing as in the proof of
[12, Theorem 1],

(?j) . (Wn)nen, and (£))nen are bounded P-a.s. (5.26)
ne

=n

As aresult, (5.23) and Theorem 3.1(iii)(d) yield

Tim (o — wa | £) — (400w — g, [1?) =Tm A, < 0 P-as. (5.27)
Now define
L: H— G: x (Z Lkixi) , with adjoint L*: G — H: v* - (Z L;iv;) : (5.28)
iel kek ek iel
and
U: X - X: (x, Y, Z, v*) — (L*v*, v, -V, -Lx+y+ z). (5.29)

Further, for every n € N, set

(VieD) Fin=vgm'ld—Q:
— 1 2 — y-1 2
(Vk €K) Sin =l (1d=BLs Tin =il 1d = DY; (5.30)

Fo: X = X: (x,y,2V") 5 ((FinXiier, (SknYidkeks (TknZidkeks (O g () Vidkek)
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and

——

Xn = | (%,8,(m) ie1> (Yo (n) keks (Zko (n) keks (U;,Qk(n))keK)Z

v, = Fnxn — Fawns uy = Uw, — Uxy;

(5.31)

~%

}_": = ((Rian - Rixn)iel, 0,0, 0); r, = ((Rian - Rix{‘}i(n))iels 0,0, 0);
I = ((_ Dikek thivli,&(n))iel’ (UE,Qk(n))kGK’ (UZQk(n))kEK’ (ZieI Lki%Xio (n) ~ Ykei(n) — Zk’gk(n))ke'()'
Assumptions [a]—[c] in Problem 5.1 and 5.7[a]&[b], together with Lemma 2.7, imply that

(Fin)ier are (X + o)-strongly monotone; (5.32)
(Skn)kek and (Tyn)kex are o-strongly monotone. .

(Vn € N) the operators {
Consequently, in view of (5.30), that there exists k € ]0, +oo[ such that

the operators (F,)nen are k-Lipschitzian. (5.33)
Next, using the same arguments as in the proof of [12, Theorem 1], we obtain

(VneN) t — Fawn + 7, + 1 + Uw, P-as. (5.34)

We also observe that, in view of (5.25), (5.14), (5.15), and Assumption 5.4, Proposition 5.6 and Lemma 2.1
imply that

P P
X9 (n) = Xn = 0; X (n) = Xn — 05

1 * * p P
(Vie I)(Yk €K) Voim ~ % = 0 Yo n) = Yn = 0; (5.35)
* * P
Zo(n) — Zn — 0; ng(n) —v, — 0.
Thus, (5.31), (5.28), and (5.29) yield
. P
+Ux, — 0, )
I +Uxy — 0 (5.36)
while assumption [e] in Problem 5.1 gives
) P
(VieI) [[Rixgn) — Rixall < Xllxgn) —xnll — 0. (5.37)
On the other hand, (5.33), (5.31), and (5.35) yield
IFAZ, - Fxoll < xI1E, = xall = 0 (538)

which, combined with (5.34), (5.31), (5.36), and (5.37) leads to

= (b ) =6+ Uxo + B E, — B + 5,1 0, (39)
Additionally, (5.18) and (5.35) yield
~ P
q ~9n— 0. (5.40)
Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz and (5.26),
- |~ ~ ~ P
[(wn =41 —gu)| < | sup llwmll + supllg_[I]lIg_—g,ll =0 (5.41)
snoen S meN meN noo=
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while, by (5.39),

P
|0 —wn | ) = (o + 15 +up))| < (sup llxmll + sup [wmll It} — (o5 + 1y + )| — 0. (5.42)

meN meN

However, it follows from (5.29) and assumption [d] in Problem 5.1 that U is linear and bounded, with
U* = —U. It then results from (5.31) that, for every n € N, (x, — w,, |u;;) = 0 P-a.s. On the other hand, note
that, for every n € N,

(xn = wa | 27) = (40) 7 wn = ¢, |I?
= (Xn —Wn lon + 1+ up) + (X0 —wa [ = (05 + 10 +11)) = (400 Iwn — g, |1
= (X0 —Wa lop +10) + (X0 —wa [ t; = (0] + 17 + 1))
~ (407 (b =7 |+ 2090 -7 17, - 90) + |7, - @) P-as (5.43)

Moreover, as in [12, Equation (95)], it follows from (5.31), (5.18), (5.30), (5.32), Assumption 5.7[b], and
assumption [e] in Problem 5.1 that, for every n € N,

(%n —=Wn o, +17) — (40()_1”‘1% _gnllz
> (0= (40) ") (lxn = @nll® + lly, = ball® + 120 — doll?) + elloy — epll P-as. (5.44)
For every n € N, let us define

§n = (G - (40()_1)(”xn - an”Z + ”yn - bn”Z + ||lzn — dnllz) + 8””: - e:Hz;
o =(xn —wa |ty = (2 + 1y +up) - (407 (2w —q |9 —q,) + g —q,1%)

=n

(5.45)

Then inf, ey &,

>
addition, lim A, < 0 P-as. by (5.27) and y; I 0 by (5.40)—(5.42). Therefore, in view of Lemma 2.3, &, 5 0
and therefore

0 P-a.s. Moreover, (5.43) and (5.44) imply that, for every n € N, &, + y, < A, P-as. In

xn—an—P>0, yn—bnio, zn—dnio, v,’j—e;—P>0, (5.46)
which establishes (iii). In turn, (5.18) and (5.33) force

fo-wn >0 and (YnelN) [[Eaxo— Enwoll < clln - woll (5.47)
Hence,

Fnxn — Fawn 5 0. (5.48)

Likewise, (5.35) yields w, — g, 5 0. Further, we infer from (5.31), (5.46), and Problem 5.1[e] that

« P
Ir:11? = [IRan — Rxall® < X2llan — xal|* — 0. (5.49)

As a result, it follows from (5.31), (5.39), (5.48), and (5.49) that

P
o= (63 = (g8 + 1o+ 3)) + (Foxo — Fwn) + Ulwy — x0) 13 > 0. (5.50)
Altogether,
P 2 s P
Xn—Wn—€n =0 wh+en—¢g, — 0 and w,+e, +Cq, — 0 (5.51)

and Theorem 3.1(iii)(f) therefore guarantees that there exists a zer 8-valued random variable X =
(x,y,z,0") such that x, — X P-as. This and (5.46) imply that, for every i € I and every k € K,
Xin — X% P-as., g, — X P-as., and Ulin — 5;: P-a.s. Finally, Proposition 5.3(ii) asserts that X solves
(5.1) P-a.s. and that " solves (5.2) P-a.s. 0O
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Remark 5.10. Here are some observations pertaining to Theorem 5.9.

(i) There does not exist any result on stochastic algorithms for solving Problem 5.1 with random block
selections or random relaxations. In the case of deterministic relaxations (A, )nen in |0, 2[ and deter-
ministic blocks selections (see Example 5.5(i)), Theorem 5.9 appears in [12, Theorem 1(iv)].

(if) For notational simplicity we have not introduced stochastic errors in the evaluations of the single-
valued operators and the resolvents in Algorithm 5.8. As a result, we implemented Theorem 3.1 with
(Vn € N)(Vz € zer8) ¢,(-,z) = 0 P-a.s. Such errors can be introduced under suitable summability
conditions to guarantee that (Vz € zer8) > o E&n (-, 2)EA, < +o0.

(iii) The convergence result invokes Theorem 3.1(iii)(f), which requires Euclidean spaces. Note that we
cannot use Theorem 3.1(iii)(e), which would provide weak convergence in general Hilbert spaces,
because the convergences in (5.51) are only in probability and not almost sure.

5.3. Application to multivariate minimization

We consider a multivariate composite minimization problem.

Problem 5.11. Let (Hi)icr and (Gy)kex be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H = P, Hi and G = P, Gk. Denote by x = (x)ier a generic element in H. For every i € I and
every k € K, let f; € T,(H;), let o5 € ]0,+o0[, let ¢;: H; — R be convex and differentiable with a (1/0;)-
Lipschitzian gradient, let g € To(Gy), let hy € To(Gy), let B € 10, +oo], let Yi.: Gy — R be convex and
differentiable with a (1/fy)-Lipschitzian gradient, and suppose that Ly;: H; — Gy is linear. In addition, let
X € [0, +o0o[ and let ®: H — R be convex and differentiable with a x-Lipschitzian gradient. The objective
is to

minimize O(x) + Z(ﬂ (xi) + ¢i(x)) + Z((gk + i) 0 hy) (Z LkiXi)- (5.52)
iel kek i€l

We denote by & the set of solutions to (5.52).

Algorithm 5.12. Consider the setting of Problem 5.11 and suppose that Assumptions 5.4 and 5.7 are in
force with, for every i € I and every k € K, ocf =, Bf = B, ocif = Bf = SE = Sf =0, and V; © denotes the
partial derivative of © relative to H;. Iterate as in (5.13), where the following adjustments are made

{JYi,nAi =prox, ¢; G =Voi; Q =0; R =Vi0; s/ =0; (5.53)

ka!ngiﬂ = Prox, o; Bf = Vy; JVk,nDﬁ” = prox, p; Bf = le = D]’f =0; r, =0.

Corollary 5.13. Consider the setting of Algorithm 5.12. Suppose that inf E(4,(2 — A,)) > 0 and that a
Kuhn—Tucker point (x,v") € H X G exists, that is,

= D LV € 96 + Veu(R) + % O(%):

. jeK
MEDRED IS L5 e alg 0 w) () + oy @), 554
eI

Then there exists a -valued random variable x such that, for everyi € I, x;, — X; P-a.s.
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§6. Stochastic block-iterative Kuhn-Tucker projective splitting

We revisit a multivariate primal-dual inclusion problem studied in [18] and randomize the algorithm pro-
posed there to solve it. See also [17, Section 9] and [27] for further discussions on the deterministic setting.

Problem 6.1. Let (H;)ier and (Gy)rex be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H= @iel H; and G = @keK Gy. Denote by x = (x;)ier a generic element in H. For every i € I and every
k € K, A;: Hi — 2" is maximally monotone, B : G, — 20k is maximally monotone, and Ly;: Hi — Gy is
linear. The objective is to solve the primal problem

find X € H such that (Vi€ I) 0€A% + L;i(Bk(Z ijij)) (6.1)

kek jeI
and the associated dual problem

(Viel) xe€ Ai‘l(— > L;ivﬁ);

kek
(Vk € K) Z Liix € B

i€l

find v € G such that (Ix € H) (6.2)

Finally, & denotes the set of solutions to (6.1) and 9 the set of solutions to (6.2).
The Kuhn-Tucker operator associated with Problem 6.1 is [17, Equation (9.18)]
W:Ho G — ZH@G: (X, v*) - (>< (Aixi + Z LEiVi), ><(B]:1VE — Z Lkixi) ) (63)

i€l kek kekK i€l

As shown in [17, Lemma 9.7(ii)], zer W C 9 X D. We can therefore approach Problem 6.1 as an instance of
Problem 1.1 with C = 0 and then o can be selected arbitrarily large. By applying Theorem 3.1 in this con-
text, we obtain a randomized version of the deterministic algorithm of [18], which relied on Algorithm 1.2.
To this end, let us make the following assumption.

Assumption 6.2. In the setting of Problem 6.1, set & € ]0, 1[ and suppose that for every i € I, every k € K,
and every n € N, yi, € [& 1/¢], pen € [& 1/€], x50 € L2(Q, F, P; H;), and o, € L2(Q, F,P; Gy).
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Algorithm 6.3. Consider the setting of Problem 6.1 and suppose that Assumptions 5.4 and 6.2 are in force.
Let p € [2, +oo[ and iterate

forn=0,1,...
forevery i € I,

* % %

I = Zkex Ligty o3 )

Gin = Jyoa (K = Yinl'y)s @, = Yin (Xin = @in) = s
foreveryie I\ I,

*

—_— . * —_— .
|_ ai,n - ai,n—1> ai,n - ai,nfl’

for every k € K,
{ ln = Zier Liiin;

bion = Jay (lon + Hionty )5 b = 08+ 1 (Bon = bicn);
for every k e K\ K,
\_ bk,n = bk,n—1§ bi,n = b;,n—l;
foreveryiel

|. ti,n = ai,n + ZkEK Lkibk,n; ( )
for every k € K
|_ kn = b;n + Dier Lkiain§
A= Sier ((in £, = (@in 1 @20) + T (Cin 07,0 + Bien 1b7,));
3 114,501 n _
Yiet I 12 + Ziex tionll® + T[a,<0)”
take A, € L (Q, F, P; [, p])
foreveryiel

|_ Xi,n+1 = Xin — Angntfn§

On

for every k e K

* ok
| |. Uk,n+1 _Uk,n Anentkm'

The convergence properties of Algorithm 6.3 are established in the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Consider the setting of Algorithm 6.3. Suppose that @ # @ and inf,en E(An(2 — An)) > 0.
Then there exist a P-valued random variable x and a D-valued random variablev” such that, for everyi € I
and every k € K, x, — x; P-a.s. and vl’(“n — 5;: P-a.s.

Proof. (Sketch) We apply Theorem 3.1 to find a zero (x,v*) of W following the deterministic pattern of
the proof of [18, Theorem 13] and using probabilistic arguments made in the proof of Theorem 5.9, which
shares the same Assumption 5.4 and involves a more sophisticated version of Assumption 6.2. [

Remark 6.5. We complement Theorem 6.4 with the following observations.

(i) In the case of deterministic relaxations (A,)nen in ]0, 2[ and deterministic blocks selection, Theo-
rem 6.4 appears in [18, Theorem 13].

(if) A stochastic block-iterative algorithm for solving Problem 6.1 was proposed in [21, Corollary 5.3],
with almost sure convergence of its iterates. This algorithm involves deterministic relaxations in
10, 2[ and necessitates inversions to handle the linear operators. In the case when I is a singleton,
further algorithms with the same features were proposed in [19]. The algorithm of [37, Proposi-
tion 4.6] also guarantees almost sure convergence of the iterates but it requires knowledge of the
norms of linear operators. The same comments apply to the algorithm of [13, Theorem 2.1 and Algo-
rithm 3.1], which considers the minimization case with I as a singleton. Additionally, none of these
prior works show convergence in L2, nor can they benefit from adaptive strategies as in Assump-
tion 5.4 since their block-selection distributions remain constant throughout the iterations.
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(iii) Asin Remark 5.10, stochastic errors can be introduced in the evaluations of the resolvents in Algo-

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

rithm 6.3.
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