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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 → 2H be maximally monotone, let α ∈
]0,+∞[, and let C : H → H be α-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 ofW 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 ofW. 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 x0 ∈ H and iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .

take (wn,w∗
n) ∈ graW and qn ∈ H

t∗n = w∗
n + Cqn

Δn = ⟨xn − wn | t∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥wn − qn∥2

θn =


Δn
∥t∗n∥2

, if Δn > 0;

0, otherwise
dn = θnt∗n
take λn ∈ ]0, 2[
xn+1 = xn − λndn.

(1.2)

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 ρ ∈ [2,+∞[, let 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H), and iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .

Xn = σ(𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥n)
take {𝑤n,𝑤

∗
n, 𝑒n, 𝑒

∗
n} ⊂ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) such that

(
𝑤n + 𝑒n,𝑤∗

n + 𝑒∗n
)
∈ graW P-a.s.

take {𝑞n, 𝑐∗n, 𝑓 ∗n } ⊂ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) such that 𝑐∗n + 𝑓 ∗n = C𝑞n P-a.s.
𝑡∗n =𝑤∗

n + 𝑐∗n
𝛥n = ⟨𝑥n −𝑤n | 𝑡∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2

𝜃n =
1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[𝛥n>0]𝛥n

∥𝑡∗n ∥2 + 1[𝑡∗n=0]
𝑑n = 𝜃n𝑡

∗
n

take 𝜆n ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω,F, P; ]0, ρ])
𝑥n+1 = 𝑥n − 𝜆n𝑑n.

(1.3)
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At iteration n of Algorithm 1.3, the variables 𝑒n, 𝑒∗n , and 𝑓 ∗n model stochastic errors allowed in the activa-
tion of the operatorsW and C. Thus, the algorithm does not require an exact point in the graph ofW but
merely a stochastic approximation (𝑤n,𝑤

∗
n) of such a point. Likewise, it does not require the exact evalu-

ation of C𝑞n but merely a stochastic approximation 𝑐∗n of it. The broad reach of this algorithmic template
stems from the flexibility if offers in choosing the triple (𝑤n,𝑤

∗
n, 𝑞n). Another notable new feature of (1.3)

is the use of a random relaxation parameter 𝜆n which, furthermore, is not restricted to the usual interval
]0, 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 structuredmultivariatemonotone inclusion problem involving amix 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 2H, 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 (xn)n∈N in H are denoted
by𝔖(xn)n∈N and 𝔚(xn)n∈N, 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 → 2H. The graph of M is graM =
{
(x, x∗) ∈ H × H | x∗ ∈ Mx

}
and the set of zeros of M

is zerM =
{
x ∈ H | 0 ∈ Mx

}
. The inverse of M is the operator M−1 : H → 2H with graph graM−1 ={

(x∗, x) ∈ H × H | x∗ ∈ Mx
}
and the resolvent ofM is JM = (Id +M)−1. We say thatM is monotone if(

∀(x, x∗) ∈ graM
) (
∀(y, y∗) ∈ graM

)
⟨x − y | x∗ − y∗⟩ ⩾ 0, (2.1)

and that it is maximally monotone if(
∀(x, x∗) ∈ H × H

) [
(x, x∗) ∈ graM ⇔

(
∀(y, y∗) ∈ graM

)
⟨x − y | x∗ − y∗⟩ ⩾ 0

]
. (2.2)

IfM is maximally monotone, then JM is a single-valued operator defined on H and which satisfies

Fix JM = zerM and (∀x ∈ H) (∀y ∈ H) ∥JMx− JMy∥2 + ∥(Id− JM)x− (Id− JM)y∥2 ⩽ ∥x−y∥2. (2.3)

Let β ∈ ]0,+∞[. ThenM is β-strongly monotone ifM − βId is monotone, i.e.,(
∀(x, x∗) ∈ graM

) (
∀(y, y∗) ∈ graM

)
⟨x − y | x∗ − y∗⟩ ⩾ β∥x − y∥2. (2.4)
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The parallel sum of B : H → 2H and D : H → 2H is B □ D = (B−1 + D−1)−1. An operator C : H → H is
cocoercive with constant α ∈ ]0,+∞[ if

(∀x ∈ H) (∀y ∈ H) ⟨x − y | Cx − Cy⟩ ⩾ α∥Cx − Cy∥2. (2.5)

We denote by Γ0(H) the class of lower semicontinuous convex functions f : H → ]−∞,+∞] such that
dom f =

{
x ∈ H | f (x) < +∞

}
≠ ∅. The subdifferential of f ∈ Γ0(H) is the maximally monotone operator

𝜕f : H → 2H : x ↦→
{
x∗ ∈ H | (∀y ∈ H) ⟨y − x | x∗⟩ + f (x) ⩽ f (y)

}
and the proximity operator of f is

proxf = J𝜕f : H → H : x ↦→ argminz∈H
(
f (z) + 1

2 ∥x − z∥2
)
. (2.6)

The infimal convolution of f and h ∈ Γ0(H) is f □ h : H → [−∞,+∞] : x ↦→ infy∈H(f (y) + h(x − y)).

2.3. Probabilistic setting

The underlying probability space (Ω,F, P) is complete. Let (Ξ,G) be a measurable space. A Ξ-valued ran-
dom variable (random variable for short) is a measurable mapping 𝑥 : (Ω,F, P) → (Ξ,G). In particular, an
H-valued random variable is a measurable mapping 𝑥 : (Ω,F, P) → (H,BH), where BH denotes the Borel
σ-algebra of H. Given 𝑥 : Ω → Ξ and S ∈ G, we set [𝑥 ∈ S] =

{
ω ∈ Ω | 𝑥 (ω) ∈ S

}
. Let p ∈ [1,+∞[ and

let X be a sub σ-algebra of F. Then 𝐿p(Ω,X, P;H) denotes the space of equivalence classes of P-a.s. equal
H-valued random variables 𝑥 : (Ω,X, P) → (H,BH) such that E∥𝑥 ∥p < +∞. Endowed with the norm

∥ · ∥𝐿p (Ω,X,P;H) : 𝑥 ↦→ E1/p∥𝑥 ∥p =
(
∫

Ω
∥𝑥 (ω)∥pP(𝑑ω)

)1/p
, (2.7)

𝐿p(Ω,X, P;H) is a real Banach space. Further,

(∀S ∈ BH) 𝐿p(Ω,X, P; S) =
{
𝑥 ∈ 𝐿p(Ω,X, P;H)

�� 𝑥 ∈ S P-a.s.
}
. (2.8)

The σ-algebra generated by a family Φ of random variables is denoted by σ(Φ). Let (𝑥n)n∈N and 𝑥 be H-
valued random variables. We say that (𝑥n)n∈N converges in probability to 𝑥 , denoted by 𝑥n

P→ 𝑥 , if ∥𝑥n − 𝑥 ∥
converges in probability to 0, i.e.,

(∀ε ∈ ]0,+∞[) P
( [
∥𝑥n − 𝑥 ∥ > ε

] )
→ 0. (2.9)

We say 𝜑 : Ω × H → R is a Carathéodory integrand if{
for P-almost every ω ∈ Ω, 𝜑 (ω, ·) is continuous;
for every x ∈ H, 𝜑 (·, x) is F-measurable.

(2.10)

We denote by ℭ(Ω,F, P;H) the class of Carathéodory integrands 𝜑 : Ω × H → [0,+∞[ such that(
∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H)

) ∫
Ω
𝜑
(
ω, 𝑥 (ω)

)
P(𝑑ω) < +∞. (2.11)

Given 𝜑 ∈ ℭ(Ω,F, P;H) and 𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H), we set 𝜑 (·, 𝑥) : ω ↦→ 𝜑 (ω, 𝑥 (ω)).

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 (𝑥n)n∈N and 𝑥 be H-valued random variables and let p ∈ [1,+∞[ be such that (𝑥n)n∈N
converges strongly in 𝐿p(Ω,F, P;H) to 𝑥 . Then 𝑥n

P→ 𝑥 .
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Lemma 2.2. Let (𝑥n)n∈N and 𝑥 be H-valued random variables such that 𝑥n
P→ 𝑥 . Then there exists a strictly

increasing sequence (jn)n∈N in N such that (𝑥jn)n∈N converges strongly P-a.s. to 𝑥 .

Lemma 2.3. Let (𝜉n)n∈N, (𝛥n)n∈N, and (𝜒n)n∈N be sequences of R-valued random variables such that
lim𝛥n ⩽ 0 P-a.s.;
𝜒n

P→ 0;
(∀n ∈ N) 𝜉n ⩾ 0 P-a.s. and 𝜉n + 𝜒n ⩽ 𝛥n P-a.s.

(2.12)

Then 𝜉n
P→ 0.

Proof. Let ε ∈ ]0,+∞[ and n ∈ N. Let ω ∈ Ω and suppose that 𝜉n(ω) > ε. Then there are two cases:

• 𝜒n(ω) < −ε/2.
• 𝜒n(ω) ⩾ −ε/2, in which case ε/2 = ε − ε/2 < 𝜉n(ω) + 𝜒n(ω) ⩽ 𝛥n(ω). Therefore,

[𝜉n > ε] ⊂ [𝜒n < −ε/2] ∪ [𝛥n > ε/2] . (2.13)

Note that P( [𝜒n < −ε/2]) → 0 since 𝜒n
P→ 0. On the other hand, since lim𝛥n ⩽ 0 P-a.s., we have

limP( [𝛥n > ε/2]) ⩽ P
(
lim [𝛥n > ε/2]

)
= P

({
ω ∈ Ω | (∀n ∈ N) (∃ k ∈ {n, n + 1, . . .}) 𝛥k(ω) > ε/2

})
= 0. (2.14)

Altogether, P( [|𝜉n | > ε]) = P( [𝜉n > ε]) ⩽ P( [𝜒n < −ε/2]) + P( [𝛥n > ε/2]) → 0 and we conclude that
𝜉n

P→ 0.

Lemma 2.4. Let 𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) and let T : H → H be Lipschitzian. Then T𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H).

Proof. Let β ∈ ]0,+∞[ be the Lipschitz constant of T. Since T is continuous, the mapping ω ↦→ (T◦𝑥) (ω) =
T𝑥 (ω) is measurable. Furthermore,

1
2E∥T𝑥 ∥

2 ⩽ E∥T𝑥 − T0∥2 + E∥T0∥2 ⩽ βE∥𝑥 − 0∥2 + E∥T0∥2 = βE∥𝑥 ∥2 + ∥T0∥2 < +∞, (2.15)

which confirms that T𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H).

Lemma 2.5. Let (𝑥n)n∈N be a sequence in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H), let m ∈ N, and let 𝜗 (m) be a {0, . . . ,m}-valued
random variable. Then the function 𝑥

𝜗 (m) : ω ↦→ 𝑥
𝜗 (m) (ω) (ω) is in 𝐿

2(Ω,F, P;H).

Proof. We note that

𝑥
𝜗 (m) =

m∑︁
j=0

1[𝜗 (m)=j]𝑥j P-a.s., (2.16)

which shows that 𝑥
𝜗 (m) is measurable, as (Ω,F, P;H) is complete, and that

E∥𝑥
𝜗 (m) ∥

2 ⩽ m max
1⩽j⩽m

E∥𝑥j∥2 < +∞. (2.17)

Thus, 𝑥
𝜗 (m) ∈ 𝐿

2(Ω,F, P;H).
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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 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H), and let ρ ∈ [2,+∞[.
Iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .

Xn = σ(𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥n)
𝑡∗n ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) and 𝜂n ∈ 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;R) satisfy

1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n]𝜂n
∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;R);

𝜃n =
1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n]

(
⟨𝑥n | 𝑡∗n⟩ − 𝜂n

)
∥𝑡∗n ∥2 + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

;

(∀z ∈ Z) ⟨z | E(𝜃n𝑡∗n |Xn)⟩ ⩽ E(𝜃n𝜂n |Xn) + 𝜀n(·, z) P-a.s.,
where 𝜀n ∈ ℭ(Ω,F, P;H)

𝑑n = 𝜃n𝑡
∗
n

𝜆n ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω,F, P; ]0, ρ])
𝑥n+1 = 𝑥n − 𝜆n𝑑n.

(2.18)

Suppose that, for every n ∈ N, 𝜆n is independent of σ({𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥n, 𝑑n}), and E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) ⩾ 0. Then the
following hold:

(i) (𝑥n)n∈N is a well-defined sequence in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H).
(ii) Suppose that, for every z ∈ Z,

∑
n∈N E𝜀n(·, z)E𝜆n < +∞. Then the following are satisfied:

(a) (∥𝑥n∥)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. and (E∥𝑥n∥2)n∈N is bounded.
(b)

∑
n∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n))E∥𝑑n∥2 < +∞.

(c) Suppose that infn∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) > 0. Then
∑

n∈N E∥𝑥n+1 − 𝑥n∥2 < +∞.
(d) Suppose that 𝔚(𝑥n)n∈N ⊂ Z P-a.s. Then (𝑥n)n∈N converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in

𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to a random variable 𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Z).
(e) Suppose that 𝔖(𝑥n)n∈N ∩ Z ≠ ∅ P-a.s. Then (𝑥n)n∈N converges strongly P-a.s. and strongly in

𝐿1(Ω,F, P;H) to a random variable 𝑥 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Z). Additionally, (𝑥n)n∈N converges weakly
in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to 𝑥 .

Lemma 2.7 ([12, Lemma A.2]). Let α ∈ [0,+∞[, let A : H → H be α-Lipschitzian, let σ ∈ ]0,+∞[, and
let γ ∈ ]0, 1/(α + σ)]. Then γ−1Id − A is σ-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 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) modes, of sequences generated the stochastic Algorithm 1.3.

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

𝜀n(·, z) =max
{
0, E

(
𝜃n

(〈
𝑤n − z

�� 𝑒∗n + 𝑓 ∗n 〉)
+

〈
𝑒n

��𝑤∗
n + Cz

〉
+

〈
𝑒n

�� 𝑒∗n〉 ���Xn

)}
, (3.1)

and suppose that 𝜆n is independent of σ({𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥n, 𝑑n}) and that E(𝜆n(2−𝜆n)) ⩾ 0. Then the following hold:

(i) Let n ∈ N and z ∈ Z. Then〈
z
�� E(𝜃n𝑡∗n |Xn)

〉
⩽ E

(
𝜃n⟨𝑤n | 𝑡∗n⟩

���Xn

)
+ 1
4αE

(
𝜃n∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2

��Xn
)
+ 𝜀n(·, z) P-a.s. (3.2)
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(ii) (𝑥n)n∈N lies in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H).
(iii) Suppose that, for every z ∈ Z,

∑
n∈N E𝜀n(·, z)E𝜆n < +∞. Then the following are satisfied:

(a) (∥𝑥n∥)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. and (E∥𝑥n∥2)n∈N is bounded.
(b)

∑
n∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n))E∥𝑑n∥2 < +∞.

(c) Suppose that inf E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) > 0. Then
∑

n∈N E∥𝑥n+1 − 𝑥n∥2 < +∞.
(d) Suppose that infn∈N 𝜆n > 0 P-a.s. and that (𝑡∗n)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. Then lim𝛥n ⩽ 0 P-a.s.
(e) Suppose that 𝑥n −𝑤n −𝑒n ⇀ 0 P-a.s.,𝑤n +𝑒n −𝑞n → 0 P-a.s., and𝑤∗

n +𝑒∗n +C𝑞n → 0 P-a.s. Then
(𝑥n)n∈N converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to a Z-valued random variable.

(f) Suppose that dimH < +∞, 𝑥n −𝑤n − 𝑒n
P→ 0, 𝑤n + 𝑒n − 𝑞n

P→ 0, and 𝑤∗
n + 𝑒∗n + C𝑞n

P→ 0. Then
(𝑥n)n∈N converges P-a.s. and in 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;H) to a Z-valued random variable.

Proof. (i): Note that (z,−Cz) ∈ graW. Hence, (1.3) and the monotonicity ofW yield〈
z −𝑤n − 𝑒n

��𝑤∗
n + 𝑒∗n + 𝑐∗n

〉
= ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n |𝑤∗

n + 𝑒∗n + C𝑞n⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩
= ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n |𝑤∗

n + 𝑒∗n + Cz⟩ + ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | C𝑞n − Cz⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩
⩽ ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | C𝑞n − Cz⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩
= −⟨z − 𝑞n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ + ⟨𝑤n − 𝑞n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ + ⟨𝑒n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩
⩽ −α∥Cz − C𝑞n∥2 + ∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥∥Cz − C𝑞n∥ + ⟨𝑒n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩

=
∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2

4α −
��� (2√α)−1∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥ −

√
α∥Cz − C𝑞n∥

���2
+ ⟨𝑒n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ − ⟨z −𝑤n − 𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩

⩽
∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2

4α + ⟨𝑤n − z | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩ + ⟨𝑒n | Cz − C𝑞n⟩ + ⟨𝑒n | 𝑓 ∗n ⟩ P-a.s. (3.3)

Therefore, since 𝑡∗n =𝑤∗
n + 𝑐∗n,〈

z
�� 𝑡∗n〉 ⩽ 〈

𝑤n
�� 𝑡∗n〉 + ∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2

4α +
〈
𝑤n − z

�� 𝑒∗n + 𝑓 ∗n 〉
+

〈
𝑒n

��𝑤∗
n + Cz

〉
+

〈
𝑒n

�� 𝑒∗n〉 P-a.s. (3.4)

On the other hand, because 𝜃n ⩾ 0 P-a.s., it follows from scaling by 𝜃n and taking the conditional expec-
tation with respect to Xn in (3.4) that (3.2) holds.
(ii): Let n ∈ N and set 𝜂n = ⟨𝑤n | 𝑡∗n⟩ + (4α)−1∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2. Then 𝜂n ∈ 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;R) and 𝜀n ∈ ℭ(Ω,F, P;H).

Furthermore, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

1
2E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n]𝜂n∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2 ⩽ E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n] (⟨𝑥n | 𝑡∗n⟩ − 𝜂n)∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2 + E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n] ⟨𝑥n | 𝑡∗n⟩∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2
⩽ E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n] ⟨𝑥n | 𝑡∗n⟩ − 𝜂n∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2 + E∥𝑥n∥2

= E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n] (⟨𝑥n −𝑤n | 𝑡∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝑤n − 𝑞n∥2
)

∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2 + E∥𝑥n∥2

⩽ E

�����1[𝑡∗n≠0]1[⟨𝑥n |𝑡∗n ⟩>𝜂n] ⟨𝑥n −𝑤n | 𝑡∗n⟩
∥𝑡∗n ∥ + 1[𝑡∗n=0]

�����2 + E∥𝑥n∥2

⩽ E∥𝑥n −𝑤n∥2 + E∥𝑥n∥2

< +∞. (3.5)
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Altogether, in view of (i), we deduce that (1.3) is a realization of (2.18). Hence, the claim follows from
Theorem 2.6(i).
(iii)(a)–(iii)(c): These follow from Theorem 2.6(ii)(a)–(ii)(c).
(iii)(d): Since infn∈N 𝜆n > 0 P-a.s., we proceed, for P-almost every ω ∈ Ω, 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 Ω′ ∈ F such that

P(Ω′) = 1 and (∀ω ∈ Ω′)


𝑥n(ω) −𝑤n(ω) − 𝑒n(ω) ⇀ 0;
𝑤n(ω) + 𝑒n(ω) − 𝑞n(ω) → 0;
𝑤∗
n (ω) + 𝑒∗n (ω) + C𝑞n(ω) → 0;

(∥𝑥n(ω)∥)n∈N is bounded.

(3.6)

Now let ω ∈ Ω′ and x ∈ 𝔚(𝑥n(ω))n∈N. Then there exists a strictly increasing sequence in N, say (kn)n∈N,
such that 𝑥kn (ω) ⇀ x. Furthermore,

𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω) = 𝑥kn (ω) −
(
𝑥kn (ω) −𝑤kn (ω) − 𝑒kn (ω)

)
⇀ x (3.7)

and, since C is 𝛼−1-Lipschitzian,

𝑤∗
kn
(ω) + 𝑒∗kn (ω) + C

(
𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω)

)


⩽



𝑤∗
kn
(ω) + 𝑒∗kn (ω) + C𝑞kn (ω)



 + 

C(
𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω)

)
− C𝑞kn (ω)




⩽



𝑤∗
kn
(ω) + 𝑒∗kn (ω) + C𝑞kn (ω)



 + 

𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω) − 𝑞kn (ω)




α
→ 0. (3.8)

On the other hand, (1.3) yields

(∀n ∈ N)
(
𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω),𝑤∗

kn
(ω) + 𝑒∗kn (ω) + C

(
𝑤kn (ω) + 𝑒kn (ω)

) )
∈ gra(W + C). (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 𝔚(𝑥n(ω))n∈N, we deduce that 𝔚(𝑥n(ω))n∈N ⊂ Z and,
since P(Ω′) = 1, that 𝔚(𝑥n)n∈N ⊂ Z P-a.s. Therefore, it follows from Theorems 2.6(ii)(d) that (𝑥n)n∈N
converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to a Z-valued random variable.
(iii)(f): Lemma 2.2 guarantees the existence of a strictly increasing sequence in N, say (ln)n∈N, such that

𝑥ln −𝑤ln − 𝑒ln → 0 P-a.s., 𝑤ln + 𝑒ln − 𝑞ln → 0 P-a.s., and 𝑤∗
ln
+ 𝑒∗ln + C𝑞ln → 0 P-a.s. Additionally, it follows

from (iii)(a) that (∥𝑥ln ∥)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. Let Ω′ ∈ F be such that

P(Ω′) = 1 and (∀ω ∈ Ω′)


𝑥ln (ω) −𝑤ln (ω) − 𝑒ln (ω) → 0;
𝑤ln (ω) + 𝑒ln (ω) − 𝑞ln (ω) → 0;
𝑤∗
ln
(ω) + 𝑒∗ln (ω) + C𝑞ln (ω) → 0;

(∥𝑥ln (ω)∥)n∈N is bounded.

(3.10)

Let ω ∈ Ω′. We derive from (3.10) and the fact that H is finite-dimensional that there exists x ∈ H and a
further subsequence (kln)n∈N such that 𝑥kln (ω) → x,

𝑤kln (ω) + 𝑒kln (ω) = 𝑥kln (ω) −
(
𝑥kln (ω) −𝑤kln (ω) − 𝑒kln (ω)

)
→ x, (3.11)

and, as in (3.8),

𝑤∗
kln
(ω) + 𝑒∗kln (ω) + C

(
𝑤kln (ω) + 𝑒kln (ω)

)
→ 0. (3.12)
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However, as in (3.9),

(∀n ∈ N)
(
𝑤kln (ω) + 𝑒kln (ω),𝑤

∗
kln
(ω) + 𝑒∗kln (ω) + C

(
𝑤kln (ω) + 𝑒kln (ω)

) )
∈ gra(W + C), (3.13)

and the maximal monotonicity of W + C yields x ∈ Z. Thus, (𝑥n(ω))n∈N has a cluster point in Z and we
conclude that𝔖(𝑥n)n∈N∩Z ≠ ∅ P-a.s. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 2.6(ii)(e) that (𝑥n)n∈N converges
P-a.s. and in 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;H) to a Z-valued random variable.

Remark 3.2. The random relaxations parameters (𝜆n)n∈N satisfy infn∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) ⩾ 0. When the
relaxation parameters are deterministic, this condition imposes that, for every n ∈ N, λn ∈ ]0, 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
n∈N

E
(
𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)

)
> 0 and inf

n∈N
P( [𝜆n > 2]) > 0. (3.14)

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 → 2H [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 → 2H be a maximally monotone operator such that zerA ≠ ∅, let (γn)n∈N be a
sequence in ]0,+∞[, and let 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H). Iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .⌊
take 𝑒n ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) and 𝜆n ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω,F, P; ]0, 2[)
𝑥n+1 = 𝑥n + 𝜆n

(
JγnA𝑥n − 𝑒n − 𝑥n

)
.

(4.1)

Suppose that, for every n ∈ N, 𝜆n is independent of σ(𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥n, 𝑒n), and that one of the following holds:

(i)
∑

n∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) = +∞,
∑

n∈N
√︁
E|𝜆n |2E∥𝑒n∥2 < +∞, (E∥𝑒n∥2)n∈N is bounded, and (∀n ∈ N) γn = 1.

(ii) infn∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) > 0, infn∈N γn > 0, and
∑

n∈N
√︁
E∥𝑒n∥2 < +∞.

(iii)
∑

n∈N γ
2
n = +∞,

∑
n∈N

√︁
E∥𝑒n∥2 < +∞, and (∀n ∈ N) 𝜆n = 1 P-a.s.

Then (𝑥n)n∈N converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to a (zerA)-valued random variable.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.1 withW = A, C = 0 (hence Z = zerA) and

(∀n ∈ N)



𝑤n = JγnA𝑥n − 𝑒n;
𝑤∗
n = γ−1n (𝑥n −𝑤n);

𝑞n =𝑤n;
𝑐∗n = 𝑓 ∗n = 0;
𝑒∗n = −γ−1n 𝑒n.

(4.2)

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

(∀n ∈ N)
(
𝑤n + 𝑒n,𝑤∗

n + 𝑒∗n
)
=

(
JγnA𝑥n, γ

−1
n (𝑥n − JγnA𝑥n)

)
∈ graA P-a.s. (4.3)
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and that algorithm (4.1) is an instantiation of Algorithm 1.3 with

(∀n ∈ N) 𝑡∗n = γ−1n (𝑥n −𝑤n) and 𝜃n = γn. (4.4)

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

𝑦0,k = 𝑥k and (∀n ∈ N) 𝑦n+1,k = 𝑦n,k + 𝜆n+k
(
Jγn+kA𝑦n,k − 𝑦n,k

)
. (4.5)

Let k ∈ N. Then, as above, (𝑦n,k)n∈N is a sequence generated by an instantiation of Algorithm 1.3 now
initialized at 𝑥k with, for every n ∈ N, 𝑒n = 0 and 𝑞n = Jγn+kA𝑦n,k. Consequently, Theorem 3.1(iii)(a) as-
serts that (∥𝑦n,k∥)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. and that (E∥𝑦n,k∥2)n∈N is bounded. Additionally, we deduce from
Theorem 3.1(iii)(b) that∑︁

n∈N
E
(
𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)

)
E


𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k



2 < +∞. (4.6)

Next, let us show that, under any of scenarios (i)–(iii),

∥𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k∥ → 0 P-a.s. as n → +∞. (4.7)

• Suppose that (i) holds. Then we deduce from (4.6) that lim E∥𝑦n,k − JA𝑦n,k∥
2 = 0. In turn, Fatou’s

lemma yields lim∥𝑦n,k − JA𝑦n,k∥ = 0 P-a.s. Now set T = 2JA − Id and recall that it is nonexpansive [4,
Corollary 23.11(ii)]. Therefore,

(∀n ∈ N) 2


𝑦n+1,k − JA𝑦n+1,k



 = 

T𝑦n+1,k − 𝑦n+1,k


=



T𝑦n+1,k − T𝑦n,k + (1 − 𝜆n/2) (T𝑦n,k − 𝑦n,k)




⩽ ∥𝑦n+1,k − 𝑦n,k∥ + (1 − 𝜆n/2)


T𝑦n,k − 𝑦n,k



= (𝜆n/2)


T𝑦n,k − 𝑦n,k

 + (1 − 𝜆n/2)



T𝑦n,k − 𝑦n,k


= 2



𝑦n,k − JA𝑦n,k


 P-a.s., (4.8)

which shows that (∥𝑦n,k − JA𝑦n,k∥)n∈N decreases P-a.s. Hence, ∥𝑦n,k − JA𝑦n,k∥ → 0 P-a.s. as n → +∞.
• Suppose that (ii) or (iii) holds. Then it follows from (4.6) that

E
∑︁
n∈N



𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k


2 = ∑︁

n∈N
E


𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k



2 < +∞. (4.9)

Thus
∑

n∈N∥𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k∥
2 < +∞ P-a.s. and hence ∥𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k∥ → 0 P-a.s. as n → +∞.

This establishes (4.7). On the other hand, let us note that, under any of scenarios (i)–(iii),

E
∑︁
n∈N

|𝜆n | ∥𝑒n∥ =
∑︁
n∈N

E
(
|𝜆n | ∥𝑒n∥

)
=

∑︁
n∈N

E|𝜆n | E∥𝑒n∥ ⩽
∑︁
n∈N

√︃
E|𝜆n |2E∥𝑒n∥2 < +∞. (4.10)

Hence
∑

n∈N |𝜆n | ∥𝑒n∥ < +∞ P-a.s. Consequently, taking into account (4.1), (4.5), and (2.3), we infer that,
for every n ∈ N ∖ {0},



𝑥n+k − 𝑦n,k

 ⩽ n+k−1∑︁
j=k



𝜆j𝑒j

 ⩽ +∞∑︁
j=k

|𝜆j | ∥𝑒j∥ < +∞ P-a.s. (4.11)

10



and 

𝑥n+k − 𝑦n,k

𝐿2 (Ω,F,P;H) ⩽ n+k−1∑︁
j=k



𝜆j𝑒j

𝐿2 (Ω,F,P;H)
=

n+k−1∑︁
j=k

√︃
E
��𝜆j∥𝑒j∥��2

=

n+k−1∑︁
j=k

√︃
E|𝜆j |2E∥𝑒j∥2

⩽
+∞∑︁
j=k

√︃
E|𝜆j |2E∥𝑒j∥2

< +∞ (4.12)

In turn, since (E∥𝑦n,k∥2)n∈N is bounded, so is (E∥𝑥n∥2)n∈N. Next, fix z ∈ zerA. We derive from (3.1), (4.2),
(4.4), the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, and (2.3) that∑︁

n∈N
E𝜀n(·, z)E𝜆n =

∑︁
n∈N

Emax
{
0, E

(
⟨z − JγnA𝑥n | 𝑒n⟩ + ⟨𝑒n | 𝑥n − JγnA𝑥n⟩ + ∥𝑒n∥2

���Xn

)}
E𝜆n

⩽
∑︁
n∈N

(√︃
E∥z − JγnA𝑥n∥2 +

√︃
E∥𝑥n − JγnA𝑥n∥2 +

√︃
E∥𝑒n∥2

)√︃
E∥𝑒n∥2 E𝜆n

⩽
∑︁
n∈N

(√︃
E∥z − 𝑥n∥2 +

√︃
E∥(Id − JγnA)𝑥n − (Id − JγnA)z∥2 +

√︃
E∥𝑒n∥2

)√︃
E|𝜆n |2E∥𝑒n∥2

⩽
∑︁
n∈N

(
2
√︃
E∥𝑥n − z∥2 +

√︃
E∥𝑒n∥2

)√︃
E|𝜆n |2E∥𝑒n∥2

< +∞. (4.13)

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 − 𝑒n = 𝑥n − JγnA𝑥n ⇀ 0 P-a.s.;
𝑤n + 𝑒n − 𝑞n = JγnA𝑥n − 𝑥n → 0 P-a.s.;
𝑤∗
n + 𝑒∗n + C𝑞n = γ−1n

(
𝑥n − JγnA𝑥n

)
→ 0 P-a.s.

(4.14)

By invoking (2.3), (4.11), and (4.7), we obtain

lim
m→+∞



𝑥m − JγmA𝑥m


 = lim

n→+∞



𝑥n+k − Jγn+kA𝑥n+k




⩽ lim
n→+∞

(
∥𝑥n+k − 𝑦n,k∥ +



Jγn+kA𝑥n+k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k


 + 

𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k



)
⩽ lim

n→+∞

(
2∥𝑥n+k − 𝑦n,k∥ +



𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k


)

⩽ lim
n→+∞

(
2

+∞∑︁
j=k



𝜆j𝑒j

 + 

𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k


)

= 2
+∞∑︁
j=k

|𝜆j | ∥𝑒j∥ + lim
n→+∞



𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k




= 2
+∞∑︁
j=k

|𝜆j | ∥𝑒j∥ P-a.s. (4.15)
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Thus, upon taking the limit as k → +∞ in (4.15), we obtain limm→+∞∥𝑥m − JγmA𝑥m∥ = 0 P-a.s. Hence,
since (γn)n∈N is bounded away from 0, (4.14) holds.

• Convergence under assumption (iii): Note that (4.6) yields
∑

n∈N γ
2
n+kE∥γ

−1
n+k(𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k)∥

2 <

+∞, which forces lim∥γ−1n+k(𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k)∥ = 0 P-a.s. Upon invoking [4, Proposition 23.22] and
the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain, for every n ∈ N,

0 ⩽ 1
γn+1+k

〈
Jγn+kA𝑦n,k − Jγn+1+kA𝑦n+1,k

���� 𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k

γn+k
−
𝑦n+1,k − Jγn+k+1A𝑦n+1,k

γn+1+k

〉
=

〈
Jγn+kA𝑦n,k − Jγn+1+kA𝑦n+1,k

γn+1+k

���� 𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k

γn+k

〉
−





𝑦n+1,k − Jγn+k+1A𝑦n+1,k

γn+1+k





2
⩽





𝑦n+1,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n+1,k

γn+1+k





(



𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k

γn+k





 − 



𝑦n+1,k − Jγn+k+1A𝑦n+1,k

γn+1+k





) P-a.s. (4.16)

Hence, (∥γ−1n+k(𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k)∥)n∈N decreases P-a.s., which implies that γ−1n+k(𝑦n,k − Jγn+kA𝑦n,k) →
0 P-a.s. as n → +∞. Consequently, we deduce then from Theorem (iii)(e) that, for every k ∈ N,
(𝑦n,k)n∈N converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to some (zerA)-valued random vari-
able which we denote by 𝑦k. In addition, we deduce from (4.1), (4.5), and (2.3) that

(∀k ∈ N) (∀n ∈ N)
{
∥𝑦n,k+1 − 𝑦n+1,k∥ ⩽ ∥𝑒k∥ P-a.s.;
∥𝑦n,k+1 − 𝑦n+1,k∥𝐿2 (Ω,F,P;H) ⩽ ∥𝑒k∥𝐿2 (Ω,F,P;H) .

(4.17)

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

(∀k ∈ N)
{
∥𝑦k+1 − 𝑦k∥ ⩽ lim



𝑦n,k+1 − 𝑦n+1,k

 ⩽ ∥𝑒k∥ P-a.s.;
E∥𝑦k+1 − 𝑦k∥2 ⩽ lim E



𝑦n,k+1 − 𝑦n+1,k

2 ⩽ E∥𝑒k∥2.
(4.18)

Since
∑

n∈N∥𝑒n∥ < +∞ P-a.s. and
∑

n∈N
√︁
E∥𝑒n∥2 < +∞, (4.18) shows that (𝑦k)k∈N is a Cauchy se-

quence both P-a.s. and in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H). Hence, we deduce from (4.11), (4.12), and (4.18) that there
exists a (zerA)-valued random variable 𝑦 such that

𝑥n+k − 𝑦n,k → 0 P-a.s. and in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) as n → +∞ and k → +∞;
for every k ∈ N, 𝑦n,k − 𝑦k ⇀ 0 P-a.s. and in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) as n → +∞;
𝑦k − 𝑦 → 0 P-a.s. and in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) as k → +∞.

(4.19)

Thus, 𝑥n+k−𝑦 = 𝑥n+k−𝑦n,k+𝑦n,k−𝑦k+𝑦k−𝑦 ⇀ 0 P-a.s. and in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) as n → +∞ and k →
+∞. This confirms that (𝑥n)n∈N converges weakly P-a.s. and weakly in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H) to 𝑦.

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

(i) In the deterministic settingwith (λn)n∈N 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 (λn)n∈N in ]0, 2[ and constant proximal parameters (γn)n∈N,
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]. Thismodel includes amix 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 (Hi)i∈I and (Gk)k∈K be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H =

⊕
i∈I Hi and G =

⊕
k∈K Gk. Denote by x = (xi)i∈I a generic element in H. For every i ∈ I and every

k ∈ K, let s∗i ∈ Hi, let rk ∈ Gk, and suppose that the following are satisfied:

[a] Ai : Hi → 2Hi is maximally monotone, Ci : Hi → Hi is cocoercive with constant αci ∈ ]0,+∞[,
Qi : Hi → Hi is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant αli ∈ [0,+∞[, and Ri : H → Hi.

[b] Bm
k : Gk → 2Gk is maximally monotone, Bc

k : Gk → Gk is cocoercive with constant βck ∈ ]0,+∞[,
and Bl

k : Gk → Gk is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant βlk ∈ [0,+∞[.
[c] Dm

k : Gk → 2Gk is maximally monotone, Dc
k : Gk → Gk is cocoercive with constant δck ∈ ]0,+∞[,

and Dl
k : Gk → Gk is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant δlk ∈ [0,+∞[.

[d] Lki : Hi → Gk is linear.

In addition, it is assumed that

[e] R : H → H : x ↦→ (Rix)i∈I is monotone and Lipschitzian with constant χ ∈ [0,+∞[.

The objective is to solve the primal problem

find x ∈ H such that (∀i ∈ I) s∗i ∈ Aixi + Cixi +Qixi + Rix

+
∑︁
k∈K

L∗ki

(( (
Bm
k + Bc

k + Bl
k

)
□

(
Dm
k + Dc

k + Dl
k

) ) (∑︁
j∈I

Lkjxj − rk

))
(5.1)

and the associated dual problem

find v∗ ∈ G such that (∃ x ∈ H) (∀i ∈ I) (∀k ∈ K)
s∗i −

∑︁
j∈K

L∗jiv
∗
j ∈ Aixi + Cixi +Qixi + Rix;

v∗k ∈
( (
Bm
k + Bc

k + Bl
k

)
□

(
Dm
k + Dc

k + Dl
k

) ) (∑︁
j∈I

Lkjxj − rk

)
.

(5.2)

Finally, P denotes the set of solutions to (5.1), D denotes the set of solutions to (5.2), and we set X =

H ⊕ G ⊕ G ⊕ G.

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 : X → 2X : (x, y, z, v∗) ↦→(?
i∈I

(
−s∗i + Aixi + Cixi +Qixi + Rix +

∑︁
k∈K

L∗kiv
∗
k

)
,
?
k∈K

(
Bm
k yk + Bc

k yk + Bl
k yk − v∗k

)
,

?
k∈K

(
Dm
k zk + Dc

k zk + Dl
k zk − v∗k

)
,
?
k∈K

{
rk + yk + zk −

∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi

} )
, (5.3)

and the saddle form of Problem 5.1 is to

find x ∈ X such that 0 ∈ Sx. (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) S is maximally monotone.
(ii) Suppose that x = (x, y, z, v∗) ∈ zerS. Then (x, v∗) ∈ P ×D.
(iii) D ≠ ∅⇔ zerS ≠ ∅⇒P ≠ ∅.

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

W : X → 2X : (x, y, z, v∗) ↦→(?
i∈I

(
−s∗i + Aixi +Qixi + Rix +

∑︁
k∈K

L∗kiv
∗
k

)
,
?
k∈K

(
Bm
k yk + Bl

k yk − v∗k
)
,

?
k∈K

(
Dm
k zk + Dl

k zk − v∗k
)
,
?
k∈K

{
rk + yk + zk −

∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi

} )
(5.5)

and

C : X → X : (x, y, z, v∗) ↦→
( (
Cixi

)
i∈I,

(
Bc
k yk

)
k∈K,

(
Dc
k zk

)
k∈K, 0

)
. (5.6)

As seen in [12, Proposition 2(ii)–(iii)], W is maximally monotone and C is α-cocoercive with α =

min{αci , β
c
k , δ

c
k }i∈I,k∈K. 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, (πi)i∈I and (ζk)k∈K are in ]0, 1], andN ∈ N∖{0}. (𝐼n)n∈N
are nonempty sets with elements randomly taken in I, and (𝐾n)n∈N are nonempty sets with elements
randomly taken in K satisfying, for every finite collection of positive integers n1, . . . , nm,

(∀i ∈ I) P
( m⋂
j=1

[i ∈ 𝐼nj]
)
=

m∏
j=1

P
(
[i ∈ 𝐼nj]

)
;

(∀k ∈ K) P
( m⋂
j=1

[k ∈ 𝐾nj]
)
=

m∏
j=1

P
(
[k ∈ 𝐾nj]

)
.

(5.7)
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Moreover, 𝐼0 = I, 𝐾0 = K, and

(∀n ∈ N)


(∀i ∈ I) P

( [
i ∈

n+N−1⋃
j=n

𝐼j

] )
⩾ πi;

(∀k ∈ K) P
( [
k ∈

n+N−1⋃
j=n

𝐾j

] )
⩾ ζk.

(5.8)

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, πi = 1 and ζk = 1.

(ii) Set, for every n ∈ N, 𝐼n = {𝑖n} and 𝐾n = {𝑘n}, where (𝑖n)n∈N are i.i.d random variables uniformly
distributed on I and (𝑘n)n∈N are i.i.d random variables uniformly distributed on K. This rule satisfies
Assumption 5.4 for N = 1, πi ≡ 1/card I, and ζk ≡ 1/card K.

Proposition 5.6. Let I be a nonempty finite set, and let (𝐼n)n∈N be randomly selected nonempty subsets of I.
Suppose that 𝐼0 = I, and that i ∈ I is such that ( [i ∈ 𝐼n])n∈N is an independent sequence in F that satisfies

(∃N ∈ N ∖ {0})(∃ πi ∈ ]0, 1]) (∀n ∈ N) P
( [
i ∈

n+N−1⋃
j=n

𝐼j

] )
⩾ πi. (5.9)

Set, for every n ∈ N, 𝜗i(n) =max
{
j ∈ N | j ⩽ n and i ∈ 𝐼j

}
. Further, let (𝑥n)n∈N be a sequence in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;H)

such that
∑

n∈N E∥𝑥n+1 − 𝑥n∥2 < +∞ P-a.s. Then 𝑥
𝜗i (n) − 𝑥n → 0 in 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;H).

Proof. Note that (∀n ∈ N) 𝜗i(n) ∈ {0, . . . , n} P-a.s. Hence, Lemma 2.5 ensures that, for every n ∈ N,
𝑥
𝜗i (n) ∈ 𝐿

2(Ω,F, P;H). On the other hand, it follows from the independence condition and (5.9) that

(∀n ∈ N) P
( [
i ∉

+∞⋃
j=n

𝐼j

] )
= P

(+∞⋂
j=n

[
i ∈ ∁𝐼j

] )
= P

(
lim

0<m→+∞

n+mN−1⋂
j=n

[
i ∈ ∁𝐼j

] )
= lim

0<m→+∞
P
(n+mN−1⋂

j=n

[
i ∈ ∁𝐼j

] )
= lim

0<m→+∞

m−1∏
k=0

P
(n+(k+1)N−1⋂

j=n+kN

[
i ∈ ∁𝐼j

] )
= lim

0<m→+∞

m−1∏
k=0

P
(
∁

[
i ∈

(n+kN)+N−1⋃
j=n+kN

𝐼j

] )
⩽ lim

0<m→+∞
(1 − πi)m

= 0. (5.10)

Therefore 𝜗i(n) → +∞ P-a.s. as n → +∞ and, since
∑

n∈N∥𝑥n+1 − 𝑥n∥2 < +∞ P-a.s., we have∑
j⩾𝜗i (n) ∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥

2 ↓ 0 P-a.s. as n → +∞. Thus,

(∀n ∈ N) 0 ⩽
∑︁

j⩾𝜗i (n)
∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥2 ⩽

∑︁
j∈N

∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥2 ∈ 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;R), (5.11)
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from which we deduce via [41, Theorem 2.6.1(b)] that E
∑

j⩾𝜗i (n) ∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥
2 → 0 as n → +∞. On the other

hand, let n ∈ N and m ∈ N be such that mN ⩽ n < (m + 1)N. Then

E
(
n − 𝜗i(n)

)
=

n−1∑︁
l=0

(n − l)P
( [
i ∈ 𝐼l

] )
P
( [
i ∉

n⋃
j=l+1

𝐼j

] )
⩽

n−1∑︁
l=0

(n − l)P
( [
i ∉

n⋃
j=l+1

𝐼j

] )
⩽ N(n −mN) +

m−1∑︁
k=0

(k+1)N−1∑︁
l=kN

(n − l)P
( [
i ∉

n⋃
j=l+1

𝐼j

] )
⩽ N2 +

m−1∑︁
k=0

(k+1)N−1∑︁
l=kN

(n − l)P
( [
i ∉

mN−1⋃
j=(k+1)N

𝐼j

] )
⩽ N2 +

m−1∑︁
k=0

(n − kN)
(k+1)N−1∑︁

l=kN

(1 − πi)m−k−1

= N2 +
m−1∑︁
k=0

(n − kN)N(1 − πi)m−k−1

⩽ N2 +
m−1∑︁
k=0

(
(m + 1)N − kN

)
N(1 − πi)m−k−1

= N2
(
1 +

m−1∑︁
k=0

(
m + 1 − k

)
(1 − πi)m−k−1

)
= N2

(
1 +

m−1∑︁
l=0

(
l + 2

)
(1 − πi)l

)
= N2

(
1 +

m−1∑︁
l=0

l(1 − πi)l +
m−1∑︁
l=0

2(1 − πi)l
)

= N2
(
1 + (1 − πi)

1 −m(1 − πi)m−1 + (m − 1) (1 − πi)m

π2i
+ 21 − (1 − πi)m

πi

)
= N2

(
1 + 1 − πi −m(1 − πi)m + (m − 1) (1 − πi)m+1

π2i
+ 2πi + 2(1 − πi)m+1 − 2(1 − πi)m

π2i

)
= N2

(
1 + (m + 1) (1 − πi)m+1 − (m + 2) (1 − πi)m + 1 + πi

π2i

)
, (5.12)

which shows that lim E(n−𝜗i(n)) ⩽ N2(1+(1+πi)/π2i ) < +∞. Thus, E∥𝑥n − 𝑥𝜗i (n) ∥ ⩽ E
∑n

j=𝜗i (n) ∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥ ⩽

E(
√︁
n + 1 − 𝜗i(n)

√︃∑n
j=𝜗i (n) ∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥

2 ) ⩽
√︃
1 + E

(
n − 𝜗i(n)

) √︃
E
∑+∞

j=𝜗i (n) ∥𝑥j+1 − 𝑥j∥
2 → 0. This confirms

that 𝑥
𝜗i (n) − 𝑥n → 0 in 𝐿1(Ω,F, P;H).

Assumption 5.7. In the setting of Problem 5.1, set α = min{αci , β
c
k , δ

c
k }i∈I,k∈K, and let σ ∈ ]0,+∞[ and

ε ∈ ]0, 1[ be such that σ > 1/(4α) and 1/ε > max{αli + χ + σ, βlk + σ, δlk + σ}i∈I,k∈K, and suppose that the
following are satisfied:

[a] For every i ∈ I and every n ∈ N, γi,n ∈
[
ε, 1/(αli + χ + σ)

]
.
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[b] For every k ∈ K and every n ∈ N, μk,n ∈
[
ε, 1/(βlk + σ)

]
, νk,n ∈

[
ε, 1/(δlk + σ)

]
, and σk,n ∈ [ε, 1/ε].

[c] For every i ∈ I, 𝑥i,0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Hi) and, for every k ∈ K, {𝑦k,0, 𝑧k,0, 𝑣∗k,0} ⊂ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Gk).

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 ρ ∈ [2,+∞[ and iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .

for every i ∈ 𝐼n
𝑙∗i,n = Qi𝑥i,n + Ri𝒙n +

∑
k∈K L

∗
ki𝑣

∗
k,n;

𝑎i,n = Jγi,nAi
(
𝑥i,n + γi,n(s∗i − 𝑙∗i,n − Ci𝑥i,n)

)
;

𝑎∗i,n = γ−1i,n (𝑥i,n − 𝑎i,n) − 𝑙∗i,n +Qi𝑎i,n;
𝜉i,n = ∥𝑎i,n − 𝑥i,n∥2;

for every i ∈ I ∖ 𝐼n⌊
𝑎i,n = 𝑎i,n−1; 𝑎∗i,n = 𝑎∗i,n−1; 𝜉i,n = 𝜉i,n−1;

for every k ∈ 𝐾n

𝑢∗k,n = 𝑣∗k,n − Bl
k𝑦k,n;

𝑤∗
k,n = 𝑣∗k,n − Dl

k 𝑧k,n;
𝑏k,n = Jμk,nBm

k

(
𝑦k,n + μk,n(𝑢∗k,n − Bc

k𝑦k,n)
)
;

𝑑k,n = Jνk,nDm
k

(
𝑧k,n + νk,n(𝑤∗

k,n − Dc
k 𝑧k,n)

)
;

𝑒∗k,n = σk,n
( ∑

i∈I Lki𝑥i,n − 𝑦k,n − 𝑧k,n − rk
)
+ 𝑣∗k,n;

𝑞∗k,n = μ−1k,n(𝑦k,n − 𝑏k,n) + 𝑢
∗
k,n + Bl

k𝑏k,n − 𝑒
∗
k,n;

𝑡∗k,n = ν−1k,n(𝑧k,n − 𝑑k,n) +𝑤
∗
k,n + Dl

k𝑑k,n − 𝑒
∗
k,n;

𝜂k,n = ∥𝑏k,n − 𝑦k,n∥2 + ∥𝑑k,n − 𝑧k,n∥2;
𝑒k,n = rk + 𝑏k,n + 𝑑k,n −

∑
i∈I Lki𝑎i,n;

for every k ∈ K ∖ 𝐾n⌊
𝑏k,n = 𝑏k,n−1; 𝑑k,n = 𝑑k,n−1; 𝑒∗k,n = 𝑒∗k,n−1; 𝑞

∗
k,n = 𝑞∗k,n−1; 𝑡

∗
k,n = 𝑡∗k,n−1;

𝜂k,n = 𝜂k,n−1; 𝑒k,n = rk + 𝑏k,n + 𝑑k,n −
∑

i∈I Lki𝑎i,n;
for every i ∈ I⌊
𝑝∗i,n = 𝑎∗i,n + Ri𝒂n +

∑
k∈K L

∗
ki𝑒

∗
k,n;

𝛥n = −(4α)−1
( ∑

i∈I 𝜉i,n +
∑

k∈K 𝜂k,n
)
+ ∑

i∈I⟨𝑥i,n − 𝑎i,n | 𝑝∗i,n⟩
+ ∑

k∈K
(
⟨𝑦k,n − 𝑏k,n | 𝑞∗k,n⟩ + ⟨𝑧k,n − 𝑑k,n | 𝑡∗k,n⟩ + ⟨𝑒k,n | 𝑣∗k,n − 𝑒

∗
k,n⟩

)
;

𝜃n =
1[𝛥n>0]𝛥n∑

i∈I ∥𝑝∗i,n∥2 +
∑

k∈K
(
∥𝑞∗k,n∥2 + ∥𝑡∗k,n∥2 + ∥𝑒k,n∥2

)
+ 1[𝛥n⩽0]

;

take 𝜆n ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω,F, P; [ε, ρ])
for every i ∈ I⌊
𝑥i,n+1 = 𝑥i,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑝∗i,n;

for every k ∈ K⌊
𝑦k,n+1 = 𝑦k,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑞∗k,n; 𝑧k,n+1 = 𝑧k,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑡

∗
k,n; 𝑣

∗
k,n+1 = 𝑣

∗
k,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑒k,n;

(5.13)

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 inf𝑛∈N E(𝜆n(2−𝜆n)) > 0 and thatD ≠ ∅.
Then the following hold:

(i) Let i ∈ I. Then (𝑥i,n)n∈N lies in 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Hi) and
∑

n∈N E∥𝑥i,n+1 − 𝑥i,n∥2 < +∞.
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(ii) Let k ∈ K. Then (𝑦k,n)n∈N, (𝑧k,n)n∈N, and (𝑣∗k,n)n∈N are sequences in𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Gk). Further,
∑

n∈N E∥𝑦k,n+1−
𝑦k,n∥2 < +∞,

∑
n∈N E∥𝑧k,n+1 − 𝑧k,n∥2 < +∞, and

∑
n∈N E∥𝑣∗k,n+1 − 𝑣

∗
k,n∥

2 < +∞.

(iii) Let i ∈ I and k ∈ K. Then 𝑥i,n − 𝑎i,n
P→ 0, 𝑦k,n − 𝑏k,n

P→ 0, 𝑧k,n − 𝑑k,n
P→ 0, and 𝑣∗k,n − 𝑒

∗
k,n

P→ 0.
(iv) There exist a P-valued random variable 𝒙 and a D-valued random variable 𝒗∗ such that, for every

i ∈ I and every k ∈ K, 𝑥i,n → 𝑥i P-a.s., 𝑎i,n → 𝑥i P-a.s., and 𝑣∗k,n → 𝑣∗k P-a.s.

Proof. The results will be derived from Theorem 3.1 applied toZ = zerS inX, 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, sinceD ≠ ∅, Proposition 5.3(iii) asserts that zerS ≠ ∅. Let us show that (5.13) is a special
case of (1.3). We define the random indices

(∀i ∈ I) (∀n ∈ N) 𝜗i(n) =max
{
j ∈ N | j ⩽ n and i ∈ 𝐼j

}
(5.14)

and

(∀k ∈ K) (∀n ∈ N) 𝜚k(n) =max
{
j ∈ N | j ⩽ n and k ∈ 𝐾j

}
. (5.15)

It then follows from (5.13) that

(∀i ∈ I) (∀n ∈ N) 𝑎i,n = 𝑎i,𝜗i (n) P-a.s., 𝑎∗i,n = 𝑎∗i,𝜗i (n) P-a.s., 𝜉i,n = 𝜉i,𝜗i (n) P-a.s., (5.16)

and

(∀k ∈ K) (∀n ∈ N)
{
𝑏k,n = 𝑏k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.; 𝑑k,n = 𝑑k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.; 𝜂k,n = 𝜂k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.;
𝑒∗k,n = 𝑒∗k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.; 𝑞

∗
k,n = 𝑞∗k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.; 𝑡

∗
k,n = 𝑡∗k,𝜚k (n) P-a.s.

(5.17)

To match the notation of Theorem 3.1, set

(∀n ∈ N)



𝒙n = (𝒙n,𝒚n, 𝒛n, 𝒗∗n);
𝒒̃
n
= (𝒙n,𝒚n, 𝒛n, 𝒆∗n);

𝒘n = (𝒂n, 𝒃n, 𝒅n, 𝒆∗n);
𝒘∗
n =

(
𝒑∗
n − (Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n))i∈I, 𝒒∗n − (Bc

k𝑦k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, 𝒕
∗
n − (Dc

k 𝑧k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, 𝒆n
)
;

𝒒n =
(
(𝑥i,𝜗i (n))i∈I, (𝑦k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, (𝑧k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, (𝑒∗k,n)k∈K

)
;

𝒕∗n = (𝒑∗
n, 𝒒

∗
n, 𝒕

∗
n, 𝒆n);(

𝒆n, 𝒆∗n.𝒇
∗
n
)
=

(
0, 0, 0

)
.

(5.18)

Then it follows from (3.1) that, for every n ∈ N and every z ∈ zerS, 𝜀n(·, 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

𝑎∗i,n − Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n) = 𝑎
∗
i,𝜗i (n) − Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n)

= γ−1i,𝜗i (n)
(
𝑥i,𝜗i (n) − 𝑎i,𝜗i (n)

)
− 𝑙∗i,𝜗i (n) − Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n) +Qi𝑎i,𝜗i (n)

∈ −s∗i + Ai𝑎i,𝜗i (n) +Qi𝑎i,𝜗i (n)

= −s∗i + Ai𝑎i,n +Qi𝑎i,n P-a.s. (5.19)

and, therefore, that

𝑝∗i,n − Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n) = 𝑎
∗
i,n − Ci𝑥i,𝜗i (n) + Ri𝒂n +

∑︁
k∈K

L∗ki𝑒
∗
k,n

∈ −s∗i + Ai𝑎i,n +Qi𝑎i,n + Ri𝒂n +
∑︁
k∈K

L∗ki𝑒
∗
k,n P-a.s. (5.20)
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Likewise, we derive from (5.17), (5.15), (5.13), and [4, Proposition 23.2(ii)] that

(∀k ∈ K) (∀n ∈ N)

𝑞∗k,n − Bc

k𝑦k,𝜚k (n) ∈ Bm
k 𝑏k,n + Bl

k𝑏k,n − 𝑒
∗
k,n P-a.s.;

𝑡∗k,n − Dc
k 𝑧k,𝜚k (n) ∈ Dm

k 𝑑k,n + Dl
k𝑑k,n − 𝑒

∗
k,n P-a.s.;

𝑒k,n = rk + 𝑏k,n + 𝑑k,n −
∑

i∈I Lki𝑎i,n P-a.s.
(5.21)

In turn, we derive from (5.18) and (5.5) that the sequence (𝒘n,𝒘∗
n)n∈N lies in graW P-a.s. Next, using (5.18)

and (5.6), we obtain, for every n ∈ N, 𝒕∗n =𝒘∗
n + C𝒒n P-a.s. Additionally, (5.13) and (5.16)–(5.18) yield

(∀n ∈ N)
∑︁
i∈I

𝜉i,n +
∑︁
k∈K

𝜂k,n = ∥𝒘n − 𝒒n∥2 P-a.s. (5.22)

Hence, in view of (5.13),

(∀n ∈ N) 𝛥n = ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝒘n − 𝒒n∥2 P-a.s. (5.23)

On the other hand,

(∀i ∈ I) (∀k ∈ K) (∀n ∈ N)

Ri,Qi,Bl

k ,D
l
k and Lki are Lipschitzian;

Ci,Bc
k , and Dc

k are cocoercive, hence Lipschitzian;
Jγi,nAi, Jμk,nBm

k
, and Jνk,nDm

k
are 1-Lipschitzian.

(5.24)

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 𝐿2(Ω,F, 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∑︁

n∈N
E∥𝒙n+1 − 𝒙n∥2 < +∞. (5.25)

(i)–(ii): These follow from Theorem 3.1(ii), (5.25), and (5.18).
(iii)–(iv): Theorem 3.1(iii)(a) implies that (𝒙n)n∈N is bounded P-a.s. Therefore, arguing as in the proof of

[12, Theorem 1],(
𝒒̃
n

)
n∈N

, (𝒘n)n∈N, and (𝒕∗n)n∈N are bounded P-a.s. (5.26)

As a result, (5.23) and Theorem 3.1(iii)(d) yield

lim
(
⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝒘n − 𝒒n∥2

)
= lim𝛥n ⩽ 0 P-a.s. (5.27)

Now define

L : H → G : x ↦→
(∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi

)
k∈K
, with adjoint L∗ : G → H : v∗ ↦→

(∑︁
k∈K

L∗kiv
∗
k

)
i∈I
, (5.28)

and

U : X → X :
(
x, y, z, v∗

)
↦→

(
L∗v∗,−v∗,−v∗,−Lx + y + z

)
. (5.29)

Further, for every n ∈ N, set
(∀i ∈ I) Fi,n = γ−1i,𝜗i (n)Id −Qi;
(∀k ∈ K) Sk,n = μ−1k,𝜚k (n)Id − Bl

k ; Tk,n = ν−1k,𝜚k (n)Id − Dl
k ;

Fn : X → X : (x, y, z, v∗) ↦→
(
(Fi,nxi)i∈I, (Sk,nyk)k∈K, (Tk,nzk)k∈K, (σ−1k,𝜚k (n)v

∗
k)k∈K

) (5.30)
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and 
𝒙̃n =

(
(𝑥i,𝜗i (n))i∈I, (𝑦k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, (𝑧k,𝜚k (n))k∈K, (𝑣∗k,𝜚k (n))k∈K

)
;

𝒗∗n = Fn𝒙n − Fn𝒘n; 𝒖∗n = U𝒘n − U𝒙n;
𝒓∗n =

(
(Ri𝒂n − Ri𝒙n)i∈I, 0, 0, 0

)
; 𝒓̃∗n =

(
(Ri𝒂n − Ri𝒙𝜗i (n))i∈I, 0, 0, 0

)
;

𝒍∗n =

( (
−∑

k∈K L
∗
ki𝑣

∗
k,𝜗i (n)

)
i∈I,

(
𝑣∗k,𝜚k (n)

)
k∈K,

(
𝑣∗k,𝜚k (n)

)
k∈K,

(∑
i∈I Lki𝑥i,𝜚k (n) − 𝑦k,𝜚k (n) − 𝑧k,𝜚k (n)

)
k∈K

)
.

(5.31)

Assumptions [a]–[c] in Problem 5.1 and 5.7[a]&[b], together with Lemma 2.7, imply that

(∀n ∈ N) the operators
{
(Fi,n)i∈I are (χ + σ)-strongly monotone;
(Sk,n)k∈K and (Tk,n)k∈K are σ-strongly monotone.

(5.32)

Consequently, in view of (5.30), that there exists κ ∈ ]0,+∞[ such that

the operators (Fn)n∈N are κ-Lipschitzian. (5.33)

Next, using the same arguments as in the proof of [12, Theorem 1], we obtain

(∀n ∈ N) t∗n = Fn𝒙̃n − Fn𝒘n + 𝒓̃∗n + 𝒍∗n + U𝒘n P-a.s. (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

(∀i ∈ I) (∀k ∈ K)


𝒙𝜗i (n) − 𝒙n

P→ 0; 𝒙𝜚k (n) − 𝒙n
P→ 0;

𝒗∗
𝜗i (n) − 𝒗∗n

P→ 0; 𝒚𝜚k (n) −𝒚n
P→ 0;

𝒛𝜚k (n) − 𝒛n
P→ 0; 𝒗∗

𝜚k (n) − 𝒗∗n
P→ 0.

(5.35)

Thus, (5.31), (5.28), and (5.29) yield

𝒍∗n + U𝒙n
P→ 0, (5.36)

while assumption [e] in Problem 5.1 gives

(∀i ∈ I) ∥Ri𝒙𝜗i (n) − Ri𝒙n∥ ⩽ χ∥𝒙𝜗i (n) − 𝒙n∥
P→ 0. (5.37)

On the other hand, (5.33), (5.31), and (5.35) yield

∥Fn𝒙̃n − Fn𝒙n∥ ⩽ κ∥𝒙̃n − 𝒙n∥
P→ 0 (5.38)

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

𝒕∗n −
(
𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n

)
= 𝒍∗n + U𝒙n + Fn𝒙̃n − Fn𝒙n + 𝒓̃∗n − 𝒓∗n

P→ 0. (5.39)

Additionally, (5.18) and (5.35) yield

𝒒̃
n
− 𝒒n

P→ 0. (5.40)

Therefore, by Cauchy–Schwarz and (5.26),��〈𝒘n − 𝒒̃
n

�� 𝒒̃
n
− 𝒒n

〉�� ⩽ (
sup
m∈N

∥𝒘m∥ + sup
m∈N

∥𝒒̃
m
∥
)
∥𝒒̃

n
− 𝒒n∥

P→ 0 (5.41)
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while, by (5.39),��⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n − (𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n)⟩
�� ⩽ (

sup
m∈N

∥𝒙m∥ + sup
m∈N

∥𝒘m∥
)
∥𝒕∗n − (𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n)∥

P→ 0. (5.42)

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, ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒖∗n⟩ = 0 P-a.s. On the other hand, note
that, for every n ∈ N,

⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝒘n − 𝒒n∥2

= ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n⟩ + ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n − (𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n)⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝒘n − 𝒒n∥2

= ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n⟩ + ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n − (𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n)⟩

− (4α)−1
(

𝒘n − 𝒒̃

n



2 + 2
〈
𝒘n − 𝒒̃

n

�� 𝒒̃
n
− 𝒒n

〉
+



𝒒̃
n
− 𝒒n



2) P-a.s. (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,

⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n⟩ − (4α)−1∥𝒘n − 𝒒̃
n
∥2

⩾
(
σ − (4α)−1

) (
∥𝒙n − 𝒂n∥2 + ∥𝒚n − 𝒃n∥2 + ∥𝒛n − 𝒅n∥2

)
+ ε∥𝒗∗n − 𝒆∗n∥2 P-a.s. (5.44)

For every n ∈ N, let us define{
𝜉n =

(
σ − (4α)−1

) (
∥𝒙n − 𝒂n∥2 + ∥𝒚n − 𝒃n∥2 + ∥𝒛n − 𝒅n∥2

)
+ ε∥𝒗∗n − 𝒆∗n∥2;

𝜒n = ⟨𝒙n −𝒘n | 𝒕∗n − (𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n)⟩ − (4α)−1
(
2⟨𝒘n − 𝒒̃

n
| 𝒒̃

n
− 𝒒n⟩ + ∥𝒒̃

n
− 𝒒n∥2

)
.

(5.45)

Then infn∈N 𝜉n ⩾ 0 P-a.s. Moreover, (5.43) and (5.44) imply that, for every n ∈ N, 𝜉n + 𝜒n ⩽ 𝛥n P-a.s. In
addition, lim𝛥n ⩽ 0 P-a.s. by (5.27) and 𝜒n

P→ 0 by (5.40)–(5.42). Therefore, in view of Lemma 2.3, 𝜉n
P→ 0

and therefore

𝒙n − 𝒂n
P→ 0, 𝒚n − 𝒃n

P→ 0, 𝒛n − 𝒅n
P→ 0, 𝒗∗n − 𝒆∗n

P→ 0, (5.46)

which establishes (iii). In turn, (5.18) and (5.33) force

𝒙n −𝒘n
P→ 0 and (∀n ∈ N) ∥Fn𝒙n − Fn𝒘n∥ ⩽ κ∥𝒙n −𝒘n∥. (5.47)

Hence,

Fn𝒙n − Fn𝒘n
P→ 0. (5.48)

Likewise, (5.35) yields𝒘n − 𝒒n
P→ 0. Further, we infer from (5.31), (5.46), and Problem 5.1[e] that

∥𝒓∗n∥2 = ∥R𝒂n − R𝒙n∥2 ⩽ χ2∥𝒂n − 𝒙n∥2
P→ 0. (5.49)

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

𝒕∗n =

(
𝒕∗n −

(
𝒗∗n + 𝒓∗n + 𝒖∗n

) )
+

(
Fn𝒙n − Fn𝒘n

)
+ U(𝒘n − 𝒙n) + 𝒓∗n

P→ 0. (5.50)

Altogether,

𝒙n −𝒘n − 𝒆n
P→ 0, 𝒘n + 𝒆n − 𝒒n

P→ 0, and 𝒘∗
n + 𝒆∗n + C𝒒n

P→ 0 (5.51)

and Theorem 3.1(iii)(f) therefore guarantees that there exists a zerS-valued random variable 𝒙 =

(𝒙,𝒚, 𝒛, 𝒗∗) such that 𝒙n → 𝒙 P-a.s. This and (5.46) imply that, for every i ∈ I and every k ∈ K,
𝑥i,n → 𝑥i P-a.s., 𝑎i,n → 𝑥i P-a.s., and 𝑣∗k,n → 𝑣∗k P-a.s. Finally, Proposition 5.3(ii) asserts that 𝒙 solves
(5.1) P-a.s. and that 𝒗∗ solves (5.2) P-a.s.
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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 (λn)n∈N in ]0, 2[ and deter-
ministic blocks selections (see Example 5.5(i)), Theorem 5.9 appears in [12, Theorem 1(iv)].

(ii) 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
(∀n ∈ N) (∀z ∈ zerS) 𝜀n(·, z) = 0 P-a.s. Such errors can be introduced under suitable summability
conditions to guarantee that (∀z ∈ zerS) ∑

n∈N E𝜀n(·, z)E𝜆n < +∞.
(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)i∈I and (Gk)k∈K be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H =

⊕
i∈I Hi and G =

⊕
k∈K Gk. Denote by x = (xi)i∈I a generic element in H. For every i ∈ I and

every k ∈ K, let fi ∈ Γ0(Hi), let αi ∈ ]0,+∞[, let φi : Hi → R be convex and differentiable with a (1/αi)-
Lipschitzian gradient, let gk ∈ Γ0(Gk), let hk ∈ Γ0(Gk), let βk ∈ ]0,+∞[, let ψk : Gk → R be convex and
differentiable with a (1/βk)-Lipschitzian gradient, and suppose that Lki : Hi → Gk is linear. In addition, let
χ ∈ [0,+∞[ and let Θ : H → R be convex and differentiable with a χ-Lipschitzian gradient. The objective
is to

minimize
x∈H

Θ(x) +
∑︁
i∈I

(
fi(xi) + φi(xi)

)
+

∑︁
k∈K

(
(gk + ψk) □ hk

) (∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi

)
. (5.52)

We denote byP 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, αci = αi, βck = βk, αli = βlk = δck = δlk = 0, and ∇i Θ denotes the
partial derivative of Θ relative to Hi. Iterate as in (5.13), where the following adjustments are made{

Jγi,nAi = proxγi,nfi ; Ci = ∇φi; Qi = 0; Ri = ∇i Θ; s∗i = 0;
Jμk,nBm

k
= proxμk,ngk ; B

c
k = ∇ψk; Jνk,nDm

k
= proxνk,nhk ; B

l
k = Dc

k = Dl
k = 0; rk = 0.

(5.53)

Corollary 5.13. Consider the setting of Algorithm 5.12. Suppose that inf E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) > 0 and that a
Kuhn–Tucker point (x̃, ṽ∗) ∈ H ×G exists, that is,

(∀i ∈ I) (∀k ∈ K)


−

∑︁
j∈K

L∗jĩv
∗
j ∈ 𝜕fi (̃xi) + ∇φi (̃xi) + ∇i Θ(x̃);∑︁

j∈I
Lkj̃xj ∈ 𝜕

(
g∗k □ ψ

∗
k

)
(̃v∗k) + 𝜕h

∗
k (̃v

∗
k).

(5.54)

Then there exists aP-valued random variable 𝒙 such that, for every i ∈ I, 𝑥i,n → 𝑥i 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 (Hi)i∈I and (Gk)k∈K be finite families of Euclidean spaces with respective direct sums
H =

⊕
i∈I Hi and G =

⊕
k∈K Gk. Denote by x = (xi)i∈I a generic element in H. For every i ∈ I and every

k ∈ K, Ai : Hi → 2Hi is maximally monotone, Bk : Gk → 2Gk is maximally monotone, and Lki : Hi → Gk is
linear. The objective is to solve the primal problem

find x ∈ H such that (∀i ∈ I) 0 ∈ Aixi +
∑︁
k∈K

L∗ki

(
Bk

(∑︁
j∈I

Lkjxj

))
(6.1)

and the associated dual problem

find v∗ ∈ G such that (∃ x ∈ H)


(∀i ∈ I) xi ∈ A−1

i

(
−

∑︁
k∈K

L∗kiv
∗
k

)
;

(∀k ∈ K)
∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi ∈ B−1
k v∗k .

(6.2)

Finally,P denotes the set of solutions to (6.1) andD the set of solutions to (6.2).

The Kuhn–Tucker operator associated with Problem 6.1 is [17, Equation (9.18)]

W : H ⊕ G → 2H⊕G : (x, v∗) ↦→
(?

i∈I

(
Aixi +

∑︁
k∈K

L∗kiv
∗
k

)
,
?
k∈K

(
B−1
k v∗k −

∑︁
i∈I

Lkixi

) )
(6.3)

As shown in [17, Lemma 9.7(ii)], zerW ⊂ P×D. We can therefore approach Problem 6.1 as an instance of
Problem 1.1 with C = 0 and then α 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 ε ∈ ]0, 1[ and suppose that for every i ∈ I, every k ∈ K,
and every n ∈ N, γi,n ∈ [ε, 1/ε], μk,n ∈ [ε, 1/ε], 𝑥i,0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω,F, P;Hi), and 𝑣∗k,0 ∈ 𝐿

2(Ω,F, P;Gk).

23



Algorithm 6.3. Consider the setting of Problem 6.1 and suppose that Assumptions 5.4 and 6.2 are in force.
Let ρ ∈ [2,+∞[ and iterate

for n = 0, 1, . . .

for every i ∈ 𝐼n⌊
𝑙∗i,n =

∑
k∈K L

∗
ki𝑣

∗
k,n;

𝑎i,n = Jγi,nAi
(
𝑥i,n − γi,n𝑙∗i,n

)
; 𝑎∗i,n = γ−1i,n (𝑥i,n − 𝑎i,n) − 𝑙∗i,n;

for every i ∈ I ∖ 𝐼n⌊
𝑎i,n = 𝑎i,n−1; 𝑎∗i,n = 𝑎∗i,n−1;

for every k ∈ 𝐾n⌊
𝑙k,n =

∑
i∈I Lki𝑥i,n;

𝑏k,n = Jμk,nBk
(
𝑙k,n + μk,n𝑣∗k,n

)
; 𝑏∗k,n = 𝑣∗k,n + μ

−1
k,n

(
𝑙k,n − 𝑏k,n

)
;

for every k ∈ K ∖ 𝐾n⌊
𝑏k,n = 𝑏k,n−1; 𝑏∗k,n = 𝑏∗k,n−1;

for every i ∈ I⌊
𝑡∗i,n = 𝑎∗i,n +

∑
k∈K L

∗
ki𝑏

∗
k,n;

for every k ∈ K⌊
𝑡k,n = 𝑏∗k,n +

∑
i∈I Lki𝑎

∗
i,n;

𝛥n =
∑

i∈I
(
⟨𝑥i,n | 𝑡∗i,n⟩ − ⟨𝑎i,n | 𝑎∗i,n⟩

)
+ ∑

k∈K
(
⟨𝑡k,n | 𝑣∗k,n⟩ + ⟨𝑏k,n | 𝑏∗k,n⟩

)
;

𝜃n =
1[𝛥n>0]𝛥n∑

i∈I ∥𝑡∗i,n∥2 +
∑

k∈K ∥𝑡k,n∥2 + 1[𝛥n⩽0]
;

take 𝜆n ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω,F, P; [ε, ρ])
for every i ∈ I⌊
𝑥i,n+1 = 𝑥i,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑡∗i,n;

for every k ∈ K⌊
𝑣∗k,n+1 = 𝑣

∗
k,n − 𝜆n𝜃n𝑡k,n.

(6.4)

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 D ≠ ∅ and inf𝑛∈N E(𝜆n(2 − 𝜆n)) > 0.
Then there exist aP-valued random variable 𝒙 and aD-valued random variable 𝒗∗ such that, for every i ∈ I
and every k ∈ K, 𝑥i,n → 𝑥i P-a.s. and 𝑣∗k,n → 𝑣∗k 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 (λn)n∈N in ]0, 2[ and deterministic blocks selection, Theo-
rem 6.4 appears in [18, Theorem 13].

(ii) 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
]0, 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) As in Remark 5.10, stochastic errors can be introduced in the evaluations of the resolvents in Algo-
rithm 6.3.
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