arXiv:2611.13872v1 [math.OC] 10 Nov 2026

LongTails: Automated Research in Optimization

Alexander Tyurin QuocViet Pham
AXXX, Moscow, Russia Applied Al Institute, Moscow, Russia
Applied Al Institute, Moscow, Russia

Valentin Khrulkov Ivan Oseledets
AXXX, Moscow, Russia AXXX, Moscow, Russia

GitHub: https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails
Website: https://k3nfalt.github.io/longtails

Abstract

We introduce LongTails, a framework for discovering and improving oracle-
complexity bounds with formal verification in Lean 4. Using LongTails, we have
already obtained more than 100 new results across a broad range of optimization
problems, including generalized smoothness, heavy-tailed noise, finite-sum and
composite optimization, and higher-order and zeroth-order methods. Our goal is to
scale discovery and continually develop new methods with non-trivial and valuable
theoretical guarantees using modern agentic systems. The framework is specialized
for optimization, where we separate a Setup, specifying the problem class, assump-
tions, available information, and success criterion, from a Complexity, specifying
a sufficient oracle-call budget. Once a Setup is fixed (e.g., L—smooth convex
optimization with the goal of finding x,¢ such that f(zout) — f(2*) < €), agents
search for better Complexities (e.g., O(y/LR?/¢e), where R > ||z — z*||) by
designing algorithms and proving their convergence. The framework then checks
the proofs and guarantees that every accepted Complexity can indeed be attained
under the given Setup. This turns the search for new methods into an ongoing effort
to improve their theoretical guarantees. To the best of our knowledge, LongTails
is the first framework to scale automated research in optimization across such a
broad range of problems with formally verified theoretical guarantees.

1 Introduction

The current agentic systems [184, 11, 80] are becoming incredibly successful in different areas,
including software engineering [235] and automated scientific experimentation [164]. Mathematics
is one of the fields affected by these advances. For example, OpenAl reported a proof of finite-time
blowup for the three-dimensional Navier—Stokes equations [186] and released over 700 mathematical
manuscripts [187] that solve challenging mathematical problems.

Mathematical optimization is one of the subfields of mathematics [176, 121], where our goal is to
design effective algorithms to solve optimization problems under different setups. Given a setup, we
not only want to design a new method but, more importantly, prove that its theoretical convergence
rate is sound and ideally better than those of previous methods.

In this work, we consider the problem of designing an agentic discovery framework specialized for
mathematical optimization, online learning, and other numerical methods.

Our goal is to design a universal framework, which would allow us to scale
discovery and continually develop new methods with non-trivial and valuable
theoretical guarantees.
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Contributions. In this paper, we present a new framework, LongTails, for automated research in
numerical mathematics and optimization. The main novelty is a new formalization in Lean 4 [50]
tailored to optimization. By formalizing Setups and Complexities, which arise naturally in numerical
methods, we design the framework to support the discovery and development of new theoretical
results at scale.

In particular, a Setup fixes the problem class, the information available to a method, the oracles
it can use, and the required accuracy criterion. Agents can then search for new algorithms and
improve their Complexities, while the Setup remains fixed. Thus, LongTails verifies that there exists
an algorithm that uses only the allowed information and achieves the required accuracy within the
claimed oracle budget (Complexity). This allows us to use the same formal Lean 4 interface and
verification procedure across different optimization problems and repeatedly improve the guarantees
within each Setup. Therefore, we reduce the problem of searching for new methods and complexities
into the problem of improving Complexities under a fixed Setup.

We have already obtained more than 100 new results across several active areas of optimization,
including optimization under generalized smoothness, stochastic optimization with heavy-tailed
noise, finite-sum and composite optimization, parameter-free methods, optimization with inexact
gradients, second- and higher-order methods, zeroth-order optimization, and monotone inclusions.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first framework capable of producing optimization results at
this scale using modern agentic systems. See Sections 4, B, and C, and our website.

Structure. Section 2 introduces LongTails, Setups, and complexities through an example. Section 3
explains how LongTails certifies that each accepted Complexity is attainable under a given Setup.
Section 4 highlights selected new theoretical results, with detailed comparisons in Sections B and C.
Finally, Section 5 describes our prompting strategy.

2 A User’s Guide to LongTails

We now present our new framework developed in Lean 4. The main idea is to consider the structure of
optimization and many numerical methods: we have a Setup, and our goal is to get the best possible
Complexity. Let us illustrate this with an example.

Example with standard convex and L—-smooth functions.
Consider the classical problem

min f(x
i (),

where f is differentiable and convex, and its gradient satisfies |V f(z) — V f(y)|| < L||z — y|| for all
z,y € R% Assume that L > 0 and that a minimizer x* exists with || zo—2*|| < R, where R > 0. The
method has access to an exact gradient oracle and must produce o, such that f(zo.) — f(z*) <&,
for a prescribed € > 0. These assumptions, the oracle, and the accuracy criterion form the Setup. The
accelerated gradient method [179] achieves this criterion within
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gradient queries. This oracle budget is its Complexity.

Motivated by this and many other optimization problems, we develop a framework in which a
researcher defines a Setup that describes the problem of interest. Then, potentially with the help of
Al the researcher proves a new Complexity. The framework handles the rest: once a Setup is fixed,
our framework ensures that the proved Complexity is indeed correct and verified with Lean 4.

Here is a simplified presentation of the Setup for the previously considered example
with convex and L-smooth functions. For readability, we omit the declarations mak-
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ing E a real Hilbert space, their instance registration, and the oracle’s random seeds:
s R

structure Public where
E : Type u

L: R
x0 : E
structure Params extends Public where
R: R
e : R

abbrev spec : Setup where
Params := Params
Public := Public
Instance p := p.E — R
Query p := p.E
Reply p := p.E
Output p := p.E
publicInput := Params.toPublic
valid q := 0 < q.L A 0 < q.R A 0K q.c
admissible q f oracle :=
ConvexOn R Set.univ f A
(V k x, HasGradientAt f (oracle.answer k (0, x)) x) A
~Vkxy,
|loracle.answer k (0, x) - oracle.amswer k (0, y)|| < q.L * ||x - y|]) A
(3 xstar, IsMinOn f Set.univ xstar A ||q.x0 - xstar| < q.R)
successful q f output P :=
3 xstar, IsMinOn f Set.univ xstar A
V™ w O(P : MeasureTheory.Measure _), f (output w) - f xstar < q.¢
(S J

Its fields for this example have the following interpretation:

1. Params stores all parameters of the problem, including the Hilbert space F, the smoothness
constant L, the starting point x, the initial distance bound R, and the target accuracy €. In contrast,
Public contains only the parameters available to the algorithm as input: F, L, and zy. The algorithm
does not have access to the target accuracy ¢ or the initial distance bound R. For instance, making
Public almost empty allows us to build parameter-free methods.

2. Instance is the type of objectives f : E — R that we minimize; Query, Reply, and Output are
all E: a query is a point in E that an algorithm sends to the oracle; the oracle’s reply is a gradient in
E; and the output is a candidate minimizer that the algorithm returns at the end.

3. valid specifies that the Setup assumes L > 0, R > 0, and € > 0.

4. admissible is the field specifying the assumptions: it requires convexity of f, exact gradient
replies from the oracle, the L-Lipschitz gradient bound, and the existence of a minimizer within
distance R of xg.

5. successful defines the goal: it requires the algorithm to return x,¢ such that f(xout) — f(2*) <
€ almost surely.

This code formalizes in Lean 4 the assumptions and accuracy criterion typically stated in prose in math-
ematical papers [179, 176]. Once a Setup is fixed, the goal is to establish a Complexity: an explicit
bound on the number of oracle calls sufficient for a proposed algorithm to meet the specified accuracy
criterion. In our framework, omitting type annotations, one should prove a theorem similar to this:

noncomputable def budget := fun q _ => max 1 [Real.sqrt (2 * q.L * q.R =~ 2 / q.&)]+

theorem result : Convergence spec budget := by ...

The theorem states that there exists an algorithm that, for every valid choice of parameters and every
objective and oracle satisfying the Setup’s assumptions, returns a point Zo,; such that f(zout) —
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f(a*) < e almost surely, using at most max {1, [ —‘ } gradient oracle calls. This matches the

bound in (1).

General case. The same approach extends to a broad range of problems, including nonconvex
optimization, stochastic optimization with heavy-tailed noise, finite-sum optimization, and optimiza-
tion using second-order information, as well as many other settings. The corresponding Setups and
Theorems are available in our repository.

3 How Are We Sure That the Complexities Are Correct?

The main contribution of the framework is to ensure that a proved Complexity is indeed correct and
that there exists an algorithm that achieves it under the given Setup. Using Comparator [211], we
check a proof of the theorem result : Convergence spec budget from the preceding example.
This statement can be interpreted as “prove that there exists an algorithm that achieves the required
accuracy within the given oracle budget under the specified Setup.”

The central part is how we define “convergence.” In Template.lean,
Convergence takes a Setup and a Complexity (budget) as input. Omitting
type annotations and technical details, we can write it schematically as follows:

def Convergence Setup budget : Prop :=
3 makeAlgorithm,
V p, Setup.valid p —
V I oracle, Setup.admissible p I oracle —
let A := makeAlgorithm (Setup.publicInput p)
let result := execute oracle A (budget p)
Setup.successful p I result

This proposition can be read step by step. First, there must exist an algorithm constructor (3
makeAlgorithm). For every choice of parameters p satisfying Setup.valid p, and every instance
I and oracle oracle satisfying Setup.admissible p I oracle, this constructor produces an
algorithm A using only the public parameters Setup.publicInput p. Next, execute runs A
with oracle within the oracle-call budget budget p. Finally, Setup.successful p I result
requires the output result to satisfy the specified accuracy criterion.

The order of the quantifiers matters. The algorithm constructor is chosen before the hidden instance
and oracle, and receives neither of them as input. It cannot choose a different method by inspecting
an unknown objective or its minimizer.

Comparator [211] checks the theorem result : Convergence spec budget against the fixed
Setup and audits the budget definition, rejecting unfinished proofs and unpermitted axioms. Thus, we
reduce the research problem to agentic optimization of Complexities: agents search for better budgets
and corresponding algorithms and proofs, while every accepted result must respect the fixed Setup’s
assumptions, oracle model, and success criterion.

Schematically, for a fixed Setup, the research objective in optimization is

minimize budget
budget

subject to Convergence Setup budget proved in Lean 4.

Here, budget represents the Complexity: a bound on the number of calls to each oracle. The constraint
requires an algorithm that achieves this budget under the fixed Setup. The goal of an agent is to
minimize budget.

4 Selected New Theoretical Results

Using LongTails, we search for new methods that improve existing Complexities or provide the first
guarantees in unexplored Setups. We use Codex [185] and Claude Code [11] to consider Setups
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and produce Complexities. We have proved more than 100 new results on our website. We use an
additional agentic review layer to produce reviews of the results. We then manually check the Setups,
reviews, and Complexities, including whether the Setups match those in prior work or capture the
intended mathematical problems. We count only the results for which we agree with the review that
the result is new. The proofs and theorem statements are checked automatically, and the resulting
Complexities are converted using a deterministic parser.

In Sections B and C, we present the considered Setups and our results, all formally proved in Lean 4.
Below, we highlight several new theoretical convergence guarantees.

Generalized Smooth Convex Optimization. Let us discuss one example in more detail. Consider
convex optimization under the generalized smoothness assumption || V2 f(z)|| < Lo + L1 ||V f(2)],
where Lo > 0 and L; > 0 [248]. Given bounds R > ||z —2*|| and A > f(xo) — f(z*), our goal is
to find zout With f(zout) — f(a*) < e. For simplicity, we hide logarithmic factors using O notation.
The previous bounds in [214, Thm. 4.3] and [218, Thm. 6.2], respectively, are

~ | LoR? ~ | Lo R?
O<1+ OsR +L1R) and (9((1+y) 1+ OER + (L R)¥3

The first bound counts gradient queries. The second also counts function and gradient queries used
by exact line searches, where v is the oracle cost of an exact one-dimensional minimization. Using
LongTails, we obtain

_ LoR?
O<1+ OER +(L1R)2/3>

using only gradient queries. Thus, ignoring logarithmic factors, we improve the L; R term in the
first bound to (L; R)?/? and remove the exact line-search cost from the second. This answers the
question of achieving this accelerated rate using only gradient queries [218]. The precise bounds and
comparisons are presented in Table 12. The method is presented in Algorithm I in Appendix A.

The agent came up with a very interesting and non-trivial idea, presented in Algorithm 1: combine
acceleration with a local curvature estimate obtained from the gradient norm. At iteration k, the
method uses the curvature estimate G, to choose the acceleration weight ay, and form the extrapolated
point y*. It then computes g* = V f(y*), sets My, = 4(Lo + L1||g*||), and takes the gradient step
vF = yk —gF /M. If My, > G, the method damps the accelerated update by v, = Gy, /M, and sets
Gr4+1 = 16G}. Otherwise, it takes the full update and sets G1 = Gy /16. The second gradient,
h¥ = V f(v*), is used to update z**+1. The analysis, outlined in Section A.1, separates iterations
with low and high local curvature: the former give the usual accelerated term, while the latter are
controlled by the decrease of a potential function, yielding the (L; R)?/ term up to logarithmic
factors.

There are many other results. In Table 13, we establish an accelerated, gradient-only guarantee
whose updates require neither the smoothness parameters nor bounds on the initial distance and
objective gap. In Table 6, we establish an accelerated complexity bound for constrained composite
problems f + 1), where f is convex and (Lg, L1 )-smooth and ¢ is convex and admits exact proximal
evaluations. In Table 5, we further obtain an accelerated composite guarantee whose updates use only
gradients and proximal evaluations, with an arbitrary initial trial step and no smoothness parameters
or initial distance and gap bounds. Compared with [128], we retain the leading accelerated complexity
while removing these parameters, including the gradient bound at a minimizer, from the updates; the
stopping budget still depends on them.

Generalized Smooth Composite Optimization. In Table 19, we extend gradient sliding [120]
to convex objectives f + h with (Lg, L1)-smooth f and bounded subgradients of h. Using exact
projections, we obtain £~ '/2 dependence in gradient calls with polynomial dependence on L; R,
improving the exponential dependence from applying classical gradient sliding with a localized
smoothness bound. The total complexity still includes O(M?2R? /<) subgradient and projection
calls, where M bounds the subgradients of h; the gradient savings improve the total bound when this
term does not dominate.

Generalized Smooth Convex Stochastic Optimization. For convex (Lo, L1 )-smooth objectives, we
also obtain stochastic guarantees. In Table 30, we obtain accelerated high-probability bounds under
unbiased, light-tailed gradient noise, improving the dependence on L; R in the regimes specified in
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the table. In Table 9, we obtain accelerated high-probability guarantees with unbiased stochastic
gradients under only a bounded-variance assumption. Up to logarithmic factors, the complexity is
uniformly no worse than the RCSAG bound [153] on the common setup, improving the dependence
on Ly R from linear to (L; R)?/3. Our adaptive construction also reduces the confidence-related
logarithmic overhead on the optimization term in the confidence regimes specified in the table.

Smooth Convex Relative-Error Optimization. In Table 18, we consider smooth convex optimization
with relative gradient errors ||g(x) — Vf(z)]| < «||Vf(x)|. For 0 < o < 1/3, we improve the
regularized accelerated bound of [220] from O((VT + oT)(1 + log T)) to O(VT + a*T), where
T = LR?/e > 1. Our last-iterate guarantee also covers every a < 1.

Strongly Convex Inexact-Gradient Optimization. In Table 15, we consider smooth strongly convex
optimization with inexact gradients satisfying ||g(z) — Vf(2)|| < ||V f(z)|| + 6. We improve the
dependence on the relative error level a and reduce the guaranteed accuracy threshold caused by the
absolute error d, compared with the bounds and regimes specified in the table. The guarantee does
not require unbiased or independent errors.

BFGS for Linear-Predictor Objectives. In Table 17, we establish an accelerated-order guarantee for
standard BFGS with Armijo—Wolfe line search on objectives f(z) = h(Az), where h is convex and
smooth and satisfies the specified quadratic-growth condition. For fixed remaining parameters, the
number of iterations needed to achieve f(xy) — f* < & improves from O(e~!) in [54] to O(¢~1/?)
on this subclass. This is a BEGS-specific guarantee.

Similar Finite-Sum Quasar Optimization. In Table 8, we consider smooth strongly quasar-
convex finite sums under a similarity assumption on the component gradients. We obtain improved
component-gradient complexities in high-similarity regimes, with deterministic oracle budgets and
expected last-iterate objective-gap guarantees.

Adam under Heavy-Tailed Gradient Noise. In Table 14, we establish a convergence guarantee for
coordinate Adam on smooth nonconvex objectives under a bounded coordinatewise c-moment noise
assumption, 1 < a < 2. A uniformly sampled iterate satisfies E||V f(Z)|| < e with O(e=2~/(a=1))
stochastic-gradient calls for fixed remaining parameters. This matches the known accuracy exponent
of normalized stochastic gradient descent with momentum [97]. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first convergence guarantee for coordinate Adam under heavy-tailed gradient noise that achieves
the optimal accuracy exponent.

Nonconvex Optimization with a Similar Auxiliary Function. In Table 3, we consider a target f
with a p-Lipschitz Hessian and a cheap auxiliary function h with an L-Lipschitz gradient, where
V(f — h) is 0-Lipschitz. Neither function is required to be convex. With initial objective gap at most
A, we find 7 satisfying ||V f(Z)|| < ¢ using (5((1 + A/pe3/2)/1+5/,/pE) expensive value—
gradient calls to f. In the small-accuracy regime, the leading term replaces the v/ L + § dependence
of restarted AGD [131] with /8, up to logarithmic factors. This improves the expensive-oracle bound
when L is sufficiently larger than ¢ to offset those factors. The method also requires o (1+L/d) cheap
value—gradient calls to h per expensive call; the improvement therefore concerns expensive-oracle
complexity, with both costs accounted for separately.

Nonconvex Optimization with Comparison Oracles. In Table 4, we establish a deterministic
guarantee for visiting an e-stationary point using only function-value comparisons. For functions with
an L-Lipschitz gradient and a p-Lipschitz Hessian, the leading complexity is O(nAv/L p'/4e=7/4),
where n is the dimension and A bounds the initial objective gap. Compared with [227], the dimension
dependence improves from quadratic to linear, while the accuracy dependence worsens from £~3/2
to e~ 7/4. The total bound improves when n > (L?/(pe))'/*, beyond logarithmic factors.

Nonconvex Optimization with Lipschitz Third Derivatives. In Table 24, we obtain a dimension-
free gradient—Hessian tradeoff for finding Z with |V f(Z)|| < €, using only function values, gradients,
and Hessians. For fixed remaining parameters, the Hessian count improves from O(d + d'/3e=4/3)
in [57] to O(1 + &~ 1), while the value—gradient count is O(1 + ¢~5/3). Here d is the dimension.
If a Hessian costs B value—gradient calls, the total cost improves when Bd'/? > ¢~1/3 up to
logarithmic factors, in the small-accuracy regime. The result trades more value—gradient calls for
fewer Hessian calls.



Gap-Dependent Convex Stochastic Optimization. In Table 10, we establish a high-probability
accelerated guarantee for convex objectives under (Hy, H1) gap-dependent smoothness and a second-
moment strong-growth condition. Compared with RCSAG [154], the stochastic accuracy term
improves from £~ to £~ /2, up to logarithmic factors, yielding a better total complexity when that
term dominates.

Generalized Lipschitz Monotone Root Finding. In Table 11, we improve the residual complexity for
monotone operators under (Lg, L) generalized Lipschitz continuity. For fixed remaining parameters,
the leading accuracy dependence improves from =2 in the extragradient bounds [41, 240] to 71,
for the criterion ||F'(zout)|| < €. In Table 20, we establish a high-probability residual guarantee
under the same generalized Lipschitz condition with unbiased, finite-variance stochastic oracles,
without a quasi-sharpness assumption. Up to logarithmic factors, the oracle complexity is O(1 +
LoR/c+ (L1 R)? + 0% /?), matching the polynomial accuracy dependence of the globally Lipschitz
result [100] while extending to Ly > 0.

Constrained Generalized Monotone Variational Inequalities. In Table 7, we extend (Lo, L1)-
Lipschitz monotone guarantees to constrained variational inequalities with exact projections. The
method returns a feasible last iterate = with a normal-cone certificate { € Nx (x) satisfying || F(x) +
&|| < e. For fixed remaining parameters, the total operator and projection complexity is O(s~1),
improving the derived O(e~2) backtracking bound of [204]. Its constants are polynomial in L R,
avoiding the potentially exponential dependence from Lipschitz localization. The updates require
known Lg, L1, and the operator must satisfy monotonicity and generalized Lipschitz continuity on
the whole ambient space. On the unconstrained overlap (X = E, G = 0), the constrained bound has
an extra 1 + L R factor in its leading term compared with our unconstrained result, where R bounds
the initial distance to a solution.

Exact-Oracle Monotone Root Finding. In Table 27, we establish a residual guarantee for monotone
equations under the mixed continuity condition || F'(z) — F(y)| < L||z — y|| + H ||z — y||*, without
requiring L, H, « or the solution-distance bound R in the updates. For fixed remaining parameters, the
complexity is O(~1/*), improving the parameter-free pure Holder bound O(e~2/*) of PolyakEG-
LS [241]. The guarantee concerns a stopped iterate with || F'(Z)|| < e; in the Lipschitz case, it incurs
an extra logarithmic factor compared with the known-parameter anchored extragradient bound [243].

Hessian-Lipschitz Stochastic Minimax Optimization. In Table 21, we consider nonconvex—
strongly-concave minimax optimization with a Lipschitz Hessian and unbiased, finite-variance
stochastic gradients. For ®(z) = max, f(z,y), we obtain E||V®(Z)|| < ¢ using only stochastic
gradient calls. Up to logarithmic factors, the leading accuracy dependence improves from % in the
gradient-only bound [233] to £~ 7/ for fixed remaining parameters and sufficiently small €. This
improvement uses Hessian Lipschitzness and comes with worse dependence on the condition number
k=L/p.

Convex Optimization with Growing Oracle Moments. In Table 22, we establish a high-probability
last-iterate guarantee for projected convex optimization with unbiased stochastic subgradients sat-
isfying E||g(z, €)||?> < B?||z — z0||*> + G?. The oracle complexity is O(1 + (BR? + G?/B)?*(1 +
log(1/6))?/€?). Compared with the expected last-iterate bound for projected Halpern [5], converted
using Markov’s inequality, we replace polynomial dependence on 1/§ by logarithmic dependence
and remove the accuracy logarithm at fixed confidence. The guarantee requires neither smoothness
nor uniformly bounded subgradients.

Smooth Convex Zeroth-Order Optimization. In Table 28, we establish an accelerated two-point
guarantee for smooth convex optimization with independent, unbiased function-value noise of
variance at most o2, The retuned two-point SGD bound derived from [15] is O(dT') in the low-noise
regime; we obtain O(dv/T + d*T'o/c) when o < ¢/d, where T = LR?/c > 1. In particular, when
o < ¢/(dV/T), the bound is O(d+/T). The guarantee is an expected objective gap at the last iterate;
for o > ¢/d, the complexity matches the order of the retuned baseline.

Matrix-Generalized Smooth Zeroth-Order Optimization. In Table 25, we establish an accelerated
high-probability guarantee for convex optimization under matrix (Lg, L )-smoothness using only
exact function values. The method does not require the smoothness matrix H; its complexity uses a
supplied trace bound tr H < r and has no dependence on A, (H) 1. Up to logarithmic factors, the

leading accuracy term is y/d(r + 1) Lo R2 /. We extend the matrix-smooth RS-NAG result [183] to



Ly > 0 and replace directional-derivative access by function values, matching its leading rate when
L; = 0 with additional lower-order terms specified in the table.

Known-Value Local Linear Optimization. In Table 16, we establish an accelerated guarantee for
smooth convex optimization over a closed convex set using exact value—gradient queries and point-
only linear minimization over the feasible set intersected with a ball. With the exact optimal value
known, we obtain a feasible last primal iterate with objective gap at most € using O(1 + /LR?/¢)
combined oracle calls, including unsuccessful radius trials. This improves the O(1 + LR?/¢) fixed-
radius BroxGD bound of [196, Thm. 3.2(ii)] when LR? /s > 1, but requires the exact optimal value
and L, which that baseline does not need. The result permits unbounded feasible sets and has no
additional logarithmic search factor.

Smooth Convex Splitting with Proximal Access. In Table 26, we establish an accelerated last-iterate
objective-gap guarantee for fast Douglas—Rachford splitting with a general smooth convex term,
extending the analysis of [191] beyond quadratic objectives. Using only the two proximal oracles
at a fixed parameter -y, the method achieves O(1 4+ R/+/Aye) proximal calls under 0 < A < 1 and
4vL < X. This extends the scope of the accelerated rate for this method, with a more restrictive step
size than the quadratic result of [191].

Adaptive Heavy-Tailed Simplex Optimization. In Table 1, we establish an accelerated high-
probability guarantee for smooth convex optimization on the simplex under heavy-tailed gradient
noise. The updates require neither the noise moment order p € (1, 2] nor the noise level o, and the
result permits arbitrary constrained minimizers. The stopping budget still depends on p and o; the
improvement is primarily in adaptivity and scope, rather than the accuracy exponent.

These examples represent only a selection of our new results. Many additional results and
comparisons with prior work are available in Sections B and C and on our website.

5 Our Prompting Strategy for Agentic Systems

Our research pipeline is relatively simple and could be potentially improved in terms of the strength
of the final results and token efficiency. We run two agents: one is a researcher, and the other is a
reviewer. We give them a prompt explaining that the researcher has to produce a result, while the
reviewer has to verify it and decide whether to accept it. They interact until the reviewer accepts a
new research result. See the prompt we use in our research prompt and research run script.

In general, the results come from two types of requests: i) we simply run the research run script
without additional instructions, which roughly asks the agents to produce “any new result on a modern
optimization topic that is interesting to the community”; ii) some results were obtained with additional
requests. For instance, we were aware of a gap in the existing guarantees for (Lg, L1)-smooth convex
optimization and asked the agents to find a new method and a new Complexity with uniformly better
guarantees. The agents obtained a better Complexity in a single run lasting approximately 2—7 hours.

6 Related Work

Formalized mathematics and optimization. Lean 4 [50] and the community-developed math-
ematical library mathlib [212] provide infrastructure for machine-checked mathematics. Within
optimization, CvxLean [17] formalizes reductions between optimization problems, including trans-
formations used in disciplined convex programming. Optlib [213] and the work of Li et al. [129]
formalize convex analysis and convergence guarantees for first-order methods. These efforts establish
that both optimization models and algorithmic guarantees can be verified in Lean. LongTails builds
on this direction by organizing the search for new methods and improved oracle-complexity bounds
around a fixed Setup that specifies admissible instances, available information, and the success
criterion.

Language models for formal theorem proving. LeanDojo [239] provides tools for interacting with
Lean and supports retrieval-augmented proof search. DeepSeek-Prover-V2 [195] combines subgoal
decomposition with reinforcement learning for formal theorem proving. Closer to constructive tasks
in applied mathematics, the Construction—Verification framework and AMBER benchmark [234]
require agents to construct explicit solutions before proving their correctness, including tasks in opti-
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mization and algorithm design. LongTails focuses on the additional research objective of improving
a Complexity while preserving the Setup.

Automated scientific and algorithmic discovery. The AI Scientist [164] automates a research
workflow involving idea generation, experiments, and scientific writing. AlphaEvolve has been used
to discover mathematical constructions through language-model-guided evolutionary search and
automated evaluation; some applications combine this search with formal proof tools [74]. Recent
work by Lehre [127] is particularly closely related: a staged agent pipeline designs black-box opti-
mization algorithms and proves expected-runtime bounds in Lean using potential functions and drift
analysis. AutoOPT [110] combines numerical design through branch-and-bound performance estima-
tion, symbolic discovery using large language models, and Lean 4 verification to develop first-order
optimization methods. LongTails shares the goal of discovering algorithms with machine-checked
efficiency guarantees, while targeting oracle-complexity bounds across deterministic and stochastic
numerical optimization and monotone operator problems through a common Setup—Complexity
interface.

Computer-assisted complexity analysis. PEPit [83] automates worst-case analysis of first-order
methods by formulating performance estimation problems as semidefinite programs and solving
them numerically. This provides a complementary route to identifying tight guarantees and guiding
algorithm design. LongTails expresses the guarantee as a Lean proposition about an algorithm
executed under an explicit oracle budget, allowing the assumptions and the resulting bound to be
checked together. Detailed comparisons with the optimization literature for each Setup are given in
Section B.

Our contribution lies in combining a reusable formal specification, explicit oracle accounting, and
an agentic research workflow that scales across a broad collection of numerical problems. This
scalability is central to LongTails: the same framework supports the discovery of new guarantees
across different Setups and the repeated improvement of Complexities within each Setup. Using
this framework, we have already obtained more than 100 new theoretical guarantees in optimization.
We continue to expand the collection of Setups, improve existing Complexities, and develop the
framework.

7 Conclusions

In this work, we present LongTails, which, to the best of our knowledge, is the first framework to
scale automated research in optimization across a broad range of problem classes while formally
verifying the resulting guarantees in Lean 4. We also present at least 100 new theoretical results across
different areas of optimization, improving oracle Complexities in the stated regimes, broadening the
assumptions under which guarantees hold, or establishing new guarantees for existing methods.

One limitation of this work is that we do not present each result in a separate paper. Although many
of these results arguably warrant individual publications in the optimization community, preparing
and reviewing on the order of 100 separate papers is infeasible. As automated discovery scales, our
framework and this paper may motivate discussion of a higher threshold for standalone publications
or alternative ways of presenting, evaluating, and disseminating theoretical results.
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A Accelerated Method for Generalized Smooth Convex Optimization

We present the method discussed in Section 4. Let f be convex with a differentiable gradient satisfying
IV2f(x)|| £ Lo+ L1||Vf(z)]|| for all x. Assume that Ly > 0, L; > 0, and that a minimizer *
exists. The inputs R, A > 0 satisfy ||#° — z*|| < Rand f(2°) — f(2*) < A. The method uses only
exact gradients.

Algorithm 1 Damped accelerated gradient method under (Lg, L1 )-smoothness

Input: starting point 2°, parameters Lg, L1, R, A, accuracy € > 0

1:

2: if A < e then

3:  return 2

4: end if

5: Set K according to (2)

6: Init 2° = 29, A9 = R?/(24), ¢° = Vf(2°), Go = 4(Lo + L1]|¢°||)
7: fork=0,..., K —1do

1+ V14+4GL A, B Akxk + akzk
2Gy, ¥ = Ax + ag
9: Ifk > 0, compute g* = Vf(y"); otherwise, reuse g° since y° = x

®

ap =
0

0 My = 4(Lo+ Lillg" ). vF = y* — ——g*
M,

11:  Compute h* = V f(v¥)

12: if M, < G}, then

13: A1 = A + ag, gkl =k

14: ZkJrl = Zk — akhk, Gk+1 = Gk/16

15:  else
16: Yk = Grp/My, by =ypag, Apt1 = Ap +bi
ot = Ao Ak g Ak tak)

17:

Ay A1
18: 2Pl = gk bkhk, Gk+1 = 16Gy
19:  end if
20: end for

21: return €

The parameter G, > 0 is an estimate of the local curvature used to choose the acceleration weight
ay, before querying the gradient at 3y*. We then compute My, = 4(Lo + L1 ||V f(y*)||) from this
gradient. If M}, > G, the estimate is too small, so we damp the update by v, = Gy /M, and set
Gr+1 = 16Gy. Otherwise, we take the full update and set Gj.1 = G} /16 to try a larger acceleration
weight in the next iteration. Thus, each iteration adjusts the curvature estimate without an inner line
search.

Convergence guarantee. Let { = log(4 + 4A/¢) and choose

K= {4096 (1 +4/ LOERQ + min{ [(LlR)z/ﬂ 0 0+ (L1R€)2/3}>—‘ . 2)

Then Algorithm 1 returns ¢ satisfying f(2%) — f(2*) < ¢ using 2K gradient queries. The
algorithm and this guarantee are formalized in DampedGeneralizedAccelerated.lean and
GeneralizedSelfNormalizedConvex.lean, respectively.
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A.1 Proof Idea

We asked an agent to explain the proof idea behind Algorithm 1 using the prompt “Can you create a
subsection drafting the proof idea?” The sketch below was refined through follow-up requests.

AT Generated Proof Idea From Here: Let us explain the main steps of the proof. We consider
A > ¢, since otherwise the initial point already satisfies the required accuracy.

Potential decrease. Consider

£ = Ap(f(2*) — F() + =

LG 3)

The initialization gives & < R?. Generalized smoothness ensures that ||h* + M, (v* — )| <
(M}, /2)||v* — y¥||. Writing 6, = min{1, Gx/My}, the acceleration weight satisfies 0ya7 My <
Gy az = Ay + ag. These two inequalities, together with convexity, imply

3M,
Err1 +dp < &, dr = 0, (Ar + ag) 3 . 0" — . “

Thus, damping preserves potential decrease even when G, < My,. Summing (4) gives ZkK:_Ol dy, <
R?and f(z") - f(z*) < R?/AK.

Controlling the curvature adjustments. We group consecutive iterations into blocks: the first starts
at iteration 0, and each later iteration with M, > G}, starts a new block. A block therefore contains an
increase of the curvature estimate followed by decreases, except for the first block, where My = Gy.
We classify blocks by the curvature at their starting points and count iterations 1, ..., K — 1, leaving
out the initial iteration. The updates of G, and the growth of A;, bound the number of iterations in
blocks starting with M}, < 8Lg by 96v/LoAk.

For L, > 0, let H contain the starting points of the remaining blocks. At these iterations, G < M,
and ||v* — y*|| > 1/(8L1). Hence (4) gives

51212 1 512
Y ApaGr < LY di < —=(IWR)%. )
3 < 3
keH =0

This limits the cost of blocks with high local curvature. The counting argument combines (5) with
logarithmic growth of the acceleration weights through Holder’s inequality: the potential bound
enters with power 1/3, and the logarithmic term with power 2/3. The resulting bound is

2AK
Ao
The detailed counting argument is formalized in GeneralizedLogCharging.lean and

GeneralizedSelfNormalizedConvergence.lean.

Concluding the bound. If f(z%) — f(2*) > &, then (3)~(4) imply A < R?*/e and Dy < /.
Substituting these into (6) contradicts the choice of K in (2). Both branches of the minimum suffice:
for L1 > 0 and ¢ > 1, 40 + 512(L, R¢)?/3 < 516[(LyR)?/3]¢. When L, = 0, all blocks have low
curvature, and K — 1 < 96+/LoAxk gives the same conclusion. Finally, each iteration uses two
gradient queries.

K —1<96\/LoAk + 4Dk + 512(L RDg )?/?, Dy = log (6)
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B Comparisons for Results Discussed in the Main Text

In this section, we compare previous approaches with our newly discovered results discussed in
Section 4. All tables have the same structure:

WD AW N =

. At the top of each table, we briefly introduce the setup.

. At the bottom, we define abbreviations and introduce notation for more compact formulas.
. In the Result column, we list our results and the previous methods relevant to the setup.

. In the Oracle complexity column, we list the oracle complexities of the methods.

. In the Novelty column, we explain how the new results improve upon the method in that

row. For instance, “(1): No p, o in updates; smoothness term £~ /2

up to logs instead of
e~ 1; removes G in Table | means that our result AdaptiveEntropicHeavyTailConvex,
labeled (1), does not require the noise moment order p or noise level ¢ in its updates, im-
proves the accuracy dependence of the smoothness term from ¢ ~! to £ ~1/2 up to logarithmic
factors, and removes dependence on the initial gradient norm G from the bound compared

with result (2).

. In the Limitations column, we similarly explain the limitations of the new results compared

1)

with the method in that row. For instance, “simplex rather than general Bregman geometry
in Table 1 means that our result (1) is restricted to optimization on the simplex, whereas
result (2) applies to more general domains and geometries.

See also other new results on our website. The following tables are Al-generated using the script
run_results_table_prompt.py.

Table 1: Heavy-tailed stochastic convex optimization on the simplex: AdaptiveHeavyTailSimplex.

OnAy={zeRl:z; >0, 3,z =1}, d > 2, fis convex, has an ambient gradient at every feasible point, and satisfies ||V f(z) — V f(y)|loc < L||z — y||1 for feasible z, y,
with L > 0. A constrained minimizer z, exists. The jointly measurable oracle uses IID samples of law v, with integrable replies and noise moments, [ g(z,w)dv = V f(z) and
Jllg(z,w) = Vf(z)||5% dv < oP,1 < p < 2,0 > 0. Target: a measurable feasible output with P{f(output) — f(z.) > e} <4, > 0,0 < § < 1. Public inputs are d, L, §;
the stopping budget also uses p, 7, €.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AdaptiveEntropicHeavyTail
Convex (Ours) (* x x) (review)

H (2380_>q
3

LH LH
Y+ — |7 +log( 2+ =
o 3 3

(2) Clipped-SMD [181], Thm. 3.1
(known horizon); entropic
specialization with global
smoothness and pilot

N ~Y[LD +vD(Go + o)

€
(@] q
(=)

(1): No p, o in updates; smoothness term
e~ 1/2 up to logs instead of e~ !; removes
Go. For fixed p < 2, 9, stochastic dimension

factor D?/2 — D.

(1): Stationary IID rather than
conditional moments; simplex
rather than general Bregman
geometry. Large 2339 penalty:
dimensional gain requires roughly
Dq/271 > 238q

(3) Clipped-ASMD [181], Thm. 4.1;

globally smooth special case
Vf(z«)=0

o142/ 45 (22))

(1): Scope: arbitrary constrained minimizers.
Updates need neither p nor o. On the overlap,
deterministic term improves when
Hy+log(2+ LH/¢)] < v2D; no
improved accuracy exponent.

(1): At fixed d, 9, deterministic
term loses /log(L/¢) as

L /e — oo; larger noise constant.
Stationary IID and simplex
restriction; stopping still needs

p, 0, €.

Abbr: g =p/(p—1),D =logd,v=1+1og(1/), H =D +~;20 = (1/d,...,1/d) and Go = ||V f(20)]||co. Costs count individual stochastic-gradient replies, including
the pilot in (2); prior entropic bounds use entropy radius at most log d. In (4), L2 and o2 are Euclidean smoothness and noise-moment constants, R > ||zo — z«||2, ¢+ > ||V (z+) ]2,
and £ = 1+ log((2 + \/L2R? /e + /R(, /e + (02R/)9)/5). Prior-work big-O constants may depend on fixed p; the explicit 2389 in (1) is retained because it is nonuniform as

pll
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Table 2: AdaptiveHeavyTailSimplex (continued).

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(4) Prox-clipped-SSTM-shift [81],
Thm. 2.7, n = 1; Euclidean
regularity on By /5 p(7+)

(@]

Ly R2
144227 ) 2
£

+ /%Z?’/?.i_ (—”R)qﬁ
€ €

(1): Updates need neither p nor o. Rates not
comparable on the full setup. On a common
regular extension, worst-case Lo = dL,

o2 = Vdo, R < /2 give polynomial rather

than logarithmic dimension factors.

(1): Simplex only; (4) covers
composite objectives and
unbounded domains. Conversion
gains need not hold when

Lo = L, 02 = o; (1) retains its
noise factor H.

(5) ASMD [141], Thm. 3.3,
known-p, o, T tuning; Derived
bound (Markov)

o

1 _;'_6*1/1)1/@
3

4§52/ <

ovD

€

Y

(1): Logarithmic instead of polynomial
confidence cost for the shared probability
target; updates need neither p nor o. (5)
derives from a bound on E[gap?/?].

(1): Requires an ambient gradient
and the simplex; (5) allows
general composite Bregman
problems.

Abbr: g =p/(p—1),D =logd,v=1+1og(1/), H =D +~;20 = (1/d,...,1/d) and Go = ||V f(20)]||co. Costs count individual stochastic-gradient replies, including

the pilot in (2); prior entropic bounds use entropy radius at most log d. In (4), L2 and o2 are Euclidean smoothness and noise-moment constants, R > ||zo — z«||2, ¢+ > ||V f (z4)]

2,

and £ = 1+ log((2 + \/L2R? /e + \/R(. /e + (52R/)4)/5). Prior-work big-O constants may depend on fixed p; the explicit 2334 in (1) is retained because it is nonuniform as

pl 1l
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Table 3: Nonconvex optimization with auxiliary similarity: AuxiliarySimilarityNonconvex.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f € C?, h is differentiable, V2 f is p-Lipschitz, Vh is L-Lipschitz, and V(f — h) is §-Lipschitz. Assume f(zo) — f(z) < A for
every , L, A > 0, and §, p,e > 0. Exact oracles return (f, V f) and (h, Vh). The target is a returned point & with ||V f(&£)|| < e almost surely; (1) is deterministic.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) AuxiliarySimilarityAcceleration Ny = O((1+ A)\/1+/sLsLr);
(Ours) (% x %) (review) Ny =O(Ny(14L/9)
[L +log(1 + A)])

(2) AuxMOM [31], Sec. 4.2, Ny=0(1+ SA/e?); (1): fewer f calls when A > 1 and (1) needs Hessian Lipschitzness
noiseless Np = O((1 4 L/8)Ny). Random output: §/s > (£s1,)?; gain \/5/s/(LsLL,). For and p, A; extra helper logarithms
EIVf(£)]? < €2, p=A=6=1L=e"1/2 and larger constants. Worse f cost
O(e=/*10g?(1/€)) versus O(e~2) f whend < s.
calls.
(3) Restarted AGD [132], Thm. 1 Ny =01+VL+ 5p1/4A5_7/4), N =0; (1): for A > 1,8 > s, replaces VL + d by (1) needs helper calls and A; loses
e S (L+8)2%/p. V6 £50r; gains when L > §(£5£7)%. The  logarithmic factors when L < §.
example in (2) also improves (3)’s O(e~2) f
calls.

Abbr: Ny, Ny : respective total oracle calls (gradient calls for prior work); s = |/pe, A = A\/EE*S/Q, L5 =1og(2+6/s), £y, =1og(2+ (L + 6)/s). In the Ny, formulas, Ny
denotes its displayed upper-bound expression. < hides universal constants; >> denotes asymptotic separation.
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Table 4: Comparison-oracle stationarity under ComparisonHessianLipschitz.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f € C? has L-Lipschitz gradient and p-Lipschitz Hessian, with f(zo) — f(z) < A forevery z; L, p,e > 0, A > 0. Queries return
exact bits [f(z) < f(y)]. The target is a list containing = with ||V f(x)|| < e on every run. The setup restricts list entries to zo or queried points, not to a particular method.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) ComparisonTrustAccelerated O((1+Ayp e=3/2)

(Ours) (x * *) (review) - (n+ 1)(1 + q)¢3) comparisons
(2) [227, Thm. 8, v1] O((1+Ayp e=3/2) (1): leading cost saves n/(1 + q) up to logs (1) loses second-order accuracy
-n? polylog(n, L, p,e 1)) comparisons; success 2/3. whenn > (1 + q)¢3; deterministic instead ~ Amin (V2 f) > —/p;
of success 2/3. polynomial L'/2 dependence,
worse whenn < q.
(3) [246, Thm. 4, v1] (9((1 + LA/€2)TL log(2 + n)) comparisons; selected (1): leading cost saves q up to logs for (1) needs Lipschitz Hessian and
point succeeds with probability 2/3. e L? /p.AtL=p=A=1, guarantees a containing list, not a

n=e 12 O(e=9/410g3(1/¢)) versus selected stationary point.
O(e75/210g(1/¢)).

Abbr: n = dim E, g = (L2/(pe))'/4, £ = log(2 + n + L/./pe + VLA /). polylog denotes the logarithmic factors suppressed in the cited bound. Leading-cost comparisons
assume A,/p e=3/2 2 1; the numerical regime is as € |, 0.
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Table 5: Composite optimization with parameter-free updates: CompositeGeneralizedParameterFree.

Minimize F' = f 4+ 1) over convex Q in a real Hilbert space. The function f is convex with continuous gradient and satisfies |V f(z) — V f(y)|| < (Lo + L1 M)||z — y|| whenever
IV£(2)|| < M on [x,y]; 4 is finite-valued and convex on Q. Exact gradients and minimizers of 1 (u) + (v, u — z) + ||u — z||?/(2a) over u € Q are available for every a > 0, z, v.
There is a minimizer z, € Q withzg € Q, ||zo — z+|| < R, F(z0) — F(z+) < A, and |V f(z«)|| < G. Here Lo, R, A, hg,e > 0and L1, G > 0. Target: deterministic T € Q
with F(Z) — F(z4) < e. The constructed method receives only (zo, ho); its stopping budget depends on all setup parameters.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) BacktrackingComposite
Generalized (Ours) (x x x)
(review)

v/ L<R2/e

o +(1+s)log(2+s+

L%A)
L.ho Ly

+1log(2 4 Liho + L2 Ahg)
Gradient and prox calls; all rejected trials included.

(2) Accelerated proximal
gradient [128, Thm. B.1]
Twice-differentiable f on RY,
IV2Fll < Lo + L[V f];
proper closed convex proximable
h = iﬁ + LQ-

v/ L«R2/e

A
O 1 o4 =
+ og( + L*RQ)

+ (14 s)log(2+ A/e)
Gradient and prox calls; Tg = 2A/R?.

(1): Updates need no Lo, L1, G, R, A;
matched leading rate. Hilbert-space,
first-order smoothness scope. With

ho < L7 Y, logarithmic overhead improves
for L1 > 0,

e < min{L,/L?, A/(1+s)}.

(1): Roughly threefold call
overhead per accepted step;
ho-mismatch logs. For

ho < Ly', e > Ly/L3? can
lose a logarithm. Finite-valued
2 rather than general
extended-valued h.

(3) Accelerated GRAAL [19,
Cor. 3]

Special case: Q = R%, 1) = 0,
G = 0; C? Hessian condition as
in (2).

1+4/LoR%/e+s°

+ (14 s?)log
noLo

Gradient and value calls; requires g Loe® < 1.

(1): Composite scope; no values (prox is
closed form here); arbitrary hg. On the
overlap, s > 1, hg < Lal,

no = e */Lo, L%A/Lo <es:

O(1 + +/LoR2? /e + s2) versus

O(1 + \/LoR2? /e + s%); total gain when
e> LoR?/s.

(1): Constant-factor
backtracking overhead.

(4) AC-FGM [133, Cor. 1 and
subsequent remark]
Initial-search variant; closed
convex Q C Rd, closed convex
1; local Lipschitz bound L
covering search points and trials.

- L
O(1+\/LR2/E+log+z)

Value, gradient and prox calls, including initialization; initial
curvature estimate 0 < £ < L.

(1): No function values; explicit polynomial
parameter dependence. Rates are not
comparable: no polynomial bound on L in
Lo, L1,G, R, A is established here.

(1): Repeated backtracking
instead of initial search only.

Abbr: L, = Lo+ L1G;s = LiR;log, t = max{0, log t}. no is the initial step in (3); L bounds the local Lipschitz estimates and initial trials in (4), and £ is its initial curvature
estimate. ¢ is 0 on Q and +oo outside. Costs count individual exact oracle calls; < and < suppress universal factors.
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Table 6: Accelerated composite optimization under generalized smoothness: CompositeGeneralizedSmooth.

Minimize F' = f + 1 over convex @ in a real Hilbert space. The function f is convex and continuously differentiable on the whole space, with ||V f(z) — Vf(y)| <
(Lo + L1 M)||x — yl|| whenever ||V f|| < M on [z, y]; ¢ is convex on @, and exact gradient and proximal queries are available. Here Lo, R, A,e > 0, L1,G > 0, z9 € @, and
some minimizer z. € @ satisfies ||zo — z4«|| < R, F(z0) — F(z+) < A, and ||V f(z4)|| < G. Target: a feasible output x with F'(x) — F'(z«) < e, deterministically.

Result

Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) CompositeGeneralized
Accelerated (Ours) (% % *)
(review)

(Lo + L1G)R2

€
+(1+L R)lg 2+(1+LR) —
O
! ! L0R2

gradient/prox calls (3K total).

(2) [214], Thm. 4.3. Special
case: Q =R, 4 =0,G = 0;
twice differentiable f;

R =||zo — z«]|-

2
14 [LoR
€

(@] 4+ LiRlog (min{ L%A é }) gradient calls; R=R, (1): Scope extends acceleration to (1): Larger logarithmic term
+ Lo ' ¢ constrained/composite objectives with can occur when L1 > 0,
V f(z+) # 0. Matches the leading rate on & > Lo/ L?; worse leading
+logy W the overlap, up to logarithmic terms. constant on the overlap.
To = 2A/R2.

(3) AC-FGM [134], Cor. 1 and
local-smoothness remark.
Finite-dimensional, closed Q
and closed convex .

| L(R2 + d?
Ool1+ M gradient, value and prox calls in total;  (1): No function values; explicit accelerated (1): Needs Lo, L1, R, A for
€ composite bound in setup parameters. Rates updates and G for its stopping

arbitrary initial ;1 > 0, fixed 8 = 1/10. are not comparable through an unspecified ~ budget; (3) has parameter-free
trajectory curvature L. updates.

Abbr: Each gradient, value or prox evaluation counts as one call. A prox query minimizes ||[u — 2[|2/(2a) + (v,u — z) + ¢(u) over u € Q, a > 0. log , t = max{0,logt} for
t > 0, withlog, 0 = 0. In (3), 20 = z0, d1 = ||21 — 20]|, and L= SUp;>q max{[4(1 — B)n1]~1,€1,. .., L }; £ are the curvature estimates in Eqgs. (2.12)—(2.13), distinct from

Lo, L1.
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Table 7: Constrained generalized monotone variational inequalities: ConstrainedGeneralizedMonotone.

In a real inner-product space E, X is convex with an exact projection oracle. The continuous, monotone operator F' : E — E satisfies ||F(z) — F(y)|| < (Lo +

Lisup. ¢z, IF(2)Dllz — yl| forallz,y € E. Here Lo, R,e > 0, L1,G,Go > 0,29 € X, and there is a VI solution 2* € X with [lzo — 2*[| < R, |[F(z*)|| < G, and

[|[F(x0)]| < Go. Target: « € X and some { € Ny (x) with || F'(z) + £]|| < e, using exact F" and projection calls.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(LO -+ LlG)(l + L1R)R

(1) ConstrainedGeneralized O € total calls; two F’ calls and one

Monotone (Ours) (x x %) + (14 Li1R)%¢

(review) projection per iteration.

. ) R? Mo - . 9 ,

(2) PF-NE-EG [204], App. A, Derived bound: O (1 + 55+ log —) total F'/projection calls, (1): €~ instead of e~ < as € — 0 with (1) needs known Lo, L1 and

Prop. 2, Lemma 10. Locally includi ected trials: T 51, . % fixed backtracki other parameters fixed; explicit polynomial  global generalized smoothness

Lipschitz F on closed convex including rejected trials; implicit 7. > 0, fixed backtracking growth constants, with logarithmic G and monotonicity; (2) needs

X C R4 factors. dependence. only local Lipschitz continuity
and monotonicity on X.

(3) Composite-EAG [26], O(1 4 LR/e) total F/projection calls. (1): Scope extends to operators without a (1) can lose factors 1 + L1 R

Thm. 3.2. Special case: globally finite global Lipschitz constant. Matches and logarithmic overhead for

L-Lipschitz F on R¢, known rate when L1 = 0 and L = Ly. nearly Lipschitz operators;

A= Nx. does not cover general
proximal inclusions or
negative comonotonicity
covered by (3).

L3R? 22 -1 =2 ini ithmi

(4) EG [42], Thm. 3.6. O (1 + — + LR ) F calls. (1): e~ * instead of € ~~ for fixed remaining (1) can lose a logarithmic

Unconstrained special case: € parameters and small ¢; last instead of best ~ factor when the L%R2 term

X=E=R%G=0. iterate. Scope extends to constraints and dominates (4).

F(z*) #0.
14 Lokt

(5) Repository anchored O ¢ I L GOR F calls. (1): Scope extends to constrained VIs with (1) loses a factor 1 4+ L1 R in

extragradient [158]. + (14 L1R)log (1 + M) F(z*) #0. the leading term on X = E,

Unconstrained special case: € and has larger constants.

X=E,G=0.

Abbr: Nx(z) = {¢: (¢{,w —z) < 0Vw € X}, [z, y] is the line segment; £ = 1 + log(1 + (Lo + L1Go)R/e). L is a global Lipschitz constant. 7o is the initial step and
1« = infy ¢ > 0 the accepted-step infimum for (2). Total calls sum operator evaluations and projections; projection is the identity when X = E.
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On a real Hilbert space, FF = n=1 3"

F(z) + 7 HVF(z), x4

Table 8: Similar strongly quasar-convex finite sums: ContinuizedSimilarQuasar.

w4 fi»m > 1, has L-Lipschitz gradient; each f; has a gradient. A global minimizer x, satisfies F'(zg) — F(z+) < A and F(z,) >
—z) + Lz — z|?. Forallz,y, n= ' 32, [[Vfi — VF](z) — [Vfi — VF](®)|I? < 6%||lx — y||?. Here 0 < p < L,0 < y < 1,6,A > 0, and

€ > 0. The oracle returns exact component gradients; interpolation is not required. Target: [[F (X (w)) — F(z+)] dP(w) < €, with integrable gap and P the execution law. Our
constructions have fixed budgets and expected final-iterate accuracy; the setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) MovementSimilarQuasar (Ours)

(k% *) (review)

O(n + {n + % + %} €7> component

gradients.

(2) ContinuizedSimilarQuasar
(Ours) (* x %) (review)

O([n+§+ 2

Vguz] 1+ EW)) component gradients.

(3) PAGE [137], Thm. 5, Cor. 6.
Derived bound on R? via PL
constant 72 L.

@(n+{n+ﬁ7 VIS

gradients.

Zl) expected component

(1): no worse polynomial dependence; extra
accuracy logarithm. For vy = 1, n = &,
e < A: 8§ = L gives O(k*/341) instead of

O(k3/201); 6 = 0 gives O(rly) for (1), (2).

Fixed budgets instead of expected counts.

(1), (2) require quasar structure;
(3) only PL. Extra log(1/7). At
y=1Ln=k,0=L,e <A,
(2) costs O(k241).

(4) Full-batch acceleration [95],
Thm. 1; R%,

(@] (# [1+log(x/7)](1+ EW)) component values
and gradients; deterministic accuracy.

(1), (2): gradients only. At é = 0, save a
factor < min(n, /k/v)[1 + log(x/~)] for
e < A. (2) retains this gain if

6% PP (n+ VR/7).

(1), (2) give expected accuracy. (1)
loses for

6> \/7T'Y/1/1/4L3/4[1 4
log(x/+)]3/2; (2) can also lose at
large 4.

(5) QASVRG [68], Cor. 3.6, Option
I. Special case: R4, interpolation,
Lmax-smooth components.

O( |:n + min Kmax 7 N+/Kmax }
72 v

- [1 4 log(1/4)] component values

(1 + 1og(max /)] (1 + £4))
and gradients.

(1), (2): scope extends to non-interpolating
sums; gradients only on the overlap. For (2),
a rate gain requires controlling 62 /(v3u2)
relative to

n + min{Kmax /72, Ny/Rmax/7}-

Small similarity is needed for a
rate gain. On the overlap, (2) has
quadratic kmax dependence at

0 = Lmax; (5) has at most linear
dependence, apart from
logarithms.

(6) AccSVRS [139], §3.3, App. E.
Special case: R%, v = 1, strongly
convex F', L-smooth f1,
n<d< L

(’)([n +n3/4 (\/ﬁ/u + \/L/6>
+ /nK] [1 + log @] 1+ Z1)> expected
component gradients, including inner solves.

M:atd=p,n< ke <A OWrl)

instead of O(n3/4\/k[1 + log k]¢1). Scope:

(1), (2) allow nonconvex F, § ¢ [u, L], and
no L-smoothness requirement on f7.

(1) has worse polynomial cost at
§ = L, k > +/n: factor
(k2/n)1/12, excluding
logarithms. Similarity dependence
is not optimal on this convex
overlap.

Abbr: £ = L/i; Kmax = Lmax/#t; Lmax is a common component smoothness bound. £, = log(1 + A/(ag)) fora € {1,~}. PL means ||V F(z)||2 > 2v2u[F(z) — F(z4)].
Costs count every component query, including full-gradient refreshes, batches, searches, and inner solves. < suppresses universal constants.
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Table 9: Finite-variance generalized-smooth convex optimization: FiniteVarianceGeneralizedSmoothAndConvex.

Convex f on a separable real Hilbert space has differentiable gradient and || V2 f(z)|| < Lo + L1||V f(z)||. A minimizer z* satisfies ||zo — z*|| < Rand f(z0) — f(z*) < A. TID
samples with marginal p and joint law P feed a jointly measurable oracle g, with integrable g(z, -) and squared error, [ g(z,w)dp = V f(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — V f(z)||? dp < o2.
Known parameters satisfy Lo, R, A,e > 0, L1,0 > 0,0 < § < 1. Target: measurable final output & with P{f(2) — f(z*) > €} < 4. Costs count all stochastic-gradient samples,
including pilots, corrections, and padding.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
1 M/é

(1) AdaptiveRobustGeneralized O((W + vl) [1 + os(eM/0) 5 ]

AcceleratedConvex (Ours) (x % %) log(e + WV M/(v2£2))

(review) + 02+ vl log(eM/é)).

For fixed ¢ > 0,8 > (e + W) ~¢ implies Oc (W + v2¢).

(’)((W +v202) log 76(1+T5+Q+’\) )

(2) FiniteVarianceGeneralized
AcceleratedConvex (Ours) (xx)
(review)

(1): removes the ¢ factor on v/T when (1), (2): require a Hessian bound
6 > (e 4+ W)~ ¢ and optimization dominates. and finite variance; (3) permits
1), 2):forT =1,v <1, A =4e, first-order local smoothness,
6 =1/2,q — oo, cost O(q) becomes p < 2, gradient/gap-dependent
O(q%/3), O(¢%/3 log q), respectively. noise.
Extend to separable Hilbert spaces. (1): worse for ' =v=1,q=0,
A = 2¢,8 — 0: O(£2) versus
O(¥).
(2): extra noise and optimization
logarithms.

(3) RCSAG [153], Thm. 9, App. C;
derived bound on R?, p=2,
constant variance, A > €.

O(()x-i- VT + qJ + v?) log w>

(1): O(\/T) versus O(v/T log T) for (1), (2) need A and differentiable
T — 00,6 =T 1,020 < T, using gradients; (4) allows p < 2 and
A < LoR? /2. No gain at constant §. (1), (2) mirror geometries. (1) has the
extend to L1 > 0. tiny-d loss shown against (3).

(4) Clipped accelerated mirror
descent [182], Thm. 4.1; special
case L1 = 0, p = 2, Euclidean
geometry.

0(1 + (VT + u2)e)

(5) [215], Thm. 4.3; special case

2
O(l + VT +q[1+log, min{LLlA7 A}]
. 0

o = 0, exact gradients, A > ¢.

= QratT=1A=4e0=1/2,q — oo,
0O(¢g?/3 log q) versus O(q). (1), (2) extend

to finite-variance stochastic gradients.

(2) pays log(e(1+T+q+ ) /0)
on /T when it dominates, even
+ log,, LoAiRQ ) with exact gradients.

O((1+a+ VT +v*)H?),

(6) FiniteVarianceGeneralized

RadiusAcceleratedConvex (Ours) e@+T+q+v)
(% % *) (review) H = logf,
(7) Clip-SSTM [61], Thm. 2, (9(((1 +q)[D +log((1+ q)Hp)] (6): curvature gD — q up to logs; gain when (6): extra logarithmic overhead
Remark 1; derived bound on R?, large D dominates logarithmic overhead and  and larger leading constant; covers
L1 > 0, o = 2, supplied gap. + VT + UQ)H D) s unchanged terms. Updates and budget need  only o« = 2, whereas (7) allows

D:log(2+A/(L0R2)), no A. I<a<?2.

2+T D
HD:IOge( tlvetod )
d

(8) Clip-SSTM [61], Thm. 2, (’)(((1 +q)g +1og((1 + q)H)] (6): curvature g2 — q up to logs. For (6): extra logarithmic overhead
Remark 2; derived radius-only T=v=1,8=1/2q— oco: O(qlog®q) and larger leading constant;
boundonR%, L1 > 0,0 = 2. +VT + v2)H). versus (Q(q2 log q). No total gain implied excludes the o < 2 noise allowed

when unchanged terms dominate.

by (8).

(9) Earlier repository bound [159];
comparison with (2) on the identical
setup.

(’)((W +v202) log 76(1+T6+q+>‘) )

(6): no A needed. For A < g — oo,

T =v=1,6 = 1/2, admissible cosh

instances give O(qlog® q) versus

(6): worse for small known gaps;
e.g. fixed A\, T, v, 0 gives
O(qlog® q) versus

O(q%/31og q). Extra
optimization/noise logarithms and
larger leading constant.

O(q*/3 log q).

(10) Clipped SGD [69], Thm. 1; (’)((1 +T+q*)H +v? H3) stochastic-gradient calls,  (6): T — /T and g2 — q up to logs on the
derived bound on R?, sub-Gaussian  including double sampling. sub-Gaussian overlap; extends to finite
noise: variance. Unchanged noise can mask a total
Eexp(lg — V£]?/0?) < e. gain,

(6): extra logarithmic factors on
optimization terms.

(6): extends the radius-only guarantee to (6): at o = 0, pays H3 on VT
finite-variance stochastic gradients; retains and (1 + ¢), versus no logarithm
linear curvature dependence up to logarithms. and log(2 + ¢), respectively.

(11) [199], Thm. 3.7; special case

O (\/T + (14 q)log(2 + q)) exact-gradient calls,
0=0,L1 >0R%

including line-search queries.

Abbr: T = LoR?/e, q = L1R, v = oR/s, £ = log(e/8), A = 1+ log(1 + AJe), W = 1+ VT + A+ (@3 M = 1+ T +q+1+0202J =1+
min{log(A/e),log (L3A/Lo)} in (3). log u = max{0,logu}, with log, 0 = 0. Fbe logarithmic fraction in (1) is zero at v = 0. ¢ > 0 is fixed; constants in O may depend
on c. p in prior-work rows denotes the noise moment order.
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https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/FiniteVarianceGeneralizedRadiusAcceleratedConvex.md

Table 10: High-probability optimization under GapSmoothStrongGrowth.

Convex differentiable f on a separable real Hilbert space with its Borel o-algebra; a minimizer z* satisfies ||[zo — z*|| < R and f(zo) — f(z*) < A. For all z,y with
V3 +Ve)WVHilly—z|| <1, f(y) < f(z) +(Vf(z),y — =) + (Ho + H1[f(x) — f(z*)])||y — 2. The jointly measurable oracle is integrable, unbiased, and has integrable
squared error satisfying [ ||g(z,w) — V f(z)||? dp(w) < (p — 1)||V £()||?; samples are IID with marginal probability measure p and joint law P. Parameters satisfy Ho, H1 > 0,
R,A>0,p>1,0<e<A,0<§ < 1. Target: a measurable output Z with P(f(Z) — f(z*) > ¢) < 4.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) GapSmoothStrongGrowthHigh ~ O(pls [(1 + RvH1)la
Probability (Ours) (x * x) (review) +R \/m])

(2) RCSAG [154, Thm. 9, v1] O (ZS [S + R\/Hy/e (1): at fixed p = 2, positive Ho, H1, R, A, d, (1) excludes additive/gap noise,
NN e — 0: O(e~1/2) instead of O(ge™1). moments below two, and
_ 2 More generally, stochastic-term gain when martingale sampling. Near p = 1,
+ (p— 1)R?(Ho/= + H1Ju)]). e : ‘
R<; pure second-moment specialization; Q = B(zo, R). Ry/Ho/e > P bs/(p = 1). 11 curvature term uses Z.A instead
P P 0 H1-term gain if of Jgr; no uniform dominance.
(p — 1)RVH1Jg > plsla.
(3) [60, App. I, Thm. 7, v1] O(p[l+ L1R (1): e=3 — e~ 1/2 at fixed positive
+ (14 LoR?/¢)?] polylog(2)). parameters on the overlap Ho < Lo,
R%, Lo, L1 > 0; convex (Lg, L1)-smooth components, ~ H1 < L% Scope: second moments replace
almost-sure strong growth; supplied gap certificate A. almost-sure strong growth; no
componentwise regularity.
(4) Accelerated SGD [224, Thm. 2] O(1 + p\/T) (1): scope extends to Hy > 0; matches (1) uses batches [p]; its
Hy = 0, R%; expected target E[f(Z) — f(z*)] < e. known pv/T accuracy dependence at high-probability budget includes
H; = 0, with logarithmic confidence £s and £ A, absent from this
overhead. expected guarantee.
(5) Derived bound: Markov O+ p\/T/9). @):if A < LR?and T > 1, costs (1) uses batches [p].
conversion of [224, Thm. 2] H; = 0, R%; high-probability target. O(pV/T £5) instead; confidence gain
1/(V5 £5).
(6) Derived bound: AGNES + O(p(l +VT)er[1 + log(ET/é)]). (1): for A < LR?, T > 1, removes the £7 (1) uses batches [p].
proxBoost [89, Thm. 15, v3][48, H, = 0, R4 high-probability target. overhead, up to nested confidence logarithms.
Thm. 7] Scope extends to H1 > 0; smooth-case

acceleration is already known.

Abbr: Costs count individual stochastic-gradient samples, including batches and trials. £5 = 1 + log(1/6), £a = log(1 + A/e), S = [logy(A/e)], €s = 1 + log((1 + S)/4).
For Ho,H; > 0, Jg = min{S, [max{O,logQ(HlA/Ho)}]}; Jg =0if H = 0and Jgy = Sif Ho = 0 < Hy. L = 2Hy, T = LR2/8, br =1+ log(l +T).
Lo, Ly are component generalized-smoothness constants: ||V f,(y) — Vfu(2)|| < (Lo + L1||Vfw(@)|)|ly — z|| for ||y — z|| < 1/L1; almost-sure strong growth means
IVfu(@)||?2 < p||VF()||2. Z =2+ L1R+ L2A/Lo + LoR? /< + 1/5; polylog(Z) denotes the cited bound’s unspecified fixed polynomial in 1 + log Z.
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Table 11: Exact monotone root finding under GeneralizedLipschitzMonotone.

A continuous monotone map F' : E — E on a real inner-product space satisfies || F(z) — F(y)|| < (Lo + L1 maxo<¢<1 ||[F(z+t(y —x))|])||z — y||. Here Lo > 0, L1,G, R > 0,
e >0, ||F(x0)|| < G, and some root x, satisfies ||xg — z|| < R. The oracle returns exact F'(x); the target is || F'(z)|| < e deterministically. The setup imposes no algorithm

restriction.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AnchoredGeneralizedMonotone
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

LoR
1+%+(1+L1R)

© (Lo +L1G)R)

. Also
-log (1 +

€
O(1 + LoR/e + L3 R?) using the intrinsic
initial-residual bound.

(2) EG [41, Thm. 3.6]

O(1 + L2R?/e? + L2R?). E = RY.,

(1): LoR/¢ instead of (Lo R/¢)?; speedup
O(LoR/e) ife < min{LoR, Lo/(L?R)}.
Scope: arbitrary real inner-product spaces.
ForLo=L; =1 R=10,e =10"%:
O(10%) versus O(108).

(3) PolyakEG [240, Thm. 3.4,
Eq. (19)]

O(1+ LZR?/e% + L2R?). Known Lo, L1; E = R4,

(1): same leading-term gain as against (2). If
Ly >0and Lo/(L3R) <e < Lo/Lx,
speedup Q((Lo/(L1€))?). Fore > Lo/ L1,
moderate G gives

LiRlog(2+ L1R+ LoR/e) instead of
L% R?2; otherwise no strict gain is assured.

(4) PolyakEG-LS [240, Thm. 3.4,
Prop. 3.5(a)]

30\2 p2 —
Derived bound: (’)(1 + B+ % + (AI)QRQ),
including all trials. E = R%; fixed A € (0,1), 8 > 2,
positive initial estimates A%, A1,

(1): e~ ! instead of 2 for fixed remaining
parameters; no backtracking calls. Last iterate
instead of minimum residual among observed
iterates.

(1) needs Lo, L1 in its updates;
(4) does not.

(5) FEG / EAG [125, Thm. 4.1,
p = 0][243, Thms. 1-2, Sec. 2.3]

O(1 + LoR/¢). Special case: L1 = 0, E = R%,

(1) matches the known rate on this overlap;
scope extends to generalized Lipschitz
continuity with L1 > 0.

(1) has a roughly fivefold larger
leading cost constant than FEG
when L1 = 0.

Abbr: Costs count individual F-evaluations. R: initial root-distance bound; G: initial residual bound; €: residual tolerance. The intrinsic bound is || F((zo)|| < LoRel1 %, s0 G
may be replaced by min{G, LoRel1R}, Moderate G means log(1 + L1G/Lo) = O(log(2 + L1 R)). For (4), A is the fixed acceptance tolerance, 3 the backtracking factor,
A* the initial estimates, B = 2 max{0, [log(Lo/A%)/log(8 — 1)], [log(L1/A')/log(8 — 1)1}, and X = BB/2)\%; omit the L; logarithm when L; = 0. In (2), interpret

Lo/(L3R) = +o0if L1R = 0.

41


https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Setups/GeneralizedLipschitzMonotone.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/AnchoredGeneralizedMonotone.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/AnchoredGeneralizedMonotone.md

Table 12: Oracle-complexity upper bounds for GeneralizedSmoothAndConvex.

Convex f : E — R on areal Hilbert space has a differentiable gradient satisfying || V2 f(z)|| < Lo + L1||V f(z)|| everywhere. A minimizer z, satisfies ||zg — z«|| < R and
f(xo) — fzx) < A, with Lo, R, A,e > 0and L; > 0. Exact gradients are available; Lo, L1, R, A are public inputs. The target is f(zout) — f(x«) < e almost surely; our
constructions guarantee it for every seed. The setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) GeneralizedSelfNormalized O (1 +1/LoR2/e gradients
Convex (Ours) (% x x) (review)
+ min{ |'q2/3]Z,

0+ (a0)*/%})

(2) GeneralizedAcceleratedConvex O (1 ++/LoR2 /e + [¢*/ 3]Z) gradients
(Ours) (* x %) (review)

(3) AGD [214, Theorem 4.3, v2] (9(1 +1/LoR2%/e gradients. 1): for ¢ — oo, A = LoRZ?, (2): startup can be worse when
E = R%; derived bound ) e = LoR2q=%/3, total e < Lo/L? and
+qlog(1+min{ LlA, é}) O(qlog g) = O((qlog q)*/®). q?/30> \/LoR2/e; its
Lo e (2): O(¢?/?log q) in that regime. Matches logarithm does not saturate.
+log (1 . A )) the leading e ~1/2 rate. (1), (2): two gradients per iteration
LoR? instead of one; restricted to full
R=R,To=2A / R2?, using a flat-coordinate extension. domains.
(4) AGMSsDR [218, Theorem 6.2, O((l +v) [1 + 1/ Lo R? /e gradient/value calls, (1): startup ¢2/3¢ — (q€)2/3 for ¢ > V2. (1), (2): need R, A in addition.
v3] (2): matches iteration rate.
E=R% feC? + |—q2/31f]) (1), (2): bounded gradient-only cost; no
including exact segment searches; v has no parameter values or exact search. Total-call rates are not
bound. comparable with unbounded v.
(5) Accelerated GRAAL [20, O (1 +1/LoR%/e + q3 gradient/value calls, for (1), (2): no values. For ¢ — oo, (1), (2): need Lo, L1, R, A; (5)
Corollary 3, v2] 1 no =e"9/Lg, A = LoR?, updates need only an admissible
E=R% fecC? L1 >0 +(1+¢?)log 7) e = LoR%q™*, total O(¢3) — O(q?). 1. Our startup depends on
noLo (2): startup ¢ — ¢2/30 when £ < q7/3. accuracy.

0<mno<e 9/Lo.

Abbr: ¢ = L1R; £ = 1+ log(1 + A/e); V2 f = DV f; no is the initial stepsize; v is the maximum gradient/value call cost of one exact segment minimization. Costs count all
gradient evaluations, including trials, and values where used.
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Table 13: Comparison for GeneralizedSmoothParameterFree.

Convex f : E — R on a real Hilbert space, with differentiable gradient and | V2 f(z)|| < Lo + L1||Vf(z)|| everywhere. A minimizer z, satisfies ||zo — z«|| < R and
f(xo) — f(zs) < A, where Lo, R, A,e,ho > 0and L1 > 0. Exact gradients are available. Target: f(Z) — f(z«) < e. In (1), updates receive only xg, ho; the sufficient stopping
budget depends on the problem parameters and €.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) BacktrackingGeneralized
Accelerated (Ours) (* x *) (review)

O(\ /LoR2/e + (1 + s) log(2 + s gradient calls,

+ + Loho
oho
L2A
+ = 4+ LAk
Lo b ))

including two per trial and all rejected trials.

(2) Accelerated GRAAL [21, Cor. 3,
v2]. Restriction: E = R4, fec?,
Ly > 0.

O (1 + 1/ LoR2 /e + s3 gradient and value calls;

1
+ (14 5%) log — )
Lomno
requires Lonoe® < 1.

1): for s > 1, hg = no, A = f(zo) — f(zx),
proved start-up improves by a factor of order s;
total gain when € > Lo R?/s%. Allows any

hgo > 0; removes values. Matches order for

s < 1 or accuracy-dominated costs.

Example: f(z) =e* —z, Lo = L1 =1,
zo=R>1Lhy=n=e Q)

O(R/+/z + R?) versus (2) O(R/+/€ + R3).

(1): backtracking incurs
constant-factor overhead.

(3) AGD [214, Thm. 4.3, v2].
Restriction: E = R%;

R = ||zo — x«|| for the displayed
tuning.

0(1 +\/LoR2/e

+otog(2-+min{ L2 21

A
+ log<2 + L_OR2 ))
supplied Lo, L1, R = R, Tg = 2A/R2.

gradient calls;

(1): removes Lo, L1, R, A from updates;
matches the leading e ~1/2 term. No established
rate improvement.

(1): possible (1 +

s) log(Loho =+ 1/(L0h0))
and (1 + s)log(2 + s)
overhead; loses the shortcut
when A/e < L2A/Lg.
Backtracking constant factor.

(4) AGMSsDR [219, Thm. 6.2, v3].
Restriction: E = RY, f € C2.

O((u-{-l)[l-ﬁ-‘/LgR?/e

+ [s2/%] (1 + log(8/2)) ])
gradient/value calls; 0 < ¢ < A = f(xg) — f(z«)-

Requires Lg, L1 and exact one-dimensional minimization.

(1): no Lo, L1, values, or exact line search;
start-up logarithm is independent of €. Total rates
are not comparable: v has no parameter bound.

(1) loses the s2/3 start-up
power, ignoring the
unbounded search factor v.

Abbr: s = L1 R; hg and g are initial step sizes; R is a supplied distance bound; I"g is AGD’s initial potential parameter; v bounds the gradient/value calls per exact one-dimensional
search. log denotes the natural logarithm.
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Table 14: Heavy-tailed Adam under the HeavyTailedAdam setup.

f : R — R is differentiable, V f is L-Lipschitz, and f(zo) —inf f < A, with L > 0, A > 0. A jointly measurable, integrable oracle uses IID samples of law p, with
J9(z,w)dp =V f(z)and [ >, |gi(z,w) — 8 f(z)|* dp < 0%, 1 < a < 2, ¢ > 0. The setup restricts algorithms to coordinate Adam. (1) uses no bias correction, 81 = 0.9,

and damping outside the square root; its uniform pre-update output satisfies [ ||V f(z1)|l2 dP < e, & > 0, under execution law P.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty

Limitations

(1) AdamHeavyTailedFixed
Momentum (Ours) (x * *)
(review)

O(H%[Hca (g)r])

(1): Matches known accuracy exponent
with fixed 81 and no normalization;
method-specific advance, no
problem-class rate improvement. No
tuning-knowledge gain.

LA
(2) NSGD-M [97, Cor. 19, arXiv O (1 +—
v3] €

[1+(2)])

(1): Larger constants; narrower noise model.
Euclidean-scale conversion multiplies its
noise term by d(2—)/(2(e=1))

T
LA VLA
(3) SGD [142, Thm. 4.1, (] <1 +—+ <022> > (1): For fixed a < 2, noise-term gain
constant steps] € € scales as (VLA /e)(2=@)/(a=1) g
e < V2LA. equal scales; after Euclidean conversion,

(VLA/(Vde))2=e)/(@=1) when
VLA > +/de. No exponent gain at

(1): Coordinate-noise penalty and large
constants; loses the stronger guarantee
E[(K2 S5, IV F(2)[13)2/?) < e
Gain concerns the shared expected-norm
target.

a=2.

8a—4
B\ 3a—4 G
(4) Vector Adam [190, Thm. 6.4, O <1 + < —) [1 + log ﬂ] (1): Ordinary expected gradient norm; no (1): Requires smoothness.
€ €

v2] bounded-gradient assumption; includes Accuracy-dependent damping replaces a
G-Lipschitz differentiable AV B% 1 < a < 4/3. Different criteria and fixed stabilizer; 1 — B2 < 10~ 12,
objectives; o > 4/3. + T 52 i3m0 classes: rates not comparable.

g3a—4

Expected relaxed (), €)-stationarity;
0 < € < G + o2, fixed @ and memory coupling.

Abbr: Costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls. 7 = a/(a — 1); co = 10%%/(®=1); K is the iteration count. o2 bounds (E[g — Vf||$)'/%: the setup implies
o2 < o, while Euclidean noise permits o = dt/e—1/ 249. Rate comparisons hold at fixed «; prior-work constants may depend on «.. In (4), G bounds ||V f|l2, A > 0 is the
relaxation parameter, B = C'G + o2, and C is the regret constant in Thm. 6.4 (bounded for fixed memory coupling and sufficiently small accuracy). Relaxed stationarity uses
infry = {||[EVF(Y)|l2 + AE[|Y — z||3}. In (1), B2 = 1 — p, 7 = £/(105,/p), and p = (1012 + (10%5/¢)")~!; tuning uses L, A, o, o, €.
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Table 15: Inexact-gradient strongly convex optimization: InexactGradientStronglyConvex.

On a real Hilbert space, f is differentiable with global quadratic upper and lower models of curvature L and p, where 0 < g < L. A minimizer z* satisfies ||zg — z*|| < R. Every
oracle reply obeys ||g — Vf(z)|| < a||V f(z)|| + 6, with 0 < o < 1 and 6, R > 0; errors may depend on the call and seed. The target is f(zn) — f(z*) < e almost surely, with
e > 0and 13662 < pu(1 — )2e. The constructed method uses L, i, c, zo; the setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedInexactStrongly
Convex (Ours) (* x x) (review)

o1+ [\/ZJr =30,

(2) RE-AGM [220, Thm. 6.1] O(1+ (V&E+ ar)l);a < 1/3,

€ > C'min{y/k, @~ 1}62 /. Euclidean space.

(1): for k=1/2 < @ < 1/3, gain
min{ay/k, a1} Ata = k=1/4,

O(1 + k2¢) instead of O(1 4 K3/4¢).
Certified floor drops to O(62/1); extends to
a <1

(3) RE-AGM [222, Thm. 4] O+ y/k£);5 =0, a < cor~ /2. Euclidean space.

(1): matches this rate; retains it up to

a = O(k~1/%) bounded away from 1,
instead of O(k~1/2). Scope: permits
absolute error subject to its floor.

(4) RE-AGM [222, Thm. 5] O + akl); § = 0,k 1/2/3 < a < 1/3. Euclidean

(1): gain min{a/k, a~ 1} for

space. k1/2 < a < 1/3; reaches K14 at
a =k~ /4, Scope: adds absolute error
subject to its floor.
(5) GD [220, Thm. 5.2] O (1 + ’(il(i-;(;f’) Z); e>C (11jo(¢!)3 % Euclidean smooth  (1): for large x, @ < +~1/4 and common (1) requires strong convexity

PL functions; displayed initialization on the common
strongly convex setup.

admissible accuracy, O(1 + v/ £) instead of
O(1 + k).

instead of the PL inequality.

(6) Fast gradient method [73,
Thm. 3.3]

O(1 ++/rb); a =0,e > Cy/r 62 /. Euclidean space;
additive-error specialization.

1): at a = 0, certified floor 62 / instead of
/K 62 /11 in order; certifies acceleration
below (6)’s threshold when

82/ < e < /K2 /. Scope: adds relative
error.

Abbr: k = L/u, £ = log(1 + LR?/¢); costs count inexact-gradient calls. C' denotes a sufficiently large universal constant in sufficient accuracy conditions; a1 = 400 at & = 0.

co = (V2 —1)/(18v2). PL: |V f(@)[]* > 2u(f(x) — f(¥)).
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Table 16: Known-value convex optimization with exact local linear minimization: KnownValueSmoothConvexLocalLinear.

A real Hilbert space, a closed convex set C, and zo € C. The differentiable objective satisfies 0 < f(y) — f(z) — (Vf(z),y — z) < (L/2)|ly — z|| for 2,y € C. Known inputs
are L > 0,R > 0,e > 0, and fx = f(x«) for a minimizer . € C with ||zg — z«|| < R. Exact oracles return (f(z), V f(x)) and a minimizer of (g, v) overv € C' N B(x,r).
Target: feasible y with f(y) — f(zx) < &; (1) guarantees its last primal iterate for every seed and oracle tie-breaking choice.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) SplitBroxKnownValue (Ours)
(% % *) (review)

O(1 + /LR?/e) total value-gradient and local-LMO

calls, including all trials.

(2) BroxGD [196, Thm. 3.2(ii),
Cor. D.2]

O(1 + LR?/e) total value-gradient and local-LMO calls. (1): factor /L R2 /e fewer calls when

Finite-dimensional; R > 0; L-Lipschitz gradient on an

open convex neighborhood of C'.

LR? /e > 1; last instead of best iterate.
Scope: quadratic models only on C' suffice.

(1) needs exact fi and L
additionally; (2) uses only R, K
to set radii.

(3) Polyak-radius BroxGD [196,
Thm. 3.5, Eq. (24)]

o1+ TSl + LR

and local-LMO calls. Finite-dimensional; smooth on an
open neighborhood of C'; known f.

) total value-gradient

1): £ 1/2 instead of €2 in this general
guarantee, without ||V f (x4 )|| dependence;
last instead of averaged iterate.

(1) needs L, R additionally.

(4) APMM [52, Alg. 1, Thm. 2.1];
p =1, X} = C, no functional
constraints

O(1 + \/LR?/e) total value-gradient evaluations and
exact projections onto C' N {€f < fy}.

Finite-dimensional smooth case.

(1) matches the accelerated order using
point-only local LMOs, with no logarithmic
search overhead. Different oracles prevent a
direct cost comparison.

(1) needs L, R additionally; (4) is
parameter-free apart from f, €.

(5) CGS [123, Cor. 3, 2014
preprint]; special case: bounded
C C R? of diameter D

O(1 + LD? /¢) total gradient and global-LMO calls;
gradient calls alone: O(1 + \/LD?/e).

(1): for R < Dand LD? /e > 1, atleast a
factor /L D2 /e fewer linear-oracle calls.
Scope: unbounded C' allowed.

(1) needs f4 and the stronger local
LMO; (5) needs only global linear
minimization over C.

Abbr: LMO: linear minimization oracle; local LMO: one point minimizing a linear function on C'N B(z,7); B(z,r): closed ball; D = sup,, ,cc |z — y
Ly(v;z) = f(z) + (Vf(z),v — z). Costs count each oracle invocation once.
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Table 17: BFGS for linear-predictor objectives: LinearPredictorBFGS.

f(z) = h(Az) on R?, with linear A : R¢ — R™, convex Ly-smooth h, L > Ly||A||?2, L > 0,and 0 < pu < Lj. A minimizer z, satisfies ||zo — z«|| < R and
SIlA(z — z4) II? < f(x) — f(xx) whenever f(z) < f(zo). The setup restricts algorithms to BFGS with positive scalar initialization; (1) uses Bg = LI. The oracle returns an
Armijo-weak-Wolfe step and its endpoint gradient, with 0 < ¢1 < c2 < 1. Target: f(zx) — f(z+) < &, & > 0, for every admissible oracle history. Bundled line-search calls include
initialization; internal search trials have no stated gradient/value-call budget.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) LinearPredictorBFGS (Ours) O (1 + 53/27_3/2 \/LR? /a) line-search calls.
(% % *) (review)

(2) BFGS [54, Thm. 3.1, Eq. (11)] O (1 + LV:‘JZ ) line-search calls; Bg = LI, Wy < co.  (1): Distance-only BFGS bound, independent (1) needs composite growth; (2)
K of design conditioning; €~ 1/2 instead of e 1. covers general convex smooth
For Wy < R, total gain when objectives with finite . For
LR2/€ > 53/7. No uniform Wy boundin ~ Wy < R, (1) loses at coarse
setup parameters: h(z) = ||z]|2/2, accuracy and has worse
A = diag(1,6), zo = (R, 0) give dependence.
Wo > R/(26).
(3) AGD/FISTA [16, Thm. 4.4], O (1 + /LR? /5) gradient calls, available through (1) matches the e~ 1/2 order for BFGS, with (1) pays 53/27*3/2 and a larger
fixed step, ¢ = 0 v = 0 queries; applies throughout the target objective extra parameter factors; no problem-class leading constant; needs composite
class. complexity improvement. growth and line-search access

instead of gradients alone.

Abbr: k= Lp/u; vy = c1(1 — c2); fu = f(24); Xs = argmin f; Wo = subge x, | f(x)<f(wo)(F (%) = f)/IIV f(@)]l; ¢ is the FISTA nonsmooth term; § > 0 is a design
singular value; < means equality up to universal factors; > means asymptotically larger. B

Table 18: Relative gradient error: RelativeErrorSmoothConvex.

|y — x||2, with L > 0, a minimizer =*, and ||zo — z*|| < R, R > 0. Every oracle

Convex differentiable f on a real Hilbert space satisfies f(y) < f(z) + (Vf(z),y — z) + 2|
) — f(z*) < e, e > 0, almost surely under the execution measure (indeed, for every

reply satisfies ||g — V f(z)|| < a||Vf(2)|, 0 < a < 1, for every call and seed. Target: f(x
seed). Parameters L, «, R, € are supplied.

L
2
N

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) AcceleratedRelativeErrorConvex O(l + 4/ % + ‘l"i—z)
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

(2) Regularized RE-AGM [220, O((\/’f +aT)(1 +log T)). T>1La<1/3 (1): aT instead of o/T; removes logarithm
Thm. 7.2] Euclidean space. onT >1,a<1/3. Ata =T"1/4,
T > 81: O(T3/4(1 4 log T)) — O(VT).
Scope: every a < 1.

2

(3) Regularized GD [220, Thm. 7.1] (9( Eifzgﬁ T(1 + log T)). T >1,a < 1/2;Buclidean (1): O(VT 4+ a2T)onT > 1, a < 1/2;
space. logarithmic saving throughout. For

a<T-V4 O(T(1 +1logT)) — O(T).

Scope: every a < 1.

@) ISTM, p = 2[111, Thm.3.1]  O(1 4+ v/T) when o < ¢ min{1, T~1/2}; Euclidean (1): matches O(v/T) for T > 1,
space. Certified accuracy floor of order a®> L R?. a< T—1/2; extends acceleration to
a < T~ Y4 with o < 1/3. Arbitrary
accuracy for every a < 1.

Abbr: T = LR?/e; complexity counts relative-error gradient calls; ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small universal constant; < suppresses a universal constant. GD: gradient descent;
RE-AGM: relative-error accelerated gradient method; ISTM: intermediate similar triangle method.
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Table 19: Gradient sliding for SlidingGeneralizedSmooth.

Minimize I = f+h over convex Q in a real Hilbert space. The convex differentiable f has continuous gradient and satisfies ||V f (2) =V f(y)|| < [Lo+L1 8Up ¢[q,y) IV f(2)[]llz—
y|| on the whole space. Oracles supply exact gradients, exact projections onto @, and possibly adversarial vectors s(u) with ||s(u)|| < M and h(v) > h(u) + (s(u),v — u) for
u,v € Q. There is z* € argming F withzg € Q, ||lzo — z*|| < R, F(z9) — F(z*) < A, and ||V f(z*)|| < G. Here Lo, R, A,e > 0and L1, M,G > 0. Target: a feasible
output z with F'(z) — F(z*) < e almost surely.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) GeneralizedGradientSliding
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

\/ AR2 1+ L1R)¢
Total: O /e+ 1+ L1R)

+ M2R?/e?
Gradients: O( AfQ +(1+ L1R)€).

G is used only in the gradient-count cap.

(2) Gradient sliding [120], Cor. 1(a),
arXiv v2. Derived bound:
finite-dimensional localization to

X = QN B(zo,2R).

Total: (’)(1 + \/@+ @)
Gradients: O (1 + \/@).

Uses L = Ae3L1 R and exact Ilx;at Ly = 0, use
X=Q,L=Lo.

(1): gradient saving e3L1R/2 when

LiR> land \/AR2/e > (1 + L1 R)¢;
total saving additionally requires

M?2R2/e? <« /AR?/e. Only Il needed.
Matches leading rate for L1 R < 1; scope
extends global smoothness.

(1): extra £ term at L; = 0; no
Bregman geometry or additional
simple prox term.

(3) Normalized subgradient [86],
Thm. 2, arXiv v3. Derived bound,
E = R9; best iterate selected using
F values.

1+ (G + M)2R%/&?
Total and gradients: O

+AR?/e 4+ L2R?
Includes V f, b’ and Il calls, plus F values for
selection; Il is unnecessary when Q=E.

(1): gradients e~ 1/2 instead of e~ 2 for fixed

parameters, G + M > 0; no F' values. Total
gains can occur for constrained G > M. For
Q = E, take G = M: matched total order
unless €A > M2 oreL; > M,
initialization can mask gains.

(1): updates additionally need
Lo, L1, M, A, ¢; (3) needs only
R, T. Initialization term

(14 L1R)¢ exceeds L2 R? when
£>L1R> 1.

Abbr: A=Lo+ L1G; 4 =1+ log(l + (1+ L1R) A/(LORQ)); 1 is exact Euclidean projection onto C'; h/ denotes a returned subgradient; 7" is the iteration horizon in (3).
Total cost counts all primitive oracle calls.
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Table 20: Stochastic generalized monotone root finding: StochasticGeneralizedMonotone.

On a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space, F' is continuous and monotone, F/(z*) = 0, [[zo — 2*|| < R, and ||F(z) — F(y)|| < (Lo + L1 sup.¢[z 4 [|1F(2)|)llz — yl|. The

jointly measurable oracle satisfies [ g(z,w)dp = F(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — F(z)||? dp < o2, with integrable values and squared errors, and IID samples of law p under P. Here

Lo,L1,R,0 > 0,2 > 0,0 < é < 1. Target: measurable output X with P{||F'(X)| > e} < 4.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) StochasticGeneralizedMonotone

(Ours) (* x x) (review)

o([1+ 222 + (LiR)? + %]

-log® Q log(Q/ 5)) stochastic calls, including batches

and repetitions.

(2) [100], Thm. 2.2; globally
Lipschitz special case L1 = 0,
Lo >0

O(@h + ‘;—263112) stochastic calls; e < LgR;

(E[|IF(X)|?) 1/2 < ¢ on the unconstrained restriction.

(1): Scope extends to L1 > 0 with
polynomial dependence and additive variance
cost. At L1 = 0, matches polynomial
accuracy dependence; gives high-probability
accuracy under finite variance.

(1): Extra logarithmic overhead at
L1 = 0, including confidence
dependence; no constrained-VI
guarantee.

3) [217], Thm. 4.4, p
quasi-sharp, 0 < a <

|

2 2a
(')(1 + % + %> stochastic calls for

QQT

Edist?(X, X*) < 7; two calls per iteration.

(1): No quasi-sharpness assumption; permits
« = 1, including monotone operators with
(F(z),x — 2*) = 0 near roots. Residual
and distance rates are not comparable.

(1): Does not cover constrained or
structured non-monotone
problems covered by (3).

(4) Anchored extragradient [158];
exact-oracle special case o = 0,
Lo >0

o1+ 28 4 (1+ LiR)

- log (1 + W)) exact calls; deterministic

residual accuracy.

(1): Scope extends to noisy finite-variance
oracles; no initial-residual bound G needed
for its budget.

(1): At o = 0, quadratic rather
than linear L1 R term, with
additional logarithms; loses
anytime last-iterate guarantee.

Abbr: Q = 2+ LoR/e + L1R, £ = 1 + log(LoR/e) and h = 1 + log £ in (2); G > ||F(z0)|| in (4). In (3), X* is the solution set, 7 > 0 is squared-distance accuracy,
R? > Edist?(x, X*), and quasi-sharpness means (F(z),z — «*) > pdist?(z, X*), u > 0. The exponent « replaces 1 on the segment operator norm in generalized Lipschitz

continuity; its constants are denoted Lo, L1. Set co, = 90%/(1—a) Ko = Lo(ca +1), K1 = L1ca3% Ky = Ei/

d = max{4pu, 2v3(Ko + K1 + K2)}, where Cr > supy, E||F(z)].
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Table 21: Stochastic minimax optimization with Lipschitz Hessians: StochasticHessianNcsc.

On finite-dimensional real inner-product spaces, f(x,y) is jointly L-smooth, u-strongly concave in y, and has p-Lipschitz Hessian V2 f. Let ®(x) = maxy f(=,y), ®(z0) —
inf; ®(z) < A, and ||Vy f(zo,y0)|| < G. Here 0 < p < L, p,o,e > 0, and A, G > 0. Each call returns a jointly measurable, unbiased joint stochastic gradient with total
variance at most o2, using a fresh IID sample. The targetis [ ||V®(Z(w))|| dP(w) < &, where P includes the sampling and algorithm randomness.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) HessianNcscImplicitTransport

(Ours) (% x %) (review)

O(K2(1 +02/e2) joint-gradient calls,
(14 peK/L?)
. [KA\/@/E +1+4+0/e

+log(1 + GZQ/MQ)D
including initialization.

(2) [233, Thm. 3.4, v1]

(’)(Am [ViLA/e?
+ kLAg? /et
+ k202 /2
+ VE(1 + log(1+
RG24 LA)/22))] )

success probability 2/3. Applies for k > ko,
LA > Cpe? (universal thresholds).

joint-gradient calls;

(1): e~ 7/2 instead of e~ for fixed positive
parameters as € — 0. More generally, gain
up to logarithms when o > € and

e < min{L?/(pr%),0/k%, LA/ (ko)}.
Expected stationarity implies the shared
probability target by tuning to €/3.

(1) needs a known
Hessian-Lipschitz bound; leading
noise dependence x7/2 instead of
K. Low-noise gap term worse by
£5/2 when pe K < L2; larger
proved constants.

(3) HCMM-1 [25, Thm. 1, v3]

O(e~3) stochastic-gradient and stochastic
Hessian—vector-product calls in total, for fixed remaining
parameters and initialization; their dependence is
unspecified. Requires bounded gradients and unbiased,
bounded-variance stochastic Hessians.

(1): no stochastic Hessian oracle or
bounded-gradient assumption. Rates are not
comparable under the supplied gradient-only
oracle.

(1) has exponent 7/2 instead of 3
with other parameters fixed, under
the respective oracle models.

(4) NIGT [44, Thm. 3]

Derived bound: O(l + LAJE?

+A02\/ﬁ/€7/2
13/3
b )
A4/32/3:7/3
A > 0. Special case f(z,y) = F(z) — |y
inf F' to zero.

gradient calls,

2 shift

(1) extends single-level optimization to
coupled minimax problems. Matches the
leading £~7/2 rate on the overlap (u = L,
fixed positive parameters).

(1) retains extra LAo /e3-type
terms even at . = L.

Abbr: k= L/pu, K = 1+, Q = pK/e + L?/(e2 4+ 02); A = 1 + log(1 + x) + log(1 + LA/e2) + log(1 + k202 /£2). TID: independent, identically distributed. One
joint-gradient call returns the « and y components together.
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Table 22: High-probability convex optimization under distance-growing second moments: TerminalClippingConvex.

Measurable f is convex on closed convex X C R%; zg,z* € X, x* € argminy f, and ||zg — z*|| < R. IID samples have law v and joint law P. The jointly measurable
oracle satisfies [ g(z,w) dv(w) € dx f(z) and [ ||g(z,w)||? dv(w) < B?||z — x0||?> + G? on X; exact measurable projection onto X is available. Here B, G, e > 0, R > 0,
0 < 8§ < 1. The setup restricts algorithms to projected clipped subgradient updates with the current iterate as output. Target: P{f(z7) — f(z*) > e} < 4.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
BR? + G2/B)2¢?
(1) ClippedBgLastlterate (Ours) O (1 + %)
(% % *) (review) €
A? AN?
(2) Projected Halpern [5, Thm. 3.6]; O| 1+ =3 [1 + log (1 + —)} (1): On the same moment class, (1) needs a fixed horizon instead of an
derived bound via Markov €%0 €d logarithmic instead of polynomial anytime schedule; substantially larger
confidence cost; removes the accuracy proved numerical constants.

logarithm at fixed confidence.
Comparison is specifically with Markov

conversion.
R2 2 M2 2 52
(3) Clipped SGD [145, Thm. 3], O (1 + (B+E°/6) g +7) ) (1): Matches this rate for (1): The G*/(B2£?) term diverges
— € 2 _ a2 2 g : . . ;
p=2 Special case: M-bounded subgradients, uniform variance G n M +oB 7.G/B’ with last as B | 0; bounded-moment tuning
5. . iterate instead of averaging. Scope: allows B = G/R needs R > 0 known.
o<; B > 0, known o, fixed horizon. . . .. .
non-Lipschitz objectives and growing
moments.
. N aMt 2 . . . . .
(4) Distance-adaptive clipped SGD O h + —— + 2%[1 + log(1 + 2)] (1): Last iterate instead of a selected (1) is not distance-adaptive:
— € ; . . 2 /8)2 mic
[145, Thm. 6],p = 2 Special case: M-bounded subgradients, known uniform :e;gged 1\;fzrag§.’ eﬁt\?nd\ﬁ?h rowin (g t g //55 { mlm:lattci}:nw}tle;lin
variance bound 62; r > 0, w¢ = 1 + log2 t. n?or;lerftzc opjectives growing - - Loses anylime tuning.

Abbr: Ox f(x) = {v: f(y) > f(z) + {(v,y —x) Yy € X}; £ = 1 +1og(1/8); A = BR? 4+ G?/B. Costs count subgradient calls plus projection calls (one of each per
update); on X = R projection is the identity. M bounds deterministic subgradients; o is the central-noise scale; L is gradient Lipschitzness; p, « are central moment orders. In (4),
h=141log(l+ R/r),a = (r+ R)h, z=avVM?2 + 020/e. In (6), D = max{Ro, L/5R8/554/5 [1/3R4/352/3} and {5 = 1 + log((1 + LR2 /e 4+ D3/e3)/4).
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Table 23: TerminalClippingConvex (continued).

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(M? + o20)R?

22
Special case: M -Lipschitz objective, sub-Gaussian noise
of scale o; R-tuned.

(5) SGD [148, Thm. 3.5] @] (1 +

(1): Extends the high-probability
last-iterate guarantee to finite second
moments and non-Lipschitz objectives
with growing moments.

On the overlap, G? = M? + 52,
B =G/R, R > 0: (1) costs
M2 2 R2£2
(’)(1 + %), losing
€
up to £2.

LR202
O(l_t'_ﬂ_;'_
3
2

Special case: X = RY, L-smooth, uniform variance o<;
L,R,oc>0.

(6) Clipped SGD [40, Thm. 1,
Cor. 1], =2

D348
53)

(1): With B = /2L,

G? = 2L2%2R? + 02, costs
(LR% +02/L)202\

o1+ LR ILIEY,

improves the accuracy dependence when

e < min{o3/(L?R), L?R3/0}. Scope:

no smoothness needed. Updates can use
supplied G2 > 2||V f(x0)]|? + 02
instead of R.

(1) loses anytime tuning and coverage
of o < 2; worse deterministic term:
L?R*/<? instead of LR? /e, apart
from logarithms.

Abbr: Ox f(x) = {v: f(y) > f(z) + {(v,y —x) Yy € X}; £ = 1 +1og(1/8); A = BR? + G?/B. Costs count subgradient calls plus projection calls (one of each per
update); on X = R projection is the identity. M bounds deterministic subgradients; o is the central-noise scale; L is gradient Lipschitzness; p, o are central moment orders. In (4),
h=141log(l+ R/r),a = (r+ R)h, z=avVM? + 02{/e. In (6), D = max{Ro, L/5R8/554/5 [1/3R4/352/3} and {5 = 1 + log((1 + LR2 /e 4+ D3/e3)/4).
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Table 24: Third-derivative-smooth nonconvex optimization: ThirdDerivativeSmoothNonconvex.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f € C3 has Ls-Lipschitz third derivative, f(zo) — inf f < A, and || V2 f(x0)|| < Ho, where L3, A,e > 0 and Ho > 0. Exact
value/gradient and full-Hessian oracles are available. The target is |V f (zout )| < € almost surely; (1) guarantees it for every seed. No global gradient- or Hessian-Lipschitz bound or
algorithm restriction is imposed.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) LazyQuarticHessianTradeoff O((1 + S5/%)¢ + m(1 + S3/%)) total; O(1 + S3/4)

(Ours) (% x %) (review) Hessian calls.
(2) [57], Thm. 3.5, Cor. 3.6 (p = 3) (’)(m [dl/SAE1/35_4/3 (1): Dimension-free; for S > 1, Linit < L3, (1) needs L3, A, Hop; (2) adapts
+ d{1 +log, (L3/Linit)}]) total, counting trials and ~ Hessians 53/4 instead of d'/38 + d; total  to Lz. Form = d = 1,
finite differences; Linit > O. gain when mdl/3 > S1/4¢. Linit =< L3, 5 > 1: O(S)

Example: m = d, Hy < f3, Linit < L3: becomes O(S5/4€).
O(d*/3S + d2) becomes
O(S%/4[1 + log S] + dS3/4).

(3) [94], first-order variant after (8); O (d(l +5) {1 +log, (%)} ) expected (1): Scope extends beyond global L1; (1) needs Hessians; larger cost

globally L1-Lipschitz gradient ’ dimension-free. On the overlap, for S > 1,  when d < S1/4, up to logarithms.

value/gradient calls; no Hessians. gains when d > S1/4 and m < dS1/%, up

to logarithms.

1/2,1/6
(4) [27], Thm. 2; globally O (ALL% [1 +log (%ﬁ)]) value/gradient (1): Scope extends beyond global L1, (1) needs Hessians and Hy; larger
L1-Lipschitz gradient . . including quartic least squares. On the gradient prefactor when L1 < S8
calls; no Hessians. 1/4 L , .
. 2/3 1/271/6 1/3 23 overlap, replaces /L1 by (L3A)Y/4;total  within (4)’s admissible accuracy
Valid for & <0 /“L3’ " and 8L3' "¢ < L. gain for L1 > 8 and range.
m < A1/4Li/2L;1/125_2/3, up to
logarithms.

Abbr: d = dim E; m > 1 is the cost of one full Hessian in value/gradient-call units; total cost is G + mH, with G, H the respective call counts. S = AL;)/35*4/3; B =+L3A;
£ =1+1log(1+ HoA/e? + L3A3/e*). L is a global gradient-Lipschitz constant; Liyit is (2)’s initial smoothness estimate and I = max{ Linit, L3}. § = f(x0) —inf f < A;
log, t = max{0, log t}; < denotes equality up to universal factors.
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Table 25: Exact-value optimization under ZerothOrderMatrixGeneralizedSmooth.

Convex f : R — R has a differentiable gradient and a minimizer x*, with ||zp — z*|| < Rand f(zo) — f(z*) < A. An unknown symmetric matrix 0 < H < I satisfies tr H < r
and V2 f(z) < (Lo + L1||Vf(x)| g-1)H. Hered > 1, Lo, 7, R, A,e > 0, L1 > 0,and 0 < § < 1. Access is to exact function values; the target is Pr{ f(&) — f(z*) > &} < 6.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) ZerothOrderMatrixGeneralized
Accelerated (Ours) (* x *) (review)

d(r+1)LoR?
o /T

4+ (r+ 1+ LiR\/d(r+ 1))E]> function values,

including independent runs and output selection.

(2) RS-NAG [183], Thm. 3.3,
Prop. 5.2. Derived bound:
independent runs, best-value
selection.

(@] (D {1 + 14/ M}) directional-derivative

and selection-value calls. Special case L1 = 0,d > 2;
same probability target.

(1): Scope extends to L1 > 0. Values replace
directional derivatives; at L1 = 0, matches
the leading rate.

(1): Adds O(D(r + 1)¢) at
Ly =0.

(3) AGD [214], Thm. 4.3; Euclidean
reduction.

LoR2
o(1+yEE
. [ LZa
+ LgRlog, mm{LLO7 %}
+log ﬁ) exact-gradient calls. Here

R = ||zg — z*||, e < A; deterministic accuracy.

(1): Values suffice; no ,u,;Il/ 2 dependence
from L g. No established function-value cost
comparison with (3).

(1): Probabilistic instead of
deterministic accuracy; needs r
additionally.

(4) Uniform coordinate acceleration
[151], Thm. 6.

O (dﬁ % +(1+ d}?i\/Hl)ép) partial-derivative,

value, and exact segment-solve calls. Expected gap < ¢;
gap local model (Assump. 2), known f*, R < oo,
15 S F[).

(1): Values replace derivatives and exact
segment solves; R, A replace f*, R.
Function-value rates are not comparable:
segment-solve cost is unbounded here.

(5) Importance-sampled coordinate
acceleration [151], Thm. 8.

O(ﬁzi VHo,i
V3

+(1+R i /Hlyi)Zp) partial-derivative, value, and

exact segment-solve calls. Expected gap < €; coordinate
local model (Assump. 7), known f*, R < oo, e < Fy.

(1): No coordinate-curvature inputs; H
remains unknown. Values replace derivatives
and exact segment solves. Function-value
rates are not comparable without
segment-solve costs.

Abbr: D = 1+ log(1/6); £ = log(e + A/e); log, t = max{0,logt}, withlog, 0 = 0; pg = Amin(H); Lg = L1//ptg (or Lg = Ly when H = I); ||g|lp-1 =

VgTH=1g, f* = f(z*); Fo = f(z0) — f*; br = 1 + log(Fo/e); R = SUP f(z)< f(x0) 1T — @*||. Ho, H1 and Ho ;, H1,; are the scalar and coordinate gap-local-model
coefficients in (4) and (5); they are not the matrix H. B
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Table 26: Fast Douglas—Rachford splitting under the DouglasRachfordSmoothConvex setup.

On a real Hilbert space, f is differentiable and convex with the global quadratic upper bound of parameter L > 0; C' is convex and g is convex on C'. Exact proximal minimizers of f
and of g over C are available at fixed . A minimizer * € C exists with ||w1 — z* — 4V f(2*)|| < R. Assume R,e,7 > 0,0 < XA < 1, and 4yL < A. The constructed fast
Douglas—Rachford method guarantees yy € C and F'(yn) — F'(z*) < e deterministically for its last iterate.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

R
(1) AcceleratedDouglasRachford O (1 + 7) proximal calls. At A\ =1,y =1/(4L):
Convex (Ours) (x*) (review) VAye

O(1 + /LR?/e).

R
(2) Fast Douglas—Rachford [191, O (1 + 7) proximal calls. Special case: (1): Scope: extends the same method’s (1) needs 4vL < A; excludes
Theorem 5] N . ) accelerated last-iterate guarantee to (2)’s optimal v = (/2 — 1)/L.
finite-dimensional quadratic f, closed proper g + ¢c; L Lo .
0<~<1/L A= (1—~L)/(14~L) nonquadratic smooth convex f. Matches the  Tuned finite-iteration constants are
’ ’ rate on the quadratic overlap; no worse for N < 4.
problem-class speedup established.

Abbr: F = f 4 g on C; ¢ is the convex indicator of C; L is the smoothness parameter; R bounds the initial distance to * + vV f(z*); ~y is the proximal parameter; X is the
relaxation; NN is the iteration count; € is the objective-gap tolerance. Costs count one evaluation of each proximal map per iteration.
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Table 27: Monotone root finding under mixed Lipschitz—Holder continuity: HolderMonotone.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, F' : E — E is monotone and satisfies || F'(z) — F(y)|| < L||lz — y|| + H||z — y||%, with L, H > 0and 0 < a < 1. A zero
x4 satisfies [|[zp — z«|| < R,and 0 < 79 < R, & > 0. The exact oracle returns F'(x); the target is || F'(Z)|| < e. Result (1) uses only xq, ro, & and returns a stopped iterate
deterministically; the setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) UniversalHolderMonotone
(Ours) (%*) (review)

O((S + log p)[1 + log(Sp)])

(2) PolyakEG-LS [241],
Thm. 3.4(12), Prop. 3.5.

O(1+ R%(2M/e)*/¥

+ (AR/e)? . Pure Holder: L = 0,
2M)t/v
+logy >\<€(1_)T)/u)
(M,v) = (H, «); pure Lipschitz: H = 0,
(M,v) =(L,1).

1):ForL=0,aa=1/2,
H=R=7r9=1,fixed\,e ] O:

O(e2log(1/e)) instead of O(e~4).

Scope: mixed continuity. Matches

parameter-free updates. At H = 0, fixed
L,R,r0, X\ e 0: O(s~Llog(1/¢))

instead of O (e2).

(3) Fast composite extragradient
[252], Thm. 2.

On r,a (1l + [e72€4]Y/B2=1)). Comparison: L = 0,
G = 0, one Holder operator, o > 1/3. Parameter
dependence not explicit.

(1): Fixed H,R,79,1/3 < a <1, [ 0:
exponent 1/« instead of 2/(3c — 1); no
knowledge of H, cv. Also covers o < 1/3.

(1): Stopped rather than last
iterate; extra logarithm at o = 1.
Equations in finite dimension
rather than Hilbert-space
inclusions with sums of operators.

(4) Tseng splitting [252], Thm. 1.

OH,R,a (1 + [5_2&1}1/0‘). Comparison: L = 0,
G = 0, one Holder operator. Parameter dependence not
explicit.

(1): Fixed H, R, ro, o, € | 0: exponent 1/
instead of 2/cv, up to logarithms; no

knowledge of H, a.

(1): Equations in finite dimension
rather than Hilbert-space
inclusions with sums of operators.

(5) Anchored extragradient [244],
Cor. 2, Sec. 2.3.

O(1+ LR/¢). Special case H = 0; known L.

(1): No knowledge of L; scope extends to

mixed Lipschitz—Hdolder continuity.

(1): Logarithmic overhead at

H = 0 (also radius-guess
overhead); stopped rather than last
iterate.

Abbr: S =1+ LR/e+ (8HR*/e)Y/ %, p = R/rg; bo = 1+ (1 — «) log, (1/¢); log, t = max{0,logt}, with log, 0 = 0. Costs count all evaluations of F', including
rejected trials. In (2), X > 0 is the initial inverse-step estimate; line-search constants are fixed at A = 1/2, 8 = 3. In (3), (4), G is the set-valued inclusion term; Oy R o holds these

parameters fixed.
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Table 28: Noisy value-oracle convex optimization under ZerothOrderSmoothAndConvex.

A real Hilbert space is linearly isometric to R%, d > 1. The differentiable convex function f has L-Lipschitz gradient and a minimizer 2, with ||zo — =« || < R. Each value query uses
a fresh IID seed & ~ p: jointly measurable g satisfies [ g(, &) dp(€) = f(z) and [(g(z,€) — f(2))2 dp(€) < o2, with these integrands integrable. Known d, L, R, o, € satisfy
L,e >0, R,0 > 0. Target: measurable output Z with integrable gap and [[f(Z(w)) — f(z«)] dP(w) < e, where P is the execution law.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
1+dy/LR2/e
(1) AcceleratedTwoPointZeroth O n P2LR2%o / 2

OrderConvex (Ours) (x*) (review)
() +d?LR%*6%/&3

d+dy/LR2/e

(2) AcceleratedZerothOrderConvex O + d’LR%s / 2
(Ours) (review)

+d3LR%*6?%/e3

1+ dLR?/e
+d2LR%6?% /&3

(3) Derived bound: retuned @] (1): O(dV/T) instead of O(dT’) when
two-point SGD [15], Prop. 7, 8 = 2 + P2LR?mi o @ T > 1,0 < &/(dv/T). Matches order for
mm g2’ 23 T > 1,0 > ¢/d; unchanged quadratic-noise
term.
d+dy/LR2/e
(4) Derived bound: box smoothing O +d’LR?%0 /82 (1): d? instead of d® in the quadratic-noise
and AC-SA [118], Cor. 3 3 9 9, 3 term. (2): matches known rate; Lean
+d°LR*0* /e formalization.

Independent coordinate differences; all 2d values per
gradient included.

d?(LR? 2/(LR?))3
( +a/( ) (2): better bound for o < LR2/\/E; at (2): needs o for tuning; up to d

&3 - i 273 imes se near o — 2
Rescaled unconstrained 3 = 2 guarantee; T > 1. o =0, O(d/T) instead of O(d?>T3). times worse near o = LR? in the
noise-dominated regime

LR?/Vd < o < d'/*LR2.

(5) Two-point SGD [15], Prop. 7, O (d2 +
published tuning

Abbr: Costs count individual function-value calls, including all batches. T' = LR? /&; o bounds noise standard deviation. In (7), M is the Lipschitz constant of systematic error and §
bounds adversarial error. In (8), G is a global Lipschitz constant, S = ¢ + GR/d, £ = 1 4 log max{1,d, GR, S/e}, and 12 denotes the sub-Gaussian Orlicz norm.
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Table 29: ZerothOrderSmoothAndConvex (continued).

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
(6) Accelerated random search O(1+d+/LR?/e) (1): matches noiseless rate and extends to
[178], Thm. 9 Exact-value restriction: o = 0. independent finite-variance noise. (2):
matches for 7' > 1 and extends to noisy
values.
(7) [156], Thm. 4(b), V = L (’)(d +dLR?/e 4+ d’ LR?5? /63) (1): O(d/T) instead of O(dT’) when (1), (2): require unbiased values
(subsequent work) Additional Holder smoothness 5 > 2; R > 0. Allows T>1l0<¢/ (d\/T), M =65§=0.(), without systematic or adversarial
M < ¢/R. 8 < e3/2 /(RVAL), with sufficiently small ~ (2): no 8 > 2 requirement. errors.
constants.

1+d38208 /¢
(8) [124], Thm. 1; high-probability N = - (1), (2): permit finite-variance noise and (1), (2): need smoothness; give
conversion +d° St /e non-Lipschitz objectives, including expected accuracy only, rather
Globally G-Lipschitz f, GR > 1; sub-Gaussian noise of  gyadratics. Rates are not directly comparable than a high-probability guarantee.
P2 norm/?va. Averaged-point gap < e with probability  ,crogs expected and high-probability criteria.
>1—-T7/N.

Abbr: Costs count individual function-value calls, including all batches. T' = LR? /&; o bounds noise standard deviation. In (7), M is the Lipschitz constant of systematic error and §
bounds adversarial error. In (8), G is a global Lipschitz constant, S = ¢ + GR/d, £ = 1 4+ log max{1,d, GR, S/e}, and 12 denotes the sub-Gaussian Orlicz norm.
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Table 30: High-probability convex optimization under StochasticGeneralizedSmoothAndConvex.

Convex f on a separable real Hilbert space has differentiable gradient and || V2 f(z)|| < Lo + L1 ||V f(z)||. A minimizer 2* satisfies ||zo — z*|| < Rand f(z0) — f(z*) < A. The
jointly measurable oracle is unbiased, with integrable gradient and squared error, E||g(z, £) — Vf(z)||? < 02, and Eexp(||g(z, ¢) — Vf(z)]|?/0?) < efor o > 0; 0 = 0 means
exact gradients almost surely. Samples are IID with marginal p under probability law P. Parameters Lo, R, A;e > 0, L1,0 > 0,and é € (0, 1) are supplied. Target: measurable &
with P{f(&) — f(z*) > €} < 4. Costs count individual stochastic-gradient samples, including batches and trials.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) StochasticGeneralized
AcceleratedConvex (Ours) (x)

L 2
14 ol
3

+ min{[t2/37¢, € + (t0)>/3}

. 2 p2
(review) + o°R lo €
2 %5
[(1+t)LoR?
1+t+)———
€
2 p2
(2) ARC-SG [60, Thm. 3] +(1+ t)3 o°R (1) removes (1 + t)l/2 from optimization (1)’s curvature term £ + (1%)2/3
Finite-dimensional case. e? and (1 + t)3 from noise, plus burn-in: can exceed ¢ through logarithms
3 o2 L% polynomial termwise gains for £ > 1. Scope: when £2 > ¢; no uniform
+(1+1) L% separable Hilbert spaces. total-cost dominance.
LoR
| =g,
(3) RCSAG [154, Thm. 9] € log — (1): tJ becomes £ + (t£)2/3. For o = 0, (1) needs light tails and batching;
Derived bound: finite-dimensional o2 R? A = LoR? ¢ = LoR? /t4/3, t — oo, (3) allows finite pth moments,
case, p = 2, additive noise, 2 fixed 8: O(t2/3 log?/ t) versus (3)’s 1<p<2and

Q = B(zo, R).

O(tlogtloglogt). Otherwise unchanged
terms can dominate.

gradient/gap-dependent noise.
Logarithmic losses possible when
L2A < Loand €2 >> t.

(4) Clipped SGD [69, Thm. 1]
Finite-dimensional case.

(1): optimization Lo R? /e — \/LoR2/¢;
startup 2 — € + (££)2/3. For

a2 log(e/8) < Log, the optimization-term
gain persists; total savings depend on
noise/startup. Noise-dominated gain:
log®(eT'/8) — log(e/§). Scope: Hilbert
spaces; stopped iterate instead of averaging.

(1) additionally needs A and
batching. (4) uses two samples per
step.

Abbr:t = L1R, ¢ =1+ log(1+ A/e), J = min{¢, 1+ log(1 + LfA/Lo)}. In 3), Hy = O(Lo), H1 = O(L%), o9 = 0,01 = o2 = 0; p there is the moment order. 7" is
the sufficient step count in (4) (two calls per step), defined implicitly by its bound. O in (2) suppresses polylogarithms in 1 + ¢, 1 + L%A/Lo, 14 LoR?/e, and 1/6. [-] denotes

upward rounding.
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C Additional Comparisons

The following tables complement the results discussed in Section 4 and Appendix B. Here, we present
our additional results and compare them with previous approaches. See also other new results on our
website. The following tables are Al-generated using the script run_results_table_prompt.py.

Table 31: Affine-variance stochastic optimization with mean-squared smoothness (Affine VarianceMeanSquaredSmooth).

On a separable real Hilbert space, f is differentiable with L-Lipschitz gradient and f(zo) — inf f < A. The jointly measurable, unbiased oracle uses IID samples from p and satisfies
Epllg(z, &) — VF()]|2 < T?||Vf(2)]|%2 + A2 and Ep||g(z, &) — g(v,€)||? < L?||lz — y||?, with the corresponding integrability assumptions. Here L,e > 0 and L,T', A, A > 0.
Target: [ ||V f(Zout (w))|| dP(w) < €. The setup permits any algorithm using same-sample pair queries.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) RecursiveMomentumAffine
Variance (Ours) (* % *) (review)

1+1% 4+ A2/e2
O H(L+ L)1 4+T)A/e?

+(L+ L)AA/E?
initialization.

pair calls, including

(2) SGD [108], Cor. 1; A =0,
B=14T2C =A%

(1+T2HLA  LA2A
2 +—
€ €
Euclidean specialization; no MSS required.

o1+

) gradient calls.

1):for L L,A=0,TL> L,

I'3e2 < LA, speedup < T'L/ L. For fixed
A>0,e % — e 3 ase — 0; crossover
e S LA/L.

(1) needs MSS and paired
evaluations; adds I'4. Its e~
coefficient is worse by

=< (1+T)L/((1 4 I'?)L) when
L<LandL >TL.

2

(3) SPIDER [38], Thm. 4, L1 — 0;
derived bound.

1412 4 A2%/e2
O +(1+T?3HLA/E?
+(14+T)LAA/E?

stochastic-gradient specialization; sufficiently small € with

remaining parameters fixed.

pair calls. Euclidean

1): for L < L,replaces 1 + T2 by 1 +T

and removes 1 + I from the e —3 coefficient.

At T" = 0, matches known rate.

(1) adds T4, absorbed when
'3e2 < LA, coefficient gains
need not dominate total cost.

(4) Minibatched SPIDER [38],
Thm. 4; derived bound, I' > 1,
bx=<T2

1412 4 A2/e2
O| +(2L +TL)A/e?
+(PL 4+ L)AA/E®

every batch; same specialization and small-€ regime as (3).

primitive pair calls, counting

1): for L < L, e~3 coefficient gains
(TL+ L)/L. At A = 0, speedup < T'L/L
if 'L > Land I'3e? < LA; no e~2 gain
when 'L < L.

(1) pays I'* instead of I'2
initialization.

Abbr: MSS: mean-squared smoothness; L: its constant; I': relative-noise parameter; A: additive-noise parameter; A: initial objective-gap bound. A pair call evaluates g at two points
using one sample (at most two primitive gradient evaluations). P is the execution law, including output randomization. < and X suppress universal factors. In (2), A, B, C are the
second-moment coefficients; in (3), L is the generalized-smoothness coefficient. In (4), b is the batch size, with effective parameters I'y, < 1, A, = A/T", L, < L+ L/T up to

universal factors.
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Table 32: Exact-comparison smooth convex optimization: ComparisonSmoothConvex.

Convex differentiable f : R™ — R, n > 1, with L-Lipschitz gradient and a minimizer x satisfying ||zo — z«|| < R; L, R,e > 0. The oracle returns 1[f(z) < f(y)]. Target:
f(@out) — f(xx) < £ almost surely; (1) is deterministic and uses the public n, L, R, &, zo.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) ComparisonOrthConvex (Ours)  O((1 4 v/T)(nf + £3)) comparisons
(% % *) (review)

(2) Comparison-AdaNGD [246, O(n(1 + T)¢) comparisons (1): VT instead of T for T > 1, n > £2; (1) adds O((1 4 +/T)£3) search
Thm. 2] last iterate instead of comparison-selected overhead.
best iterate.

(3) Comparison cutting plane [246, O (n2£) comparisons (1): gain n/ﬁ when1 < T < n2,n> 02 (1)loses \/T/n for T > n?;

Thm. 3] AtT = n: O(n3/2logn) versus polynomial rather than
O(n?logn). logarithmic accuracy dependence.

(4) OrderACDM [155, Thm. 4.17; O (n\/L/u 1+ log . (LR2 /e)] Cls) comparisons, (1): scope extends to x = 0; deterministic (1) lacks linear convergence for

p-strongly convex restriction uniform coordinate bounds; expected accuracy instead of expected accuracy. Rates are not 1 > 0 and coordinate-smoothness
comparable at ;1 = 0. gains on anisotropic instances.

(5) [232, Thm. 3.3]; (’)(n\/T) exact values, T' > 1; queries in B(zo, 2R), (1) uses comparisons instead of values on the (1) adds logarithmic factors and

unique-minimizer restriction output in B(zo, R) common unique-minimizer class. O(VT¥3) overhead; no

bounded-query guarantee.

Abbr: T = LR?/e; £ = 1+ log(n(1 + T)); log, u = max{0,logu}; 1 > 0 is the strong-convexity modulus. Cis is the comparison cost of the line searches per OrderACDM
iteration (logarithmic precision dependence, suppressed in its published oracle bound).
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Table 33: Composite gap-curvature acceleration: CompositeGapSmooth.

In a real Hilbert space E, minimize F' = f + 1) over convex (), with globally convex differentiable f and real-valued 1) convex on Q). Exact gradients and exact minimizers of
(u) + (v,u — 2) + ||lu — 2[|2/(2a) over Q are available for every a > 0, z,v. For zo, 2, € Q, assume z, € argming F, ||zo — 24| < R, and F(zo) — F(z+) < A, with
Hp,Hy > 0and R, A, e > 0. Forevery « € Q and ambient y € E with /Hy|ly — z|| < 1, assume f(y) < f(2) + (Vf(z),y — z) + [Ho + H1(F(z) — F(x.))]|ly — |2
Target: a deterministic T € Q with F(Z) — F(z4) <e.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
) O([1+ RV Ho/e+ Hil ¢ )
(1) CompositeGapAccelerated 5 gradient plus
(Ours) (x * *) (review) “[1 +log(1 + R*(Ho /e + H1))))
prox calls.
O({t + Ry/HoJe . . .
(2) RCSAG [154], Thm. 9, gradient calls; closed-form  (1): Scope extends to nonsmooth composite  (1): Extra logarithmic factors on
noise-free specialization + Ry H1 (1 + log Z)) objectives and constraints, including the smooth overlap, including the
ball projections. Special case: Q@ = E = R%, ¢ = 0, V f(z+) # 0, using ordinary prox calls. restart logarithm on R/ Ho /e.
e < A.
O(R/ (Lo + L1G)/e
(3) [163], repository result + (1 + L1R)[1 + log(1+ gradient plus prox calls. (1): Total-gap curvature replaces
gradient-norm curvature; no G needed to stop.
2
(1+ LiR)\JA/(LoR?))]) For the §-family, e = § | 0:
Requires composite (Lo, L1)-smoothness, Lo > 0,and  0(§=3/210g2(1/5)) versus a startup term
VIl <G at least 6 2.
O([l+ R'\/Ho/e+ R' Gy /e
(4) Derived bound: Moreau ([ , / v/ gradient plus prox calls.  (1): Removes R'G, /¢ and the Lipschitz (1): Extra logarithms. General
smoothing + [154], Thm. 9 + R’/ Hi (1 + log f)) restriction. For R” = O(R), polynomial gain total rates are not comparable
Requires @ = E = R?, globally G-Lipschitz 1, when G, /v/Hoe dominates logarithmic without control of R’/ R.
Gy > 0,e < A, and a smoothed minimizer within overhead and remaining terms; also covers
known radius R’. constraints.
(5) [152], Thm. 5 (’)(Z + E\/H o/e+ E\/H 1 Z) gradient, value, and exact (1): Extends to composite constraints; needs  (1): Extra logarithmic factors
segment-minimization calls, counting each segment solve only initial-distance radius R, no exact line when E = O(R).
once. Requires Q = £ = R4, 9 = 0, finite E, and search or function values. On this smooth
e < F(z0) — F(zy). restriction, prox updates are closed form.

Abbr: £ =1 +log(1 + A/e). Lo, L1 are gradient-norm smoothness constants; G bounds ||V f () ||. G is the Lipschitz constant of 1; R’ bounds initial distance to a minimizer
of f + v, where ¢ is the Moreau envelope and A = s/Gi. R = SUPf(4)< f(z0) 1Z — %« The o-family is f(z,y) = 2e%Y coshz, ¥(z,y) = |z| + 28|yl, Q = R?,
20 = (0,1/8),0 < 6 < 1, with R = 1/8, A = 2e, Hy = 2e, H; = eand L1 > 1/3.
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Table 34: Composite optimization with a Lipschitz Hessian: CompositeLipschitzHessian.

In a finite-dimensional real inner-product space F, f € C2(E) is convex and | V2 f(z) — V2 f(y)|| < H||lz — y|| globally. The function 1) is convex on C' with closed epigraph over
C; xo,z« € C, x4 minimizes F = f + 1 on C, and |zg — z«|| < R. Parameters H, R, ¢ > 0 and integer m > 1 are supplied. Oracles provide exact gradients, Hessians, and exact
convex cubic/positive-definite quadratic composite model solves. Target: a feasible = with F'(z) — F'(z4) < ¢ almost surely.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

O(log*(2 + m) log(2 + T/m?
(1) CompositeLazyCubic ( ( ) log( /m?)

Acceleration (Ours) (x x %) (review) “(m+ m1/7T2/7))

(2) A-NPE [170], Thms. 6.4, 7.15 O(m(l + T2/7)€) (1): atm = T3 -5 o0, (1) needs global smoothness, exact

(2012 revision) O(TY/31og*(2 + T)) instead of O(T13/21¢).  cubic solves rather than inexact
Requires gradients/model solves costing 1/m of ~ quadratic solves; up to
Hessians; no gain at m = 1. ml/7 + m/TZ/7 more solves,

ignoring logs (T > 1).

(3) [249], Thm. 4.1, v1 (preprint) O((m+ m/7T2/T) logt/3(2 + m)) (1) extends (3) from ¢ = 0, C' = E to closed (1) loses a factor
convex composite objectives using exact log!/3(2 + m) log(2 + T/m?)
composite model solves; matches polynomial on the overlap, with much larger
dependence on the overlap. explicit constants.

(4) CALEN [32], Thm. 5.1, v3 O((m + m13/2172/7) Jog(2 + m)), m>2 (1) extends (4) from ) = 0,C = E'to (1) adds logarithmic overhead and

composite objectives. On the overlap: m/7 much larger explicit constants; the

instead of m13/21 in the accuracy term, before  improved power does not imply
logarithms; (3) already attains this power. uniform total-cost dominance.

Abbr: T = HR3/e; £ = 1+ |loge| + | log H| + | log R|. Costs are G + M + m#H, where G, M, H count gradient, composite model, and Hessian calls, including inner iterations
and search trials. For ¢ = 0, C' = E, model solutions use only query data and are internal computation, so oracle cost is G + m#. Logarithms are natural.
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Table 35: Compositional entropic risk under the CompositionalEntropicRisk setup.

Minimize F(w) = n~" 3%, log m;(w) over a nonempty closed convex set W in a separable real Hilbert space, where m; (w) = [ €% () dp; (€). Jointly measurable scores
and subgradients satisfy s; (w; £) € [co, c1], si(y; &) > si(w; &) + (g:(w; €),y — w), and, uniformly on W, [ ||g;||%2dp; < G2, [e?%idp; < km?2, [ €2%i||g;||?dp; < o?m?2.
Heren,B>1,G >0,k >1,0,R > 0,e > 0, and wo, wx € W, with w, minimizing F’ and ||wg — w«|| < R. The oracle provides exact projection and IID uniform-anchor
draws, each with two conditionally independent score-subgradient samples from p;. Target: [[F(w0(w)) — F(w4)] dP(w) < ¢ under the IID execution law P; (1) constructs the
SCENT average.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(B4 1)kG2R?(1 4 e®¢)
g2

B+

(1) ScentCompositionalEntropicRisk O | l+e (eA min{c?, e2G2}R? |- Sequential
(Ours) (% x %) (review) e?
+ne® L+ (1+ A) (s — 1)})
sampling with replacement; total calls minimized at
B=1.

€22 min{o?, G2} R?
52
n(1l+ A)62A min{x — 1,1}

(2) SCENT [231], Thm. 3.6 and Ol 1+ + 3 (1): Method-specific rate gain for joint (1): At k = 1, anchor cost
Assumption 4.1. Derived bound, € optimization, including n > 2. For B = 1, nel / 2 instead of ne® /€; worse
B = 1; finite-dimensional, I ned e<e A, primal savings up to e® when when n > e2G2R2. Extra
differentiable-score specialization. € KkG? < ePo? < e22@G2; anchor savings primal term e® kG2 R? /.

. e®(14A) min{rk—1,1}

factor TR AEA =T when > 1.

Rademacher linear-score example:

A=4r>1,k=G?>=2,02=4,

e<e 2 O(eA[R? +n(1+ A)]/e?)

instead of O(e*2[R? + n(1 4+ A)]/€?).

2A 2

(3) Joint projected SGD [175], §2.2, O (1 + %) . (1): In the Rademacher regime stated for (2),
(2.15). Derived bound on total cost O(e2[R? + n(1 + A)]/£?)
W X [co, c1]™; finite-dimensional instead of O(e22[R + /n A% /€?).

specialization.

Abbr: A = ¢; — co; n is the number of anchors; B is the number of sample calls per SCENT iteration. Costs count all sample and projection calls: an iteration in (1) uses B
paired-sample calls and one projection, equivalently 2B primitive score—subgradient evaluations and one projection up to universal factors. P is the probability law of the execution,
and w its averaged output. In the example, s; (w; €) = (a;, w) + u(€){b;, w), u = £1 equiprobably, ||a;||, ||b;|| < 1, and W is a radius-r ball; the displayed moment constants are
valid upper bounds.
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Table 36: Comparison for CovarianceBoundedConvex.

Convex, globally L-Lipschitz f : R4 — R has a minimizer x, with ||| < R;d > 1, L, R,e > 0, o > 0. IID samples have law p under probability measure P. The
jointly measurable oracle is integrable, with [ g(z,w)dp = v(z) € 8f(x), integrable squared noise, and [(g(z,w) — v(x),u)? dp < o?||ul|?/d. Target: measurable & with

P{f(&) — f(z«) >} <1/3.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) CovarianceSoftCutConvex
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

O((d+ 02 R?/e2)7)

(2) [167, Cor. 3, v1]; special case:
directional exponential tails

O((d + 0?R? /%) polylog(d,1 + LR/¢))

(1): directional second moments replace
exponential tails; includes finite-variance
noise without third moments. Matches
polynomial rate on the exponential-tail
subclass.

(1): explicit £> overhead may be
larger.

3) [167, Cor. 4, v1]; trace-bounded
noise

O((d + do? R? /e?) polylog(d, 1 + LR/¢))

(1): noise term o2 R? /&2 instead of
do? R? / €2, up to logarithms; material when
02R2%/e2 > 1and d > ¢5.

(1) needs directional covariance
bound; trace bound alone is
insufficient. Anisotropic
covariance C requires

o? > d||C][op.

(4) SGD [167, §1, v1]; expected-gap
bound plus Markov

O+ (L? 4+ 0?)R? /€?)

(1): deterministic term d¢° instead of
L2R? /e2; total gain when
(d+02R?/e?)> <« L?2R?/e2.

(1): noise logarithms, directional
covariance restriction, exact
centroids; worse when

d> L?R?/e2.

Abbr: £ = 1+log(d(1+ LR/¢)); costs count all stochastic subgradient calls. polylog denotes the unspecified logarithmic factors in the cited corollaries, at fixed success probability.
In (2), for unit u, p{|(g — v, u)| > t} < 2e~tV4/7 (covariance scale at most 2¢). C denotes noise covariance. Exact centroid arithmetic in (1) is uncharged.
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Table 37: Comparison for DiagonalSmoothStronglyConvex.

Differentiable f : R? — R, d > 1, satisfies Sy —zll2, < fly) — flx) — (VF(z),y —x) < %Hy — x||2, for all z, y, with unknown w; > 0 and 0 < g < 1. A minimizer
exists, its value f is known, and f(xzo) — fx < A, A > 0. The targetis f(£) — f(z+) < &, & > 0, deterministically, using exact (f, V f) calls. In (1), updates use only d, zo, f«;

the stopping budget uses p, A, €.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) OnlineMetricAccelerated (Ours) O((y/k« + log(2d))¢ + H)

(* % *) (review)

(2) Derived bound: secant diagonal +

restarted AGD [198, Prop. 4.1]

O(d + k«l). Secants s; = 0; f(xo + €;) — i f(z0);
pw; < s < w;.

(1): /K« instead of x, in the accuracy term;
total gain when /K« >> log(2d) and

£> H/Ky.

(1): larger warm-up at moderate
accuracy or large d; larger leading
constants.

(3) Ellipsoid multidimensional
backtracking [116, Thm. 5.3,
Prop. 3.2]

O(\/& Kl 4+ d[1 + log+(L/ao)]>, including rejected
trials. Initial ellipsoid must contain an optimal diagonal
preconditioner.

(1): leading coefficient \/k« + log(2d)

instead of \/d ,; asymptotic gain

approaches v/dk, when \/k, > log(2d).

Removes initial-guess logarithm.

(1) needs f,; adds H warm-up.
Total saving requires sufficiently
small .

(4) Lookahead OSGM-R [71,
Eq. (5), Thms. 6.1-6.2]

O(min{kg¥,
kpll+ L2||L71 — Pp||%]}). PL = L~ ; two

gradient evaluations per iteration, counted as paired calls.

(1): \/kx + log(2d) instead of k in the

accuracy term; gain for

K X ks > log?(2d) and sufficiently small
e. Warm-up independent of weight spread.

(1) can lose when full-matrix
scaling gives K << K, or when
the s g £ branch is small.

(5) Euclidean AGD + known-value
restarts [198, Prop. 4.1]

O(VREYL). kg < K« max; w;/ min; w;; equality is
possible.

(1): gain for K > Ky + log?(2d) and
¢>> H/\/kEg, including sufficiently

anisotropic worst-case instances.

(1) pays H; can lose when
Euclidean conditioning is already
favorable.

Abbr: |[v]|2, = 3, wivl; Ky =

1/p; £ = 1+ log, (A/e); log, t = max{0,logt} fort > 0,log, 0 = 0; H = d? log?(2d)\/rx(1 + dlog rx). L, m are Euclidean

smoothness and strong-convexity constants, k; = L/m; kp and Pr are the optimal full-matrix condition number and corresponding scaling in (4). || - || ¢ is the Frobenius norm; I is
the identity; e; is the ith coordinate vector; g is the initial ellipsoid parameter in (3); AGD denotes accelerated gradient descent.
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Table 38: Comparison for Generalized AffineHessian Vector.

On Euclidean R, f has a continuously differentiable gradient, f > m, f(xo) —m < A, and |[V2f(z)|| < Lo + L1||Vf(x)|. Jointly measurable, integrable, unbiased gradient
and Hessian-vector estimators g(x, §), h(z, v, §) use IID samples of law Pp, with joint sample law P. For every x, v, their integrable central moments satisfy Ep; [|g — V f(2)[|P <
ol + ||V f(2)||P and Ep, [|h — V2 f(z)v]|? < (o} 4+ o |V f(2)[|9)||lv]|, where 1 < p,q < 2. All scale parameters and A are nonnegative; € > 0. Target: a measurable
returned point X with [ ||V f(X)|| dP < e. Costs count every gradient or HVP reply, including initialization, batches, guards and validation.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) GuardedAffineHessianTransport (’)(Cpfb'H [(1+ S/e) b

(Ours) (* x %) (review)

AH A
- (?2 *a)
(14 S/e)b/a
“(I+ag +‘Tg/R)b])

(2) RanSOM-E [30], Theorem B.24, As ¢ | 0, fixed remaining parameters, o4, A > 0,

Remark B.26

Ly 4 ap, > 0: O(e=®+tD) for g > p; O (e (2+b/2))
for ¢ < p. Accuracy exponents only; batch and
initialization costs included.

(1): for ¢ > p, exponent max{b,2 + b/q}
replaces b + 1, up to logs. At
p=3/2,q=2: O~ 7/2¢%) versus
O(e~%). For q < p, matches exponent.
Improvement over a proved bound, not a
lower bound.

(1) adds logarithmic overhead and
a large p-dependent prefactor;
Euclidean scope versus general
norms.

(3) RanSOM-E [30], Remark B.26,
g =0

Derived bound, including batches:
(’)((1 + ag)b[1 + 2lLoton)

+ A(Lls“"ah)]).

(1): No established improvement in this
regime.

(1): when ag > 0, retains

(14 agR/e)b/2 and logarithmic
overhead; worse accuracy
dependence for fixed positive
parameters.

(4) RanSOM [30], Corollary 4.8 /
B.27

Special case L1 = ag = o, = 0:
O(l—i—(ag/a)b

+ A(ng-ﬁ»uh)

(14 (/)" 7).

(1): Scope extends to generalized curvature
and affine noise through guarded localization
in expectation. Matches the accuracy
exponent on the common setup.

(1): extra 271 (1 + o4 /R)®
overhead on the common setup,
and a large p-dependent prefactor.

(5) NSGD-Hess [67], Theorem 5.1

Special case L1 = ag = «y, = 0, additionally
Lo-Lipschitz Hessian and operator-norm Hessian

moments. For fixed positive parameters as € | 0:
0(87 max{b,?«‘ﬁb/q}).

(1): removes Lipschitz-Hessian regularity,
weakens operator-norm moments to
directional HVP moments, and permits
generalized curvature and affine noise.
Matches the leading accuracy exponent on the
overlap.

(1): extra logarithms and
(1 + o4/ R)? factors in shared
stochastic terms.

Abbr: HVP: Hessian-vector product; norms are Euclidean or their induced operator norms. b = p/(p—1), R = VLoA+L1A+¢,S =o0g+agR, H = Lo+op+(L1+ap)R,
Cp = 2199(14-b),and £ = 1 +log(2+ R/e + AH/e? + A/(eR) + S/e). Lo denotes the Hessian Lipschitz constant. Asymptotic accuracy bounds hold with all other parameters
fixed; other prior-work big-O constants may depend on p, q.
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Table 39: Generalized-smooth finite sums: GeneralizedSmoothFiniteSum.

On a real Hilbert space, F =n~1 3" | f;,n > 1, with convex f; and continuous gradients satisfying |V f;(z) — V fi (y)|| < (Lo + L1 SUP.c(a,y IV fi(2) DIz — yl|. Here
Lo, R,A,e > 0and L1, G > 0; some minimizer z* satisfies ||zg — 2*|| < R, F(z0) — F(2*) < A,andn~ ! 3, |V fi(2*)|| < G. Exact component value—gradient queries are
available. The target is a measurable returned point with integrable gap and [ (F(out(w)) — F(z*)) dP(w) < €, where P is the algorithm’s probability law.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

n(1 4 LiR)¢?

Component
—+ 4/ n(LQ —+ LlG)RQ/EK

value—gradient calls, including trials and selection.

(nlog(l +n)

component
+ el B (Lo + L1G)R2/s> P

gradients; includes n initialization queries. Ball projection
is closed-form.

(1) LocalFiniteSumAcceleration
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

1): eL1E pecomes £ in the accuracy term.
Total gain when eZ1 2 >> ¢ and

el R, /T/n > (14 L1R)¢2. For

T =n(L1R)?, L1R > 1:

O(nlog(1l + n) + nLi ReX11) becomes
O(nLy RE?).

(2) Varag [122, Thm. 1]. Derived
bound on B(zg, R);
finite-dimensional overlap.

1): for L1 R = O(1), pays £ on
the accuracy term and ¢2 versus
log(1 + n) on the n term;
additionally needs values, G, A.

3) (Lo, L1)-SGD [82, Thm. 7.2].
Special case: G = 0 on R%.

O(1 + LoR?/¢) component gradients for
ming <y E[min{r, F(zy) — F(2*)}] < &; informative
only fore < 7.

(1): needs component values and
A in addition on G = 0.

(1): untruncated expected returned gap;
permits G > 0. At G = 0, cheaper even for
this weaker criterion when

LoR?/e > n(1+ L1R)?¢*, with gain at

least of order \/LoR2/(ne) /2.

Abbr: £ =1+ log(l + A/e); T = (Lo + L1G)R?/e; [z, ] is the line segment; 7 = vLo/(4nL?), where v = ™" > 0, with 7 = -+oo when L1 = 0; N is the number of
SGD iterations. [E denotes expectation over the sampled component indices; >> denotes asymptotic domination.

Table 40: Comparison for GradientDependentHessian.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f € C? satisfies | V3 f(z)|| < Lo + L1 ||V f(x)| and f(zo) — f(z) < A for every z, with |V f(x0)|| < Go. Here Lo, A, e > 0,
L1,Go > 0,and m € N, m > 1. Exact gradient and Hessian oracles are available. The target is ||V f(zout)|| < €; (1) attains it deterministically.

Result Oracle complexity Limitations

O(vm A+ mt)

Novelty

(1) EnergyHessianReuse (Ours)
(% % *) (review)

(1) needs Lo, L1, A, Go, € for
tuning; loses parameter-free updates

(1): v/m instead of m in the accuracy cost;

2
(2) Parameter-free CRN [63], Cor. 1 O (m |:A +J+A (% + %):| )
factor-y/m saving when A > /m £. For

Includes backtracking trials; § = oo gives the shared
target.

m=10% Lo =A=1,L1Go <1,
e < 1072: O(100A + 10%) versus
O(104(A + J)) at § = oo.

and, for finite §, the extra guarantee
V2 f(zout) = —61.

(3) LazyCRN [55], Thm. 3.1,
Cor. 3.7

(’)(m + vmLg A5_3/2)
Special case: L1 = 0, globally Lg-Lipschitz Hessian.

(1): Scope extends Hessian reuse to
gradient-dependent third derivatives,

including unbounded Hessian variation.

Matches known rate at L; = 0.

(1) needs A,  for tuning in addition
to Lo, m; lacks the separate
curvature guarantee

ming [~ Amin (V2 f(24))]+

= O(vmLoe).

(4) NALEN [32], Thm. 4.1

O(m + m1/3\/ﬁAa*3/2)

(1): Scope beyond globally Lipschitz
Hessians. On the intersection, smaller

(1) has m/2 instead of m1/3: an
m1/6 loss in the accuracy term

Special case: globally H-Lipschitz Hessian; H = Lg
when L1 = 0. accuracy term if H > m1/3(Lo 4 Ly¢);

initialization can mask this gain.

when L1 = 0and H = Lyg.

Abbr: Costs are Ny + mNg, with m gradient units per Hessian call; function-value calls in (2) cost one unit each and are included. A = A(\/L05_3/ 2 4 \/Lls_l),
£=1+log(l+ L1Go/(mLo)). J = 1+ log (max{oinit, L1Go}/(Lo + Li’/QA)) +log  ((Lo + L?/ZA)/Uinit), where ajni¢ > 0 is the initial cubic regularization in (2).
log,, t = max{0,logt}, [t]+ = max{0,}; § is the second-order tolerance and 1/co = 0. H denotes a global Lipschitz constant of V2 f; Ng, Ny count gradient and Hessian
evaluations.
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Table 41: Gradient-only quasar optimization: GradientOnlyGeneralizedQuasar.

A finite-dimensional real Hilbert space; continuously differentiable f with ||V f(z) — Vf(y)|| < (Lo + L1 8up.¢[s,y) IV (2)I)llz — yl|. An attained minimizer z, satisfies
[leo — z«|| < R, f(zo) — f(zx) < A,and y(f(z) — f(z+)) < (Vf(z),z — xx) forall z. Here Lo, R, A,e > 0,L1 > 0,0 < <1,0 < § < 1. Exact gradients are available;
all parameters are public. Target: P{f(yx) — f(x+) > €} < 4, with P the algorithm’s randomization law.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) GradientOnlyQuasarHigh
Probability (Ours) (% * x) (review)

O(% [1+VT+ Ly Ré}) gradients

(2) [228], Cor. 1

O(y~1\/T/8 + 1) gradients; L1 = 0.

(1): at T > 1, confidence saving at least
order §~1/2 /b against this proved bound.
Scope: allows L1 > 0.

(1): substantially larger numerical
constant.

(3) [96], Thm. 2

O(1 4+~ 1VTlog, (VT/~)) value and gradient calls;
deterministic, L1 = 0.

(1): no values or search; fewer calls when
T>1land h < log+(\/T/7). Scope:
allows L1 > 0.

(1): probabilistic instead of
deterministic; more calls when
h>>log, (VT/y),T > 1.

(4) GD, [104], derived from (12)

O(1 + T/~) gradients; deterministic, L1 = 0, step
1/(2Lo).

(1): saving \/T/h whenT > 1, h < VT.
Scope: allows L1 > 0.

(1): randomized; loses
deterministic accuracy; more calls
Whenh>>\/T,TZ 1.

(5) [113], Thm. 11; derived bound

2 p2
LZR

LiR)* L1R)? .
O(< ;6> a+[< ;2> +72L§s252}b) gradients
after Markov; L1 R 2> 1.

(1): logarithmic confidence instead of & -2,
£~ 1/2 instead of =2 for fixed other
parameters.

(1): requires smoothness and exact
gradients; (5) also covers
nonsmooth stochastic objectives.

(6) [160], GeneralizedAccelerated
Convex

O + /T + [1 + (L1 R)?/3]¢) gradients; convex,
differentiable gradient, v = 1; almost-sure accuracy.

(1): scope extends to nonconvex quasar

objectives and merely continuous gradients.

(1): confidence factor h; L1 R
versus (L1 R)?/3 for L1 R > 1;
loses almost-sure accuracy.

Abbr: T = LoR2/e, h = 1 +log(1/6), £ = 1 + log(1 + A/e), log, u = max{1,logu}. In (5), a = 1 + log(1 + YAL?/Lo) and b = 1 + log(1 + Lo/(vL3e6)); the
gradient-growth parameters are Go < Lo/L1, G1 < L.
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Table 42: Heavy-tailed second-order stationarity under the HeavyTailedHessian Vector setup.

f:RY 5 R,d>1, hasan L-Lipschitz gradient and a p-Lipschitz Hessian, with f(zo) —m < A for a global lower bound m. Here L, p,e > 0, A, 04,05, > 0,and 1 < p < 2.
Jointly measurable, unbiased gradient and linear Hessian-vector estimators use fresh IID samples and satisfy E||g(z) — V f(z)||P < o} and E||(H (z) — V2 f(2))v||P < o |jv]|? for
every x, v. The target is Pr{||Vf(@)|| < &, V2f(Z) = —\/pel} > 2/3, over the IID oracle samples and algorithm randomness. Each gradient or Hessian-vector query counts as

one call.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) DirectionalHeavyTailedSecond
Order (Ours) (* x %) (review)

o 264* [(1 tog/e)"
+(1+AM/eH1
+ (1 +og/e)" tata”
+yM/~
+ ey (on/v)"
+ 1+ (on/7)"1}]

(2) [12, arXiv v1, Theorem 4];
bounded-noise special case

— 2 2
Aln + L) 1+ log ar
\/555/2

p=2,||H—V2f|op < &4 as.;e < min{oy, VAL},

~v < min{&y, L}. SOSP probability > 5/8.

(1): Scope extends to infinite variance
(p < 2); at p = 2, directional variance
replaces almost-sure operator-norm
boundedness. Dimension dependence
remains polylogarithmic.

1): Atp = 2,0, = ap > 0, the
£~ 3 coefficient worsens by order
1+ Loy /(pog). up to
logarithms; extra logarithmic

factors and a 2256 prefactor.

(3) [202, Theorem 2]; first-order
target

A(L +op)

o1+ 5

3
[+ (og/)" ]
+ (0g/€)"

T3, o E[IVf(z:)| < e operator-norm p-moment

bound E||H — V2|5, < oF.

(1): Adds second-order stationarity with
constant probability at the same polynomial
e~ ("+1) dependence for fixed positive
remaining parameters, up to logarithms.
Directional moments replace operator-norm
moments.

(1): Needs a p-Lipschitz Hessian;
adds curvature costs and
dimension logarithms, with the
large 264r? prefactor.

Abbr: HVP: Hessian-vector product; SOSP: second-order stationary point. » = p/(p — 1), v = /p&, M = L + \/pe, a = on/(L + \/pe) + pe/(L + /pe)?, € =
log(2 + (L + /pg)2/(pe)), £q = log(2 + d). &1, bounds Hessian noise almost surely in operator norm; 7 is the iteration count.
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Table 43: Heavy-tailed PL optimization with a Lipschitz Hessian (HeavyTailedPLHessian).

Finite-dimensional real inner-product space; f has an L-Lipschitz, differentiable gradient and p-Lipschitz Hessian, an attained minimum f,, and 2u(f — f+) < ||V.f||?, where
0 < p < L. Initially f(zo) — f» < A. IID samples feed a jointly measurable unbiased gradient oracle with integrable centered pth moment at most o?,1 < p < 2; p,0, A > 0.
Target: f (f(zout) — fx) dPout < €, € > 0, where Poy includes the IID samples and independent uniform final-window selection.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) KappaFreeHeavyTailedPL
Hessian (Ours) (* % *) (review)

2 2

q
O([n5/4 +Cp (%i + izii) } E);includes all
pilot/clipping calls.

(2) [188], Thm. 4.3

Op(k(S + Q) log(1 + kS/6)); last-iterate gap < e with  (1): statistical k@ — QZ for fixed p,

probability 1 — §; 0 < e < A.

Q> kY, e < pBrMI75/2 /p2 At
p=2p=c=p=A=1,e=r"3:
O(rk*log k) — O(k3log k) at fixed
confidence.

(1) needs Hessian regularity and p;
adds a p-term and x%/4
initialization. Expected random
output replaces high-probability
last iterate; excludes constrained
mirror-PL and conditional non-I1ID
oracles.

(3) [188], Thm. D.1(1); d =1

Op((14 Q)Llog(1 4 £/6)); probability 1 — 6,
0<e<A.

(1): dimension-independent scope; matches
the k-free statistical power.

(1) adds Hessian regularity, a
p-term and polynomial
initialization; loses
high-probability accuracy.

(4) [188], Thm. D.1(ii); fixed d > 2

Oua,p(A[SDg—1(kJ) + Hg—1,24Q]); probability
1-6,0<e<A.

(1): dimension-independent constants;
removes statistical £(4=1729)/2 when
d — 1> 2q, up to logarithms. For

d — 1 < 2gq, statistical power matches.

(1) needs Hessian regularity; adds
a p-term, loses high-probability
accuracy, and has worse
initialization for d < 3.

(5) R-clipped-SSTM [201],

Thm. 3.3; strongly convex restriction

Op (VESlog(1+ /kS/8) + Qlog(1+ QS/8));
probability 1 — §. Use R? = 2A/pu.

(1): scope extends from strong convexity to
PL with non-isolated minimizers.

(1) loses accelerated initialization
and high-probability accuracy;
adds Hessian regularity, p-cost
and a logarithm on Q. (5) requires
regularity only on Bsg(z«).

(6) [162]; p = 2, bounded kurtosis

O([r5/* + Kr3/262p% [ + 02 /(ue)]L); expected
window-iterate gap.

(1) removes fourth-moment requirement,

permits p < 2 and infinite variance; at p = 2,

improves the Hessian term when K >> k.

(1) worsens the Hessian term
when K < k; large p-dependent
constants grow as p | 1.

Abbr: Costs count stochastic-gradient calls. & = L/p, ¢ = p/[2(p — 1)], Q = (02 /(ue))9, Cp = 2(128/P+27)a ¢ =1 4 log(1 + /kA/e), S = 1 + log (A/e), log, t =
max{0,logt},0 < § < 1/2,d = dim E. Subscripts on O allow dependence on those parameters. In (4), J = 14 log(1 4 ), A = 1 +1log((S + 1)(J + 1)(1 4 xJ)(@=1)/2/§);
Di(z) = 22/3, Dy(2) = 2*/2 fork > 2, Hy, . = J"tVifk < v, J7H[1 4+ log(1 + wJ)]"H if k = r, and J" (kJ)(*=7)/2 if k > 7. In (6), K bounds [ ||g — Vf||* < Ko*.
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Table 44: Heavy-tailed relative-moment convex optimization: HeavyTailedStrongGrowthConvex.

Convex differentiable f on a separable real Hilbert space, with L-Lipschitz gradient, a minimizer z*, and ||zo — z*|| < R. Here L,e > 0, R, p > 0,and 1 < p < 2. The jointly
measurable oracle has integrable samples and integrable central pth moments, with [ g(z,w) dp = V f(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — Vf(2)||? du < p||V f()||P. Samples are IID with
marginal £ under probability law P. Target: measurable output with integrable gap and [[f(output) — f(z*)] dP < e. Result (1) constructs SplitRobustAcceleration, tuned using

L, R, p, p, €; the setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

VH + 1,505 [1+ (234p)1/(p_1)]>

(1) SplitRobustHeavyTailed @]
(review) - (1 + log H)HP/ (3»=2)

Acceleration (Ours) (% * %)

(2) Clip-SSTM [173, Theorem 5.2];
finite-dimensional restriction,

moment model with og = 0,

P _
oy =p

Op(A[1 +log(A/B)]) calls;
Pr{f(y) - f(z*) <e} 21— 5.

(1): Forfixed1 < p < 2,p > 0, and 3,
smaller accuracy exponent at large 7', with
expectation rather than high probability. At
p=3/2: O(T3/51og T) versus
O(T3/?1og T).

(1): Expectation only; excludes
additive noise and weak-LP tails.
Large p-dependent factor;
batching floor loses for

0<p< T*p2/[2(3pf2)]’ up to
logarithms, at fixed p and
confidence.

(3) AGNES [88, Theorem 3];p =2, O ((1 + p)V H) calls; expected objective gap at most €.

finite-dimensional restriction

(1): Scope extends to 1 < p < 2, allowing
infinite variance. Matches the deterministic
accelerated rate at p = 0.

(1): Atp = 2 and fixed p > 0,
loses a factor 1 + log H; uses
batched median-of-means pilots.

Abbr: T = LR?/e, H = max{1,T}, A = VH + p/ =D gp/[2>=1)]. 3 ¢ (0,1) is the failure probability. @, allows constants depending on p; 1,50} is an indicator.
Costs count individual stochastic-gradient samples, including all batches.

Table 45: Comparison for HessianLipschitzSecondOrder.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f € C2, ||V2f(z) — V2 f(y)|| < H||z —yl|, and f(xo) — f(x) < A forevery z. Here H,e > 0, A > 0,m > 1,and 0 < p < 1.
Oracles return exact (f, V ) and full Hessians. The target is P{||Vf(y)|| <€, V2f(y) = —VHel} > 1 —p.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) MonotoneHessianSecondOrder
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

O(m +ml/3(1 + 5)e?)

(2) Cubic regularization [177],
Thm. 1

O(m(1+5))

(1): cheaper for S > 1,2 < m2/3. For
d=S8=m,p=1/m,costs O(m?*/3log? m)
versus O(m?).

(1): probabilistic instead of
deterministic; ¢2 overhead when

m = O(1).

(3) Lazy cubic Newton [56], Cor. 3.7

O(m + /m S); separate minima: gradient O(e),
negative curvature O(v'mHe).

(1): one point satisfies the gradient and curvature
targets; removes the y/m curvature inflation in (3).

(1): probabilistic instead of
deterministic; additional
dimension- and
confidence-dependent
logarithms.

(4) Derived bound [56], Thm. 3.1,
(15)

O(m?2(1 + S)); reuse period [mn], separate
minima at tolerances €, v He.

(1): same-point certificate; for S > 1, 2 < m2/3,
lowers cost to O(m + m1/35¢2) while
strengthening (4)’s output.

(1): probabilistic instead of
deterministic.

(5) [2], Cor. 2

O(m + m1/3Slog18(2 + S)); S > 1, first-order
target only.

(1): adds the second-order certificate with matching
polynomial powers; logarithmic overhead becomes
2 instead of log'®(2 4 S), smaller when

22 < log'8(2 4+ 9).

(1): probabilistic instead of
deterministic.

(6) NALEN [33], Thm. 4.1

O(m + m!/38); first-order target only.

(1): extends the m'/3.S polynomial dependence to a
same-point second-order certificate.

(1): extra £2 overhead;
probabilistic instead of
deterministic.

Abbr: d = dim E, S = AVH/e3/2, ¢ = log(2 + (d + 1)m(1 + S)/p). Costs are G 4 m.J, where G counts ordinary oracle calls and J counts full-Hessian calls; m is the
assigned Hessian cost. First-order target: |V f(y)|| < e. Negative curvature: max{0, —Amin (V2 f)}. Separate minima may occur at different iterates.
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Table 46: Interpolated generalized-smooth finite sums: InterpolatedGeneralizedFiniteSum.

Let F = n~! ZZL:1 fi on a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, with n > 1, Lo, R,e > 0 and L1 > 0. Each f; is convex with continuous gradient and satisfies
IVfi(z) = Vi)l < (Lo + L1 max ¢z, |V Fi(2)|)llz — yl|. The components share a minimizer * with ||zo — 2*|| < R. The oracle returns exact component gradients.
The target is P{F () — F(z*) < e} > 2/3; costs count all component-gradient calls.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedInterpolated
GeneralizedFiniteSum (Ours)
(% % *) (review)

O([n(1 + LIR?) + v/ar]e)

(2) (Lo, L1)-SGD [82, Thm. 7.2,
App. H.1]; Derived bound

O(1+ K +nL2R2).
Uniform random iterate; telescoping and Markov
conversion to probability 2/3.

(1): kK — /nk; total gain when

k > C max{nt?,nL2R?¢}. Fixedn, L1 R:
O(e~') — O(e~/2 log(1/¢)). Final

snapshot replaces random iterate.

(1): extra £ when nL% R2
dominates; worse at k < n.
Updates additionally need R, €
and ball projection; (2) uses them
only for stopping.

(3) [215, v2, Eq. (8)]; full gradients

O(n[1+ vk + L2R2)).
Special-case overlap: d = 1, twice-differentiable F;
deterministic accuracy.

(1): up to /n /¢ cost saving for the shared

target when n > Ce?,
VE > CL(1 + L2R?). Scope: no

mean-smoothness assumption in higher

dimensions.

(1): probability 2/3 replaces
deterministic accuracy; extra £ on
nL% RZ2. Rates not comparable in
general dimensions without mean
smoothness.

(4) [215, v2, Thm. 4.3]; full
gradients

O(n[l1+ vk
+ L1Rlog, min{L3A/Lo,A/e}

+log (A/(LoR?))))
Special-case overlap: d = 1, twice-differentiable F;
R = ||lxzg — x*|| > 0, supplied gap bound A > 0.

(1): scope extends to higher dimensions
without mean smoothness; those rates are not
comparable without that assumption.

(1): loses deterministic accuracy;
(4) sharpens the curvature term
using an initial-gap bound.

(5) VARAG [122, Thm. 1]

O(nl1 + log ; x]), K<,

O(n[l1 +logn] + /nk), K >n.
Special case L1 = 0; expected gap converted to
probability 2/3 by Markov.

(1): scope extends to L1 > 0 with
component-gradient access.

(1): at L1 = 0, extra £ on \/nk;
no rate improvement.

Abbr: k = LoR?/e; £ = log(2 +n + k + L2 R?); d is the dimension; A > F(zo) — F(2*); log,, t = max{0, log ¢}, with log, 0 = 0; C denotes a sufficiently large universal
constant. A full gradient costs n component queries.

Table 47: Comparison for KnownValueNondualGeneralizedConvex.

Convex f € C1(R?), d > 1, with Lo, L1, R,e > 0 and |V f(z) — VFf(¥)|l2 < (Lo + L1 SUP.¢(z,y IVF(2)ll2)llz — yll2. A global minimizer satisfies ||zo — z«[l1 < R;

f+ = f(x) is known. Exact value-gradient oracle. Target: f(Z) — fi« < € deterministically.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) KnownValueNondual
GeneralizedRate (Ours) (x x %)
(review)

O((1 + A3 4 B2/3)42) paired value—gradient calls.

(2) [200], Thm. 3.7

O(VA + (1 + B)log(2 + B)) gradient calls; applies

with ||zo — z4]j2 < R.

1): AY/2 5 AY/3 B — B2/3upto
logarithms. For A = B2,d< B — co:

O(Blog B) — O(B?/31log? B).

(1) needs fy, values, and an £
prior; converting an {2 radius
costs A — dA, B — VdB.
Worse dimension dependence,
including A, B = O(1).

(3) [168], Thm. 1, (26),
p=19q=2,k=2

O((1 + C/3)h8) value-gradient calls; uniform

L-Lipschitz gradient near ||z — xo||1 < R. Probability

1 — §; stated high-dimensional regime 7" < d.

(1): polynomial B2/3 dependence where
uniform L can grow exponentially in B.
Smooth overlap L = Lo, B < 1: matches
A'/3, with logarithmic power 2 instead of 8.

(1) needs fy; exact
averaged-projection selector has
no proved efficient
implementation. (3) has
polynomial runtime and also
handles constrained minimizers.

Abbr: A = LoR2?/e, B= L1R, £ =1+1log(2d) +log(2+ A+ B); C = LR? /e, h = 1 + log(2d) + log(2 + C) + log(1/6); & € (0, 1) is failure probability, T is the query
budget. L is a uniform Euclidean gradient Lipschitz constant.
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Table 48: Comparison for LipschitzJacobianMonotone.

In a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, X is compact and convex, g € X, and diam(X ) < D. The operator F' is differentiable at every point of X, monotone on X,
and its Jacobian J is L-Lipschitz on X. Given L, D,e > 0 and integer m > 1, exact values and Jacobians are available separately. The target is w € X and n € Nx (u) with
[|[F(u) 4+ n|| < &; (1) guarantees this deterministically. Costs count oracle calls, with known affine-VI solves uncharged.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) CachedJacobian (Qurs) (xxx) W = O((m + vVmQ){);

(review) G =0((1++vmQ)L),
H=0(1++/Q/m)0).
(2) Fresh jets [250], Thm. 3.1 W =0(m(1+ Q2/5)) for tangent residual < e. (1): lower cost for Q1/5€2 <m< Q. At (1): worse accuracy dependence
p=2) m = /Q., O(Q3/*log Q) instead of when Jacobians are cheap; at
0(Q19) as Q — oo. m=1,0(Q?log Q) versus
O(Q?/5) as Q — oo.
(3) Halpern-NPE [37], Thm. 4.1 W = O(m(l +V/Q) (1): tangent residual at the output instead of
- [1 +loglog(e + Q))]) for ||z — Pyz||/n < e. normalized proximal residual. Without a
conversion cost, rates are not directly
comparable.
(4) VIJI, derived bound [3], W = 0O(m + Q) for gap < eD; (1): lower cost for the shared gap target when (1): logarithmic cost overhead
Thm. 3.2; reuse J(zo) G = O(1+ Q%3+ Q), H = 1, Jacobian error 1 <m < Q/¢?, by order \/Q/m/¢; whenm > Q.
6=LD. additionally certifies last-inner-iterate tangent
residual instead of averaged gap.
2/3
(5) LEN [34], Thm. 4.1; wW=0 (m + (’"8%%3 ) ) for restricted saddle gap  (1): scope extends to general monotone VIs (1) needs a compact feasible set;
unconstrained convex—concave on compact convex sets; tangent residual (5) permits unconstrained

. : ; ; 2
< &D; lazy period m, globally L-Lipschitz V= . replaces ergodic restricted gap. Setups are not domains.

nested; rates are not comparable.

saddles only

Abbr: Q = LD?/e, £ = log(2 + mQ); G, H count value and Jacobian calls, W = G + mH charges a Jacobian at m value calls, and a full jet at m + 1. Nx (u) = {n :
(n,z—u) <0Vz € X}. Gapmeans sup, ¢ x (F(z),u—z). Py = (I +n(F+ Nx))~!, withn = ©(1/vLe) in 3). In (5), R = ||z0 — 2z*|| for a saddle point z*; the restricted
gap uses radius 3R. The symbol < denotes an asymptotically vanishing ratio.
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Table 49: Local hidden-convex stochastic optimization: LocalHiddenConvexStochastic.

In a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space, F' is globally L-smooth and has a global minimizer z« € B(zo, R). On B(xo,3R), F = H o c, with H convex and differentiable on an
open convex set U. On B(zo,2R), c(z) € U, Dc(x) = J(z), ||J(z)v|| > p||v||, and J is L j-Lipschitz; 32L yR < p. Here L, R, u,e > 0 and L;,o > 0. IID samples have
law p; the jointly measurable oracle g satisfies [ g(z,w) dp = VF(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — VF(2)||? dp < o2, with the required integrability. Target: [[F(zx) — F(z+)]dP <,
P = p®N. Result (1) constructs safeguarded similar triangles, using L, R, o, xo; stopping also needs .

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
(1) HiddenConvexAccelerated O (1 + («/ LTRZ + g) 62) stochastic-gradient
Stochastic (Ours) (x * ) (review) calls.
Ld? | Ld*c? : : . - -1 —1/2 1,1 :
(2) Momentum P-SGD [64, Thm. 8] O( (1 + =+ == Lo ) calls, including (1): Ontheoverlapd <X R, e™" — ¢ (1) adds local C*+* regularity and
initialization. Restriction: compact convex X 3> xg, T, and LR /53 — o2 R? /62, up to 32L yR < p; requires an
convex ¢(X), and ¢~ 1 is 1/p-Lipschitz; d = Dy /p.  logarithms; total gain for fixed parameters unconstrained global minimizer.
and sufficiently small €. Scope: no compact  Classes are incomparable.
convex image required. Adaptivity: updates
need neither €, Dy, pic; stopping needs €.
4 ~3
(3) [18, Thm. 5.4] (@] (1 + Dap + % calls. Restriction: global (1): On the smooth overlap, fixed positive (1) requires global L-smoothness

parameters and € | 0, =3 — £2¢2. Scope: and 32L ;R < u; loses
bounded variance replaces bounded gradients; nonsmooth objectives and the
local replaces global Jacobian regularity. Full unrestricted global regime.
parameter bounds are not comparable.

invertible ¢, ||J|| < 1/a, ||J~1|| < 1/8, p-Lipschitz J;
G-Lipschitz H, ||g|| < G a.s.; known radii D1, D2 with
the radial level-set ordering of (A3).

(4) AC-SA [119, Cor. 1] @] (1 + LTRZ + g) calls. Special case: Ly = 0, (1): Scope extends convex optimization to (1) loses a factor £2 on the convex
. o . — . locally near-affine hidden convexity, overlap.
with optimization restricted to B(zo, R), where F is including nonconvex, non-quasar-convex
convex. objectives.

Abbr: L: gradient Lipschitz constant; R: initial-distance bound; o2: variance bound; e: expected objective-gap target; y: least singular-value bound for .J; L ;: Jacobian Lipschitz
constant; £ = log(2 + LR? /e + 02R?/e2). In (2), Dy = diam(c(X)), d = Dy /e, and £y = log(2 + (LR? + 02 /L) /¢) for one-sample gradient initialization. In (3), G
denotes the paper’s bound H, p its Jacobian Lipschitz constant, «, § its distortion parameters, and D1, D3 its radial bounds about xo; radial ordering means F'(y) > F'(z) whenever
llz — zoll = D1, lly — zoll = Da.
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Table 50: Local acceleration under strong aiming: LocalStrongAiming.

A differentiable function f on a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space attains f* = f(x*); exact gradients are available. On U,, = {z : d(xz, M) < r}, Vf is L-Lipschitz and
f) > f(z) + (Vf(z),y — x) — VuLlly — =||? for all z,y € U, Strong aiming means (V f(z),z — z) > f(x) — f* + 4|l — z||? for every x € U, and every nearest
z€ M. Assume 0 < < L,7 > 0,29 € Ur,and 0 < f(xg) — f* < A < pur?/256. Target: f(zx) — f(2*) <&, € > 0. Result (1) constructs fixed-parameter Nesterov with
deterministic last-iterate accuracy; updates use L, p, and the horizon uses A, €.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) LocalStrongAimingNesterov O(l + +/L/plog(l + A/s)) gradient calls.
(Ours) (* x %) (review)

(2) Nesterov [90, Thm. 11] O (1 ++/L/plog(l+ A/ 5)) gradient calls. Affine M; (1): Scope extends to curved, nonconvex M (1) needs local initialization;
global smoothness and strong aiming; weak-curvature under tube assumptions. Matches the rate on ~ worse contraction constant (1/2
coefficient at most \/puL /2. the common affine, globally regular subclass. versus 1). Classes are not nested.

(3) Continuized Nesterov [92, §5.2], Derived bound: O (1 + i/ e log(1+ A/ s)) gradient (1): Nonconvex curved M allowed; (1) needs weak convexity and

constant-probability guarantee calls for success probability 3/4. Global smoothness and determmlstlf: instead of constant-probability lo_cal initialization; (3) is global

S . ° . accuracy. Different guarantees preclude a without a weak-curvature bound.
strong aiming; convex M with C* boundary; i . .
4 ike-for-like speedup claim. Classes are not nested.
p/L < ot

(4) Nesterov [65, Thm. 2.2] No explicit call budget in (L, u, A, €). Local distance (1): Explicit nonasymptotic budget and basin (1) needs strong aiming and weak
contraction approaches 1 — 2,/z/+/3L + p; basin and A < pr?/256; no C? requirement. No convexity beyond local PL; worse
prefactor are implicit. Requires C'? and local PL. comparable explicit cost bound in (4). asymptotic contraction constant,

with different error criteria.

Abbr: M = argmin f; d(x, M) = inf ¢ || — z||; A is the initial objective-gap bound; L is the gradient Lipschitz constant; y is the strong-aiming constant (the PL constant in
(4)); € is target objective accuracy; ¢ = (1 +/5)/2;a = 1 — ¢(u/L)*/* > 0; PL means ||V f(x)||? > 2u(f(z) — f*). Weak-curvature coefficient ¢ denotes the coefficient of
—|ly — 2|2 in the two-point lower bound.
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Table 51: Comparison for MixedRelativeSmoothNonconvex.

On a second-countable real Hilbert space with its Borel structure, f has L-Lipschitz gradient and f(zo) — inf f < A. Parameters L,e > 0 and 7, M, o, A > 0 are supplied. The
jointly measurable oracle g is unbiased under a probability measure p; e(z, ) = g(x,&) — V f() has integrable squared norm, with Ep|le(z, £)||2 < r||Vf(2)||? + o2 and
Eplle(z, &) —e(y, |12 < r(|IVf(@)]|2 + [IVF(y)|?) + M?2||z — y||2. TID samples are shared within consecutive call pairs. Target: measurable X with integrable gradient norm

and [ ||V f(X)]| dP < e, where P includes sampling and algorithm randomness.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
14 r)LA + o2
14 <+T)72+U
(1) MixedRelativeSmooth o ~ LAg?
Nonconvex (Ours) (x * x) (review) + min{ M 03 , L 40 }
5 €

(2) SGD [109], Cor. 1 (A =0, (’)(

2
1+(1+T)LA+LA0' )
B=1+rC=o02).

g2 et

(1): No worse in order. For €2 < 2LA,

o2 > 1+ r)52, Me < Lo, saving factor
min{LA/e?, Lo /(Me)}. Random-iterate
target follows from (2)’s averaged bound.

(1) needs the increment condition,
shared-sample pairs and known
M additionally; O(T'd) storage
and substantially larger leading
constant.

(I1+r)LA
82

L (o4 VTGo)VTEr
€

14+7r+

(3) Normalized STORM [144], O
Thm. 3.3/ Cor. 3.4, L1 = 0. _
LoA  o%(0 ++/rGo)

e3 + V14red
Raw MSS; sample-gradient oracles on R¢. Batch size
O(1 + r) included. Target: min; E||V f(z¢)|| < e.

_l’_

(1): Rate replaces L by centered M,
removing o3 /&3 startup dependence. For
r =1, M = 0, fixed positive L, L, A, o:
O(e~2) versus O(e~2). Scope includes
rough relative noise without finite I;
identical-output comparison unestablished.

(1) uses growing batches and
O(T'd) storage; (3) has
accuracy-independent batches.
Generalized L1 > 0 smoothness
is outside (1)’s scope.

24+ LA LoA
o (1 L
€ €
Expected gradient-call count; r = 0, raw MSS,
sample-gradient oracles on R<.

(4) PAGE [138], Cor. 4 (online).

(1): Matches kngwn e 3 rateatr = 0;
centered M < L.

Abbr: A is the initial objective-gap bound; 7, o are relative and absolute noise parameters; M controls centered increments. Raw MSS means Ep||g(z, £) — g(y, )||? < L?||z —y||2,
with L < L and an admissible M < L. Go = ||V f(z0)|| < V2LA. T counts iterations of (1); d denotes dimension when finite. Costs count individual oracle evaluations, including

batches and paired evaluations. In the saving factor, Lo /(Me) = 400 when M =0 < o.
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Table 52: Near-zero-sum games: NearZeroSumGames.

Compact convex X C E,Y C F in finite-dimensional real inner-product spaces; feasible initial point; diam(X x Y) < D. Player costs are h + g and g — h: h is p-strongly convex
in = and v-strongly concave in y; g is jointly convex. Gradients within the domain exist, V(h %+ g) are L-Lipschitz, and Vg is §-Lipschitz. Here 0 < p,v < L,0 < 6 < L, and
D, e > 0. An equilibrium exists. Access: own gradients and exact Euclidean projection. Target: feasible zout With ||zout — 2*||? < & for an equilibrium z*.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) NearZeroSumOwnGradients
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

L | 0
@] (% ]\W;: 3 Zoﬁl) own-gradient and projection

calls, counted together.

(2) ICL [166, Thm. 1]

o L [m+9¢
myV M+§
e < D?2. Projections not quantified.

Lol ) full-utility-gradient queries,

(1): Matches rate for e < D? using own
gradients instead of full utility gradients; no
separate Vg. Includes projection costs.

(3) Extragradient [166, Prop. 1]

L
@] (—€0> own-gradient and projection calls.
m

m+ 0
M+6Z% < 1. For

6=m,L=M=rm: O(yklolr)
instead of O(k{p).

(1): Faster when

(1): Extra factor /1 when M < m
or § 2 M; needs separate
curvature and coupling parameters
and the decomposition structure.

(4) Zero-sum guarantee [166,
Prop. 2]

L
@] (—E()) gradient queries; § = 0 (affine g absorbed
nv

into the saddle objective).

(1): Scope extends to § > 0.

(1): Extra factor 1 onthe 6 = 0
overlap.

Abbr: m = min{yu, v}, M = max{p,v};log, t = max{0,logt}; lo = 1+ log, (D?/e), £1 = 1+ log, (L?D?/(m?2e)). Own-gradient query: (Vz(h + g), Vy(g — h)).
Full-utility-gradient query: V(h + g) and V(g — h).
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Table 53: Exact-operator residual complexity for NonEuclideanWeakMinty.

In a finite-dimensional real normed space E, F' : E — E* is L-Lipschitz from the primal to the dual norm, L > 0. A root z, satisfies (F(z),z — zx) > —p||F(z)||? for all z,
with 0 < pL < 1/20. The differentiable mirror h satisfies Dp, (u, z) > (u/2)||u — z||2, u > 0, and D, (2, 0) < D, D > 0. Exact F evaluations are counted; the target is
[|F (zout) ||+ < &, € > 0, almost surely.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) NonEuclideanWeakMinty
Extragradient (Ours) (% % *)
(review)

O(1+ LQD)

pe?

(2) Mirror extragradient [247],
Thm. 2, Lemma 3

2
o1+ 527

h additionally Lo-smooth; pL < u2/(16Lo).

(1): Accuracy term smaller by Lo /p on the overlap;
no mirror-gradient smoothness. Range pL < 1/20

independent of geometry. Spectral/Frobenius
example: O(1 + L2RZ, /£?) instead of
O(1+rL2R% /e%).

(1): Larger leading constant. For
the Euclidean quadratic mirror,
narrower range: 1/20 versus
pL < 1/8.

(3) EG+ [53], Thm. 3.2; Euclidean
special case

2 p2
0(1 + L

On pL < 1/20; Euclidean quadratic mirror.

(1): Matches known rate on this restriction; extends

scope to arbitrary norms.

(1): Narrower admissible range:
pL < 1/20 versus pL < 1/8.

(4) EGJ [53], Thm. 4.2(); £,
special case

L%R?
o (1 + (17—1)21952 )

1<p§2,p:0;h:%H-f:r0||12).

@®: 01+ LQRI%/((p —1)e2)) at p = 0: accuracy
term smaller by 1/(p — 1). Extends this geometry to

0 < pL < 1/20.

(5) [193], Thm. 6.1, Cor. 6.3;
Euclidean unconstrained restriction

L2R2
2

o1+

On pL < 1/20, including inner evaluations; the

extra resolvent is the identity.

(1): Extends scope to arbitrary norms; no established

rate improvement on the Euclidean restriction.

(1): Narrower admissible range:
pL < 1/20 versus pL < 1.

Abbr: D, (u, z) = h(u) — h(z) — Dh(z)[u — ]; || - ||+ is the dual norm; Lq is the Lipschitz constant of Dh. Ry, = ||z« — zo||p; inrow (4), . = p — 1, D = R2 /2. Euclidean
comparisons use h = %H - —z0||3, p = 1, D = R2/2. In the spectral-norm example, 7 = min(m,n), Rr = || X« — Xo||F, and the Frobenius mirror has p = 1, Lo = r,

D= R% /2. All ranges use the displayed setup’s convention for p.
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Table 54: Second-order nonconvex—PL minimax optimization: NonconvexPLSecondOrder.

On finite-dimensional real inner-product spaces, f has an L-Lipschitz gradient and differentiable gradient with p-Lipschitz Hessian. Inner maxima are attained and 2u(®(z)— f(z,y)) <
IVy f(2,y)||? uniformly. Assume 0 < o < L, p,e > 0, ®(z0) — inf & < A and ®(z0) — f(z0,¥0) < D, with A, D > 0. Exact queries return (f, V f, V2 f). The target is

|IV®(z)|| < eand V2®(x) = —+/100p+/k(4 + k) I; the constructed output is deterministic.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

A 3/4 Ap?
(1) EnvelopeCubicNonconvexPL o |14+k+ SvpRTT | A7 £2 | joint calls.
. £3/2 3
(Ours) (% x %) (review)
A 3/4
(2) ECRN [254], Thm. 11. Strongly O (\/E o+ |1+ % (1+1log#) | gradient
concave inner subclass. €

and Hessian calls; e < L?/[p(4 + r)3/2].

(1): Scope: PL permits nonconcave inner
objectives and nonunique maximizers.
Matches the leading polynomial rate on the
strongly concave overlap.

(1): « initialization instead of \/k;
larger logarithmic overhead,
function values required, curvature
constant up to 10 x looser.
Retuning (2) removes its accuracy
restriction.

(3) MCN [165], Cor. 1. Strongly

A /pK?
@] ( [\/E + L} £> total gradient/Hessian calls;
concave inner subclass.

23/2
Hessians: O(1 + A\/ﬁ,§3/25*3/2)_

(1): Scope: strong concavity to PL. On the
overlap, for e < L2/(pk3/2), leading cost
replaces k2 by k3/4, up to logarithms;
curvature scaling improves by K3/4,

(1) requires values and has larger
initialization/logarithmic overhead.
Leading-term improvement need
not dominate total cost.

(4) Smoothed-AGDA [237],
Thm. 4.1, Cor. 4.1. Full inner-PL
class.

L(A+b
L;_O) gradient calls,

(’)(1 + + k(1 + log n))

including translation to ||[V®|| < e.

(1) adds second-order stationarity. Costs are
not directly comparable: different oracle
access and accuracy guarantees.

(1) requires a Lipschitz Hessian
and full-Hessian queries; (4)
requires only gradient smoothness.

Abbr: ®(x) = maxy f(z,y); x = L/u; £ = log(2 + k + p?(A + D) /u® + pe/u? + u? /(pe)). PL: Polyak-E.ojasiewicz inequality. by = 2[max,, F(@o,y) — ming f(z,y0)].
where f(x, y) = f(x,y) + L|jz — xol|2, is the initial auxiliary primal-dual gap. Curvature tolerances in (2) and (3) are respectively 4/ p(4 + x)3/2¢ and /2, /pe.
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Table 55: Nonsmooth hidden convexity: NonsmoothHiddenConvex.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, F' = H o c attains its minimum, H is finite convex, and c is a differentiable homeomorphism with pljz — y|| < |lc(z) — c(y)|| <
Lc||z — y|| and L j-Lipschitz Jacobian. Known R > 0 satisfies F(0) < F(y) on |ly|| = R. Jointly measurable IID oracle samples satisfy [ g(z,w) dp(w) = Dc(x)* s,
sz € O0H(c()), and [ ||g(z,w)||? dp(w) < G2. The targetis [[F(2) — F(z+)] dP < &, with P the IID sampling law. Parameters satisfy 0 < g < L¢, Ly > 0, G,¢ > 0.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
(1) NonsmoothHiddenConvex O(Wlog?(2 + W))
Stochastic (Ours) (* x x) (review)
G3 R4 L4 p/
(2) [18], Thm. 5.4 O( 1+ ——5 )i ¢ =max{Ly/u,u/(LeR?)}.  (1): e instead of €3 up to logarithms;
€

gain when GR/s > log®(2 + W). For
LjR > p, factor

GL:R/(uelog?(2 + W)). Only second
moments required.

Almost-sure bound ||g|| < G} two-sphere condition
specialized to D1 = 0, D2 = R.

(3) SGD [22], Thm. 6.1; affine o1+ G2R? / 62) stochastic subgradients. (1): scope extends to nonlinear hidden maps; (1) costs an extra
special case Ly = 0 no rate improvement on L ; = 0. (Le/ )3 log®(2 + W) for
L J = 0, e < GR.
(4) [64], Thm. 2, Cor. 1 Not comparable: requires closed convex X and bounded (1) handles the global unconstrained problem. (1) requires a global smooth
convex ¢(X); the target has ¢(E) = E. No bounded-domain reduction is supplied; homeomorphism and barrier
rates are not comparable. radius; (4) permits constrained

problems and nonsmooth maps.

Abbr: W = (1 + LyR/p)(Le/u+ G2L3R? /(u3e?)); 4 is a global minimizer; 4 is the final epoch center in (1); costs count individual stochastic oracle calls.
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Table 56: Stochastic optimization under PLHessianLipschitzKurtosis.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f has an attained minimum f, = f(z«), an L-Lipschitz gradient, and a differentiable gradient with p-Lipschitz Hessian. Globally,
2u(f — f) < IVF]|% with0 < u < Land f(zo) — f« < A. The jointly measurable oracle uses IID samples of law po: [ g(z,w)dpo = V() and, fore = g — V£,
S llellPdpo < o2, [|lel|*dpo < Ko*. Here p,o,A > 0, K > 1. The setup requires constant-step SGD with a uniformly sampled final-window iterate Z; the target is
J(f(&) — fx)dP < e,e > 0, under its execution probability law P.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

Kr3/252 2 2
(1) KappaFreeSgdPLHessian (Ours) O ( |:,{5/4 + Nifp + 7 V4

(% % *) (review) K HE
2
(2) SGD [108, Thm. 3, Cor. 2] O (n[l + log(1 4+ A/e)] + £> (1): statistical factor k — £; total gain /¢ (1) adds Hessian regularity and
He when ¢ < k and kurtosis; #5/4¢ initialization and a
. o? u’/? p-term. Random window replaces
€ < 47" min 3/471/4° 1/2,2 (° last iterate. Noise term worsens
w3/tL KLY=p :

Forp=oc=p=A=1K=3, when £ > k.
e=r"2: O(K3) = O(Kk%logk).

2

(3) Weighted SGD [210, Thm. 5]; (@] (n[l + log(1 4+ kA/e)] + U—) (1): scope extends from strong convexity to (1) on the strongly convex overlap:

strongly convex restriction He PL, allowing non-isolated minimizers. extra x1/4 initialization factor,
p-term and statistical logarithm;

needs p, K.
. . tr X4 C 4/5 . s .

(4) Ruppert—Polyak averaging [70,  Derived bound: O 1 + + | = for (1) allows non-isolated minimizers and gives
Thm. 2]; isolated-minimizer g 4 explicit parameter dependence. Rates are not
restriction E||Z — z4||? < 4, steps yn~3/%. Requires coercivity, comparable: squared-distance accuracy and

unique critical point, V2 f(z,) > 0, Lipschitz noise covariance/consistency assumptions differ.

covariance and L* consistency. C' is non-explicit.

2

(5) Lower bound [169, Thm. 4.3, Q R for0 < e < A/10, 0 > 0; all randomized (1) improves the statistical dependence on a

ue

. . . narrower subclass. The hard instances lack
first-order methods with bounded-variance gradient access. arrower subclass. The hard instances lac

Lipschitz Hessians; this is not an
improvement on the full smooth PL class.

Rem. 4.6]; broader smooth PL class

Abbr: k = L/u; £ = 1+ log(1 4+ /k A/e). Costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls, including the initial window burn-in. § is squared-distance tolerance; T is an averaged
iterate; By = [V2f(24)] 1S (24)[V2 f(z+)] "1, with S the noise covariance; C is the remainder constant. L* consistency means E||z, — 4 ||* = O(y2); v > 0 is the stepsize
scale.
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Table 57: Power-geometry acceleration with relative gradient error. PowerGeometryRelativeErrorConvex.

In a finite-dimensional real normed space, f is differentiable and convex, || D f(z) — Df(y)||« < L||z — y||, and a global minimizer satisfies ||z* — zo|| < R. Here L,c > 0,p > 2,
R > 0,and 0 < a < 1/4. The differentiable function ¥(z) = ||z — z0|2/2 satisfies Dy, (y, ) > clly — z||?/(|ly — zo|| + ||z — zo||)P~2 for all z,y (zero at z = y = o).
Every oracle reply obeys ||g — D f(z)||+« < «||Df(z)||«, allowing biased, call-dependent errors. Target: f(zx) — f(z*) < &, & > 0, almost surely under every execution law; the
constructed squared-norm dual-averaging output satisfies it for every seed.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) PowerGeometryRelativeError O(l + (CT)p/ (r+2) 4 a2T) gradient calls.
Acceleration (Ours) (% % x) (review)

(2) [46], Cor. 4.10, §5.1.2 Op (1 + 17/ (p+2)) exact-gradient calls. Special case: (1): extends to biased relative error; matches (1) has larger p-dependent
Eg, a = 0, optimization on Bp(xo, R) containing a the exact-gradient rate for fixed p. Updates constants; on £;;,
global minimizer. need neither R, e, nor horizon; the stopping ¢ — p(p— 1)27(;7—2)/2 (1536
budget still does. atp = 4).
(3) Derived bound: [221], Thm. 7.2 (’)(1 + (ds\/T + ad®sT) (1): dimension-free; for fixed p and (1) loses at « = 0, fixed p, d,
- [1 + log(d?°T)]) gradient calls. On Eg via Euclidean ~ d = TP/(P*2) removes dimension factors T — co: TP/ (P12) versus
conversion, with d257 > 1 and da < 1/3. and logarithm, with 2T instead of ad®*T.  /T(1 +1logT). Atd =1,
- Atp=4,d=T2, a=T"1/6 < 1/4 excludes 1/4 < o < 1/3.
O(1 + T?/3); (3) is inapplicable.
(4) SODA [192], Cor. 3.2 (’)pyq—q(l + TP/ (P+2) 4 (oqR/e)P ) stochastic-gradient  (1): matches the rate on the exact-gradient (1) does not cover additive
calls, one per step. On ég; unbiased gradients with overlap; removes R from updates. Covers heavy-tailed noise allowed by (4);
g-moment gradient variation (Assumptions 3—4); expected ~arbitrary relative bias with pathwise accuracy; the noisy oracle models are
objective gap < €. no stochastic-rate comparison outside that incomparable.
overlap.
Abbr: T = LR?/e; C = max{1,32(P=2)/2/c}; Dy(y,z) = ¥(y) — Y(x) — DY(x)[y — «]; || - ||« is the dual norm. For ég, d is dimension, s = 1/2 — 1/p, and

¢ = 2277 /[p(p — 1)] is admissible. O, permits constants depending on fixed p. In (4), ¢ = p/(p — 1); o4 and 74 > 1 are the additive scale and multiplicative factor in the L9
gradient-variation bound; Op, -, permits dependence on these subscripts.
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Table 58: Residual complexity for RadiusGeneralizedLipschitzMonotone.

Let F' : E — E be continuous and monotone on a real inner-product space, with Lo > 0, L1 > 0, R > 0. Forevery z,y, M, if || F'(z + 0(y — z))|| < M forall 6 € [0, 1], then
|F(z) — F(y)|| < (Lo + L1 M)||z — y||. Aroot x, satisfies ||xg — z«|| < R. Access is to exact evaluations of F'; the target is || F'(z)|| < &, € > 0. No initial-residual bound is
supplied.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) RadiusGeneralizedMonotone O(l + @ + (L1 R)4/3>
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

2
(2) EG [43, Theorem 3.6]; past-EG O (1 + (LgR) + (L1 R)2> (1): A2 — A, C2% — C*/3; speedup (1) needs R in updates in addition
[84, Corollary 3.3]. Unconstrained O((1+ A2 4+C?)/(1+ A+ C*3)). Last to Lo, L.
R, iterate instead of minimum residual. Scope:

arbitrary real inner-product spaces.

Abbr: A = LoR/e, C = L1 R; costs count all exact F' evaluations, including two per EG step and one new evaluation per past-EG step. O suppresses universal constants. The
guarantee in (1) is deterministic.
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Table 59: Comparison for RelativeEnergySymmetricNonconvex.

On a separable real Hilbert space with its Borel structure, f is differentiable, V f is L-Lipschitz, and f(zo) — inf f < A. The jointly measurable oracle g(x, §) has marginally
symmetric noise {z = g(z,&) — Vf(x) with Pr(||¢z]| > r) < 1/64 and E[(||¢z — Cyll/(r + 11zl + 1<y]1))?] < w2|lz — y||%. Samples are IID across query pairs, with
a shared sample within each pair; no noise moments are assumed. Here L,e > 0 and r, ks, A > 0. The target is a measurable output Z with integrable gradient norm and
JIIVF(@(w))| dP(w) < e, for the execution law P.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
i L 2A
(1) FairRelativeEnergyNonconvex O ((1 + log A) [A + min{re, }4(r +e) } )
(Ours) (*x x x) (review) €
/(p—1) L+6)A

(2) NSGD-MVR [67, Thm. 4.2, v2], O (l + (@)p P + # (1): On symmetric overlap, o > €, (1) needs exact symmetry; choose
1<p<2,qg=2 SA € J2-1)] € initialization and tracking powers become 2 r = max{641/p0'p, e},

— <ﬂ)p P ) Special case: R%, unbiased ~ and 1, up to logs. At p = 3/2, fixed positive  x = J/r on the overlap. Fair-root

€ € L,A,0,0p: O(e~7/2) becomes computation is noncomputable

p-moment noise and mean-square similarity 6. O(e~3log(1/e)). Scope: momentless noise and uncounted.

via robust-location coupling.

o2+ (L+686)A oA
g2 g3

(3) NSGD-MVR [67, Thm. 4.2, v2], O (1 + ) . Special case: R4,  (1): Matches polynomial rate on symmetric (1) needs symmetry and pays an

p=q=2 . . . . T overlap for o2 > ¢; extends to noise with extra 1 4 log A; overlap:
unbiased finite-variance noise and mean-square similarity . .
5. undefined means using a central quantile and r = max{8c2,e}, k = d/r.

relative energy. Large universal budget constant.
D2 D 2

(4) N-SGD [13, Thm. 1, v2]; derived O —4p [1 + log (—;)} fresh calls, 0 < e < 1; (1): No density condition. Rates are not (1) needs shared-sample pairs and

bound € € comparable in (r, k); the density constants in relative-energy regularity;
Pr(ming<n [[Vf(2k)|| < &) > 1 — p. Special case: (4) have no established conversion. guarantees expectation rather than
R?, symmetric conditional densities uniformly positive high probability.

near zero; bounded joint clipping or normalization, with
admissible a/+/t + 1 steps.

Abbr: The relative-energy ratio is zero when its denominator is zero. A = ((r +¢)2 + LA)/e?; o} bounds E||(||P; mean-square similarity means E||(z — ¢y |2 < 62[|z — y||%.
Costs count individual oracle replies, including batches, paired replies and unused refresh replies. For (4), p € (0,1) is failure probability, C' bounds the nonlinearity ¥,
and the density-dependent 31,32 > 0 satisfy (E¥(y + (z),y) > min{B1|y||, B2lly[|I*}; B = min{B1,B2}, a = min{1, B2/(8C?), 31 /[16C?(LC + v2LA/2)]}, and
Dy =1+ (A +1log(1/p))/(aB) +aLC?/B.
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Table 60: Relative-error acceleration under generalized smoothness: RelativeGeneralizedSmoothConvex.

Convex differentiable f on a real Hilbert space has continuous gradient and satisfies |V f(z) — V f(y)|| < (Lo + L1 M)||z — y|| whenever ||V f|| < M on [z, y]. A minimizer
x4 satisfies ||zo — z«|| < Rand f(xzo) — f(zx) < A; Lo, R, A,e > 0, L1 > 0. Every possibly history-dependent reply obeys ||[v — V f(z)|| < a||V f(2)|,0 < a < 1/100.
Target: f(zn) — f(z«) < € on every oracle path.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
. ) \/LoR?/e + o2 LoR? /e ) )
(1) RelativeErrorGeneralized O relative-gradient
Acceleration (Ours) (% % x) (review) +(1+4 L1R){ + o?(L1R)2¢?
replies.
1+ 4/LoR2%/e
C[L2A A
(2) [214], Thm. 4.3 0| tLiRlog( 1+ min o (1): Scope extends exact gradients to (1): Larger logarithmic transient;
0 adversarial relative errors. Matches the at fixed Lo, L1, R, A, it grows
+1log (1 + A ) leading \/LoR? /e term at & = 0. with log(1/¢). Needs ball
LoR? projection.

exact-gradient calls. Special case: o = 0,
finite-dimensional Hessian-form class; R = ||xo — @ ||.

/ 2
(3) [161], GeneralizedAccelerated O L+ LoR?/e exact-gradient ~ (1): Scope extends exact gradients to relative  (1): At o« = 0, worse large-L1 R
Convex + (1 + (L1 R)Q/ 3) log(1 4+ A/e) errors, allowing biased, history-dependent transient: L1 R instead of
calls, e < A. Special case: o = 0, Hessian-form class. replies. (L1 R)2/3, with different
logarithms.
(4) [223], Remark 3.1, convex O (1 + % %) relative-gradient calls. (1): Scope permits unbounded curvature with  (1): Requires ov < 1/100; adds ¢
guarantee Special case: L1 = 0, o < 1. polynomial L1 R dependence. At Ly = 0, at L1 = 0 and needs A in
matches the polynomial accuracy terms for addition.
a < 1/100.
(5) Normalized GD [115], Thm. 3.1 O(1 + L% + Lo /e) direction replies; best-iterate (1): Fixed relative-error tolerance and (1): Needs gradient magnitudes
guarantee. Finite-dimensional setting, R = ||zo — z«||,  last-iterate accuracy. Rates are not and A; (5) uses directions alone.
B = R, with sufficient tolerance comparable: (5) requires direction tolerance

shrinking with €.

§ < emind =1— Ve/Lo 1
- RLi? R 7 14Li1+4+/Lo/e |’

Abbr: £ = 1+log(1+ LoR?/e+ L1 R+ A/(LoR?)). Hessian-form class: twice differentiable f with || V2 f(x)|| < Lo+ L1||V£(z)|. In (5), ||g]| = 1,
¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small universal constant, and 1/L; = 400 when L1 = 0.

g=VI/IVIII< 6
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Table 61: Tracking under SmoothDriftStronglyConvex.

On a separable real Hilbert space, each deterministic f, is differentiable, p-strongly convex and L-smooth, with 0 < p < L. Minimizers satisfy [|zo — z§|| < R, ||z —2§|| < V and

[E 12 -2z 1 +a5|| < T'. Jointly measurable stochastic gradients use independent samples with common law p, are unbiased and have variance at most &

2 uniformly in z; the relevant

first and second moments are integrable. Fore > O and R, V,I', o > 0, admissibility requires 9792I'2 (2L /p+ 9902 / (u%e))* < e. The targetis [ ||lzn (w) —2%_, |2 dP(w) <,
where P = p®N. The setup requires the output time to count oracle calls, not a particular update rule.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) VelocityTrackingSmoothDrift
(Ours) (% * x) (review)

(9(1 + H + Alog(l + M)) stochastic
gradients; every later NV succeeds. Updates know
w,L,o,e,notl', R, V.

(2) SGD with step decay [45],
Thms. 4, 28

2 2
(’)(1 + filog(l + RT) + ﬁ
certified MSE scale ¢ < k2A2 + (A2 /u?)?/3,
Speed-bounded restriction: El|z}, ; — zi||? < A%
deterministic overlap has V' < A, T" < 2A.

) gradients to the

(1): lower certified error when

Fr < e < (Ac?/p2)2/3; every e > 0if
I" = 0. Scope: allows growing speed. No
faster cost on the common admissible regime.

(1): extra noise logarithm and
velocity initialization term;
deterministic drift and uniform
variance. For I" < A, requires

%% A? rather than k2 A? accuracy
scale.

(3) Romberg NLMS [171], Thm. 8,
Cor. 9

No explicit parameter-dependent call budget. MSE
O(n~*/5) at smoothness 3 = 2, after a fixed-fraction
burn-in; two NLMS updates per sample. Special case:
stable time-varying autoregression, smooth
coefficients/covariance, bounded innovation and initial
moments of order ¢ > 8.

(1): explicit finite-time extension to nonlinear
objectives with arbitrarily changing shape.
Matches floor exponent n=4/3 for I' < n=2;
oracle complexities are not comparable.

(1) excludes the multiplicative
random-design noise allowed by

3).

(4) Prediction—correction [105],
Thm. 5.5 (¢ = 2)

No comparable total-call bound.

limsupy, E[|& — af|| = O(b+ s + (s + 1)h2/5).
Requires bounded second trajectory derivative, per-sample
strong convexity/smoothness, and correction contracting to
sample minimizers with y||a||1 < 1; history length
O(h=4/5).

(1): finite-time mean square, one fresh
gradient per step; removes per-sample
convexity and repeated sample solves. The
h2/5 rate in (4) requires b = 0,

v = O(h2/5).

(1) needs variance uniform in x,
not just at 7, and excludes
convex regularizers. Different
oracles and error criteria prevent a
cost comparison.

Abbr: k = L/p, A = k4 02 /(%e), Fr = x*T2 + (I'%68/u®)'/5; H € N is the supplied horizon slack. MSE: mean-square distance; NLMS: normalized least mean squares;
n: sample count in (3). In (4), h is the sampling period, b bounds sample-minimizer bias, s bounds its mean-square deviation, -y is the correction contraction factor, and « is the
polynomial prediction coefficient vector. < and < denote comparison up to universal factors and asymptotic separation, respectively.
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Table 62: Stochastic cohypomonotone inclusions: StochasticCohypomonotonelnclusion.

In a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, F' is L-Lipschitz and G is monotone with an everywhere-defined exact resolvent J., ¢ for every v > 0. For v € (F' + G)(x) and
w € (F+G)(y), (v—w,z—y) > —p|lv—wl|? with L > 0and 0 < 2pL < 1. A zero z* satisfies ||zg — 2*|| < R. The jointly measurable oracle g has integrable samples and
squared errors, [ g(z,w)dp = F(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — F(z)||? dp < o2; samples are IID with law p under P. Target: a measurable pair (Z,u) with u € G(Z) on every path and
JIIF(Z) 4+ u|| dP < e. Parameters L, p, R, o, ¢ are supplied; R, o > 0, & > 0. Costs count every F' sample and every resolvent evaluation.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) RegularizedProxExtragradient (9(7'_8 (1 + % + gé)

Cohypomonotone (Ours) (x * %) 4
(review) - [¢ +10g(1/7)]*)
(2) [4, Cor. 4.1, Rem. C.7]; O(% (1): e=* — =2 up to logs for fixed (1) requires p < 1/(2L) instead
stochastic, p < 1/L LR o 1 L,R,0 >0, pL < 1/2,and small €. Strong of 1/L; 7—8 diverges at 1/(2L)
) p01y10g<¥, e E) ) »for LR, 0 > e. Resolvent residual with an explicit certificate. while d—4 remains bounded.
residual; conversion to the target adds O(1 + o2 /¢2)
calls, absorbed here.
(3) RAINTT [36, Thm. 5.4, (9( 1+ % + Z—j) (1): Scope extends to composite inclusions. (1) incurs 78 and excludes
Prop. 5.3]; G = 0, saddle-gradient On the unconstrained overlap, matches p=1/2L).

- polylog(L, R, 5,e~1)) expected F samples,

F.p<1/(2L) including conversion to the original residual. polynomial Rarameter dependence, with a
fixed budget instead of expected random cost.

(4) AR [101, Thm. 2.2]; monotone O (1 + %h + %§€3h2> samples and projections; (1): Scope extends from monotone (1) has larger logarithmic

F,G = Nx, closed convex X, Efresr (@)2] < ¢ constrained VIs to nonmonotone overhead at p = 0 and proves

0<e<LR - cohypomonotone inclusions with general expected norm, rather than
resolvents; matches polynomial accuracy root-mean-square residual
dependence on the overlap. accuracy.

(5) [4, Thm. 2.1, Cor. 2.2]; O((1+ %) (1): Scope extends to noisy oracles; no (1) has larger logarithmic and p

deterministic, 0 = 0, p < 1/L LR established improvement when o = 0. dependence, and requires

. [1 + log(l + ¥)D exact I and resolvent calls. p < 1/(2L) instead of 1/L.

Abbr: 7 =1-2pL;d=1—pL; ¢ =1+log(l+ LR/e); h = 1+log¥; Jyg = (I +vG)~1; Nx is the normal cone; resp (z) = dist(0, F(z) + Nx (z)); E is expectation
under the sampling law; polylog denotes the cited guarantee’s unspecified logarithmic factors in the displayed parameters, with logarithms bounded below by one.

88


https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Setups/StochasticCohypomonotoneInclusion.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/RegularizedProxExtragradientCohypomonotone.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/RegularizedProxExtragradientCohypomonotone.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/RegularizedProxExtragradientCohypomonotone.md

Table 63: Stochastic constrained generalized-monotone variational inequalities: StochasticConstrainedGeneralizedMonotone.

A finite-dimensional real inner-product space; convex X with exact projection and zop € X; continuous, globally monotone F' satisfying ||[F(z) — F(y)|| < (Lo +
Lisup ¢,y 1F(2)I)llz — yll. A VI solution z* € X satisfies [[zo — «*|| < R and |[F(z*)|| < G. Jointly measurable, integrable stochastic evaluations satisfy

J9(z,w)dp = F(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — F(2)||>dp < o2, with IID samples of law p under P. Public parameters satisfy Lo, R,e > 0, L1,G,0 > 0,0 < § < 1. Tar-
get: a measurable output Y with P{Y € X, v € Nx(Y) : ||[F(Y) 4+ v|| < e} > 1 — 6. Costs count all operator samples plus projections.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) StochasticConstrained
GeneralizedMonotone (Ours)
(k% *) (review)

O([(L0+L1G)(1+L1R)2R

€

+(1+ LR + & | 63(C + 10g(1/9)))

(2) AR+SOE [101, Thm. 2.2]

O(L27h(e) + 2 i(0)°h(e)?)

VE[r(Y)?] <e; L1 =0, < LoR.

(1): Scope extends to L1 > 0 with
polynomial L1 R dependence. Matches
polynomial accuracy dependence at L1 = 0,
up to logarithms.

(1): Extra logarithmic overhead;
high-probability accuracy does not
supply (2)’s mean-square residual
guarantee.

(3) Derived bound: [101, Thm. 2.2],

Markov conversion

o ( LoR py(/5)

+ Z5i(=V3)*h(V3)?)
P{r(Y)<e}>1-6;L1 =0,eV5 < LoR.

(1): At L1 = 0, logarithmic confidence
dependence replaces 6~1/2 and 5~ factors
in (3) only; no accuracy-exponent gain.

(1): At fixed confidence, larger
accuracy-logarithm powers: noise
term log? versus log®, apart from
iterated logarithms.

(4) Clipped Korpelevich [217,
Thm. 4.4]

p-quasi-sharpness with 1 > 0,p > 2,and 0 < o <

Expected squared distance to the solution set;

No comparable residual cost.

1
3

(1): Scope covers monotone operators
without quasi-sharpness at « = 1;
high-probability residual replaces expected

(1): Requires global monotonicity;
(4) also covers nonmonotone
quasi-sharp operators.

distance. Rates are not comparable.

(5) EG [85, Thm. 3.1] (1): Scope allows finite-variance noise;
polynomial rather than exponential L1 R
dependence, for a returned-point residual
rather than averaged gap. Rates are not

comparable.

o1+ (L0+L1G)(1+£L1R5L1R)R2

Exact F' (o = 0); averaged restricted gap < €.

Abbr: Nx(y) = {v: (v,w—y) < 0Vw € X};7(y) = infyeny () I1FW) +oll. £=1+log(1+ (Lo + L1G + L1e)(1 + L1 R)R/¢); j(t) = 1 + log(LoR/t) and
h(t) =1+ logj(t) for 0 < t < LoR. ais the exponent of || F'|| in generalized Lipschitz continuity; p-quasi-sharpness means (F'(x), x — z) > pdist(z, X*)P for all solutions z.
Restricted gap: sup,c g(F(z),y — 2z), where B = X N{z : ||z — 2*|| < cR} for the fixed universal radius factor in (5).

Table 64: Strong growth with mean-squared smoothness: StrongGrowthMeanSquaredSmoothConvex.

Convex differentiable f on a second-countable real Hilbert space with its Borel o-algebra; a minimizer 2 satisfies ||xo — zx|| < R. For L,e > 0 and I', R > 0, a jointly measurable
oracle with the stated moments integrable satisfies Epg(z, &) = V f(2), Ep|lg(z, &) — VF(2)||2 < T?||Vf ()|, and Epl|g(z, £) — g(y, €)||?> < L?||z — y||?. Each query returns
a same-sample pair, with fresh IID samples of law p under P. Target: measurable output y with integrable gap and [[f(y(w)) — f(z+)] dP(w) < e.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

14T 3/2@ LR2
o (1+7T) \/7/6 pair calls, including

+(1+D)%
batches and warm-up; two gradient evaluations per
pair.

O (1 +(14+12%),/LR2/ a) single-point stochastic

gradients. On R?; L may be replaced by the public
bound L.

(1) ProximalStormStrongGrowth
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

(1): Rate: I'3/2¢v/L instead of T2/ for large I'.
Lower total cost if L < T'L/¢2 and

e < LR?/¢2.

With L = L tuning: factor /T /£ fore < LR?/T.

(2) Accelerated SGD [224, Thm. 2];
AGNES [88, Thm. 3]

(1) needs MSS and same-sample
pairs; adds (1 + I')2¢ overhead.
At L < T'L, loses a logarithmic
factor and the additive term.
Larger proved constants.

(3) Derived bound [99, Thm. 1] (1): Scope extends from strongly convex quadratics
to convex nonquadratic objectives, without a PL

condition.

(1) loses linear convergence on
this overlap: e ~1/2 instead of
logarithmic accuracy
dependence.

RdLR?
@] (\/ KR [1 + log (1 + L)} ) single-point
g

stochastic gradients. Realizable least squares on R,
H » 0, finite fourth moments.

Abbr: MSS: mean-squared smoothness; PL: Polyak—t.ojasiewicz; £ = 1 + log(1 4+ I'); L < L: gradient Lipschitz constant of f; R: initial-distance bound; T': relative-noise
level. In 3), f(z) = %E(a—rx — b)2, b=a"z, almost surely, d = dimz, H = Eaa' = V2f, L= Amax(H), K = C4/Amin(H); C4 and ¥ are the least constants satisfying
E[||a]|?aaT] X C4H and E[(a T H~a)aa "] < KH. The initial gap obeys f(xo) — f(z+) < LR?/2.
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Table 65: Comparison for UnconstrainedLipschitzJacobianMonotone.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, F' is differentiable and monotone, with globally L-Lipschitz Jacobian and a zero x, satisfying ||xo — z«|| < D. Exact value and
Jacobian oracles are available; L > 0, D,e > 0, and integer m > 1. The target is || F'(z)|| < e (deterministically for our construction).

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) Lazy AnchoredExtraProximal O((m + m3/572/ 5)£2)
(Ours) (% x %) (review)

(2) AEP Newton [103], Thms. 4.4,  O(m(1 + T?/5)[1 + log(1 + T)]) (1): polynomial cost factor min(m, T')2/5 (1): more value calls; extra

46;H=0,L >0 before logarithms; for 7' > m, gain m2/5/€. logarithm at m = O(1); needs
D, m additionally; lacks
composite-inclusion scope.

(3) Derived bound [251], Thm. 3.1~ O(m(1 + T2/5)); tangent tolerance & /4 on B(zg, 2D)  (1): cost gain m2/5 /02 when T > m, if this  (1): logarithmic overhead; does

(p = 2); ball reduction gives residual tolerance €. factor exceeds one. not cover constrained VIs.

(4) LEN [35], Thm. 4.1; O(m +m?2/ 3(LD3/ 59)2/ 3) for averaged restricted gap  (1): general monotone scope; last-iterate (1): gap conversion requires an

convex—concave minimax only €g. residual. If ||z — z«|| = O(D), setting output-distance bound absent from
e = g4/O(D) gives gap cost its statement; conversion is
O((m +m3/5(LD? [e4)?/%)¢2). one-way.

Abbr: T = LD? /e, £ = 1 + log(m + m3/5T2/5); costs are #F' + m #DF, including trials. D F' denotes the Jacobian; m is its price and our tuning input. €4 denotes restricted
saddle-gap accuracy; in (4), evaluate £ at the stated residual tolerance. H denotes the composite set-valued operator; B(z, ) is the closed ball.

90


https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Setups/UnconstrainedLipschitzJacobianMonotone.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/LazyAnchoredExtraProximal.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/LazyAnchoredExtraProximal.md

Table 66: Unknown optimal value with an exact local linear oracle: UnknownValueSmoothConvexLocalLinear.

In a real Hilbert space, C'is closed and convex, g € C, and f is differentiable on C' with the convex lower model and quadratic upper model of curvature L > 0. A minimizer x» € C
satisfies |zo — z4|| < Rand f(zo) — f(x+) < A, with R, A > 0. Access comprises exact value—gradient queries and exact point-only minimization of (g, v) over C' N B(z, r),
with arbitrary ties. Inputs are zo, R and € > 0; L, A appear only in the budget. The target is feasible y with f(y) — f(z«) < &; (1) returns a best-observed point for every seed. The
gap bound A need not be bounded by LR2.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) CertifiedLevelBroxUnknown O (1 + /LR?/e + log (2 + % + LR? /E))
Value (Ours) (x % ) (review)

(2) Frank-Wolfe [98, Thm. 1] (’)(1 + “;2 ); steps 2/(k + 2), one value—gradient and ~ (1): O(y/LR2/e) versus O(LR? /) when (1) pays log(2 + A/e): at L = 0,
Derived bound on C' N B(xg, R) one local-LMO call per iteration. LR?/e > max{1,log?(2 + A/e)};same  (2) is exact in one iteration. Needs
oracle and no L, f, input. £; best-observed rather than last
iterate.
(3) BroxGD [196, Thm. 3.2(ii)] (’)(1 + LTRQ), C CR% R>0,Vf L-Lipschitzonan (1): LR?/e — \/LR2/e when (1) adds log(2 + A/e), which can
open convex neighborhood of C. LR?/e > max{1,log?(2 + A/e)}. dominate when LR? /¢ is small.

Adaptivity: no L for certification. Scope:
Hilbert spaces; upper model only on C.

2
(4) Polyak-radius Local LMO [197, O(1+ W); C C R4, globally convex 1): £~ 1/2 rather than e~ for fixed (1) needs R as input; (4) does not.
Thm. 4,9 = 1] differentiable f with L-Lipschitz gradient; exact f L,R >.O: A, Gy as e | 0. Adaptivity: no
supplied. [« required.

Abbr: f, = f(x,); G« = ||V f(x+)|; B(z,r) is the closed radius-r ball. LMO: linear minimization oracle. Costs count all value—gradient and local-LMO calls together.
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Table 67: Second-order weak Minty root finding: WeakMintySecondOrder.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, F' is differentiable, L1 -Lipschitz, and has an La-Lipschitz Jacobian, with L1, L2 > 0. A root z* satisfies ||zo — z*|| < R and
(F(z),z —x*) > -4 ||F(z)||? for every z, where R, p > 0 and pL1 < 2. Exact value and full-Jacobian queries are available. The target is || F'(zout)|| < €, € > 0, almost surely.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) FullRangeSecondOrderWeak @] ((1 + LaR?/e)s *54) total value and full-Jacobian

Minty (Ours) (* % *) (review) calls. Updates need no R.
(2) [194], Thm. 6.1/ Cor. 6.3; Derived bound: O((1 + L2R2/2)673¢) value calls, ~ (1): e instead of e =2 when (1) needs Lipschitz full Jacobians
A=0 including inner iterations. Full range pL; < 2; no e K 62[& /Lo ande < Lo R2. Fixed 4, and exact cubic-model roots;
Jacobian needed. Li=Lo=R=1: (’)(5*1) versus arithmetic uncounted. Worse &
O(e~2). dependence; loses at large €. No
constrained extension.
(3) [225], Thm. B.1,p = q = 2; Value and full-Jacobian calls. At p = 0: (1): Scope extends trajectory-dependent
restricted standard weak Minty O(1 + LaR?/¢). smallness of p to every pL1 < 2,
independently of initial distance. Matches
known rate at p = 0.
(4) [225], Thm. 3.5, p = 2; Atp' =0: O(1+ Lo R2 /&) value and full-Jacobian calls. (1) matches known rate at p = p’ = 0. Away (1) additionally requires global
3/2-power defect General condition: (F(z),z — z*) > _p |1F () “3/27 from Minty, defect classes are incomparable; L -Lipschitz continuity of F'.
with sufficiently small p'. -2 rates are not comparable without additional
restrictions.
(5) [226], Thm. B.3; Value and full-Jacobian calls; requires sup,, || F'(z)|| < D (1): Scope extends to unbounded operators
bounded-operator special case and a D-dependent smallness condition on p. throughout pL1 < 2. No established rate

improvement on the overlap.

Abbr: § =1 —pLi/2 € (0,1]; £ = 1+ log(1/6); R bounds initial root distance. Each full-Jacobian query counts as one call. A = 0 denotes the unconstrained specialization (its
resolvent is the identity). p’ is the 3/2-power defect coefficient; D bounds operator norms. Minty means zero defect.
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Table 68: Comparison for AffineHeavyTailedAdam.

Differentiable f : R? — R satisfies f(zo) — f(z) < A forevery z and |V f(y) — Vf(z)|l1 < (Lo + L1||[VF(@)|1)lly — #|lcc whenever Li|ly — z|jcc < 1. Here
Lo,L1,A, 005,01 >0,Lo+ L1 >0,1<p<2 ande > 0. IID samples have law p; the jointly measurable oracle is integrable, with [ g(z,w) dp = V f(z) and integrable
coordinate errors satisfying [ |g; (z,w) — 0; f(z)|P du < 057 ; + 0719 f (x)|P. The setup restricts algorithms to bias-corrected coordinatewise Adam with arithmetic minibatches and

a uniformly selected pre-update iterate 7. The targetis [ ||V f(z7)||1 dP < e, with measurable output and integrable gradient norm; P includes the IID samples and independent

uniform selection.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) FixedMemoryAdamAffineHeavy O ( [1 + W]

Tails (Ours) (%*) (review)

-[1+42'79(01 + s0/€)?]) stochastic-gradient
calls.

(2) Minibatch signSGD, Derived
bound from [112]

(’)([1 + A(L():Z-Lla)

-[1 4+ (01 + s0/€)?]) calls; same problem and
expected accuracy, without the Adam restriction.

(1): Matches known rate for fixed p using
canonical bias-corrected Adam with fixed
memories (0.9, 0.999); no problem-class

complexity improvement.

(1) has much larger constants,
including 2174 unbounded as
pll

(3) Minibatch signSGD [112],
Thm. 1

AdLE | AdP/2LEP
o 22
[1+ (s0/e)9](1 4+ log(1/a))) calls for average
gradient norm < e with probability 1 — «a; Euclidean
generalized smoothness, o1 = 0.

(1): Scope extends to affine noise and
anchored £~ — ¢1 smoothness; (2) already
covers this problem class. No established

same-guarantee rate improvement.

(1) gives expected accuracy, not
the high-probability
average-gradient guarantee of (3).

(4) Adam [130], Cor. 1

(’)(1 + df—QA + ‘%#) single-sample calls; p = 2,

L1 = o1 = 0, Euclidean L-smoothness and variance o2

(1): Extends Adam to p < 2, affine noise and
generalized smoothness; fixed memories. On
the overlap, no worse order if Lo < dL,

so < Vdo, dLA > £2. For Ly = L,

so =0, LA >¢e% 0> e O(LAc? /)

versus O(d?LAc? /).

(1) needs batches of order

1+ sg /€2, accuracy-dependent
damping and a much smaller step.
If dLA < €2, its additional

sg /€2 cost can be worse.

(5) Vector Adam [190], Thm. 6.4

Polynomial cost for relaxed (p, €)-stationarity; bounded
gradients, additive p-moment noise, p > 4/3. Different
criterion and function class; rates not comparable.

(1): Ordinary gradient stationarity,

unbounded gradients and all 1 < p < 2
under generalized smoothness; canonical
updates instead of random step multipliers.

(1) requires generalized
smoothness and accuracy-sized
batches; (5) does not require
gradient Lipschitz regularity.

Abbr: so = 3, 00,459 =p/(p— 1); & € (0, 1) is failure probability. LE, L are Euclidean generalized-smoothness constants; L is the Euclidean gradient Lipschitz constant; o2
bounds E|lg — V f H% in (4). p > 0 is the relaxation parameter in (5). The O constants in (2), (3) may depend on fixed p; all costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls, including

batches.
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Table 69: Curvature-aligned stochastic nonconvex optimization: CurvatureAlignedNoiseNonconvex.

On a finite-dimensional real inner-product space, f is differentiable, f > fiow, and f(z0) — flow < A. For every z, u, a linear map Q(x) satisfies f(z +u) < f(z) +(Vf(z),u) +
%(Q(z)u, u) and (Q(x)V f(z), Vf(x)) < Lg||Vf(x)||%. The jointly measurable oracle g uses IID samples with law Py, is integrable and unbiased, and has integrable noise
moments satisfying Ep, [|¢[|2 < 2 and Ep (Q(x)(,¢) < L¢Ep,|[¢||?. Here Ly > 0, Lg,0,A > 0, > 0. Target: measurable output with integrable gradient norm and
JIIVf(@)||dP < e. (1) constructs constant-step SGD with a uniformly random iterate; the setup imposes no algorithm restriction. Prior costs are converted from expected
squared-gradient accuracy to this target.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

2
(1) CurvatureAlignedSgdNonconvex O (1 + LEQQA + Lg;l A)

(Ours) (%*) (review)

(2) Randomized SGD [77, Cor. 2.2]. O (1 + LE—QA + LZ%) (1): Lg, L¢ replace L. For Lg, Le < L, (1)’s sharper constants require

Special case: L-Lipschitz gradient. noise-dominated costs improve by Q(L/L¢)  certified global Q and noise
when L,,ga2 > Lgs2 and L¢ O'ZA/€4 > 1. alignment; a local Hessian alone is
Scope: no Lipschitz-gradient requirement. insufficient.

Accuracy exponents unchanged; formally
verified refinement.

(3) SGD [140, Thm. D.3]. Special O (1 + “L!;oA ¥ I\L\Iooe\jlaI@A), batch size 1. (1): for admissible Q = diag(L),
case: |V f(z) = Vf(y)p-1 < Lg < |Lllos. 0® = ||lo||3. Leo? = S,
[l — y||p, D = diag(L) > 0, noise coefficient becomes S. Gain

2 IL oo |13/ when
SA/e* > max{1, ||L|jccA/e?},
potentially d-fold. Scope: state-dependent,
nondiagonal Q.

Abbr: Costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls. { = g(z,w) — V f(x); P is the execution probability law, including output randomization; A bounds the initial objective gap.
L=(L)¢ ,.o=(0:)4,,5=3,Lic? |v|% =vTDu.
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Table 70: Expected-smoothness nonconvex optimization: ExpectedSmoothnessNonconvex.

On a second-countable real Hilbert space with its Borel measurable structure, f is differentiable, V f is L-Lipschitz, f > fiow, and f(z0) — fiow < A. The jointly measurable
unbiased oracle g uses IID samples from p, with integrable gradients and squared noise/differences, and satisfies Ep||g(z) — g(3)||? < L?||z — y||? and Ep||g(z) — V£ (2)]|? <
2A(f(z) — fiow) + C. Here L,e > O and A, C, A > 0. Same-sample pairs are available. The target is a measurable output with [ ||V f(zout (w))|| dP(w) < e.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
A  LA+AA+C
7
(1) NormalizedStormExpected O
Smoothness (Ours) (#*) (review) + LAVAA+C
23
(LA)?
1+ =
(2) NSTORM [216], Thm. 2(i), Ol + w (1): €3 instead of e —* at fixed positive (1) needs ABC structure; (2) also
derived bound € parameters. No worse order when LA > 1,  handles distance-growing BG
n (AA +C)3/2 2 < LA. noise beyond ABC.
e
LA > 1,v9 = y/A/Lj initialization included.
(3) SGD [109], Cor. 1 O (1 + LE—QA + W) (1) reduces the leading stochastic term by (1) needs MSS and same-sample
=< v AA + C/e when pairs (two gradients); (3) needs
e < min{v/AA + C,VLA}. single gradients and only objective

smoothness L < L.

LA(1+T2) + A2

1+
(4) SPIDER [39], Thm. 4, derived (@] e? (1): scope extends to ABC without affine (1) has a worse € ~3 coefficient
bound; affine-variance special case + LA +T)A variance. For ' > 1, A > VLA, the e 3 when A < TVLA/(1+4T);at
832 9 9 o coefficient improves by A=0,TA > 0,itlosese~!
Varp g(z) <%V f(z)]| "+ A% MSS restriction, = min{T", A/v/ LA} within the stated against (4).
A=LT? C = A2 Retuning valid for range.
e <min{l,vVLA} Ae <1+T.
(5) SPIDER-SFO [62], Thm. 1; O(l + %}”’2 + Lg—%") (1) matches the known rate at A = 0; scope
bounded-variance special case 0<e<o. extends to function-value-dependent,
A=0,C =02 o potentially unbounded variance.

Abbr: MSS: mean-square smoothness; ABC: the displayed function-gap variance bound; BG: Blum-Gladyshev noise. Vary, g(z) = Ep||g(z) — V f(2)||2; P: output probability law;
L objective smoothness constant. Costs count stochastic gradient evaluations, including batches; one pair call costs two evaluations, so the same big-O bound applies. I'; A, o > 0
are the variance parameters in their rows. < denotes equality up to universal factors.
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Table 71: Heavy-tailed Markov smooth convex optimization under HeavyTailedMarkovSmoothAndConvex.

On a second-countable real Hilbert space with its Borel measurable structure, f is convex and differentiable with L-Lipschitz gradient and a minimizer x, satisfying ||zo — z«|| < R.
The jointly measurable oracle satisfies [ g(z, z) dn(z) = V f(z) and [ ||g(z,z) — V f(2)||* dr(z) < o, with the corresponding integrability assumptions. Samples follow a
stationary Markov chain with kernel &, invariant probability 7, and integrable d¢(z) = TV (k!(z, ), n) satisfying [ di dm < (1 + t/7)~# for every lag. Here L, T, 8, > 0,
R,o > 0,and 1 < a < 2. Target: measurable output with integrable gap and [[f(output(w)) — f(x+)] dP(w) < &, where P is the stationary path law.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedHeavyTailedMarkov
Convex (Ours) (%) (review)

(9((1+\/Z+B)

“[1+7(256A + 64B)'/P]). All calls, including
skipped samples; deterministic budget.

(2) Accelerated mirror descent with
MLMC [207], Thm. 2, Cor. 2

LR
o1+ F]_

- polylog (e + A+ Tmix -2
including batches. Special case: finite-dimensional ball,
llg — V£l < o,sup, di(z) < 278/ Tmix, 15 > 1.

)) expected calls,

(1): Scope: stationary o-moments, including
infinite variance, replace bounded noise;
m-averaged polynomial mixing replaces
uniform geometric mixing.

(1): Hilbert geometry only. On the
geometric overlap, pays Tmix on
the deterministic term, up to
logarithms; noise order matches
up to logarithms.

(3) Ergodic mirror descent [59],
Thm. 1, (12); derived bound

O(1 + Q2[1 + 7Q/)) calls, fixed . Special case:
finite-dimensional ball; convex sample losses with
llgll < G;uniform dy < (1 +t/7)~P.

(1): Scope: no bounded-gradient requirement;
averaged rather than uniform mixing. Output:
last accelerated iterate instead of averaging.

(1): Needs smoothness and
stationary start. For a = 2,
oxG,A<Q? Q — oo, fixed
T, B: O(1Q2+2/8) versus
O(rQ*+1/8).

(4) Accelerated stochastic proximal
subgradient [91], Thm. 2(i), (7a)

(’)(1 +VA+ (UR/E)O‘/(“*U) calls, fixed a.. Special
case: i.i.d., finite-dimensional ball, h = tg (4, Rr)
0<e<l

(1): Scope: stationary Markov dependence.
Matches known i.i.d. rate when 7 permits
skip length m = 1, for fixed a.

(1): Requires clipping; (4) does
not.

Abbr: A = LR?/e; B = (2560 R/e)*/(*=1); Q = GR/e; G bounds sample gradients. TV (i, ) = SUP g measurable |£4(S) — ¥(S)|. Geometric overlap: o = 2, ||g — Vf|| < o,
sup, di(z) < 27/ Tmix, 1,5, > 1; admissible polynomial parameters are § = 1 + log(e + A + 02R? /?) and T = BTiix/ log 2. polylog retains the unspecified logarithmic
factors in Cor. 2. Fixed-exponent bounds need not have uniform constants as « | 1 or 8 | 0. ¢ denotes a convex-set indicator.
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Table 72: Relative-gradient acceleration under RelativeGradientStrongQuasar.

On a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space with its Borel measurable structure, f has an L-Lipschitz gradient and a minimizer z, satisfying f(zo) — f(z+) < A and f(z«) >
f@) + 71V (@), ze — ) + §llo — o4||? for all &. Here L, e > 0,0 < v <1, A > 0,and 0 < § < 1. Each oracle call returns the same measurable g(x), with
llg(z) = V()| < 8|V f()]. Target: [(f(zx(w)) — f(z+)) dP(w) < e, with integrable gap and P the algorithm’s randomization law. The setup does not restrict the algorithm;
(1) constructs a randomized continuized method.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedRelativeQuasar
(Ours) (**) (review)

Vr/(1=9) 62 .
(’)(|:1+ > + 72(1':5) £ ) calls;

deterministic budget.

(2) Continuized acceleration [229],
Thm. 2; 6 = 0.

O((1 + v/K/v)€) expected gradient calls at fixed
continuous time; expected gap < €.

(1): Scope extends to fixed relative bias.
Retains O((1 + v/k/7v)€) when § < %,
62 < v/+/r; matches § = 0 rate with

fixed-call expected accuracy.

(1): Roughly fourfold larger
leading constants in the
exact-gradient comparison.

(3) Continuized acceleration [229],
Cor.2;6 = 0.

O((1 + v/K/v){) gradient calls for gap < & with fixed
success probability 3/4.

(1): Extends to § < 1; matches the
exact-gradient complexity order for the
expected-accuracy target.

(1): Expected accuracy instead of
the stated probability guarantee.

(4) Restarted CG [117], Thm. 3.3;
additionally
f(@) = fe > Gl — %

O((1 4 vE/7)[1 + log(1 + A/e)]) calls and exact
two-dimensional solves (gradient cost unspecified).
Requires ||g — Vf|| < 61,62 < v2pue, and

llg(Zx)|| > 261 at every inner query.

(1): On the common exact-gradient,
quadratic-growth restriction, removes
subspace solves. For nonzero errors, absolute
versus relative models make rates
noncomparable.

(1): Expected instead of
deterministic accuracy.

(5) Inexact acceleration [157];
p-strong convexity, v = 1, purely
relative error.

o[+ /5 + 155

- [1 + log(1 + kA/¢))) calls, using R? = 2A/pu.

(1): Scope extends to nonconvex strongly
quasar-convex objectives; matches
polynomial dependence on the strongly
convex overlap.

(1): Requires fixed errors rather
than call-dependent errors;
expected rather than deterministic
accuracy.

Abbr: k = L/p; £ =1+ log(1 + A/(ve)); f» = f(z«); R is an initial-distance bound; 1 is an absolute gradient-error bound; &y, are the inner query points of (4); CG denotes
conjugate gradient. The symbol < hides a universal constant, chosen sufficiently small in admissibility conditions.
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Table 73: Comparison for SimilarFiniteSumQuasar.

On a real Hilbert space, F = n~1 >4 fi»m > 1, with differentiable components and exact component-gradient access. The gradient V F is L-Lipschitz and each V f; — VF
is 6-Lipschitz. Parameters satisfy 0 < p < L, 0 < v < 1,8 > 0, 38462 < 32, A > 0, ¢ > 0. A minimizer z, satisfies F(zo) — F(zx) < A and, for every z,

F(zy) > F(z) +7~ YV F(z), 24 —
F(Z) — F(x+) < e almost surely; (1) constructs a deterministic output and satisfies this pathwise.

:):)+%fom*H2andF(x)7F(x*) > %

lle = .12, For every &, . F(y) > F(x) + (VF(2),y — @) — ||y — 2|2, Target:

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) CachedSimilarQuasar (Ours)
(**) (review)

nt N
@) (n 4+ 7£> component gradients
log(v3u2/6%)  ~

(2) Nesterov acceleration [93,
Theorem 2, v3]

O(ny~1y/k£) component gradients; full gradients on
Rd

(1): replaces multiplicative ny~1/k by
additive costs under 3842 < ~3?; savings

grow with n and v~ 1/k.

(1) needs finite-sum similarity and
knowledge of ¢; (2) requires
neither.

(3) Derived bound: gradient sliding
[114, Theorem 3]

O((n+ v/kK)[1 +log(1 + kA/e)]) component
gradients. Special case: R, v = 1, F' p-strongly convex;
q=fo.p=F— fo, Lp = p.

(1): on this overlap, divides the n¢ term by
log (112 /62), retaining n; removes & inside
the accuracy logarithm. Scope: nonconvex

quasar objectives, including v < 1.

(M) needs 6 < p/V/384aty =1;
(3) also permits x < § < L when
q is convex. Classes are
incomparable.

(4) Quasar acceleration [95,
Theorem 1]

@] (M [1+log(k/ 'y)]é) component value/gradient
v

calls, using full evaluations on R4

(1): on the stated curvature/similarity
subclass, replaces the multiplicative n cost by
additive terms and removes 1 + log(x/7);

needs no function values.

(1) needs the lower-curvature
bound and similarity; (4) applies
without these restrictions.

Abbr: x = L/p, £ = 14 log(1 + A/(ve)); the fraction with denominator log (v u? /82) is interpreted as 0 at § = 0. Each full gradient costs n component-gradient calls; each full
value costs n component-value calls. In (3), squared-distance tolerance is 2e/ L.
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Table 74: Smooth convex optimization with quadratic growth: SmoothConvexQuadraticGrowth.

Convex f on a real Hilbert space has an exact L-Lipschitz gradient, L, u,e > 0, and a minimizer z, with ||zo — z«|| < R, R > 0. For every x, some minimizer z satisfies
f(@) = f(z) > §llz— 2||2. The setup restricts algorithms to GD with predetermined positive stepsizes and current-iterate output. Target: f(zx ) — f(x+) < € almost surely. In (1),

updates use only L; i, R, € enter the stopping budget.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) UniversalSilverQuadraticGrowth  O((1 + k)P£

(Ours) (%*) (review)

-[1+1log(1 4+ k) + log4])

(2) Restarted AGD [66, Thm. 2,
Sec. 3.4]

O(VT+r[l+log(1+ K)])
Includes restart tests; smooth unconstrained
specialization in R%.

(1): Predetermined GD with anytime last-iterate
accuracy; (2) adaptively restarts AGD and returns a
stopped output. No complexity improvement;
updates already need no p.

(1): Exponent p instead of 1/2,
with extra logarithms; requires
global QG instead of
initial-sublevel QG.

(3) Anytime GD [253, Thm. 11,
arXiv v2]

O(k1L)

Special case: p-strong convexity in R®.

(1): Scope: QG instead of strong convexity.
Adaptivity: no . Rate on overlap: p =~ 0.786
instead of ¢ ~ 0.893; total gain when

kK17P > 1+ logk + log 4.

(1): Extral 4+ logk + log ¢
factor. Crossover depends on
unspecified constants; the
unit-constant illustration exceeds
K~ 1015,

(4) Silver GD [9, Thm. 1.1]

O(kPL)
Special case: p-strong convexity; prescribed horizons.
Distance contraction converted to objective gap.

(1): Scope: QG instead of strong convexity.
Adaptivity: neither x nor horizon needed; anytime
last-iterate accuracy instead of prescribed-horizon
accuracy.

(1): Extra 1 4+ log k + log ¢
factor on the strongly convex
overlap.

(5) Restarted long-step GD [87,
Remark 3]

O((1 + Kr)PL)

Derived bound: convex PL restart in R%; QG implies
PL up to universal factors. Block-end objective
accuracy.

(1): No p needed to choose block lengths; anytime

last-iterate accuracy instead of block-end accuracy.

Matches the condition-number exponent; no QG
scope gain.

(1): Extra
1+ log(1 + k) + log £ factor.

(6) Constant-step GD, 1/ L [66,
Sec. 2.1]

O((1+ k)¢)
QG/PL specialization of the classical
proximal-gradient bound.

(1): Rate: 10-786 instead of k, up to logarithms;
total gain when x' P > 1 4 log x + log £. No
adaptivity gain: (6) is already anytime and p-free.

(1): Larger leading constants
and logarithmic overhead;
savings require sufficiently large
K.

Abbr: Costs count exact gradient calls. k = L/u, £ = 1 4 log(1 + LR?/¢), p = log 2/ log(1 4+ v/2), ¢ = (1 + p)/2. GD: gradient descent; AGD: accelerated gradient descent;
QG: quadratic growth; PL: Polyak—tojasiewicz inequality. Anytime: accuracy at every sufficiently large iteration; (1) exports the stated stopping budget.

Table 75: Stochastic monotone root finding: StochasticLipschitzMonotone.

In a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space with its Borel structure, F is monotone and globally L-Lipschitz, and F'(x+) = 0 with ||zg — z«|| < R. Here L,e > O and R, > 0. The
jointly measurable oracle g has integrable values and squared errors, [ g(z,w)dp = F(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — F(z)||? dp < 2. Samples are IID with marginal probability law p
and joint law P. The targetis [ ||[F'(2(€))||2 dP(£) < 2. Result (1) constructs batched inertial regularized extragradient, tuned using L, R, 0, ; the setup imposes no algorithm
restriction.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) InertialMonotoneResidual

o1+ L8 4 2,2)
(Ours) (%*) (review)

(2) RRSEG [126], Cor. 6.2 (1) saves at least a factor £ when
202 /e? > LR/e; otherwise matches the

deterministic order.

(1) uses growing batches instead
of two calls per update; does not
cover composite inclusions.

2
O(1+LE + log2+ L2 1 2));4=0
specialization.

(1) replaces the statistical factor £3h2 by £2.
For fixed L, R, o > 0, the total saving grows
as fh? ase — 0.

(3) Accumulative regularization

(9(1 4 LTRh + §£3h2); 0 < & < LR, unconstrained
[102], Thm. 2.2

specialization.

(1) does not cover constrained
variational inequalities.

(4) S-Dual-OHM [242], Cor. 3.6 (1) needs only mean regularity and fresh
samples. On the overlap, removes the
deterministic ¢ factor; total gain when

02 < eLR/¢. Statistical order matches.

o1+ LE—R)K + ‘5’—262); samplewise monotone,
uniformly L-Lipschitz maps; same-sample queries.

Abbr: £ =1+ log(1 4+ LR/e); h = 1 + log £. Costs count individual stochastic operator evaluations, including batches and inner solves; A denotes the additional maximally
monotone operator in an inclusion 0 € F(z) + A(x).
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Table 76: Comparison for SymmetricFirstMomentNonconvex.

f : R4 — Ris differentiable with L-Lipschitz gradient and f(zo) — inf f < A; L,e > 0and A, o, A > 0. The jointly measurable, integrable oracle g is unbiased. IID samples
supply paired evaluations (g(z, £), g(y, £)) with the same sample. For {(z, &) = g(z,£) — Vf(x), E||¢(z,§)|| < 0, E||{(z, &) — ¢(y,&)|| < Allz — y]|, and every coordinate of
¢(z, €) has a symmetric marginal law. Target: E||V f(zout)|| < €. Costs count primitive stochastic-gradient evaluations, including all median samples and batches; each paired query

costs two evaluations.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) MedianFirstMomentNonconvex (’)(62 [1 + %’;"2 + A;’—BAD
(Ours) (**) (review)

(2) Median-of-three SGD; derived (’)(1 + LE—ZA + %fz)
bound from [78, Cor. 2.2]

(1): Stochastic term LA /e* becomes
£2A0A/53; smaller when e¢2 < Lo /A,
02 > 2. Median replacement plus centered
dyadic analysis enables this gain.

(1): Extra €2 overhead and o2 /&2
initialization; worse stochastic
term when A > Lo /e.

-1
14 (%)P/(P ) i (L+A)A
(3) NSGD-MVR [67, Thm. 4.2, Ol AN /oo
q=1] +=7 ()
15

2

£

(1): Scope extends to first moments only. On
symmetric overlap, o < op: accuracy
exponent 2 + p/(p — 1) > 4 becomes 3, up
to £2, for fixed positive parameters and

e — 0.

(1) requires coordinatewise
symmetry. (3) requires

B[z, )P <oB, 1<p<2,
but permits asymmetric noise.

(4) Median-of-three SPIDER; 0(1 +Lop oty g), 0<e<o.
derived bound from [62, Thm. 1] Special case: E|g(, €) — g(, 5)”2 < E2||x _ y||2.

(1): Scope includes infinite second-moment
increments. On overlap, L < LA < 2L:
matches the e ~3 power; coupling term
improves when A¢? < L.

(1) pays £2 overhead on the
common setup; no uniform
total-cost improvement.

Abbr: £ = log(2 + LA/e?); expectations use the sampling law and any output randomization. o, is the pth central-moment scale; L is the raw mean-squared smoothness constant.

Median-of-three means the coordinatewise median of three independent samples.

100


https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Setups/SymmetricFirstMomentNonconvex.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/MedianFirstMomentNonconvex.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/MedianFirstMomentNonconvex.md

Table 77: Weakly convex optimization with heavy-tailed noise (WeaklyConvexHeavyTailed).

A finite-dimensional real inner-product space, closed convex X, zo € X, and a selection v satisfying f(y) > f(z) + (v(z),y — z) — plly — =||?/2 and ||v(z)|| < G on X.
Here p,G > 0, f > fiow on X, and f(z0) — flow < A. The jointly measurable oracle uses IID samples with Eg(z, £) = v(x) and E||g(z,&) —v(@)||* < 0% 1 < a < 2,
o > 0, with these integrals finite; exact projection onto X is available. The setup requires constant-step, constant-threshold projected clipped subgradient iterations. The target is
E||Vé(z5)||? < €2 for a uniformly sampled iterate, € > 0.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
14 pA(G2 + O'O‘G27°‘)
4
(1) WeaklyConvexClipped 1) o/ (ai b
Subgradient (Ours) (%*) (review) pAaT

z(Ba—2)/(a—1)

272
1+(A+G’+p) G

4

(2) Clip-SGD [255, Thm. 5, @] © a/(a—1) (1): Clip-SGD noise exponent improves for ~ (1): tuning needs p, A, € in
Eq. (27)]; expectation, g = 1, + ( (A+G+ p)a) a < 2; for o, A > 0, smaller noise term addition to G, o, « and the
batch size 1; bounded subgradients e? when e(2—)/(a=1) < horizon.
on X C int(dom f) (A + G + p)*/(@=1) /(pA). Fixed positive

parameters, @ = 3/2,& — 0: O(¢~?)

instead of O(~%). No exponent gain at

a=2.
(3) Clip-SGD [255, Thm. 3, o (1 + C‘Ef ’ + (%)a/(a 1)) (1): for fixed positive parameters and (1) gives expectation only, losing
Eq. (22)]; probability 1 — §, g = 1, 1T 4 9 . confidence, « = 3/2, ¢ — 0, expected the probability guarantee of (3);
batch size 1; bounded subgradients Guaran}c;es T7 321 V(@) || < &% with accuracy costs O(e~2?) versus O(¢~6) for  needs p, A for tuning.
on X C int(dom f) probability 1 — 4. this stronger guarantee.
(4) Derived bound: proximal point O (1 + £ AEEZ + Efﬁ"_(;/)ﬁa_l)l) ) (1): matches known rate on X = R< in this

[49, Sec. 3] with [146, Thm. 9];
X =Rd

regime, with one loop instead of nested loops.

€ < G, €2 < pA; all inner calls counted; ball projection > *
Scope extends to constrained X using I1x.

is closed-form.

A(G + pD)?
+p(er)

1

(5) Derived bound: proximal point O et (1): deterministic term smaller by

[49, Sec. 3] with [146, Thm. 9J; pAe/a—D) (1+ pD/G)? when pD > G noise order

bounded X, diameter D g(Ba=2)/(a-1) matches in this regime. Scope: unbounded X
e < G, e? < pA;all inner calls counted; only TTx with IT x; this reduction there remains
needed. unresolved.

Abbr: ¢(z) = mingex {f(¥) + plly — z||?}; Vé(z) = 2p(z — ProxXsi 1. 1/(2p)(%)); Ix: convex indicator of X. IIx: Euclidean projection; D = diam X; ¢ € (0,1);
Cs = A+ (G + p)(1 +1og(1/§)). Costs count stochastic subgradient and projection calls separately, including every inner iteration; a closed-form projection adds no oracle
requirement.
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Table 78: Bounded composite saddle problems: BoundedCompositeSaddle.

Convex sets X C E,Y C F in real inner-product spaces satisfy ||z||, [|y|| < R, with (zo,y0) € X X Y. The objective is ®(z,y) = g(z) + (y, Kz) — h(y), where K is
continuous linear, || K|| < L, and g, h are convex and M -Lipschitz on their respective domains; R, L,e > 0, M > 0. Exact K, K* and constrained proximal maps are available. The
setup restricts algorithms to constant-step Arrow—Hurwicz. The target is a feasible pair (Z, ) with ®(Z,y) — ®(z,y) <  forevery (z,y) € X X Y, deterministically.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
LR?>+ M
(1) ArrowHurwiczUniformRate O (1 + M)
(Ours) (review) €
R(LR+ M)\ */3
(2) ArrowHurwiczBoundedSaddle O <1 + ((7+))
(Ours) (review) €
LR?
(3) PDHG [29, Thm. 1(b), Eq. (16)]; O| 1+ (1): Matches known rate when M < LR, (1): extra M R/e. (2): worse
6 = 1. Derived bound. € with an Arrow—Hurwicz guarantee. (2): No accuracy exponent. (1), (2):
established improvement. require Lipschitz terms; (3) needs
only bounded comparator sets.
L?R*
(4) Arrow—Hurwicz [29, §3.2, O (1 + 5 ) For M < LR, e < LR2, method-specific (1), (2): add bounded primal
Eq. (20)]. Derived bound. € costs: (1) O(1 + LR? /e); (2) domain and Lipschitz terms. (2) is
O(1 + (LR?/e)*/3), versus (4)’s quadratic worse when M > L3/2R2/,/e.
dependence. (1): step independent of
accuracy.
L
(5) AItGDA [172, Thm. 1, v1]. (@] (1 + 6—) in =38/(2v2L). (1): O(1 + L/e) removes 1/6 and (1): larger leading constant for
Special case: simplices, g = h = 0, € knowledge of ¢ in the step. (1), (2): extend to large §. (2): worse when
R=1. bounded convex domains and Lipschitz 8> (e/L)Y/3.
composites. (2) gains when § < (g/L)!/3,
e< L.

Abbr: R bounds domain norms; L bounds || K||; M bounds the Lipschitz constants; ¢ is the full saddle-gap tolerance. Costs count each K, K* and proximal evaluation separately
(four calls per iteration, including two simplex projections in (5)). § € (0, 1] is the minimum positive support probability and off-support payoff slack divided by L at a selected strictly
complementary equilibrium, omitting absent off-support terms. Derived bounds specialize the cited comparator inequalities to radius R and the stated exact proximal oracles.
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Table 79: Comparison for CompositeFiniteSumStronglyConvex.

On a real Hilbert space, minimize F'(z) = n~! o1 fi(z) + ¥(z), with n > 1, convex differentiable L-smooth components, and an everywhere finite p-strongly convex

regularizer. Exact component gradients and exact proximal minimizers are available. Assume L, pu,e > 0, A > 0, and a minimizer z, with F(zg) — F(z+) < A. Target:
JIF(@(w)) — F(z+)] dP(w) < €, where P is the algorithm’s random-sampling law.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) KatyushaCompositeStrongly O((n + /nL/p)log(1l+ A/e))
Convex (Ours) (review)

(2) Katyusha [6], Theorem 2.1, O ((n + +/nL/p)log(1l+ A/e)) (1): Matches known rate on R?, including (1): Requires everywhere finite 1),
Option I; E = R¢ > L. Formalization with an explicit excluding indicator constraints;
deterministic call budget; scope extends to worse numerical constants.

real Hilbert spaces.

Abbr: n: component count; L: component-gradient Lipschitz constant; u: regularizer strong-convexity modulus; A: initial-gap bound; e: target expected gap. Costs count
component-gradient and proximal calls in total, including full-gradient refreshes; log is natural logarithm.
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Table 80: Constant-step random reshuffling: ConstantStepReshuffledSmoothConvex.

On a real Hilbert space with its Borel measurable structure, let F' = n =1 Z?:l fi»m > 1, with convex f; and L;-Lipschitz gradients, 0 < L; < Lmax and n =" Zl L; < Lavg <
Lmax, Lavg > 0. A minimizer z, satisfies ||z0 — || < Rand n™1 3, ||V fi(zx)||? < 02, where R, o > 0. The setup requires constant positive-step reshuffling; each epoch
uses a fresh independent uniform permutation and exact component gradients. The target is [ [F(zy,x (w)) — F(z«)] dP(w) < €, € > 0, for the measurable raw final iterate and its
integrable gap. Costs count all component-gradient calls. Prior-work comparisons below are on the common Euclidean case E = R?; alternative methods need not satisfy the setup’s
algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) ReshuffledConstantStepLast O(n+ (u+s)H)
Tterate (Ours) (review)

(2) VRADA [208, Theorem 1]; O(n[1 + log(1 + logn)] + y/nu) (1): O(n) versus O(n[l + log(1l + logn)]) (1) needs o; worse when u > n
unregularized case when (u 4 s)H < n; at most a or s > n + /nu, potentially
double-logarithmic saving for expected polynomially.

objective accuracy.

(3) IID SGD [14, Theorem 2]; O+ (u+s)log(2+u+ s)) (1): No established improvement over this (1) pays a full-epoch cost n, worse
uniform component sampling raw-last-iterate guarantee. when
n> 14 (u+s)log(2+u+s);
requires reshuffling instead of IID

draws.
(4) RR [147, Theorem 4.4, O (n + ngy/log(2 + q)) (1): deterministic-term saving at least (1) loses Layg sensitivity; worse
Appendix C.1];¢ =0 n+/ Lavg/Lmax/H when this ratio is large. noise term when

Noise-term saving if € > 02H?2/(nLavg); sH > by/log(2 + q).
method-specific gains.

(5) RR [143, Theorem 1, O(n + u + min{s, b}) (1): raw last iterate instead of averaging all (1) pays factor H and loses the
Corollary 1]; averaged output inner iterates; a multi-epoch constant-step RR  smaller noise branch when
guarantee. e < 02/(nLavg);

logarithmically smaller step cap.

Abbr: RR: random reshuffling; IID: independent identically distributed; P: law of the algorithm’s permutations; K : epochs; u = LmaxR?/e, s = 02 R% /2, H = (1 + logn)[1 +
log(n+2+u+s));b=+/nLlavg oR? /53/2; q = v/Lavg Lmax R2/5 + b/n. All logarithms are natural; < suppresses universal constants.
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Table 81: Exact coordinate-oracle complexity for CoordinateSmoothStronglyConvex.

Differentiable f : R — R, d > 1, is u-strongly convex in the Euclidean norm and satisfies f(z + te;) < f(x) + td; f(x) + L;t2/2 for every z,4,t. A minimizer z, satisfies
f(xo) — f(zs) < A,with L; > > 0, A > 0,and € > 0. Queries return exact 9; f (z); L;, 1, A, €, zo are supplied. Target: E[f(yx) — f(z+)] < e.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) AcceleratedCoordinateStrongly O(Zle VLi/p[l+log(l+ A/e)])
Convex (Ours) (review)

(2) NU_ACDM [7, arXiv v3, O (Zle VLi/p[l+log(l+ A/e)]) (1): Matches known rate; Lean formalization. (1): Worse constants from
Theorem 5.1, 8 = 0] The coordinate upper model gives no scope  integer-rounded sampling weights
extension; tuning knowledge and expected and a smaller coupling parameter.

last-iterate guarantee are unchanged.

Abbr: Costs count individual partial-derivative queries. e;: coordinate unit vector; L;: coordinate smoothness constants; p: strong-convexity modulus; A: initial-gap bound; yx :
returned iterate; [E: expectation over coordinate sampling; log: natural logarithm.
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Table 82: Finite-sum smooth convex optimization: FiniteSumSmoothAndConvex.

F=n1 > 4 fi on a real Hilbert space E equipped with a measurable structure; n. > 1, each f; is convex with L-Lipschitz gradient, L > 0. A minimizer x* satisfies
lzo — =*|| < R, R > 0. One oracle call returns an exact component gradient. Target: measurable output Z with integrable gap and [[F(Z(w)) — F(z*)] dP(w) < &, & > 0, where

P is the algorithm’s sampling law. The setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedFiniteSumConvex
(Ours) (review)

O(n[l + loglog(n + 2)] + \/nLR2/£)

(2) SvrgConvex (Ours) (review) (9(1 +nlog(l + LR?/¢) + LR? /E)

(3) VRADA [209, Thm. 1, (9)-(11)]. O(n[l + loglog(n + 2)] + \/nLRQ/e)
E=R%1=0,0=0,m=n.

(1): Matches known rate; Lean formalization
on Hilbert spaces. (2): Smaller startup when
1<K T K logn.

(2): T instead of v/nT for high
accuracy. (1), (2) do not cover the
additional composite objective
supported by (3).

2 o)

n[l + min{logJr
O ev/n

+4/nLR2/e

Expected call count.

(4) ANITA [136, Thm. 1, Cor. 1].
E =R,

(1): Intermediate-accuracy savings for
Vnlogn ST <nlog?n;atT =n,
O(nloglogn) versus (4)’s O(n logn) for
the shared expected-gap target.

@): AtT < y/n, O(nloglogn)
versus (4)’s O(n). Epoch average
instead of last iterate; € needed for
stopping, while (4)’s updates are
accuracy-independent.

(5) SVRG++ [8, Thm. 4.1].

) O(n[l+log(1+ LR?/e)] + LR?/¢)
E=RL, ¥ =0mp=1

1): AtT = n, O(nloglogn) versus (5)’s
O(nlogn); accuracy term v/nT instead of
T when T' > n. (2): Matches known rate;
dimension-free Lean formalization.

(1), (2) omit the composite term
supported by (5).

(6) SVRG++ [8, Thm. 4.1].
E=R% 0 =0;
mo = [LR%2/A],0 < e < A.

O(n[1+log(A/e)] + LR?/¢)

(2): Matches known rate when A =< LRZ2.

(2): Uses log(1 + LR2/¢)
instead of 1 4 log(A/e); can lose
when A < LR?. No composite
term.

(7) Katyusha + AdaptReg [6,
Cor.3.5]. E =R, ¢ = 0;
0<e<A.

(’)(n[l +log(A/e)] + \/nLRQ/e)

(2): No established improvement.

(2): T instead of /nT; up to
v/T /n higher total cost for

T > n. (1), (2) omit the
composite term supported by (7).

Abbr: n: component count; L: component smoothness; R: initial-distance bound; e: expected-gap tolerance; T = LR?/e; A = F(x0) — F(z*) < LR?/2; log, u =
max{0,logu} (zero at u = 0). Costs count component gradients, including full-gradient refreshes; (4) counts calls in expectation. [, ¥, 1): optional convex composite terms; o

strong-convexity parameter; m, mg: epoch-length parameters.
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Table 83: Finite-sum nonconvex optimization under mean-squared smoothness (FiniteSumSmoothNonconvex).

On a real Hilbert space E equipped with a measurable structure, let ' = n =1 3" | f;, with differentiable f; and n > 1. Assume n=1 Y, ||V fi(z) — V£ (y)||? < L2||z — y|?
forall z,y, and F' > ¢ with F(zg) — ¢ < A, where L > 0, A > 0. The oracle returns exact component gradients. For € > 0, the target is a measurable output X with integrable
squared gradient and [ || VF(X (w))||2 dP(w) < €2, where P is the algorithm’s randomization law. Convexity and attainment of the infimum are not assumed.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) RecursiveGradientNonconvex
(Ours) (review)

@] (n + %) deterministic calls.

(2) Minibatch SARAH [180, Thm. 2,
Cor. 3]. E = R4,

O (n + %) deterministic calls; batch and epoch
lengths < /n.

(1): Matches known rate, formalized in Lean.
Scope: Hilbert spaces. With-replacement
instead of without-replacement batches; no
rate or tuning-knowledge improvement.

(3) SpiderBoost [230, Thm. 1;
App. G, Thm. 9]. E = R%; each
V fi is L-Lipschitz.

@] (n + \/EEZL A) deterministic calls; squared-gradient
guarantee from App. G.

(1): Scope: mean-squared smoothness instead
of componentwise smoothness; Hilbert
spaces. Matches rate on the common setup.
The smoothness relaxation is already covered
by (2).

(4) PAGE [138, Thm. 1, Cor. 2;
App. A.1,Eq. 23)]. E = R%;
F* = min F in the stated gap.

(@] (n + %) expected calls; squared-gradient
guarantee from App. A.1.

(1): Deterministic rather than expected call
budget, at matched order on the common
setup; this budget guarantee already holds for
(2).

Abbr: n: number of components; L: mean-squared smoothness bound; ¢: objective lower bound; A: initial gap bound; e: root-mean-square gradient tolerance. Calls count individual
component-gradient evaluations, including full refreshes and two evaluations per sampled difference. Prior-work gaps are bounded by A on the common setup; < denotes equality up to

universal factors.
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Table 84: Gradient-oracle comparison for MinimizerRegularHessian.

On a real Hilbert space of finite dimension d > 1, f and V[ are differentiable, f is u-strongly convex and L-smooth, and a minimizer z* satisfies ||z9 — z*|| < R and
IV2f(z) — V2 f(x*)|| < M||z — 2*|| for every x. Parameters 0 < u < L, M > 0, R > 0, and ¢ > 0 are known. Exact gradients may be queried at arbitrary points; the setup
imposes no algorithm restriction. Target: f(zout) — f(2*) < e, deterministically for the constructed algorithms.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) SpectralGradientQuadratic
Convergence (Ours) (review)

rlog(2 + d2(2n)2d9)
(0]
+ dlog(2 + log(1 + .L:T))

(2) Derived bound: AGD warmup
[23, Thm. 3.18] +
forward-difference Newton

o \/Elog(Z + \/anR/u)

+ dlog(2 + log(1 + £T))
Same anchored Hessian condition; d + 1 gradient calls per
Newton step.

(1): matches the quadratic-phase order using
scalar gradient steps and quadratic windows;
no established problem-class improvement.

(1): warmup bound at least a /k
factor larger; still needs matrix
fitting and eigendecomposition.
(2) uses oft-iterate gradients and
linear solves; for M = 0, one
Newton step is exact.

(3) AGD [23, Thm. 3.18] O(1 + /rlog(1+T))

(1): for fixed d, k,© as T' — oo,
O(loglog T) instead of O(log T'); a
scalar-step guarantee, not improved
problem-class complexity.

(1) needs anchored Hessian
regularity, finite dimension, and
known M, R; its warmup can
dominate at moderate accuracy or
large d, k.

(4) Silver stepsizes [10, Thm. 1.1]  O(1 + £°81+v2 2 Jog(1 + T))

(1): for fixed d, k, ® as T' — oo,
O(loglog T) instead of O(log T') within
scalar-gradient methods.

(1) needs anchored Hessian
regularity, finite dimension, and
known M, R; no uniform cost
saving.

Abbr: x = L/p,©® = MLR/u2, T = LR?/e; d = dim E. AGD: accelerated gradient descent. Costs count all exact gradient calls, including probing and finite differences; matrix

operations are not oracle calls. Logarithms are natural unless a base is shown.
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Table 85: Constant-momentum last-iterate guarantees for MomentumLipschitzConvex.

Convex f : E — R on a separable real Hilbert space with its Borel measurable structure; a minimizer z, satisfies ||zo — z«|| < R. The jointly measurable oracle g(&, z) has
J 9(&,z)dp(€) € 9f(x) and integrable squared norm with [ ||g(&, z)||? dp(€) < G2 for every x. Samples are IID from the probability law p. Here G > 0, R > 0,0 < 8 < 1,
and € > 0. The setup restricts algorithms to constant-3 EMA momentum SGD. Result (1) uses zero initial momentum and horizon-dependent affine step decay, tuned with G, R, 3, ¢,
and returns x; with [[f(zn) — f(z«)] dP < e, where P = p®~,

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

G2?R? 2 e
(1) ConstantMomentumLastlterate ~ O| 1 + + k*log ——

2 _
(Ours) (review) € 1-8
G?R?
(2) Linear-decay SGD [149, (@] (1 + 5 ) (1): Matches known accuracy dependence (1): Adds &2 logﬁ cost.
I3 . ctant act-i . trai
Thm. 3.4] Finite-dimensional Euclidean specialization: L = 0, w1t}11 lo.g.—freg constan(tl EM{: fast 11 terate Co.ver.s on.ly unconstrame.:d
M = 2@G, o < G, no composite term or constraints. analysis; no improved problem-class objectlv.es, (2) also permllts
complexity. composite terms, constraints, and
general norms.
G?R?
(3) FTRL-SGDM [135, Cor. 1] o1+ 5 (1): Matches known accuracy dependence (1): Needs the horizon; adds
€ with constant EMA momentum instead of momentum-dependent cost and

On R, second-moment assumption H3; ¢ = R, anytime

increasing momentum and shrinking updates; has a worse leading constant.
choice v;—1 = R/(GV/1). & &P &

no total-cost improvement.

G?R?
(4) Schedule-Free SGD [51, Thm. 1] O (1 + 5 ) (1): Scope extends to (1): On the shared sample-loss
. € d. . . ) second-moment-bounded oracles without setup, adds momentum-dependent
Special case on R®: convex G-Lipschitz sample losses; Lipschitz sample losses. Returns the EMA cost and has a worse leading

constant interpolation parameter in [0, 1]; horizon-tuned

) last iterate; (4) certifies its averaged sequence, constant.
step.

not its query sequence.

Abbr: k = /(1 — B); N is the number of oracle calls; all costs count individual stochastic subgradient calls for expected objective gap . EMA: exponential moving average; FTRL:
follow the regularized leader; SGD(M): stochastic gradient descent (with momentum). In (2), L, M are smoothness/Lipschitz parameters and o bounds noise standard deviation; in (3),
c,y¢—1 are tuning parameters and ¢ is the iteration index.

109


https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Setups/MomentumLipschitzConvex.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/LongTails/Theorems/ConstantMomentumLastIterate.lean
https://github.com/k3nfalt/longtails/blob/main/scripts/reviews/ConstantMomentumLastIterate.md

Table 86: Normalized SAM on strongly convex objectives: NormalizedSamStronglyConvex.

Differentiable f on a complete real inner-product space, with L-Lipschitz gradient, p-strong convexity, a minimizer x4, and f(zo) — f(z+) < A;0<pu < L,p>0,A >0, > 0.
Exact gradients are available. The setup requires constant-step normalized SAM with radius p and last-state output. Result (1) uses n = (2L + 2L%p/,/1e) " and guarantees
f(zx) — f(z«) < e deterministically.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) NormalizedSamStronglyConvex O(l + [n +K3/2p\/L / s] é)

(Ours) (review)

(2) Normalized SAM [206,
App. B.2, Eq. (6)]. Derived bound;
E =R%

O(l + [n + 55/2,0\/7/5] é)

Retuned constant step; best-iterate gap.

(1): radius term smaller by «; total factor
O (k) when p > /ue/L, A > . Last
instead of best iterate; gradient-based

selection already costs only an extra

O(log k) factor. Same order for bounded &.

(3) GD [107, Thm. 1]. E = RY; O(1 + kL) (1): No established improvement. (1) adds n3/2p\/L/£ £; dominant
problem-class comparison without when p > /pe/ L. Two gradient
the SAM restriction. calls per step instead of one.

(4) AGD [176, §2.2, Thm. 2.2.1, O(1+/k¥) (1): No established improvement. (1) has « instead of \/k, plus the

Lem.224]. E =R%
problem-class comparison without
the SAM restriction.

radius term; at least a \/k cost gap
when A > ¢.

Abbr: k = L/u; £ = log(1 4+ A/e); A is the supplied initial-gap bound; p is the perturbation radius; K is the iteration count. Costs count exact gradient calls, including two per
SAM step. SAM: sharpness-aware minimization; GD: gradient descent; AGD: accelerated gradient descent.
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Table 87: Sample-gradient complexity for SampledSmoothConvex.

On a separable real Hilbert space, f(z) = [ F, ¢ (x) dp(§), where p is a probability measure, every F¢ is convex with L-Lipschitz gradient, the sample gradient is jointly measurable,
and Fy (z) is integrable for every z. A minimizer @, satisfies ||z — .|| < Rand [ ||V F¢(z.)||? dp(§) < o2. Here L,e > 0 and R, > 0. Samples are IID with law p under
P. The setup restricts algorithms to linear-decay SGD; (1) uses known L, R, o, T and guarantees the last-iterate target [[f(z7(w)) — f(z«)] dP(w) < €. Costs count individual

sample-gradient calls.

Result

Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) LinearDecaySgdLastlterate
(Ours) (review)

o1+ L8 4 )

(2) SHB-IMA [203, Thm. G.1,
Cor. G.2]

LR? | o2R?
Finite-dimensional restriction; tuned, known horizon.

(1): Matches known rate and tuning
information, using plain SGD instead of
momentum; extends R? to Hilbert space.

(3) Constant-step SGD [14, Thm. 2]

LR? | o%R?
o([1+ L2 + 2]
Finite-dimensional restriction; tuned step.

(1): Removes £ when

LR?/e 4 02R?/e? — oo, including
interpolation; extends to Hilbert space.
Method-specific gain, not improved
problem-class complexity.

(4) Constant-step SGD, derived
bound [72, Thm. 3.1]

Of[1+ 4 + =] )

€

Hilbert space; tuned using L, R, o, T'.

(1): Removes ¢ when
LR?/e + 02R?/e? — oo, for plain SGD's
last iterate under the same assumptions.

(5) Constant-step SGD [72, Cor. 3.4]

2 p4 4
o1+ 28 + 526
Step 1/(2L~/T); Hilbert space.

(1): Ato = 0and LR2 /e > 1, reduces
O((LR?/¢)?) to O(LR? /e).

(1) needs R, o in addition to L, T’
for its steps.

(6) Averaged SGD [14, App. B,
Thm. 8]

(9(1+ LR? + 02R2)

1> 52
Finite-dimensional restriction; tuned step.

(1): Matches known rate with the last iterate
instead of an average; extends to Hilbert
space.

(7) Linear-decay SGD [150,
Thm. 3.4]

2 2 2
o1+ L84 =)

Unconstrained smooth specialization in R%; uniform
variance bound o2.

(1): Replaces o2 by o2 on the overlap; factor
o2 /o? saving when noise dominates each
cost. Covers random-design least squares
with o, = oo; matches at equal noise.

(1) requires per-sample convexity
and smoothness; does not cover
constraints or composite terms.
Classes are incomparable.

Abbr: SGD: stochastic gradient descent; SHB-IMA: stochastic heavy ball in iterate-moving-average form. 7': horizon; R: initial-distance bound; o2: sample-gradient second-moment
bound at z.; 02 > sup,, [ [|VFe(z) — Vf(z)||? dp(€); € =1 + log(1 + LR? /e + 02 R%/e?); £y = 1 + log(1 + o2 /(Le)).
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Table 88: Smooth convex minimization: SmoothAndConvex.

A convex differentiable f : E — R on a real Hilbert space has an L-Lipschitz gradient, L > 0, and a minimizer z« with ||zg — z«|| < R, R > 0. The oracle returns the exact
gradient for every query and seed. Target: f(zg) — f(zx) < &, € > 0, almost surely under every oracle seed law. The setup imposes no algorithm restriction; the constructions use

known L, with R, ¢ determining the stopping budget.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) AcceleratedConvex (Ours)
(review)

o(Hm)

(2) GdConvex (Ours) (review) O(1+ LR?/e)

(3) Nesterov AGD [47, Cor. 4.9]

o(Hm)

(1): Matches known rate; Lean formalization.

The dimension-free argument extends to
Hilbert spaces.

(2): For LR? /e > 1, about

v/ LR? /(8¢) times more calls.

Same oracle and tuning
knowledge.

(4) OGM [47, Cor. 4.6]

O(l + \/LR2/5>; stated on R<.

(1): Matches known order on R%; no
established improvement.

(1): About v/2 times more calls
when LR? /e > 1,0n R<.

(5) Classical GD [58, Eq. (3.1)]

O(1 4+ LR?/¢); step 1/ L, stated on R9.

(1): Known acceleration gives

O(1 + /LR2/e) instead of

O(1 + LR?/¢) on R%. (2): Matches known
rate; Lean formalization.

(6) Tight GD [58, Thms. 3.1-3.2]

O(1 4+ LR?/¢); step 1/ L, stated on R%.

(2): Matches known order on R%; no
established improvement.

(2): About twice as many calls
when LR2 /e > 1, for the same
GD algorithm on R?.

(7) FISTA [16, Thm. 4.4]

(’)(1 + \/LR2/5); constant step 1/L, g = 0, E = R%.

(1): Matches known rate at g = 0; no oracle

saving, since the proximal map is the identity.

(1): Up to one extra call at g = 0.
(1), (2): Do not cover the
composite objectives also treated
by (7).

Abbr: Costs count exact gradient evaluations. L: gradient Lipschitz constant; R: initial distance bound; : objective-gap tolerance; K: number of calls; d: dimension; GD: gradient
descent; AGD: accelerated gradient descent; OGM: optimized gradient method; g: FISTA’s convex nonsmooth term.
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Table 89: Smooth convex—concave saddle points: SmoothConvexConcave.

Nonempty compact convex sets X C E,Y C F inreal Hilbert spaces have product diameter at most D > 0. The function ¢ : E X F' — R is convex—concave on X X Y, with
partial gradients everywhere; the exact oracle G = (Vzp, —Vy¢) is globally L-Lipschitz, L > 0. For € > 0, the target is a feasible output with [ Gap(z(w)) dP(w) < . Result
(1) constructs deterministic projected extragradient with step 1/(2L) and averages its extrapolated points; its gap is at most ¢ for every seed.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) SmoothConvexConcave (Ours)  O(1 + LD?/e) exact G calls; one product projection per

(review) call.

(2) Mirror-Prox [174, Thm. 3.2, o1+ LD? /€) exact G calls; one product projection per (1): Matches known rate on (1) needs ambient differentiability

(3.10)]. Euclidean specialization; call. finite-dimensional overlap; Lean and Lipschitz continuity; (2) needs

finite dimensions. formalization. Scope: compact subsets of them only on X X Y. No general
Hilbert spaces instead of finite-dimensional =~ Bregman-geometry guarantee in
spaces. Q).

(3) Lower bound [189, Thm. 9]. Q(LD?/e) calls in the regime Ly = ||A|| < L, (1) matches the worst-case order for

Bilinearly coupled problems on Rx < Ry < D, LD?/e >> 1. Oracle: deterministic first-order methods when

Euclidean balls. (Vf(z), Az, ATy). 8 < m < n and the call horizon satisfies
t<m/4—2.

Abbr: Gap(z,y) = sup,cy ¢(z,v) — inf,c x ¢(u, y); P is the execution probability law. L, D use the max product norm ||(z, y)|| = max{||z||, ||y|/}. A product projection
projects onto X and Y. In (3), p(x,y) = f(x) + (Azx — b, y), L is the Lipschitz constant of V f, Rx, Ry are ball radii, n, m their dimensions, and ¢ the oracle-call horizon; 2
denotes a lower bound, =< equality up to universal factors.
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Table 90: Smooth nonconvex stationarity: SmoothNonconvex.

A differentiable f : £ — R on a real Hilbert space with a measurable structure has L-Lipschitz gradient, L > 0, and a lower bound £ satisfying f(zo) — £ < A, A > 0. The oracle
returns exact gradients. For e > 0, the target is [ ||V f(Z(w))||? dP(w) < €2, where P is the execution law. Result (1) constructs GD with step 1/L and returns the deterministic
queried point of smallest gradient norm; the setup does not restrict the algorithm.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) GdNonconvex (Ours) (review)  O(1 + LA/e2)

(2) Classical GD,n = 1/L [1,§1] O(1 + LA/e?) (1): Matches known rate; machine-checked (1) needs A for its fixed budget;
formalization. Already order-optimal in gradient-norm stopping does not.
sufficiently high dimension [28, Thms. 1-2,
p=1J.

(3)GD,n = 1/L[1,Thm. 2, (16)] O(1 + LA/£?) (1): Matches known rate on this (1) has about 1.5 times the leading

FE = Rd, attained minimum. finite-dimensional restriction; no established  call constant when LA/ 2> 1.

improvement.

(4 GD,n = +/4/3/L[1,Thm.2, O(1 + LA/£?) (1): Matches known rate on this (1) has about 1.54 times the

(19)] E = R4, attained minimum. finite-dimensional restriction; no established  leading call constant when
improvement. LA/2 > 1.

Abbr: GD: gradient descent; 1): step size; L: gradient Lipschitz constant; A: initial objective-gap bound; e: target gradient norm; d: dimension. Costs count exact gradient evaluations,
including the terminal gradient used for selection or stopping.
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Table 91: Smooth PL optimization: SmoothPL.

On a real Hilbert space, f has an L-Lipschitz gradient and a global minimizer z, with f(zo) — f(z+) < A and 2u(f(x) — f(z+)) < ||V f(x)||? forall z. Here 0 < p < L,
A >0, and € > 0; convexity is not required. The oracle returns exact gradients. Target: f(xx) — f(xx) < e deterministically. The setup does not restrict the algorithm; (1) constructs
GD with step 1/L.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) GAPL (Ours) (review) 0(1 + Llog (1 + %)) gradient calls

(2) GD [106, Theorem 1, arXiv v4] O (1 + % log . %) gradient calls; stated on R4 (1): Matches known rate fore < A/2. Lean (1): Explicit stopping budget
formalization on Hilbert spaces; the needs a known A; (2) states
dimension-independent classical proof convergence in the actual initial
extends unchanged. gap.

(3) Lower bound [245, Q (ﬁ log %) gradient calls; deterministic first-order (1): Matches (3) up to constants in this

Theorems 2-3, arXiv v2] methods, L/pn > C,0 < e < A/16 regime. A problem-class lower bound, not a

competing algorithm; randomized methods
are not covered.

Abbr: GD: gradient descent; PL: Polyak—t.ojasiewicz; L: gradient Lipschitz constant; p: PL constant; A: initial objective-gap bound; e: target gap; K: gradient-call count;
log, t = max{0,logt} fort > 0, with log, 0 = 0; C" universal positive constant.
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Table 92: Comparison for StochasticConvexQuadratic.

On a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space, f(z) = ¢ + ||A(z — u)||?/2 is convex with L-Lipschitz gradient and a minimizer x satisfying ||zo — z«|| < R. TID samples from p
give jointly measurable, integrable gradients g with [ g(z,w) dp(w) = V f(z) and integrable squared error satisfying [ ||g(z,w) — V f()||? dp(w) < o2. Here L, > 0 and
R,0 > 0 are known. The setup restricts algorithms to batched SGD with predetermined nonnegative scalar steps and positive integer batches, returning the last iterate. Target:

JIf (@) — f(zx)]dP < e.

Result Oracle complexity

Novelty

Limitations

(1) StochasticChebyshevQuadratic (9(1+ LR?

2

(Ours) (review) : c

(2) AC-SA [75, Proposition 7] O (1 + L§2 ”2552 (1): Matches known rate on quadratics. (1): Quadratics only versus
Method-specific analysis attains the log-free  general smooth convex objectives;
rate without momentum, using O(T) noise larger constants. Intermediate
amplification for descending Chebyshev iterates can grow exponentially.
steps.

(3) RSAG [79, Corollary 3(b), O (1 + L}:Q "232 (1): Matches known rate on quadratics; (1): Restricted to quadratics rather
deterministic last index instead of a random

(3.22)]

index. (2) already provides a fixed-index
output.

than general smooth convex
objectives.

Abbr: L: gradient Lipschitz constant; R: initial-distance bound; ¢': variance bound; e: expected objective accuracy; A: linear map; u, c: quadratic center and offset; 7": number of
Chebyshev updates; Z: returned point; P: sampling law (including output randomization when used). Costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls, including every batch member.
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Table 93: Stochastic smooth convex minimization: StochasticSmoothAndConvex.

Convex differentiable f : £ — R on a second-countable real Hilbert space with its Borel o-algebra; V f is L-Lipschitz and a global minimizer z satisfies ||zo — z«|| < R. Here
L,e > 0and R, o > 0. The jointly measurable oracle g has integrable values and squared errors, with [ g(z,w) dp(w) = Vf(z) and [ ||g(z,w) — Vf(z)||? dp(w) < o2 fora
probability law p. Samples are IID, P = p®N. The target is measurable output Z with integrable gap and JUf(@) — f(z«)] dP < e. The setup imposes no algorithm restriction.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations

(1) AcceleratedStochasticConvex O (1 +4/L };2 + °Z§2>
(Ours) (review)

(2) SgdConvex (Ours) (review) O(l + lez + °i§2>
(3) AC-SA [76], Prop. 7, (@] (1 + 4/ LTR2 + %) (1): Matches known rate; Lean formalization (2): At o = 0, LR? /e > 1, costs
(4.10)—(4.11). Unconstrained in Hilbert space of a dimension-free analysis. O(LR2/e) versus
Euclidean specialization. (2): Matches when o2 > Le. O(\/LR2/¢).
(4) Smooth SGD [24], Thm. 6.3 O (1 + LTR2 + "Z#) (2): Matches known rate; Lean formalization.
proof. Derived bound: Step omits R, but stopping still needs it; no
unconstrained Euclidean quadratic reduction in required information.
mirror map.
LR2 | o>(R’+D%)¢? . . . . . . . . .
(5) AC-SA [76], Prop. 7, (4.5), o1+ e e stochastic gradients (1), (2): No established improvement for this (1), (2): Expectation only; no
(4.10)—(4.12). Bounded convex and projections onto X; probability target. Different domain and corresponding high-probability
X C R%. B . ; . accuracy guarantees prevent direct rate guarantee.
— < >1-9. S ;
Pr{f(Z) —minx f < e} > 1— 6. Requires Dx < oo, comparison.

o> 0,and [exp(|]lg — Vf||?/o?) dp < e atevery
r e X.

Abbr: Costs count individual stochastic-gradient calls; in (5) each call also uses one projection. R bounds initial distance to the relevant minimizer; o2 is the variance bound; ¢ is
objective-gap accuracy. In (5), Dx = sup,¢cx ||z — z«||, § € (0,1), £ = 1 + log(1/6). Euclidean specializations use V (u,v) = ||u — v||2/2 and zero composite term; (4) uses
initial Bregman distance rather than domain diameter.
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Table 94: Stochastic two-sided PL minimax optimization: StochasticTwoSidedPL.

Real inner-product spaces E, F', with E finite-dimensional and F' complete and second-countable, carry their Borel structures. Partial gradients are L-Lipschitz in ||z — || + ||y — ¥/||;
f(-,y) and — f(x, -) satisfy PL inequalities against every competitor, with 0 < p, y < L. Every maximization in y is attained. Jointly measurable partial-gradient oracles are

unbiased, integrable, and have integrable squared errors of expectation at most o

; calls use independent samples with common probability law p. The setup restricts algorithms to

stochastic Smoothed-AGDA. Given o, A > 0 and £ > 0, the targetis [[®(2) — ©* + ®(2) — f(&,9)] dP < &, with measurable output and integrable gap; P includes the sample

stream and output randomization.

Result Oracle complexity Novelty Limitations
L2
(1) StochasticTwoSidedPLSmoothed O
Agda (Ours) (review) Haz by
i L2 L . .
(2) Derived bound: restarted O (1): Matches deterministic rate; extends F'to  (1): Extra factor £ in the noise
Smoothed-AGDA [238], Thm. 4.1 Ha by Hilbert space. Single-run potential-PL term, conditional on the stated

plus two-sided PL; Euclidean spaces

Conditional on deterministic expected-gap bounds
remaining valid at random restart points.

analysis and formalization; no complexity
gain on the Euclidean overlap.

restart bounds.

(3) Stoc-AGDA [236], Thm. 3.3; (@] (1 +
Euclidean spaces, attained minima
and a saddle point

(1): Noise term smaller by nfj /€ when
< 115, for the shared expected-gap target;

not an identical-output speedup.

(1): Random second-half iterate
instead of last iterate; needs
o,€, A in addition. Its
initialization bound includes

IV f(z0,y0)[12/ L.

(4) Warm-started Stoc-AGDA [236], O (
Thms. 3.1, 3.3 and Remark 3;

Euclidean spaces, attained minima
and a saddle point

L3¢

B
Includes the constant-step warm start; uses the common
initial bound Dg < A.

(1): Deterministic term K4 Ky £ instead of
Ka nié; noise gain ni /€ when £ < ng.

(1): Random iterate instead of last
iterate. Noise term loses when
> 5224; no uniform dominance.

(5) FESS-GDA [205], Thm. 3.5, Distance target: E[||zr — z*||2 + |lyr — y*[|?] < 62
M = 1; Euclidean spaces, attained  Rates are not comparable to the gap target.

minima and a saddle point

(1): Scope: no saddle-point existence
assumption. No established complexity
comparison across these accuracy criteria.

(1): Does not provide the distance
guarantee of (5).

Abbr: ®(z) = maxy f(z,y), ®* = inf; ®(z); Do = 2®(z0) — ®* — f(x0,90); A > Do + ||V f(z0,y0)||2/L; £ =1+ log(1 + A/e); ke = L/pia, Ky = L/py. Costs
count individual partial-gradient calls, including calls to each branch. § is distance accuracy, (z*, y*) a saddle point, and M the client count.
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