
0 40 80 120 160 200
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=218, m=5
EG
EG-m
FCNet

(a)

0 40 80 120 160 200
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=218, m=10
EG
EG-m
FCNet

(b)

0 40 80 120 160 200
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=218, m=20
EG
EG-m
FCNet

(c)

0 40 80 120 160 200
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=220, m=5
EG
EG-m
FCNet

(d)

0 40 80 120 160 200
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=220, m=10
EG
EG-m
FCNet

(e)

0 80 160 240 320 400
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=220, m=20

EG
EG-m
FCNet

(f)

0 50 100 150 200 250
Training Time

10 3

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=222, m=5

EG
EG-m
FCNet

(g)

0 80 160 240 320 400
Training Time

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=222, m=10

EG
EG-m
FCNet

(h)

0 140 280 420 560 700
Training Time

10 2

10 1

Na
sh

 G
ap

n=222, m=20

EG
EG-m
FCNet

(i)

Figure 1: We provide the loss curve of MarketFCNet, EG and EG-m, corresponding to the experiments in Figure 3 in the original
paper. The horizontal axis is the running time of MarketFCNet and baselines, and the vertical axis is the Nash Gap. Note that the
Nash Gap coordinate is drawn in logarithm scale for better visualization. Recall that all methods are run with 30 epochs. EG and
EG-m are early stopped when Nash Gap is less than 10−3.




