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Abstract

In the evolving landscape of digital commerce, adaptive dynamic pricing strate-

gies are essential for gaining a competitive edge. This paper introduces novel dou-

bly nonparametric random utility models that eschew traditional parametric assump-

tions used in estimating consumer demand’s mean utility function and noise distri-

bution. Existing nonparametric methods like multi-scale Distributional Nearest Neigh-

bors (DNN and TDNN), initially designed for offline regression, face challenges in dy-

namic online pricing due to design limitations, such as the indirect observability of

utility-related variables and the absence of uniform convergence guarantees. We ad-

dress these challenges with innovative population equations that facilitate nonpara-

metric estimation within decision-making frameworks and establish new analytical

results on the uniform convergence rates of DNN and TDNN, enhancing their appli-

cability in dynamic environments.

Our theoretical analysis confirms that the statistical learning rates for the mean

utility function and noise distribution are minimax optimal. We also derive a regret

bound that illustrates the critical interaction between model dimensionality and noise

distribution smoothness, deepening our understanding of dynamic pricing under var-

ied market conditions. These contributions offer substantial theoretical insights and

practical tools for implementing effective, data-driven pricing strategies, advancing

the theoretical framework of pricing models and providing robust methodologies for

navigating the complexities of modern markets.

Keywords: Dynamic Contextual Pricing; Doubly Nonparametric Estimation; Distri-

butional Nearest Neighbours; Random Utility Models; Regret Bound;
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1 Introduction

Consumer demand is influenced not only by the price of a product but also by specific

customer and product information, such as browsing history, zip codes, and product fea-

tures. In digital sales environments, the economic model of random utility augmented

with a wealth of sales data can offer crucial insights into consumer behavior, particularly

consumers’ preferences and their reactions to different prices under varying contextual

conditions. By implementing contextual pricing with random utility models, firms can

not only gain deeper insights into the market, but also set dynamic prices tailored to indi-

vidual customer profiles and product characteristics, potentially maximizing long-term

revenue and gaining a competitive edge in the market.

Literature in dynamic contextual pricing often assumes a parametric form for either

the mean utility, which represents the average preference of consumers, or the market

noise, which captures the unobservable influences on demand. However, relying on para-

metric estimation poses significant disadvantages, primarily the risk of model misspecifi-

cation. Parametric models make strong assumptions about the underlying data structure,

and if these assumptions do not hold, the model’s predictions can be inaccurate, leading

to suboptimal pricing strategies.

To address these challenges, our paper explores contextual pricing with doubly nonpara-

metric random utility models. These models estimate both the mean utility function and

the market noise’s distribution in a nonparametric manner, avoiding the pitfalls of model

misspecification. The learning and decision process in these models is particularly chal-

lenging as the quantities of interest, including consumers’ true utility and the underlying

market noise, are not directly observable. Sophisticated non-parametric estimation tech-
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niques designed for offline learning are not directly applicable, and they often lack the

necessary theoretical guarantees for dynamic environments. We propose an innovative

online approach to estimate and optimize under these models, overcoming the inherent

challenges and offering a more robust framework for dynamic pricing.

1.1 Doubly Nonparametric Random Utility Models

The proposed doubly nonparametric random utility model are characterized by (1) and (3)

without any parametric characterizations on µ̊(xt) or F(·). It operates within a broad eco-

nomic framework of random utility models. In such settings, products are sold individ-

ually, with each sale resulting in a binary outcome indicating success or failure. At each

decision point t ∈ [T ], a d-dimensional contextual covariate xt from R
d is independently

and identically drawn from a fixed, but a priori unknown, distribution. The expected

market value of the product at time t is determined by the observed contextual covariate

xt. A general random utility model for the market value of the product is given by

vt = µ̊(xt) + εt, (1)

where µ̊(·) is the unknown function of the mean utility, and εt are i.i.d. noises following

an unknown distribution F(·) with E[εt] = 0. Given a posted price of pt for the product at

time t, we observe yt := 1(vt ≥ pt) that indicates whether the a sale occurs (y1 = 1) or not

(y1 = 0). The model is equivalent to the probabilistic model:

yt =


0, with probability F(pt − µ̊(xt)),

1, with probability 1−F(pt − µ̊(xt)).

(2)
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Given a posted price pt, the expected revenue at time t conditioned on xt is

revt(pt) := pt · (1−F(pt − µ̊(xt))) . (3)

The doubly nonparametric contextual pricing works under a general economic framework

of random utility models, the settings of which fundamentally differ from models that

directly that directly model the revenue function. For example, Chen and Gallego (2021)

directly models the unknown expected revenue as revt(pt) = pt · d(xt,pt) with d(xt,pt) ∈

[0,1] representing the personalized demand function. Bu et al. (2022) further assumes

that d(xt,pt) separable in terms of pt and xt. In contrast, we work under the random

utility model; the unknown expected revenue is given by (3) where it can be viewed as

d(xt,pt) = 1 − F(pt − µ̊(xt)). This finer granularity in demand decomposition allows us

to separately analyze the mean utility function and noise distribution, thus improving

theoretical guarantees. Furthermore, our analysis highlights a crucial trade-off between

the dimensionality and smoothness of µ̊(·) and F(·), offering practitioners a more nuanced

control over pricing strategies.

The optimal price p∗t is the price that maximizes revt(pt). For a policy π that sets price

pt for t , its regret over the time horizon of T is defined as

Reg(T ;π) =
T∑
t=1

E [p∗t1(vt ≥ p∗t)− pt1(vt ≥ pt)]

≡
T∑
t=1

[revt(p
∗
t)− revt(pt)] .

(4)

The goal of this paper is to design a pricing policy that minimizes Reg(T ;π), or equiva-

lently, maximizes the collected expected revenue
∑T

t=1 revt(pt).
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1.2 Novelty and Contributions

This paper distinct from existing literature by adopting a fully nonparametric approach

in modeling both the mean utility function, µ̊(·), and the noise distribution, F(·), in the

context of dynamic pricing with random utility. This approach eliminates the risk of

model misspecification and enhances the flexibility and accuracy of our pricing strategy,

which is particularly beneficial in complex and evolving market environments. We em-

ploy state-of-the-art nonparametric methods, notably the Distributional Nearest Neigh-

bors (DNN) and the two-scale distributed nearest neighbor (TDNN) techniques, which

are known for their simplicity in implementation and minimal assumptions. These esti-

mators not only provide the flexibility needed in dynamic pricing but also achieve faster

convergence rates, improving as we scale up the model’s complexity and data fidelity.

However, existing DNN and TDNN methods, traditionally used for offline regression,

are not directly applicable to the dynamic and online nature of pricing decisions due

to their design limitations. Key challenges include the indirect observability of utility-

related variables and the absence of robust convergence guarantees in such a dynamic

context. To overcome these limitations, we employed two novel population equations,

(5) and (10), which enable the nonparametric estimation of both µ̊(·) and F(·) using only

binary response data yt. This innovative approach bypasses the need for direct measure-

ments of variables like vt or ϵt, enhancing the robustness and accuracy of our estimations,

and thereby substantially reducing the regret associated with pricing decisions.

Our theoretical developments include a new uniform convergence rate in Theorem

5 for the DNN and TDNN estimators. Employing the elegant U-Statistic representa-

tion of DNN and TDNN, Theorem 5 establishes that the DNN and TDNN estimators
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achieve the optimal rate of uniform convergence for nonparametric regression under the

second-order smoothness condition and the fourth-order smoothness condition, respec-

tively (Stone, 1982). Moreover, theoretical analyses uncover new insights into the inter-

dependencies between the estimation accuracy µ̊(·) and F(·), and how these relationships

influence the performance of the overall pricing strategy in the doubly nonparametric set-

ting. Specifically, we demonstrate that the regret bounds for our doubly nonparametric

dynamic pricing model depend intricately on the trade-offs between the dimensionality

of contextual variables (d) and the smoothness properties of the noise distribution (m).

To simply summarize, when 1 ≤ d < 6
m−1 , the regret is bounded by Θ̃(T

2m+1
4m−1 ); and when

d > 6
m−1 , the regret is bounded by Θ̃(T

d+4
d+8 ), ignoring the logarithmic terms. Regret bounds

under both settings improve upon existing nonparametric models (Chen and Gallego,

2021; Bu et al., 2022), offering finer control and better performance in practical settings.

1.3 Literature and Organization

We explore the extensive literature on contextual dynamic pricing, focusing on the un-

derlying economic models and nonparametric techniques. Generally, this literature splits

into two categories: contextual dynamic pricing under random choice models and direct

modeling of demand or revenue functions. The latter is often treated as a special case of

bandit problems where the reward function corresponds to the revenue function. Addi-

tionally, we review related work in dynamic pricing, including recent developments that

incorporate inventory control, fairness, and privacy considerations. These areas could

potentially integrate with our doubly nonparametric contextual pricing approach in future

research directions.

Contextual dynamic pricing under random choice models. Recently, there has been a
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growing body of literature on context-based dynamic pricing, where product and cus-

tomer features are taken into account when modeling the demand curve or market eval-

uation. We refer the reader to recent surveys (Den Boer, 2015; Ban and Keskin, 2021;

Chen and Gallego, 2022; Chen et al., 2022; Chen and Hu, 2023) for a comprehensive re-

view on this stream of literature. The most relevant literature to the present paper is

those that model the demand by a binary random choice model characterized by (1) and

(2). This group of literature can be categorized by the assumptions on the two unknown

functions, namely the mean utility µ̊(xt) and the CDF of the noise F(·). Assuming the

CDF F(·) is a known priori, Javanmard and Nazerzadeh (2019); Cohen et al. (2020); Xu

and Wang (2021) all impose a linear parametric model on the expected market value of

the product at time t, i.e. µ̊(xt) = α⊤xt in (1), where α⊤ is some unknown parameter, and

aim to estimate the mean utility while optimizing the revenue. Alternatively, Shah et al.

(2019); Fan et al. (2022); Luo et al. (2024) allow the noise distribution, i.e. the CDF F(·)

in (2), to be unknown. (Fan et al., 2022; Luo et al., 2024) assume an underlying linear

mean utility µ̊(xt) and estimate F by kernel estimation and by the discretization method

(Kleinberg and Leighton, 2003), respectively. Shah et al. (2019) assumes the market value

vt = exp(θT xt + εt) where εt has unknown distribution and proposes the DEEP-C algo-

rithm to optimize the regret. However, they all work under the settings where the mean

utility is parametrically organized.

In contrast, we consider doubly nonparametric random utility models where neither

µ̊(·) or F(·) is imposed with parametric forms which is more flexible yet more challenging

than considering only one non-parametric component.

Nonparametric contextual bandits and dynamic pricing as a special case. The litera-

ture on bandit problems is vast. We refer the reader to Lattimore and Szepesvári (2020);
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Slivkins et al. (2019) for comprehensive reviews. The most relevant literature in bandits

to the present paper is nonparametric contextual bandit problems. The general contex-

tual bandit problems consider estimating and optimizing over a random reward rt whose

expectation is E[rt | xt,p] = f (xt,p) where xt is the contextual information and p is the

action taken. The K-Multi-Arm contextual bandit considers discrete action p ∈ [K] and

employs model f (xt,p) = f (p)(xt) for finite action space. While most bandit literature

studies this problem with additional parametric models on f (p)(xt), Perchet and Rigol-

let (2013); Hu et al. (2022) investigate the problem with nonparametric reward feedback

under a general Hölder continuous assumption.

A stream of literature in contextual dynamic pricing models the demand function

d(x,p) or the revenue function p · d(x,p) directly (Qiang and Bayati, 2016; Ban and Ke-

skin, 2021; Chen and Gallego, 2021; Wang et al., 2021; Bu et al., 2022). This stream

of work can be categorized into contextual bandits with a specialized reward function

f (xt,p) = p · d(x,p) and continuous scalar action p. Under the general bandit setting,

Slivkins (2011) studies nonparametric bandits assuming that f (xt,p) is Lipschitz and es-

tablishes the optimal regret being Θ̃(T
d+2
d+3 ) when p is a scalar1. Mao et al. (2018) exploits

a special structure where the demand function is modeled as a strictly binary feedback

1{p ≤ µ̊(xt)}, where µ̊(xt) is Lipschitz, and develops the regret bound of Θ̃(T
d

d+1 ). Guan

and Jiang (2018) applies K-Nearest Neighbour to nonparametric stochastic contextual

bandits whose rate is not as good Θ̃(T
d+1
d+2 ). Under the dynamic pricing setting, Chen and

Gallego (2021) estimate f (xt,p) = p · d(x,p) directly. However, they do not impose any

functional structure that is specific to the dynamic pricing problem. Assuming that the

revenue function is Lipschitz continuous and locally concave, the authors prove that the

1Slivkins (2011) works with a general setting where an action p can be a vector.
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optimal regret is Θ̃(T
d+2
d+4 ) where d is the dimension of x. Nambiar et al. (2019) study the

demand function bp + g(x) motivated by model misspecification and propose a random

price shock (RPS) algorithm to estimate price elasticity. They establish the optimal regret

compared with those who know the best linear approximation to g(x) is of order Θ̃(
√
T ).

Bu et al. (2022) further explore the separable structure of the demand function in the

sense that d(x,p) = a(x) + b(p) where both function a(·) and b(·) are unknown. This paper

adopts the random utility model for demand characterization and is very different from

these works in terms of aggregate demand modeling, algorithm development, and regret

analysis.

Personalised dynamic pricing with related topics. There has been a wide range of liter-

ature studying personalised dynamic pricing with additional interesting topics including

inventory constraints, fairness, privacy protection and more. We refer the readers to some

recent works that could potentially incorporate our method in future research. In terms

of joint pricing and inventory control problem, Chen et al. (2021) develop learning al-

gorithm with censored demand and approximates f (dt,pt, yt) nonparametrically, where

yt represents inventory levels. Feng and Zhu (2023) further explores the impact of price

protection guarantee, where the customers who purchased a product are endowed the

right to receive a refund from the seller if he lowers the price during the price protection

period. Li and Zheng (2023) take the inventory constraints into consideration where the

inventory level B is given at the beginning and cannot be replenished. All those stud-

ies develop learning algorithm to estimate the underlying unknown demand functions,

where our method could be seamlessly integrated. In terms of fairness, Maestre et al.

(2018) considers the fairness in price, they introduce Jain’s index to measures the fairness
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in terms of the average price across groups, while Cohen et al. (2021) estimate unknown

demand function under both price fairness and time fairness.

Additional constraints or addition conditions of related interest in dynamic pricing

are explored in the following works. Chen et al. (2021) adopt the fundamental frame-

work of differential privacy when implementing demand learning, and develop privacy-

preserving dynamic pricing, which tries to maximize the retailer revenue while avoiding

leakage of individual customer’s information. Keskin and Zeevi (2017) adopt a linear

underlying demand model but assumes the unknown parameters can change over time.

van den Boer and Keskin (2022) take reference-price effects into account and learn de-

mand uncertainty by adding the reference-price updating mechanism with unknown pa-

rameters. Bastani et al. (2021) leverages a potentially shared structure of the demand

function cross multiple products and conduct a meta dynamic pricing algorithm to make

pricing more efficiently.

Organization. Section 2 presents the estimation and decision framework. Section 3 estab-

lishes theoretical guarantees on statistical convergence of learning as well as regret upper

bound on decision. Section 4.1 and 4.2 conduct empirical studies on synthetic and real

data sets.

2 Doubly Non-Parametric Learning and Decision

We propose an Algorithm 1 which outputs the empirical optimal policy for contextual

dynamic pricing and balances the exploration-exploitation trade-off. The horizon of T

periods is divided into episodes with increasing length. Specifically, the kth episode has

length nk = 2k−1n0, where k ≥ 1 and n0 is the minimal episode length. For each k ≥ 1,
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the kth episode is further divided into exploration and commit (or exploitation) phases,

which are denoted by Tk,exp and Tk,com, respectively. In the exploration phase Tk,exp, we

collect sample (xt,Byt) through randomly setting price pt
d∼ Unif(0,B) and then estimate

both µ̊(·) or F(·) nonparametrically using the collected sample {(xt,Byt)}t∈Tk,exp . In the ex-

ploitation phase Tk,com, we proceed to formulate a data-driven optimal policy leveraging

the estimated mean utility and noise distribution learned in the exploration phase. The

sizes of the exploration phase of uniform random pricing and the exploitation phase of

greedy pricing based on estimation can be determined in theoretical analysis to mini-

mize the total regret. The subsequent subsections introduce our proposed approach for

the doubly non-parametric estimation of µ̊(·) and F(·).

2.1 Mean Utility Function Estimation

To address the challenge of not directly observing random utility vt, we observe the fol-

lowing property for both single-product dynamic pricing. Specifically, if we adopt the

uniform random policy pt ∼ Unif(0,B), we can recover the mean utility function in an

average sense. Denote by gt := Byt. It can be observed that given the contextual covariate

xt, gt satisfies

E[gt |xt] = Eεt

[
Ept [Byt |xt, εt] | xt

]
= BEεt

[ µ̊(xt) + εt
B

∣∣∣∣xt] = µ̊(xt).
(5)

Therefore, if the seller randomly sets i.i.d. price pt∼Unif(0,B) for each period t in the ex-

ploration phase Tk,exp, then the mean utility function µ̊(xt) can be estimated by regressing

gt on xt based on observations zt := {(xt, gt)}t∈Tk,exp .
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Algorithm 1: Doubly Non-Parametric Contextual Pricing
Input: Upper bound B > 0 for the market values, and minimal episode length n0.

1 Calculate the length of the k-th episode nk = 2k−1n0, and the length of k-th
exploration episode nk,exp < nk.

2 Let Tk,exp := {nk −n0 + 1, · · · ,nk −n0 +nk,exp} and
Tk,com := {nk −n0 +nk,exp + 1, · · · ,nk+1 −n0} be the index sets of the exploration
phase and the exploitation phase of the k-th episode, respectively.

/* ******* Episodic Learning and Decision ******* */

3 for each episode k = 1,2, . . . do
/* ******* Exploration on Tk,exp ******* */

4 for t ∈ Tk,exp do
5 Offer price pt ∼U (0,B) and collect data {(xt, yt)}t∈Tk,exp ;

/* ******* Estimation ******* */

6 Using samples {(xt,Byt)}t∈Tk,exp to fit µ̂k(xt) for t ∈ Tk,exp according to DNN or
TDNN (9).

7 Update estimates of the error distribution F̂k(u) by the Nadaraya-Watson
kernel estimator (13).

/* ******* Commitment on Tk,com ******* */

8 Update first derivative by F̂
(1)
k (u) according to (19).

9 Update estimate of ĥk(v) according to (18).
10 for t ∈ Tk,com do
11 Predict µ̂k(xt) according to DNN or TDNN (9).
12 Set offer price

p̂t = min{max{̂hk(µ̂k(xt)),0},B},

where ĥk(·) is obtained by (18).

Output: Offered price pt, t ≥ 1

Distributional Nearest Neighbors. To non-parametrically estimate the mean utility

function µ̊(·), we apply the method of Distributional Nearest Neighbors (DNN, Steele

(2009); Biau et al. (2010)) which is flexible and applicable even with a limited amount of

data. DNN is a variation of K-Nearest Neighbours and automatically assigns monotonic

weights to the nearest neighbors in a distributional fashion on the entire sample. It in-

corporates the idea of bagging by averaging all 1-NN estimators, each constructed from

randomly subsampling s observations without replacement. Here s is the subsampling

scale diverging with the total sample size.
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Suppose a sample zt = {(xt, gt)}t∈Tk,exp of size nk,exp is collected in the exploration phase

of kth episode. Considering a new contextual covariate observation x, we would like to fit

a non-parametric mean function from the samples to estimate the underlying truth µ̊(x).

For 1 ≤ s ≤ nk,exp, the DNN estimator µ̂DNN
k (x;s) with sub-sampling scale s for estimating

µ̊(x) is formally defined as the following U -statistic

µ̂DNN
k (x;s) =

(
nk,exp
s

)−1 ∑
1≤i1≤···≤is≤nk,exp

g(1)(zi1 , · · · ,zis), (6)

where g(1)(zi1 , · · · ,zis) is the 1-NN estimator for estimating µ̊(x) based on the subsample

(zi1 , · · · ,zis). Formally, it returns the value of g(1)(zi1 , · · · ,zis) = g(1) from the reordered

sample {(x(1), g(1)), · · · , (x(s), g(s))} of {(xi1 , gi1), . . . , (xis , gis)} such that

∥∥∥x(1) − x
∥∥∥ ≤ ∥∥∥x(2) − x

∥∥∥ ≤ · · · ≤ ∥∥∥x(s) − x
∥∥∥ , (7)

where ∥·∥ denotes the Euclidean norm, and the ties are broken by assigning the smallest

rank to the observation with the smallest natural index. The U-statistic representation

(6) averages over 1-NN estimators given by all possible sub-samples of size s. In addition,

it is shown in Steele (2009) that the DNN estimator also admits an equivalent L-statistic

representation that

µ̂DNN
k (x;s) =

(
nk,exp
s

)−1 nk,exp−s−1∑
i=1

(
nk,exp − i
s − 1

)
g(i), (8)

where {(x(1), g(1)), . . . , (x(nk,exp), g(nk,exp))} is the overall ordered sample such that

∥∥∥x(1) − x
∥∥∥ ≤ ∥∥∥x(2) − x

∥∥∥ ≤ · · · ≤ ∥∥∥∥x(nk,exp) − x
∥∥∥∥ .
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A nice feature of the above DNN estimator is that the weight distribution is characterized

exclusively by the total sample size nk,exp and the subsampling scale s. Therefore, the

L-statistic representation in (8) can be exploited for easy implementation, while the U-

statistic representation is useful in theoretical analysis for the uniform convergence rate

of the estimator.

Two-scaleDistributionalNearest Neighbour. When the mean utility function and den-

sity function of covariates xt have a higher level of smoothness, two-scale DNN (TDNN,

Demirkaya et al. (2022)) can be applied to remove the first-order bias of the DNN esti-

mator by aggregating two DNN estimators with distinct subsampling scales s1 and s2.

Specifically, a TDNN estimator of the mean utility function µ̊(x) is given by

µ̂TDNN
k (x;s1, s2) = α1µ̂

DNN
k (x;s1) +α2µ̂

DNN
k (x;s2), (9)

where α1 and α2 satisfy α1 + α2 = 1 and α1s
−2/d
1 + α2s

−2/d
2 = 0 (this equation serves to

remove the first-order bias). From these two equations, we derive the coefficients α1 =

1/(1− (s1/s2)−2/d) and α2 = −(s1/s2)−2/d/(1− (s1/s2)−2/d).

In general, we can propose an m-scale DNN estimator to eliminate the bias up to the

(m− 1)-th order by constructing a linear combination of m DNN estimators with distinct

subsampling scales, utilizing a similar technique in (9).
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2.2 Utility Noise Distribution Estimation

To non-parametrically estimate the cumulative distribution function F(·) of the random

noise εt, the key observation is that it can be expresses through a conditional expectation:

F(z) = P(εt ≤ z) = E

[
P

(
εt ≤ pt − µ̊(xt) |pt − µ̊(xt) = z

)]
= E

[
P

(
vt ≤ pt |pt − µ̊(xt) = z

)]
= 1−E[yt |pt − µ̊(xt) = z].

(10)

Thus, F(·) can be estimated by the Nadaraya-Watson kernel regression estimator. Given

sample {xt, yt,pt}t∈Tk,exp collected in the exploration phase and any estimated utility func-

tion µ(·), we define

âk(z;µ) :=
∣∣∣nk,expbk∣∣∣−1 ∑

t∈Tk,exp

K

(
pt −µ(xt)− z

bk

)
yt,

ξ̂k(z;µ) :=
∣∣∣nk,expbk∣∣∣−1 ∑

t∈Tk,exp

K

(
pt −µ(xt)− z

bk

)
,

(11)

where K(·) is a chosen m-th order kernel function and bk is the bandwidth that will be

chosen appropriately later. Based on the sample {xt, yt,pt}t∈Tk,exp and any estimated utility

function µ(·), we apply the Nadaraya-Watson kernel estimator of F(z) defined by

F̂k(z;µ) = 1−
âk(z;µ)

ξ̂k(z;µ)
. (12)

In Section 2.1, we have introduced the DNN and TDNN estimators of the mean utility

function. For instance, if the DNN estimator µ̂DNN
k (xt;s) is applied for each period t ∈

Tk,exp based on the collected sample {xt, yt}t∈Tk,exp , the estimator of the distribution F(z) in
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(12) can be written as

F̂k
(
z; µ̂DNN

k

)
== 1−

âk(z; µ̂DNN
k )

ξ̂k(z; µ̂DNN
k )

. (13)

Similarly, the Nadaraya-Watson estimator of F(z) based on the TDNN estimator of the

mean utility function is given by

F̂k
(
z; µ̂TDNN

k

)
== 1−

âk(z; µ̂TDNN
k )

ξ̂k(z; µ̂TDNN
k )

. (14)

2.3 Optimal Decision

In the k-th episode, the estimators µ̂k(·) for the mean utility function µ̊(·) and F̂k (z; µ̂k) for

the noise distribution F(z), derived in the exploration phase, will be employed to inform

data-driven optimal decision for dynamic pricing throughout the exploitation phase.

Oracle Optimal Decision. Under the oracle setting where the true µ̊(·) and F(·) are

known, the optimal offered price p∗t can be determined according to

p∗t = argmax
pt≥0

pt[1−F(pt − µ̊(xt)]. (15)

Under Assumption 4, the oracle optimal price is given by

p∗t = h ◦ µ̊(xt),

where h(v) := v +φ−1(−v) and φ(z) := z − 1−F(z)
F(1)(z)

.
(16)

Here h◦ µ̊(·) denotes the composite function h(µ̊(·)) and F(1) is the first-order derivative of

F.
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Feasible Optimal Decision. In reality, we can only estimate µ̊(·) and F(·) from collected

data. In the k-th episode of Algorithm 1, we obtain the estimated mean utility function µ̂k

using either the DNN or TDNN estimator and calculate the Nadaraya-Watson estimator

F̂k(z) based on (13) or (14). Accordingly, the data-driven optimal offer price p̂t for t ∈

Tk,com in the exploitation phase is obtained by optimizing the estimated reward. That is,

p̂t = argmax
pt>0

pt[1− F̂k(pt − µ̂k(xt)]. As a result, we have that for any t ∈ Tk,com,

p̂t = ĥk ◦ µ̂k(xt), (17)

where

ĥk(v) = v + φ̂−1
k (−v) and φ̂k(z) = z − 1− F̂k(z)

F̂
(1)
k (z)

. (18)

Here F̂
(1)
k (z) represents the first-order derivative of F̂k(z) and is defined by

F̂
(1)
k (z) = F̂

(1)
k (z; µ̂k) = −

â
(1)
k (z; µ̂k)ξ̂k(z; µ̂k)− âk(z; µ̂k)ξ̂(1)

k (z; µ̂k)

ξ̂k(z; µ̂k)2
, (19)

where âk(z; µ̂k) and ξ̂k(z; µ̂k) are defined in (11) and their corresponding first derivatives

are given by

â
(1)
k (z; µ̂k) :=

−1

nk,expb
2
k

∑
t∈Tk,exp

K (1)
(
pt − µ̂k(xt)− z

bk

)
yt,

ξ̂
(1)
k (z; µ̂k) :=

−1

nk,expb
2
k

∑
t∈Tk,exp

K (1)
(
pt − µ̂k(xt)− z

bk

)
.
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3 Theoretical Guarantees

In this section, we establish the regret analysis of the proposed Algorithm 1 for doubly

robust learning and decision in contextual dynamic pricing. For the theoretical analysis,

we first introduce some notations and present necessary assumptions. For any candidate

mean utility function µ : X 7→ R, let ξ(z;µ) be the density function of Z = pt − µ(xt)

evaluated at Z = z and define F(z;µ) := 1 −E[yt |pt − µ(xt) = z]. Therefore, the underlying

true noise distribution F(z) = F(z; µ̊) according to (10). We next introduce the assumptions

about the market noise εt, the distribution function F(u;µ), density function ξ(u;µ), and

the kernel function K(x).

Assumption 1 (Smoothness of F(z;µ) and F(1)(z;µ)). The true distribution of the market

noise F(z) is ℓF-Lipschitz. Let Sε := [−Bε,Bε] be the support of the market noise, it is as-

sumed that, for any δ > 0, sup∥µ−µ̊∥∞≤δ,z∈Sε |F
(1)(z;µ) − F(1)(z)| ≤ ℓFδ. Moreover, it holds that

minz∈[φ−1(Bε−B),φ−1(−Bε)]F
(1)(z) ≥ cF for some constant cF > 0.

Assumption 2 (Smoothness of ξ(·;µ)). There exists an integer m ≥ 2 and a constant ℓξ

such that for all µ ∈ N0 := {µ : ∥µ − µ̊∥∞ ≤ (T −
2m+1

(4m−1)(d+4) ∧ T −
1

d+8 )
√
d logT }, the density func-

tion ξ(·;µ) ∈ C(m) and ξ(m)(·;µ) is ℓξ-Lipschitz continuous on Sε. Moreover, there exist con-

stants B1 > 0 and B2 > 0 such that for any µ ∈ N0, max(∥ξ(·;µ)∥∞,∥ξ(·;µ))(1)∥∞) ≤ B1 and

minz∈Sε ξ(z;µ) ≥ B2. In addition, define a(z;µ) := ξ(z;µ)F(z;µ) ∈ Cm and we assume a(m)(z;µ)

is ℓξ-Lipschitz on Sε for all µ ∈ N0.

Assumption 3 (Condition for K(x)). The kernel function K(x) and K (1)(x) are both ℓK-

Lipschitz continuous with bounded support. In addition, K(x) is an order-m kernel, that is,∫
K(x)dx = 1,

∫
xjK(x)dx = 0 for j ∈ [m− 1], and

∫
|xmK(x)|dx <∞.
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Assumption 4 (Regularity condition). There exists positive constants Lφ and Bu such that

φ(1)(z) ≥ Lφ for all z ∈ Sε with φ(z) defined in (16).

Assumptions 1, 2, and 3 are standard assumptions for the smoothness of the rel-

evant functions in nonparametric estimation and inference. The rate of convergence

(T −
2m+1

(4m−1)(d+2) ∧ T
− 1

2(d+4) )
√
d logT in Assumption 2 can be satisfied for the DNN or TDNN

estimators (with a further improved neighborhood size) with appropriately chosen pa-

rameters. Assumption 4 guarantees that φ(x) is strictly increasing and, thus, the unique-

ness of the optimal solution of (15). It is weaker than that in Javanmard and Nazerzadeh

(2019) since 1−F(u) is log-concave under the further restriction of Lφ′ ≥ 1.

The regret analysis unfolds in two steps. Firstly, we will develop the uniform conver-

gence rate of both the DNN and TDNN estimator in estimating the mean utility function

µ̊, as well as the convergence rate of the Nadaraya-Watson estimator for estimating the

noise distribution F(·). Secondly, building upon the uniform convergence rate of the esti-

mators, we will obtain an upper bound for the regret of Algorithm 1.

3.1 Statistical Convergence Rate of Learning

We will establish statistical uniform convergence of non-parametric estimators for both

the mean utility function and the market noise distribution. The finite-sample uniform

bound for the DNN and TDNN estimators of µ̊(x) are presented below.

Theorem5. Suppose density function f (·) of xt and the mean utility function µ̊(·) are two times

continuously differentiable with bounded second-order derivatives on the compact support X

of xt. The density f (x) is bounded away from 0 and ∞ for x ∈ X . Then we have for the DNN
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estimator that with probability 1− 2δ,

sup
x∈X
|µ̂DNN

k (x;s)− µ̊(x)| ≤ Cs−2/d +B

√
2s[logδ−1 + logd + d logn]

n
. (20)

Furthermore, assume density function f (·) of xt and the mean utility function µ̊(·) are four

times continuously differentiable with bounded second, third, and fourth-order derivatives on

the compact support X of xt. Then we have for TDNN estimator Dn(s1, s2)(x) with c1s2 ≤ s1 ≤

c2s2 that with probability 1− δ,

sup
x∈X
|µ̂TDNN

k (x;s1, s2)− µ̊(x)|

≤ Cs
−min{3,4/d}
1 +CB

√
2s1[logδ−1 + logd + d logn]

n
.

(21)

Here C is a constant depending on the underlying density function f (·) of xt, the mean utility

function µ̊(·), the ratio of s1/s2, and the dimensionality d, which may take difference values

from line to line.

The uniform convergence rate results in theorem 5, and its proof is new to the liter-

ature and is of independent interest. Regarding the the uniform convergence of DNN

estimator, the first error term s−2/d provides an upper bound for the bias, while the sec-

ond error term corresponds to the variance. In a similar manner, in the uniform bound

for TDNN estimator, the first error term s−4/d
2 corresponds to the bias and the second er-

ror term is associated with the variance. We can observe from Theorem 5 that the TDNN

estimator has the same order of variance as the DNN estimator but reduces the bias. This

improvement is achieved by TDNN’s formulation of a linear combination of two DNN es-

timators aimed at eliminating the first-order bias. For any general integer m ≥ 2, one can
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employ an m-scale DNN estimator, which is defined as a linear combination of m DNN

estimators, each with a distinct subsampling scale to remove the bias up to the (m−1)-th

order. This requires a higher-order of smoothness for the mean utility function and den-

sity function of xt. Moreover, it brings the complexity of tuning m distinct subsampling

scales and the risk of increased variance.

Building upon the uniform convergence rate for DNN estimators, we obtain the fol-

lowing result on the accuracy of the kernel estimator F̂k
(
z; µ̂DNN

k

)
defined in (13) for esti-

mating the noise distribution F(z).

Theorem 6. Assume DNN estimator µ̂DNN
k is applied with subsampling size s = O(n

d
d+4
k,exp). Un-

der condition of Theorem 5 for DNN estimator and Assumptions 1–4, there exist constants C1 >

0 and C2 > 0 such that for any episode k satisfying n
2m

2m+1
k,exp ≥max(C1d(

lognk,exp
2m+1 + 1),3lognk,exp)

with probability at least 1− 2δ with δ ∈ (4exp{−C2n
m

2m+1
k,exp/ lognk,exp},1/2], it holds that

sup
z∈Sε,µ∈Nk

∣∣∣∣F̂k (z; µ̂DNN
k

)
−F(z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ BFn
− m

2m+1
k,exp

√
lognk,exp(

√
d +

√
logδ−1)

+BFn
− 2
d+4

k,exp

√
d lognk,exp.

(22)

The first term in the upper bound comes from kernel approximation of the noise dis-

tribution, while the second term comes from the upstream estimation error of DNN esti-

mator for mean utility µ̊(x). For existing work that assumes a parametric model of µ̊(x),

the second error term is dominated by the first term (Fan et al. (2022)). However, The-

orem 6 shows that the upstream estimation error of µ̊(x) becomes non-negligible as the

dimensionality d grows under the more general non-parametric setting. A parallel result

is also established in Appendix ?? of the supplementary material for the kernel estimator

F̂k
(
z; µ̂TDNN

k

)
when TDNN estimator is applied to estimate the mean utility function.
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3.2 Regret Analysis of Decision Making

The following result establishes an upper bound for the cumulative regret of Algorithm

1 over a time horizon T when DNN estimator is applied in the mean utility function

estimation. The proof of Theorem 7 is provided in Appendix ??.

Theorem 7. Assume the DNN estimator is applied with subsampling size s = O(n
d

d+4
k,exp) to

estimate the mean utility function. Suppose condition of Theorem 5 for DNN estimator and

Assumptions 1–4 hold. The regret of Algorithm 1 over time T involves two settings, depending

on the relationship between the dimension d and the smoothness of the utility function and the

market noise distribution.

1. When 1 ≤ d < 6
m−1 and T ≥ [max(C1d(1 + logT

2m+1 ),3logT )]
4m−1
m , let the exploration phase

size in the kth episode be nk,exp = n
2m+1
4m−1
k , then the total regret satisfies

Reg(π,T ) ≤ CT
2m+1
4m−1 [(logT )2 + d logT ].

2. When d ≥ 6
m−1 and T ≥ [max(C1d(1 + logT

2m+1 ),3logT )]
(2m+1)(d+8)

m(d+4) , let the exploration phase

size in the kth episode be nk,exp = n
d+4
d+8
k , then the total regret satisfies

Reg(π,T ) ≤ CT
d+4
d+8 [(logT )2 + d logT ].

Remark 1. Note that the DNN estimator only requires the mean utility and density func-

tion of xt are twice differentiable with bounded derivatives, while the parallel results

in Theorem 8 for TDNN estimator requires fourth-order smoothness, hence achieving a

lower regret bound. When the mean utility function and the Our analysis can also be
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extended to a broader range of nonparametric estimators for the mean utility function,

such as kernel estimators, random forest, and neural network methods, provided that

these estimators achieve a similar uniform convergence rate as presented in Theorem 5

for the DNN and TDNN estimators.

Theorem 8. Assume the TDNN estimator is applied with subsampling sizes s1 = O(n
d

d+8∨
1
7

k,exp )

and s2 ≍ s1 for mean utility function estimation. Suppose condition of Theorem 5 for TDNN

estimator and Assumptions 1–4 hold. The regret of Algorithm 1 over time T involves two

settings, depending on the relationship between the dimension d and the smoothness of the

utility function and the market noise distribution.

1. When m < 1 + min(12
d ,9) and T ≥ [max(C1d(1 + logT

2m+1 ),3logT )]
4m−1
m , let the exploration

phase size in the kth episode be nk,exp = n
2m+1
4m−1
k , then the total regret satisfies

Reg(π,T ) ≤ CT
2m+1
4m−1 [(logT )2 + d logT ].

2. When m ≥ 1 + min(12
d ,9) and T ≥ [max(C1d(1 + logT

2m+1 ),3logT )]
(2m+1)

m ·min( d+16
d+8 , 13

7 ), let the

exploration phase size in the kth episode be nk,exp = n
d+8
d+16∨

7
13

k , then the total regret satisfies

Reg(π,T ) ≤ CT
d+8
d+16∨

7
13 [(logT )2 + d logT ].
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4 Empirical Analysis

4.1 Synthetic Data

In this subsection, we conduct large-scale simulations to illustrate the efficiency of our

policy. Recall that the pricing model is characterized by (1) and (2). To elaborate, the

mean utility function is set to be: µ̊(xt) = 2(xt1 − 1)2 + 2(xt2 − 1)2 + 2(xt3 − 1)2, where the

contextual covariates {xt}t≥1 are i.i.d. bounded random vectors of dimension d = 3, and

each vector consists of independent entries uniformly distributed according to Unif(0,2).

The noise {εt} are i.i.d. with probability density f (z) ∝ (1/4 − z2) · 1(|z| ≤ 1/2), where the

smoothness order m = 2.

When implementing algorithm 1, we divide the time horizon T into consecutive episodes

by setting the length of the k-th episode as nk = 2k−1n0 with k ∈ N+ and n0 = 200. We

further separate every episode into an exploration phase with length |Tk,exp| = ⌊(dnk)
2m+1
4m−1 ⌋

induced from Theorem 7, then the exploitation phase contains the rest of the time in

that episode. In the exploration phase, we sample pt from Unif(0,B = 6.5), since B = 6.5

is a valid upper bound of vt. In the exploitation phase, we set the kernels used in 11

as follows: K(z) = (1 − 11/3z2)(1 − z2)3 · 1(|z| ≤ 1/2). In episode k, we set the bandwidth

bk as 6 · |Tk,exp|−
1

2m+1 with m = 2 according to the assumptions in the theoretical anal-

ysis. In reality, one can also tune the bandwidth and the order of kernel K(·) by us-

ing cross-validation at the end of every exploration phase. Moreover, when calculating

pt = ĥk ◦ µ̂k(xt) = µ̂k(xt) + φ̂−1
k (−µ̂k(xt)), we find φ̂−1

k (−µ̂k(xt)) as follows: First, we look for

x ∈ [−1,1] such that φ̂k(x) = −µ̂k(xt) (We choose a large interval [−1,1] that contains the

true support of φ(x) [-0.5, 0.5], since in reality, we might only know a range of the true

support). Then, we do a transformation of variable x to x(y) = −2 · exp(y)/(1 + exp(y)) + 1
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and solve y as the root of φ̂k(x(y))+ µ̂k(xt) = 0 by using Newton’s method starting at y = 0.

Finally, we set x = −2 · exp(y)/(1 + exp(y)) + 1 as φ̂−1
k (−µ̂k(xt)) and offer pt according to the

algorithm.

Through the simulation, we also compare the efficiency of our methods over two

closely related approaches: the ’RMLP-2’ proposed by (Javanmard and Nazerzadeh, 2019),

and the linear model based policy introduced by (Fan et al., 2022). They both address the

same problem but assume the underlying mean utility function to be the linear model

and, hence, use linear regression during the exploration phase. Besides, the ’RMLP-2’

additionally assumes the noise distribution belongs to a parametric function class, while

given the algorithm’s lack of access to the true noise distribution, we adopt a Gaussian

distribution assumption for the noise. We conduct repeated trials of Algorithm 1, the

linear model based policy and the ’RMLP-2’, respectively, from n1 = 200 to n8 = 12800, to

document the cumulative regret Reg(π,T ) =
∑T

t=1 Reg(π,t) with T = 1 to
∑8

k=1 2k−1 ∗ 200.

Consequently, the averaged regret is stored as AveReg(T ) = Reg(π,T )/T . And the illus-

tration of the distinctions in performance is detailed in several figures. Specifically, we

plot Reg(π,T ) against T in Figure 1a, and the averaged regret AveReg(T ) against T in

Figure 2a. Recall from Theorem 7 that the cummulative regret Reg(π,T ) ≲ [(logT )2 +

d logT ]T
2m+1
4m−1 when d ≤ 6/(m − 1). Hence, we plot r̃eg(T ) against log(T ) − log(1500) in

Figure 1b, where r̃eg(T ) := log(Reg(T )) − (2loglogT + log3logT ) − (log(Reg(T = 1500)) −

2loglog1500−log3log1500). Lastly, we plot the averaged regret of the exploitation phase

against Tcom in Figure 2b, where the Averaged regret (exploitation phase) is defined as:

AveReg(Tcom) =
∑

t∈Tcom
Reg(t)/Tcom, and Tcom = |Tcom|.
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(a) Cumulative Regret against T. (b) Regret log-log plot.

Figure 1: (a): The x-axis is T while the y-axis is Reg(π,T ). (b): The x-axis is log(T ) −
log(1500), while the y-axis is r̃eg(T ) defined above. For (a) and (b), the solid lines rep-
resent the mean Reg(π,T ) and r̃eg(T ), respectively, over 20 independent runs. The light
color areas around those solid lines depict the standard error of the estimations. The
blue, green, and red lines represent linear regression, TDNN, and DNN estimations in
the exploration phase in Algorithm 1, respectively. And the orange line represents apply-
ing ’RMLP-2’. The dashed lines represent the benchmark whose slopes are equal to 2m+1

4m−1
with m = 2.

(a) AveReg(T ) against T. (b) AveReg(Tcom) against Tcom.

Figure 2: For (a) and (b), the solid lines represent the mean AveReg(T ) and AveReg(Tcom)
respectively, over 20 independent runs. The remaining caption is the same as Figure 1.

From Figure 1, we conclude that under the specified setting, the rates of the empir-

ical cumulative regrets produced by Algorithm 1 (as shown by the solid green and red
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lines) do not exceed their theoretical counterparts given in Theorems 7(as shown by the

dashed lines). In many cases, the growth rates of the empirical regrets are very close to

those of the theoretical line. This demonstrates the tightness of our theoretical results.

We also see that the regrets we achieved are much smaller than those two approaches.

As for the comparison with linear regression, TDNN and DNN estimations are robust

to the mis-specification of the mean utility function, and in comparison with ’RMLP-2’,

our method is robust to the mis-specification of the noise distribution since our algo-

rithm can adapt to all noise distributions in the non-parametric class. From Figure 2,

we conclude that under the same setting, Algorithm 1 incorporating TDNN estimation

surpasses all other methods in performance, since as the episode length increases, the

TDNN method accelerates the convergence of regret during the exploitation phase with

more accurate estimation of the underline mean utility function and consequently, more

accurately approaching towards noise distribution. In contrast, the decay in the averaged

regret of exploitation phase for the two benchmark approaches nearly goes to zero. This

occurs because the increasing size of sample points during the exploration phase does not

enhance the estimation accuracy of the mean utility function due to mis-specification.

4.2 Real Data Analysis

We utilize the real-life auto loan dataset from Columbia University’s Center for Pricing

and Revenue Management, a dataset also employed in several prior studies (Phillips et al.,

2015; Ban and Keskin, 2021; Luo et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023). This dataset encompasses

208,085 auto loan applications spanning from July 2002 to November 2004 and includes

various features, such as loan amount and borrower information. For consistency, we

perform feature selection in line with (Ban and Keskin, 2021; Luo et al., 2023; Wang et al.,

27



2023), focusing on the following four features: approved loan amount, FICO score, prime

rate, and competitor’s rate. As for the price variable, we also computed it in the same

way as the aforementioned literature, where pt = Monthly Payment ·
∑Term

t=1 (1 + Rate)−t −

Loan Amount. The rate is set as 0.12%, which is an approximate average of the monthly

London interbank rate for the studied time period. Moreover, this dataset also records

the purchasing decisions of the borrowers, given the price set by the lender.

Note that one is not able to obtain online responses to any algorithms. Thus, we follow

the calibration idea proposed in (Ban and Keskin, 2021; Luo et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023)

to learn a binary choice model using the entire dataset and leverage it as the ground truth

to conduct online numerical experiments. To make calibration model more stable, we

first process all covariates by standardization and take log of the price variable, one can

also remove the extreme values that are outside the 0.01 and 0.99 percentiles to mitigate

the influence of outliers. For the learning decision model, we typically fit a generalized

logistic regression with a quadratic form as the logits; meanwhile, instead of using a con-

ventional logistic function, we adopt a specified sigmoid function with bounded support.

To be specific, we denote the contextual covariates as {xt = (xt1,xt2,xt3,xt4)}t≥1, and the

mean utility function of form µ̊(xt) = β1x
2
t1 + β2x

2
t2 + β3x

2
t3 + β4x

2
t4.

With the belief that the coefficients of the mean utility function can be varied across

the data while the marketing noise shares the same distribution. We employ a two-stage

approach learning calibration model. Initially, the covariates {xt}t≥1 are divided into 20

clusters based on similarities, utilizing the K-means clustering technique. Subsequently,

the model applies a generalized logistic regression to each cluster individually to learn

the coefficients of the quadratic form within each group. Note that the marketing noise εt

is set to follow the same distribution with probability density function f (v) ∝ (1− (v3 )2)4 ·
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1(|v| ≤ 3). Figure 3 demonstrates the alignment between observed data and the theoretical

model over the marketing noise εt, which means the calibration model is well specified.

(a) Empirical vs. Theoretical(calibration
model) probability distributions.

(b) Empirical vs. Theoretical (calibration
model) cumulative distributions.

Figure 3: Comparison of Empirical and Theoretical Probability Distributions.

Given these key components, the remaining experiments remain almost the same as

discussed in the simulation part. Here we use the calibration model, setting µ̊(xt) with

parameter βk , k = 1, . . . ,20, and the noise distribution f (v) given above and sample xt from

those four features. Since in reality we don’t know the true smoothness order of noise

distribution, in each episode, we set the exploration phase with length |Tk,exp| = ⌊(dnk)
d+4
d+8 ⌋.

We set B = 6,n0 = 200 and conduct Algorithm 1. Recall from Theorem 7 that the regret

Reg(π,T ) ≲ [(logT )2 + d logT ]T
d+4
d+8 . Hence, we plot r̃eg(T ) against log(T ) − log(1500) in

Figure 4b, where r̃eg(T ) := log(Reg(T )) − (2loglogT + log4logT ) − (log(Reg(T = 1500)) −

2loglog1500− log4log1500).
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(a) Cumulative Regret against T. (b) Regret log-log plot.

Figure 4: Comparison between our methods and linear model based policy and ‘RMLP-2’
based on real data application. (a): The x-axis is T while the y-axis is Reg(π,T ). (b): The
x-axis is log(T )− log(1500), while the y-axis is r̃eg(T ) defined above. The dashed lines has
slope equal to d+4

d+8 with d = 4. Here we only run algorithm one time.

(a) Averaged Regret against T. (b) AveReg(Tcom) against Tcom.

Figure 5: Comparison between our methods and linear model based policy and ‘RMLP-2’
based on real data application. For (a) and (b), the solid lines represent the AveReg(T )
and AveReg(Tcom), respectively.

To summarize, our methods outperform the ’RMLP-2’ (Javanmard and Nazerzadeh,

2019), and the linear model based policy (Fan et al., 2022) in terms of both the regret

performance and the ability to adapt to different mean utility models and noise distribu-

tions.
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5 Conclusion

This paper advances the field of dynamic pricing by introducing and exploring doubly

nonparametric random utility models. By forgoing parametric assumptions for both

the mean utility function and the noise distribution, our approach reduces the risk of

model misspecification and increases the reliability of pricing strategies. Employing ad-

vanced nonparametric estimation techniques like Distributional Nearest Neighbors and

Nadaraya-Watson kernel estimation, we enhance the accuracy of dynamic pricing deci-

sions in complex market environments. Our theoretical contributions, which include new

analytical results and insights into the interaction between model components, offer valu-

able guidance for both academic research and practical applications. This work not only

deepens the understanding of nonparametric estimation in pricing models but also pro-

vides a robust framework for businesses to optimize pricing dynamically and effectively

in data-driven markets.
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