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Abstract

We study the problem of sequential probability assignment under logarithmic loss, both with and
without side information. Our objective is to analyze the minimazx regret—a notion extensively studied in
the literature—in terms of geometric quantities, such as covering numbers and scale-sensitive dimensions.
We show that the minimax regret for the case of no side information (equivalently, the Shtarkov sum)
can be upper bounded in terms of sequential square-root entropy, a notion closely related to Hellinger
distance. For the problem of sequential probability assignment with side information, we develop both
upper and lower bounds based on the aforementioned entropy. The lower bound matches the upper
bound, up to log factors, for classes in the Donsker regime (according to our definition of entropy).

1 Introduction

We consider the problem of sequential probability assignment under logarithmic loss. This framework has
been studied extensively over the decades in fields such as information theory—where it relates to sequence
compression—in gambling and sequential investment—where it is linked to wealth growth—and in online
learning [CBL06]. In its more recent incarnation, next-token prediction has emerged as a central challenge
in training large language models, where the goal is to minimize the logarithmic loss (commonly referred to
as cross-entropy loss) on nearly all available data.

Let us now describe the formal setup. On each round ¢t = 1,...,n, the forecaster chooses a distribution
p: over the finite alphabet ), observes y; € Y, and incurs a loss of —logp;(y:). Over the n rounds, the
cumulative cost is Y~ ; —logPi(y¢). Since the distribution p; is chosen based on the previous outcomes
Y1,---,Yt—1, We associate p; with a conditional distribution p(:|yi,...,y:—1) and write the cumulative loss
succinctly as —log p(y), where P is the corresponding joint distribution over sequences y = (y1, - .., Yn)-

The cumulative loss of the forecaster can be compared to that of the best “expert” in a class Q@ C A(Y"),
each identified with a joint probability distribution q € Q. The forecaster aims to minimize regret

- ~ RS a(y)
—logpi(ye) — inf » —logg:(yelyr, ..., yn—1) = sup log <A ) (1)
2 22 252\ 5y)
for any sequence yi,...,y,. As such, the problem falls under the umbrella of worst-case prediction (also

known as individual sequence prediction).

In the more general problem of prediction with side information (or, contextual prediction), the forecaster
observes additional covariates z; € X prior to making the probabilistic forecast p; € A(Y) on round ¢. In
this case, the regret expression becomes

n

—logPe(ye) — inf S —1 2
> —loghily:) = inf > ~logai(yiles) (2)
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and q = (q1, . - -, qn) is a sequence of conditional distributions ¢; : X — A(Y). Of course, if z; = (y1,...,yt—1)
and X = Y*, the problem reduces to the non-contextual version in (1).
The intrinsic difficulty of the prediction problem in the non-contextual case is

: a(y)
R.(Q):= inf sup suplo (A—>, 3
(@) BEAM™) yeyr aco o \B(Y) )

a quantity referred to as the worst-case redundancy, or minimaz regret. A similar notion can be defined for
the contextual version of the problem, when (z1,...,z,) also form an individual (i.e. arbitrary) sequence;
however, for brevity, we defer this definition to Section 3.

The goal of this paper is to analyze the behavior of R, (Q), for both contextual and non-contextual
cases, in terms of geometric concepts—such as covering numbers (or entropy) and scale-sensitive dimen-
sions—analogous to how sample complexity is quantified in statistical learning through the complexity mea-
sures of the function class. This objective is not new; over the past several decades, numerous seminal ideas
have been developed to address this question [Cov74, Ris83, Sht87, Cov9l, MF93, MF98, CBL99], and more
recently in [BFR20, RS15b], among many others.

In particular, the classical result of [Sht87] states that in the non-contextual case, R, (Q) has the following
closed form:

Rn(Q) =log > supq(y), (4)

qeQ

and the optimal strategy in Eq. (3) is attained by the Shtarkov distribution p*(y) o SUPgeo q(y), also
known as the normalized maximum likelihood. While (4) is more succinct than (3), it is still not amenable
to analysis with standard tools, except for special cases [CBL06].

1.1 Towards a General Result

To the best of our knowledge, the first analysis of minimax regret for non-parametric (but iid) class Q was
proposed in [OH99], who presented an upper bound involving a Dudley integral. This work was extended to
a general Q in [CBL99], who observed that, owing to the equalizing property of the optimal strategy p*, the

Shtarkov sum (4) can be expressed as R, (Q) = Eyp- [supqeg log ;((yy))} and further upper bounded by the

expected supremum of a subgaussian process indexed by the collection @, much in the spirit of the empirical
process theory approach in statistics and learning theory [vdGO00]. Notably, the process was shown to be

subgaussian with respect to a pseudometric d(f, g) = (3.}, max,,,, (log f(y:|y1.4—1) — log g(yt|y1:t,1))2)1/2 ,
where y1.¢ := (y1,...,4:). [CBL99| subsequently developed a Dudley-integral-style bound for the Shtarkov
sum; however, the induced covering numbers are difficult to control due to the unbounded nature of the
logarithm for small values, ultimately leading to generally suboptimal upper bounds on R,,(Q) as a conse-
quence of clipping probabilities away from 0. Remarkably, retaining the logarithm in the definition of the
pseudometric yielded an interesting consequence: the main upper bound in [CBL99, Theorem 3| assumes a
form typical of bounds obtained via localized or offset Rademacher complexities, as encountered in square
loss regression [vdG00, LRS15, Mou23].

Several subsequent attempts have been made to derive tighter upper bounds on minimax regret, with
the focus shifting toward the contextual case. In an effort to obtain, as an upper bound on minimax regret,
a stochastic process that is subgaussian with respect to a pseudometric on the wvalues of the distributions
q: rather than on their logarithms, [RS15b] employed a first-order expansion of the logarithmic loss. This
approach upper bounded the minimax regret by a version of sequential offset Rademacher complexity. Un-
fortunately, despite their efforts to tame the explosive nature of the derivatives, the authors were unable to
derive upper bounds on the offset process that were independent of the clipping range, even in the finite case
[RS15b, Lemma 2].

The important work of [BFR20] leveraged the self-concordance properties of the logarithm to upper
bound the minimax value in the contextual case by an offset-like process that offered clear advantages over



earlier approaches. In particular, for a finite collection, the resulting process could be controlled without
resorting to clipping. However, the process did not exhibit a subgaussian nature, which prevented the
authors from employing chaining arguments. This issue arises from the presence of linear terms of the form
qt(yt)/pe(ye), which are small in expectation over y; ~ p; (thus permitting single-scale discretization) but
become uncontrolled when the ratio is squared.

The Hellinger distance has long been recognized as a convenient metric on the space of distributions
[LeC73, HOT97, YB99, vdG00, BFR23]. In particular, as an {s-distance between the square roots of dis-
tributions, it offers the possibility of combining the benefits of offset-based analysis with those of multi-
scale chaining. This is the approach we adopt in this paper. Specifically, we employ an approximation
logax < ((z) — m - ((x)?, which holds over an appropriate range of x, and where ((z) behaves as
2(y/x — 1) for x < 1. Applied, roughly speaking, to x = q:(y:)/pt(yt), this inequality allows us to leverage
symmetrization and chaining techniques while also capitalizing on the fast rates provided by the offset se-
quential Rademacher process. Our approach, therefore, appears to resolve the technical issues encountered
by the various techniques, starting with [CBL99], at least in the so-called Donsker regime (with respect to
our entropy definition), where chaining provides an advantage.

To demonstrate the sharpness of our results—again, in the Donsker regime—for the contextual version
of the problem, we develop new lower bound techniques that build upon [RS14, Lemma 10]. In particular,
we introduce a novel sequential scale-sensitive dimension, prove a combinatorial result that controls the size
of the sequential cover in terms of this dimension, and employ this new notion to derive nearly matching
lower bounds for any Q (in the contextual case). This approach significantly strengthens the earlier work,
which only guaranteed lower bounds for a modified function class. Our techniques will be presented in full
detail in the companion paper [JPR25].

We now summarize our contributions.

1.2 Summary of Main Results

We study minimax regret in both non-contextual (Section 2) and contextual (Section 3) settings. Our results
below are stated with respect to sequential square-root entropy, Hsq(Q, a, n), defined formally in Section 1.3.

An upper bound on minimax regret for the non-contextual case: For any class of distributions
Q C A(Y™), with sequential square-root entropy Hsq(Q, v, n) at scale «, the minimax regret (3) (and, hence,
the Shtarkov sum (4)) has the following upper bound:

v
Ro(@) 1+ int fus BT+ VAT [ /e @, + Haq(@rm |

where we use < to hide constants and log(n|)Y|) factors.

Tight characterization of contextual sequential probability assignment: Focusing on the binary
alphabets for simplicity, we provide both an upper bound and a lower bound for the minimax regret, defined
below in (12) and again denoted here as R, (Q) . The following upper bound holds in terms of sequential
square-root entropy:

Y
Rn(Q) S1+ 'yi%f>0 {mS + \/ﬁ/5 \/ ’qu(Q,a,n)da + qu(ga'%n)} .

According to this upper bound, for any nonparametric function class Q which satisfies Heq(Q, ,n) =
O (a~P), the minimax regret is upper bounded as

R(@) O (nrt if0<p<2, -
n - ~ pP— 5
o(n" if p> 2.



In addition, we establish a lower bound demonstrating the tightness of (5) for 0 < p < 2. Hence, for
nonparametric classes with parameter p < 2, our results offer a tight characterization of the minimax regret
in terms of the sequential square-root entropy. Our upper bound further yields an @) (v/n) bound for the
Hilbert ball problem, thereby answering a question posed in [RS15b].

Our contributions are also technical. The proof of the upper bound introduces a novel approach to
analyzing the expectation of the offset Rademacher process, enabling us to handle cases with unbounded
coefficients. We adopt a chaining argument alongside the analysis of offset Rademacher processes in our
proof. On the lower bound side, as mentioned, our techniques involve a new definition of a scale-sensitive
dimension and a novel argument for lower-bounding the sequential offset Rademacher complexity that is
applicable beyond this paper.

Overall, our results largely resolve the open problem stated in [RS15b] by tightly characterizing the
minimax regret of contextual probability assignment for any class of conditional probability distributions in
terms of entropic quantities, at least in the Donsker regime (according to the our definition of entropy).

1.3 Notation

Given q € A(Y™), we write q:(y: | ¥) = ¢:(y+ | y1:t—1) to denote the conditional probability for any length-n
sequence y = (Y1, ,Yn) € Y". A {0, 1}-path w of depth n is a tuple (w1,...,w,) € {0,1}". For any set
X, a depth-n X-valued binary tree (or, simply, ‘a tree’) x has 2" — 1 nodes, where each node takes value
in X. Formally, x = (z1,...,2,) with z; : {0,1}*~* — X. We write z;(w) = x;(wy.;_1) for brevity. For a
depth-n X-valued tree x and function f : X — [0, 1], we use f o x to denote the depth-n [0, 1]-valued tree
whose value at depth ¢ on path w equals to f(z,(w)). We write Fox ={fox: f e F}.

Additionally, we use the following asymptotic notation: for positive sequence {a,} and {b,} (or functions
fla),g(a) : (0,1) = Ry, we use ap, = O(by) (or f(a) = O(g(e))) if there exists a positive constant ¢ such
that a, < c¢-b, for any n (or f(a) < c-g(a) for any ), and we use a, = O(b,) if there exists a positive
constant ¢ and positive integer r such that a, < c¢- (logn)" - b, (or f(a) < c¢- (log(1/a))" - g(a) ). We
use notation a, = Q(b,) (or f(a) = Qg(a)) if and only if b, = O(an) (or gla) = O(f(a)), and Q is
defined similarly. The notation a,, = ©(b,) (or f(a) = O(g(«))) is used if and only if both a, = O(b,,) and
an = Q(b,) hold (or both f(a) = O(g(a)) and f(a) = Q(g(a)) hold). The notation © is defined similarly.

1.4 Organization

In Section 2, we present our results in upper bounding the Shtarkov sum using sequential square-root entropy.
In Section 3, we revisit the problem of contextual sequential probability assignment, and provide upper and
lower bounds for the minimax regret in terms of sequential square-root entropy. Finally, in Section 4 we
provide a proof sketch of our main result, Theorem 1. All the technical proofs are deferred to the appendix.

2 Upper Bound for Shtarkov Sum through Sequential Square-
Root Covering

In this section, we upper bound the minimax regret Eq. (3) or Shtarkov sum Eq. (4) in terms of the /o,
sequential square-root covering defined as follows.

Definition 1 (sequential square-root cover and entropy). Let Y be a finite alphabet. For a class of joint
distributions Q over Y™, we say that a finite class V of joint distributions over Y™ is a sequential square-root
cover (in the {s sense) of Q at scale av if

i - <a. 6
zggvgé@gggggé%?gg‘\/qt(ylm VolyTw)| < a (6)

We use Ny (Q, ae, n) to denote the size of the smallest cover of class Q, and we use Hsq(Q, @, n) = log Nsq(Q, o, n)
to denote the sequential square-root entropy of Q.



In words, the requirement placed on V is that for any joint distribution q € Q and any sequence w € Y™,
there exists a “representative” joint distribution v in V that is close to q in terms of the difference of square
roots of the conditional probabilities q and v assign to any outcome y, uniformly for all time steps.

In this definition, ¢ refers to the maximum over ¢ € [n], which is consistent with prior uses of such

Valy [w) = oy [ w)
within /|| of the Hellinger distance between these two conditional distributions (which is the ¢z version

with respect to the y € V). If scaling with |)| is not of interest, we can instead think of the sequential
square-root, cover as a sequential Hellinger cover.

sequential and empirical notions of a cover. We also remark that max,cy is

Theorem 1. For anyn > 7 and class Q@ C A(Y™), we have

~ v
Ru(@) =0 (14 it {no/BT+ VAT [ \fHa( Qs + Haa( @7 }).

where O hides constants and logarithmic factors of n and |))|.

The proof of Theorem 1 is deferred to Section B, and we provide a sketch of the proof in Section 4. The
theorem immediately implies an upper bound on R,,(Q) whenever the sequential square-root entropy scales
with P, as shown in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. When Hsq(Q,a,n) = O (a™P) for some p > 0, it holds that

R(Q) O (n7 ifp<2,
o (e ifp>2.

2.1 Comparison with Previous Results

We compare our results with [CBL99, CBL06|, which also provide an upper bound on the minimax regret
using entropy. Taking

n 1/2
d(f.g) = (% Z%%X(logf(ytlyufl) - 10gg(yt|y1:t1))2> , (7)
t=1

n

as the (pseudo)metric, the authors define a notion of entropy Hiog(Q, a,n) as the logarithm of the size of
the smallest covering at scale « under d. [CBL99] establish that

Rn(Q) < ;r;fo{\/ﬁ/ov \/7-[|og(]:,€,n)da+H|og(]:,%n)}. (8)

The form of the bound appears frequently in the literature on prediction with square loss, in both fixed
design regression and online regression. Writing the definition of the above covering notion in the form of
(6), we have

sup min max maxmax |lo w) — logv w)| < a. 9
qegvveey%lte[ff](ye)))d gq(y | w) —logui(y | w)| < (9)

with the only difference that we opted for max;¢[,) instead of the ¢ version employed above. Modulo this
difference, the requirement (9) is clearly more stringent than (6) as the representative v has to be chosen
irrespective of the data w, making the notion of the cover similar to the (often prohibitively large) sup-
norm cover. The line of work on sequential complexities addresses this shortcoming via symmetrization, an

approach we also take in this paper. Finally, we note that sup,cy [\/P(y) — v/q(y)| < sup,cy |logp(y) —
log ¢(y)| and, thus, we expect Hiog to be larger (and often much larger) than Heq.



Note that while the sequential square-root entropy is an improvement over the entropy in [CBL99], there
are still interesting distribution classes where it does not yield the correct bound. For example, consider the
renewal process class (definition is included in Section F). It is known from [CS96] that minimax regret is
O(y/n). In Section F, however, we show that the sequential square-root entropy is always lower bounded by

3 Binary Contextual Sequential Probability Assignment

In this section, we connect the problem of contextual sequential probability assignment to the non-contextual
case discussed in the previous section. Application of the general bound of Theorem 1 will then lead to the
main results of our paper.

For simplicity of presentation, and to make our results more directly comparable to prior work, we focus
on the binary alphabet ) = {0,1}. With some abuse of notation we let p; € [0, 1] denote the probability of
the outcome 1. The loss incurred on round ¢ after making the prediction p; can thus be written as

(Dt ye) = —yelog Dy — (1 — y¢) log(1 — py). (10)

Similarly, we re-parametrize conditional distributions Q by instead working with a class F of experts, map-
ping X to [0,1]. This re-parametrization is consistent with other prior works. With this notation, the
cumulative loss of an expert fis Y./ | (f(x:),y:), and regret is defined (in a form that is more explicit than

(2) as

Rn(F,ﬁl:n,xl:n;yl:n) = Zﬁ(l/)\t,yt) - ;2;250“(%),%) (11)
t=1 t=1

Recall that x; may depend arbitrarily on the history
Ht = {17171/7\1791, ... 75'3t71,l/)\t717yt71}7

and y; may depend arbitrarily on H;, z; and p;. Based on the order of making predictions and observing
outcomes, we define the minimax regret as

Rnp(F) = sup _inf sup ---sup _inf sup  R(F, Piins T1:ns Yiin)s (12)
z1€XP1€01] (0,1}  z,cx Pn€l01]y, 0,1}

or, more succinctly, as

Rn(‘F) = sup ,\inf sup R(‘Fvl/)\l:nvxl:n;yl:n)-
z,€x Pr€[0,1] y,e{0,1} 1

Here, the curly braces indicated a repeated application of the operators.

The above expression indeed matches the aforementioned dependencies. To make the connection to the
previous section, we start with the following observation. Consider an adversary that is not allowed to
adapt the sequence of x’s to the past predictions made by the forecaster and instead has to fix ahead of
time a strategy for choosing x’s based only on the outcomes y’s; this is equivalent to fixing an X-valued
tree x = (z1,...,2,) and presenting x;(y1.+—1) to the forecaster at the beginning of round ¢. Notably, the
sequence of y;’s can still be adapted to the predictions of the forecaster. The following lemma states that
such an adversary is just as powerful as the fully-adaptive one, even if the forecaster knows the strategy x:

Lemma 1. For any £:Y x Y — R which is convex in its first argument, and for any ¢ : Y™ x X™ - R,

{SUPiQfSUP} lzg(ﬁtuyt) - ¢(y1:nuxl:n)
1 lt=1

xt Pty t—



= sup {igf sup} [Z P, yt) — (Yrin, 1, 22(Y1), - -+, Tn(Y1in—1))
1 lt=1

X Pt ye t—

where the supremum in the last expression is over all depth-n X -valued trees x. In particular, for ¢(Y1.m, T1.n) =
infrer >0 0(f(z),y) and logarithmic loss discussed in this paper,

R (F) =supR,(9x)

Jor the set O = Fox = {fox: f € F} with (fox)(y) = Iy {lly: = 11 (@:(y)) +Ilye = 0)(1 — F(we(y))}
for anyy € {0,1}".

For the logarithmic loss, this result was proved in [LAR24, Theorem 3.2]. The proof of Lemma 1 is
deferred to Section C.1.

The importance of this proposition is two-fold. First, it shows a possibly counter-intuitive property that
regret is unchanged if the adversary’s x’s are not allowed to depend on the actions of the forecaster, but
only on the y’s. In other words, there exists a best possible adversarial tree x that saturates regret for all
possible strategies of the forecaster.! Second, note that when the tree x is fixed ahead of time, the resulting
problem corresponds to the problem discussed in Theorem 1 with Qx = F o x.

3.1 Upper Bound with Sequential Square-Root Entropy

We now repeat the definition Definition 1, adapting it to the case of binary alphabet and the real-valued
re-parametrization of probabilities:

Definition 2 (sequential square-root cover and entropy). Suppose V and A are two sets of [0,1]-valued
binary trees of depth n. We say V is a sequential square-root cover (in the ls, sense) of A at scale « if

max sup inf maxmax{‘\/at(y) — \/vt(y)‘ , ‘\/1 —a(y) — V1 —vt(y)’} <a.

ye{0,1}" ac A VEV t€[n]

We use Nsq(A, a,n) to denote the size of the smallest sequential square-root cover at scale .. For any set
X and function class F C {f : X — [0,1]}, the sequential square-root entropy of function class F on an
X -valued tree x (of depth n) at scale « is defined as

qu(]:u a,n, X) = 1Og/\/5q(.7: oX,q, n)
With the above definition of sequential square-root entropy, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2. For any X and function class F € [0,1]*, we have

. v
Rn(}'):(’)(sup{l—i— i%fw{né—i—\/ﬁ/ W/qu(]:,a,n,x)da—i—?—[sq(]:,%n,x)}}),
x v §

where the supremum is over all depth-n X -valued trees x.

This theorem has the following direct corollary, which provides explicit upper bounds on the minimax
regret whenever the growth of sequential square-root entropy at scale « is bounded by O(a™?) for some
p=>0.

Corollary 2. For any function class F C {f : X — [0,1]}, suppose the sequential square-root entropy
Heq(F,,n,x) at scale o satisfies supy Heq(F,a,n,x) = O (a~P) for some p > 0. The minimaz regret
R (F) is upper bounded by
O(n72) fo<p<2,
Ru(F) =4 ~ p—1 .
O(n» if p> 2.

The proofs of Theorem 2 and Corollary 2 are deferred to Section C.1.

INote that the optimal learning algorithm for this x tree is not guaranteed to be optimal for the actual problem (12).



3.2 Comparison with Previous Upper Bounds

We compare our results to those of [RS15b] and [BFR20]. These two works use the sequential entropy
Hoo(F, ,n,x), defined as
Hoo(F,a,n,x) = log Now (F 0 x, 1), (13)

with My (F o x, a,n) being the size of smallest cover V' such that

max sup minmax|f(x —v < .
ye{0,1}» feg):vev te[n) |f( t(y)) t(Y)| >

With proper choice of parameters, our results can recover the upper bounds in [RS15b, Theorem 1 and
Theorem 4]. This follows from the next result relating sequential square-root entropy and the sequential
entropy defined above.

Proposition 1. Suppose § > 0. For any F C{f: X = [§,1 = 6]}, a > 0, and depth-n X-valued tree x,
Heq(F,/VE,1,%) < Hoo(F, , m, X).

For nonparametric class F which satisfies sup, Hoo(F, o, n,x) < a~? for some ¢ > 0, [BFR20, Theorem
2] proves the following upper bound for the minimax regret:

Ru(F) =0 (nT) . (14)
Corollary 2 recovers this result for 0 < ¢ < 1, up to logarithmic factors, via the following proposition.
Proposition 2. For any function class F C {f : X = [0,1]}, a > 0, and depth-n X -valued tree x, we have
Heq(F, 20,1, %) < Hoo(F,a*, 0, x).

The proofs of Proposition 1 and Proposition 2 are deferred to Section C.2.

3.3 Lower Bound with Sequential Square-Root Entropy

In this section, we provide lower bounds on the minimax regret R, (F) defined in Eq. (12) via sequential
square-root entropy.

Theorem 3. Suppose function class F C [0,1]¥ satisfies
sup Hsq(F, a,n,x) = Q (a77), (15)

where the supremum is over all depth-n X-valued trees. Then we have the following lower bound on the
minimaz regret:

Ra(F) = (n72).

The proof of Theorem 3 rests on a definition of a new type of sequential scale-sensitive dimension of
the function class F. We further relate the sequential square-root entropy and the minimax regret to this
dimension. The details are deferred to Section D. Notice that according to Corollary 2 and Theorem 3, if
the sequential square-root entropy of a function class F satisfies

sup Heq(F,a,n,x) = O(a™?),
for some 0 < p < 2, then we have the following tight characterization of the minimax regret up to log factors:
Ru(F) =6 (nT) .

However, when p > 2, there exists a gap between the lower bound in Theorem 3 and the upper bound in
~ p—1
Corollary 2. Indeed, the following result shows that the upper bound O (nT) is not improvable in general.



Theorem 4. Suppose the function class F C {f : X — [7/16,9/16]} satisfies

sup Heq(F,a,n,x) = Q (a_p) ) (16)

Then we have the following lower bound on the minimaz regret

p—1

Ru(F) = Q (717) :
Additionally, for any integer p > 2, there exists a class F C {f : X — [7/16,9/16]} such that Eq. (16) holds.

The proof of Theorem 4 is deferred to Section D. Comparing Theorem 4 and Corollary 2, we see a
dichotomy between the regime of 0 < p < 2 and the regime of p > 2, where the rates of minimax regret
R, (F) have different behaviors. Such a dichotomy is analogous to the one for online regression [RS14] and
to misspecified regression with i.i.d. data [RST17].

3.4 Examples

In this section, we provide several examples to illustrate Theorem 2 and Corollary 2. We consider the
example of linear class (Hilbert ball class) and the class of one-dimensional Lipschitz Functions.

Hilbert Ball Consider X = Bs(1) to be the infinite dimensional unit ball, and function class F C [0, 1]*
defined as

fz{f:f(:v)z#for someweBg(l)}. (17)
This class is generally viewed as ‘hard case’ in existing literature. [RS15b] proposed an ad hoc follow-
the-regularized-leader (FTRL) algorithm with log-barrier regularizer, which achieves the optimal regret
O(y/n). In terms of entropy characterizations, the same paper provided a loose upper bound of O(n3/4) and
[BFR20, WHGS22] provided an upper bound of O(n?/3) using their versions of sequential entropies. The
present work is the first to define an appropriate version of sequential entropy (and a corresponding regret
bound) to derive a matching O(y/n) regret bound.

We first truncate the function class F as follows:

14w, )

fl/n_{f;f(x)_ffor somewEBg(l—l/n)}. (18)

The following lemma indicates that minimax regret of F,, is similar to that of F.
Lemma 2. For F and Fy, defined in Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), the minimax regret satisfies
Ru(F) < Rn(Fijm) + 2.

The proof of Lemma 2 is deferred to Section E. Equipped with this lemma, we only need to bound the
sequential square-root entropy of function class F ;.

Proposition 3. It holds that

logn n
sup Heq(Fi/m, o, n,x) = O ( 52 -log (5)) .

The proof of Proposition 3 is deferred to Section E. As a consequence, in view of Corollary 2, we conclude:

Corollary 3. The minimaz regret R,,(F) of Hilbert ball class F satisfies

Ra(F) =0 (Vn).



One-Dimensional Lipschitz Function Class We consider the example of one-dimensional Lipschitz
function class, which has been studied in [BFR20, WHGS22, FK21], among others. In this case, the context
set is X = [0, 1], and the function class F is defined to be

F={f:[0,1] — [0,1], f is 1-Lipschitz}. (19)

In [BFR20], the minimax regret is shown to be upper bounded by O(+/n), which matches the lower bound. We
now recover this rate using sequential square-root entropy. According to Proposition 2, the characterization
supy Hoo(F,a,n,x) = O(a™!) for one-dimensional Lipschitz function class in [BFR20, Theorem 3] directly
indicates that for square-root entropy,

sup Heq(F, a,n,x) = O (™ ?) .

Similarly to the Hilbert ball example, we conclude:

Corollary 4. For X = [0,1] and Lipschitz function class F defined in Eq. (19),

Ra(F) = O(Vn).

4 Proof Sketch of Theorem 1

In this section, we sketch the proof of Theorem 1. The detailed proof is deferred to Section B. We break up
the proof into the following key steps:

Transform minimax regret into the dual form. Our first step of analyzing the minimax regret
R, (Q) is to transform it into the dual form [BFR20, RS15b]:

Rn(Q) =supEy pRn(Q,p,y), where R,(Q,p,y) := sup log (M> .
P q€Q p(y)

where the first supremum is over all joint distributions p € A(Y™). In the following, we upper bound
Ey~pRn(Q,p,y) for any p.

Truncating the distributions. = We first show that by truncating the distribution p and every q € Q
so that all conditional probabilities p:(y: | w) and q:(y: | w) take values in the interval [§,1 — §], for an
appropriate ¢, we pay an additional constant factor in regret.

Construct offset Rademacher processes. After truncation, we proceed to introduce the offset
Rademacher processes through a symmetrization argument. To do this, we define ¢ : (0,00) — R satis-
fying the following three properties: for some appropriately chosen positive number c,

(i) Transformation of logarithm: logz < ((x)—c-((x)? for any § < z < 1/4, where § is the truncation
scale. This property is inspired by the transformation in [BFR20].

(i) Nonnegativity of divergence: E,., {—((f(y)/p(y)) —c-C(f(y)/p(y))?} =0 for any f,p € A().
This property is inspired by the proof of [CBL99] where nonnegativity of KL was used. Here we ensure
that —((r) — ¢+ ((x)? is convex with respect to x and takes on the value 0 at # = 1, inducing an
f-divergence.

(iii) Lipschitz property: for any p,q € [0,00), [((p) — ((q)| < 2|v/P — /4.

10



The explicit form of ¢ with these three conditions is given in Section B.1.3. As a consequence, we obtain the
following inequality after a sequential symmetrization argument:

EypRn(Q,P,y) = Ewnp [SUp > (log gi(wy | w) —log py(w | W))]

€L

n 2
ge(we | w) ge(we | w)
G D
» [QE{ pulr | w) pilwr [w)
2
qe(ye | w) Qt(yt | W)
oy Soec (M), (stal)
qu; w) pe(ye | w)
+E supz — C(qt |W)> c Q(Qt(zt|w>>2 (20)
t —c 0|\ —F )
a€Q i pe(ze | W) pe(ze | w)
where e; are Rademacher random variables, i.e. €1., bl Unif{—1,1}, and y = (y1.n),2 = (21:n), W = (21:n)
have a specific coupling: v, 2 - pe(- | wig—1), and wy =y if e, = 1 or wy = 2, if ¢, = —1. The scheme

that w; chooses y; or z; based on the value of ¢; is a variant of the “selectors” approach of [RST11].

Analysis through chaining technique Finally, to upper bound the right hand side of Eq. (20), we adopt
the chaining technique [Dud78, RS14, RST15b, RS15b]. We sketch the beginning of the argument. The first
term (and, analogously, the second term) in (20) can be decomposed through a chain of N approximating
representatives as

a3 () g (i)Y @

N-1 " velq, P, W, Yy, o] (y | W Vel 4P, W, Y, A t W
+i_1EL§‘£§Et{C< ) e (e ))H
+E

where v[q, p, w,y, ;] is an element of an a;-cover V(«;) of Q. The three terms in the above decomposition
give rise to the corresponding three terms in the bound of Theorem 1: the approximation at the finest scale
(term 1), the Dudley-style term (term 2), and the finite cover at the coarsest scale (term 3).

We will use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound the first term. The second term is a form of sequential
Rademacher process. The third term is an offset sequential Rademacher process. However, the key difficulty
in dealing with the second and third terms is that the coefficients of the Rademacher random variables are not
uniformly bounded by a constant, and directly applying prior techniques does not provide the desired upper
bounds. To overcome this issue, we establish upper bounds on offset and non-offset sequential Rademacher
processes with unbounded coefficients (Lemma 3, Lemma 4), heavily relying on the properties of the function
¢. Since the latter has |/p;-type terms in the denominator in the relevant range of behavior, the squared
increments of the process, under the expectation over pg, are controlled. The formal proofs are deferred to
the appendix.

11
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A Finite Class Lemmas

We first provide a version of [RS14, Lemma 10].

Lemma 3. Suppose €1., are n i.i.d. Rademacher random variables, i.e. 1., i Unif({—1,1}), and G1.,, is
a filtration which satisfies that E[e; | G| = 0 for any t € [n]. Givenn sets Sy, ..., Sn, we suppose s1, Sa, ..., Sy
are 81, Sa, . .., Sp-valued random variables such that sy is Gi-measurable, i.e. o-algebra o(sy) C G;. For class
A of tuples a = (a1, as,...,a,) with a; : S = R for all t € [n], we have for any A > 0,

log | A|
oA

{Est EEt }?:1

n
sup Z ar(se)er — Aag(se)? | <
acA =1
where we denote a = (a1, az,...,a,).

Proof. We observe that

t=1

{Es B, }iy [SUP > ai(si)er — )\@t(st)Q]
ac

NE

~
Il

(1) 1
< —log{E;,E., };_, sup |exp | 2\
2 acA 1

at(st)st — 2/\2(1,5(3,5)2) ‘|

(44)
<

M=

1 n
2 log Z {Es,Ec, },_, exp <2/\

acA

at(st)er — 2)\2%(51&)2)

t

Il
-

n—1
1 L
=53 log Z {E,E., )7} [exp (2)\ ; ai(se)er — 2/\2(1,5(3,5)2)

acA

- {exp (X0 (50)?) (exp(Q)\an(sn)) . exp(—ZAan(sn))) | g”H

2 2
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(i47) n-l
< — 1og Z {Es,Ee, }t 1 €xp (2)\2 a(sy)er — 22 at(st)2> ,

acA t=1

where in (i) we use the Jensen’s inequality, in (i7) we use replace the sup by the sum since the terms inside
sup are always positive, and in (iii) we use the inequality exp(x?/2) > exp(x)/2 + exp(—z)/2 for any z € R.
By repeating the argument n times we obtain that

log |A|

{E,Ec, }}_, lsuaZat(st)st — dai(st) 2] < = 10 Z 1=
acA ;4

O

Lemma 3 implies the following upper bound for non-offset Rademacher processes, which enables us to
bound the Rademacher process with random coeflicients that are only small on average.

Lemma 4. Suppose €1., are n i.i.d. Rademacher random variables, i.e. 1., i Unif({—1,1}), and G1.,, is
a filtration which satisfies that Ble; | G:] = 0 for any t € [n]. Givenn sets Sy, ..., Sn, we suppose $1,82, ..., Sn
are 81,8a, ..., Sp-valued random variables such that s; is Gi-measurable, i.e. o-algebra o(s¢) C Gy. For class
A of tuples a = (a1, a2, ...,a,) with a; : St = R for all t € [n], we have

{Es, B, }—y [SUB Z Gt(St)Et] V2log|A[- | E
ac

t=1

o]

In particular, for S; = {£1}*7! and s; = (e1.4-1) € Si,

IE51:71

suEZat(al;t_l)st] v2log|A|-,|E lsup Zat (€1:4-1) ] (22)
acAi=1

Proof. According to Lemma 3, we have for any A > 0,

" - log | A
{Es.Ec 1oy [gzg;at(st)& —)\Gt(st)zl < iL |

We let
8= {EStEEt}?:l lsupZat(st)Q] = lsupZat St) ] .
acAi ]

acAi ]
By choosing X = 4/ log ‘A| > 0, we obtain that
{Es, Ee, 1oy [SUP > at(St)ﬁt]
ac

t=1

<A{E,,E., };, lsuaz at(st)er — Aag(s)?
ac

t=1

+ A {E,Ec, }iy [supZat St) ]
acA

t=1

< log|A]
= 2)

+ A8 = /28log|A] = \/2log|A| -, |E

n
sup at(st)2 .
aGA;

O

Lemma 4 is an improvement on the finite class lemma in [RST15b, Lemma 1]; the latter result was proved
with the supremum (rather than the expected value) over €1., under the square root in (22).
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B Proof of Theorem 1
B.1 Proof Outline

The proof has the following structure. Our first step is to write the minimax regret in the dual form
using the minimax theorem. This technique is widely used in the analysis of minimax regret of online
learning [AABR09, RS14, RST15a, RS15b, FKL 118, BFR20]. The next step is to truncate the functions
and forecaster’s strategies away from 0. This analysis technique is also used in [CBL99, RST15a]. Our
main steps in the proof include constructing an offset Rademacher process using a symmetrization argument
[GZ84] and using chaining techniques [Dud67, vdG00] to analyze the offset Rademacher process. The analysis
of the chaining steps involves complex dependence of the Rademacher variables and the coefficients, and this
is one of the technical hurdles.

B.1.1 Conversion to Dual Form Game

We have the following standard result (see e.g. [BFR20, Lemma 6] or [RS15b, Eq. 27])):

Lemma 5. For any Q € A(Y"), the minimaz regret R,,(Q) has the following dual form representation

RH(Q) = SupEprRn(Qa pay)a
p

where the supremum is over all joint distributions p € A(Y™) and

~—

_ ay)
Rn(Q,p,y) = sup log (p(y)> : (23)

Proof of Lemma 5. We notice that

RH(Q) = iQf supRn(Q, ﬁaY) = iI}fSUPEy~p[Rn(Q7f)7Y)]-
P vy P p

Since A(Y™) is compact, and Ey5[R,(Q,P,y)] is convex with respect to p and concave with respect to p,
von Neumann minimax theorem [vN28] gives

Rn(Q) = sup i%nyNp[Rn(Qu DY) = sngpr[Rn(Q, P.y)l,

where the last inequality uses the fact that the infimum of infg Eyp[R,(Q, P,y)] is attained when p = p. O

In the remainder, we upper bound the minimax regret for Ey.pR,(Q,p,y) for any fixed p € A(Y™).

B.1.2 Truncation of Functions and Probabilities

For p € A(Y") with p(y) = [[}_; pi(y¢ | y) for every y € Y™, and § < 1/(4|Y]), we define distribution
p’ € AQY") with p°(y) = [T;_, p(y: | y) for every y € V", where

6 if pi(ye | y) <0
P (e | y) = Pe(ye |'y) - 5ol <3555 o (oly) <5 6 <ply|y) <26,. (24)
1=2 ey PeWIYI6<p:(yly)<26] =6 >_, cy llp: (yly) < .
Py |Y) = S T Ty 290] if pe(y | y) = 20.

It holds that p(- | y) € A(Y) for any y € Y™ and t € [n]. Additionally, we notice that

L= oy | 9IS < pelys | y) <28 =6 Tlpi(y | y) <8 >1—[V]-25 >

yey yey

1
9’
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which implies that p(y | y) > 2pi(y: | y) if pe(y: | y) = 26. Hence, for any y € Y™, we always have

Py |y) > 6.
For class @ C A(Y™), we define Q° = {q’ | g € Q}. Then we have the following lemmas:
Lemma 6. Suppose § < ; | - For any p € A(Y™), y € Y™ and Q C A(Y™), we have

Ru(Q,p,y) < Rn(Q%,p,y) +4nd - |Y).

Lemma 7. Suppose 6 < ﬁ For any Q C A(Y™) and p € A(Y™), we have

1
Eymp [Ru(Q°, P, y)] < Eyps ['Rn(Qé,Pé,y)}+2n2|y|610g5.

The proofs of Lemma 6 and Lemma 7 are deferred to Section B.2. In the following, we use A, (Y") to
denote the following joint distribution set:

A M) ={a e A" s ailye [ y) > 1/(n®V]),Vy € V" }. (25)
B.1.3 Symmetrization and Construction of Offset Rademacher Process
To facilitate the symmetrization argument, we define the following function ¢ : Rt — R: for any ¢ > 0,

C)2(vit-1), t<a,
€ = &bﬁﬁw,t>L (26)

For the justification of this choice of ( see Section 4. We next introduce the following three properties of the
function ¢, whose proofs are deferred to Section B.3.

Proposition 4. For every 0 < x < n?|Y|,

1

— - ((2)%
Togmpy) @ (27)

logz < ((x) —

Proposition 5. For any distribution f,p € A(Y), we have

_C(f@) .ﬂ@)zlzo_

1
E mw)‘m%mww‘<mm

y~p

The above proposition can also be obtained by noticing that function —((z) — m -((x)? is convex
in x, and the result follows from the property of f-divergences [PW14, Theorem 7.5].

Proposition 6. For any p,q € [0,00), we have

1<) = <@ < 2|vp =Vl

Next, we state the symmetrization argument. The symmetrization argument will use the following circle-
dot product distributions.

Definition 3 (Circle-dot Product Distributions). For label set Y and any distribution p € A(Y™), we define
the Circle-dot product distribution ©p € A({—1,1}") x A(Y™) x A(Y™) x A(Y™) such that (e, w,y,z) ~ Op
are sampled according to the following process: first sample € = (€1.,) L Unif{—1,1}, then repeat the

following process for sampling w = (w1.),y = (y1.t) and z = (21.¢) from t =1 to n: sample y, 2 B pe(- |
wi—1), and set wy =y, if g =1 or wy = 2z if g = —1.
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Lemma 8 (Symmetrization). For any joint distribution p € A, (V™) where A, (V™) is defined in Eq. (25),
suppose (e, w,y,z) ~ @p. Then for any joint distribution class Q C A, (Y™), we have the following upper
bound:

EypR(Q.p.)
2252;&4‘ (s )~ s (o) ]
:
e 2 (3R - e (i) | e

where the expectation is with respect to (e, w,y,z) ~ OPp.

+E

The proof of Lemma 8 is deferred to Section B.3. It is based on the aforementioned properties of function
¢, and the symmetrization technique in [RST11].

B.1.4 Chaining

We next analyze the right hand side of Eq. (28) using a chaining argument. For simplicity we only upper
bound the first term, and the bound on the second term is similar.

To adopt the chaining argument to the Rademacher process defined in the right hand side of Eq. (28)
while keeping the offset term, we need to establish certain properties of the sequential cover of the function
class. Specifically, for any joint distribution q € Q, we are required to have some instance v in the cover,
such that the fo-norm of the coefficients with q is lower bounded by the £o-norm of the coefficients with v,
as is the following lemma, whose proof is deferred to Section B.4:

Lemma 9. Fiz joint distribution p € A(Y™) and class @ C A(Y™). Let V(o) be a sequential square-root
cover of Q at scale @ > 0. Then for any q € Q, v € V() and w,y € V", there exists v € V(a) U {p} such

that

St 25 G

t=1

and

Remark 1. The above lemma is similar to [RS15b, Eq. (40)], [RS14, Eq. (46)]. The additional atom p
serves as the ‘zero’ element in [RS15b, Eq. (40)].

This lemma enables us to keep the offset terms during the chaining process. We now detail these steps.
We fix N scales 0 < a1 < ae < -+- < ap, and let V(«;) to be the smallest cover of Q at scale o; under
Definition 1. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 10. For any i € [N — 1], we fix v[q,p, W, y,a;] € V(a;). Suppose v[q,p,w,y,an] € V(an) U {p}
satisfies Eq. (30) with v = v[q,p,w,y,ay]|. We then hwave

e a3 fac (L00) - e (k) |
cup 3 o (L 2) - (oo w))
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N—-1

+ZE

i=1

g wl W)\ 1 (W)
VGV(i}ifl:;U{p}; {EtC (pt(yt | W)> 16 log(n|Y|) ¢ (pt(yt | w)> }] ’

where the expectation is with respect to (e, w,y,z) ~ OPp.

e o (MRS ) <o (Hapg ) }]

t:l

+E

The proof of Lemma 10 is deferred to Section B.4. Next, we further upper bound the three terms in
Eq. (31). Specifically, we will use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound the first term. The second term is
a form of sequential Rademacher process. The third term is an offset Rademacher process. However, the
key difficulty in dealing with the second and third terms is that the coefficients of the Rademacher random
variables are not uniformly bounded by a constant, and directly applying prior techniques does not provide
the desired upper bounds. To overcome this issue, we employ a technique that uses offset complexities
instead, as in the proof of Lemma 4 (see Remark 2 in the proof of Theorem 1 for a discussion). The formal
proof of these arguments, together with the full proof of Theorem 1, is deferred to Section B.5.

B.2 Missing Proofs in Section B.1.2
Proof of Lemma 6. Given the formula of R,,(Q,p,y) in Eq. (23), we only need to verify

n n

sup Z Z

— 4n|Y|é. (32)
qeQ | &t (e | q€Q5 — a(y |y

Notice that according to our construction of truncation in Eq. (24), we have for any y € Y and p € A(Y),

o2 p(4) ~ log (1) = log 5% < ~log (1~ 25 [¥) < 48] (33)
where the last inequality uses the fact that § < ﬁ and —log(l —t) < 2t for any ¢t < 1/2. Hence after
noticing that Q% = {q° : q € Q}, we obtain Eq. (32). O
Proof of Lemma 7. For any s € [n + 1], we use notation p>? = (pi";, .., p>?) to denote a joint distribution
such that

s,0 Pt(yt |y) ift<87 mn
P (e |y) = : Vy e Y.
' {pf(ytly) if t>s.
Then we have p'% = p° and p"*'% = p, and we can decompose
EypRa(Q°,P,Y) = EyopsRn(Q%, P, y)
= [EyperaRa(Q°,p" 10 y) — By pesRn(Q%,p"%,y)] - (34)
s=1

We expand the right hand side of Eq. (34) for each s € [n]:
Eprs+1,5Rn(Q67 ps+1’5, y) — Eprs,éRn(Q(s, ps";, y)

s—1 n 6 .s+1,0
= {Eywm( ly) }t 1 [Eys~ps \y){Eywpt( Iy)}t s+1Rn (Q%p 1 ,Y)
]EUSNPS(Iy){Eywpt \y)}t s+1Rn (Q p56aY)] (35)

Next, we fix y1.,—1 and upper bound the expression inside the expectation:

Ey o, (19) et () s 1 R (Q7 D0 y) = By s (1) Byt () Hos 11 R (Q, P, y)
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= Eys~ps('|Y){Eyt~pf(-\y)}?:erl [RW(Q67 ps+1767 y) — Rn(Q67 Ps’éa Y)]
+ [Eywps(-\y) {Eytwpfﬂy) }?:eran(Qév p5767 Y) - Eysfvpg(-\y) {Eytwpfﬂy) }?:eran(Qév p5767 Y)} (36)
For the first term in the right hand side of Eq. (36), when fixing y € Y™, we have

5 . s+1,8 o (ye ly) —1o pg(ys ly)
Ru(Q°,p*y) — Ru(Q° ;1g< ST, |y)>_1g<]975(ys|}’)>7

which implies that
By p (9 By () st [Rn(Q0, P70 y) = Ra(Q°,p°°,y)]

)
=Byt 18 ()] =~ Do | 9) e ) < 0.

For the second term in Eq. (36), when fixing y1.s—1, we have

EyszS("Y){EytNPf(W)}?:SHR"(Qé’pS)é’y) — By s -\y){EytNPf('ly }?:eran(QéaPS’éa}’)
. s—1
o Busiotion g { S S
= By (1) { By, mpt (13) Hmst1 Lsup {ilogp Zi zf +;1 g;i Ztt || ?)H
(2) Eywps('ly){Euwpt \y)}t s+1 LSUP ;bg zz Ztt || };))1
Byt (v i iy Hmsi [jgg ;bg ZZ((Z || ))] (37)

where (i) uses the formula of R,(Q,p,y) in Eq. (23) and the form of p*°, and (i) uses the fact that for
t <s—1,pi(ys | y) cancels out in both terms, hence we can replace them by p¢(y: | y) at no additional cost.
Notice that § < pd(y; |y) <1and 6 < ¢d(y: | y) <1 hold for any q € Q°, y € Y™ and t € [n]. Hence,

qt(ye | y)
sup 1og —_
qeQ’ ; P (ye | y)

1
<nlogs, Vyey"
which implies that when fixed y;.5—1,

1
RHS of Bq. (37) < 2TV (ps(- | ),#( | ¥)) -nlog 5.

Based on Eq. (24), we can calculate that

TV (ps(- | ), 03¢ [¥) =Y (6 =ps(y [ ¥)) VO < VIS,

yey

which implies that

n S n S 1
Eyorep () (B yompf (1) Himor 1 R ( Q0P 8) = By 13y (B (1) Hims 11 R (Q7, D7, y) < 20| V] log =

Bringing this upper bound back to Eq. (36) and then further back to Eq. (35), we obtain that

1
Ey~p5+1v5Rn(Q57ps+1767y) - EprswéRn(Qé,ps’é,y) < 2n|y|5log 5
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Hence, according to Eq. (34), we have

1
]EprRn(Qéa pay) S ]EpréRn(Q(s, p67Y) + 2n2|y|510g g

B.3 Missing Proofs in Section B.1.3

Proof of Proposition 4. We first verify the upper bounds part in Eq. (27). When 0 < = < 1, using the
inequality log(1 + ) <t — ¢?/2 which holds for any —1 < ¢ < 0, we have for n > 7,

log.z = 2105 (v2) < 2(vE~1) = (V7 ~ 1)* = a) - 2¢(@)? < (@) -

For = > 1, we first notice that function

§(x) =

1

_— i 2.
Ziog(my <@

2log((x +1)/2) — log(x)
log?((z +1)/2) '
is a monotonically decreasing function on [0, c0), and for every n > 7 we have
2log((n?|V] +1)/2) —log(n?|Y]) 1 - 1
log?((n?|Y] +1)/2) ~ 2log(n?|Y]) ~ 4log(n|Y])’

Em?|Y) =

which implies

E(x) = E(?|Y)) = Va < n?|Y.

s _ 1
~ 4log(n|Y])’

Hence we obtain for any 0 < z < n?|))|,

logz < ((z) - ¢(x)*.

1
4log(n|Y|)

Proof of Proposition 5. First notice that for any « > 1 we have {(z) > 0, and

1
1og<x_2|— )gﬁ—l.

Hence, we only need to verify

fy) 1 f(y) i
Eyw[*( @‘1>—m'<2'< m”))]z“

This can be verified by

Y, i
]EN{ py) T 2o n|y| (\/; ) ]
) 1 Iy
= [_ o) 1T <\/Z >]

-y [—\/ﬂy)p(y) T ply) -

yey
=0.

N =
+

—
S

S~—
=
<

S~—
|

|

]
—_
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Proof of Proposition 6. We only need to verify that the function

20t — 1) ifo<t<1
( 210g(1+t ) ift>1

is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 2. This can be seen from
dh(t)_{2 if0<t<l,

dt ﬁ—tﬁ ift>1,

which satisfies O

dh(t
dt

Proof of Lemma 8. Fix distribution p € A,,(Y"), and suppose random variables (¢, w,y, z) ~ ®p. Noticing
that the marginal distribution of w is p, we have

EprRn(Qa b, Y) = IEw~p

sup Z log gi(wy | W) — log pi(we |W))1

acQi 5

2
e \We |W)> 1 (Qt(wt |W))
sup — ¢ , 38
QZ{ (pt (we Tw)) ™~ TogG)© \pelawr [w) 33)
where the last steps follows from Proposition 4, and the fact that p € A, (V") and Q C A(Y™). Next, we
define random variables v = (v1.,,) coupled with random variables (e, w,y,z) ~ ©p, in the way that

WNp

v ==z ife, =1 and v =y if ep = —1.

Then the marginal distribution of v; conditioned on wy.;—1 is p+(- | w). Hence Proposition 5 gives that for
any q € Q and ¢ € [n],

(v | W) 1 (ve | w) 2
. l_c (Zt(vt | W)) a leog(n|y|)C (Zt(vt | w)) ‘ wl:t—1‘| > 0. (39)

Hence we can further upper bound

o (e (202 - e (st}
e ZZS§{<< ) - 410g<1n|y|)<(§ﬂ§||3)2”
+2jj1@l—<< E ) 410g(1n|y|)<<]zigzi||v‘;;>2 w“lH
B 41og<1n|y|>C (ZEZ || m B 410g<1n|3’|>C (ZEZ l' 3) H -

where in (7) we use Eq. (39), in (i7) we use the Jensen’s inequality. According to the construction of random
variables €,y, 2, w, v, we have

Grerran) <G == Gy =< G
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and

(o) (Bop) - () e (m20)

Bringing this back to Eq. (40) and further back to Eq. (38), we obtain that

Ey~pRn(Q,P,y)
<o S e (L) o (21
(B e (2 )2}]

W)) _ 1 Qt ye | w)
w) 4log(n|y| pt Yye | w)
“ - e (@ W)y 1 (2 | W)
S {( ) (mzt | w>) Tlogn]) ( (| W)

where the last inequality uses Jensen’s inequality. o

B.4 Missing Proofs in Section B.1.4
Proof of Lemma 9. We fix p € A(Y"). For q € Q, v/ € V(a) and w,y € Y™, if we have
n 2 n / 2
S¢ <Qt(yt | W)) > %ZC <vt(yt | W))
=1 pe(ye | w) P pe(ye | W)
then we let v = v’ and it is easy to see that Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) both hold. Next we assume

Sl <ne G

P pe(ye | w)

M=

t=1

With v =p € V(a) U {p} we will verify Eq. (29) and Eq. (30). First, since ((1) = 0, we have

S (M) 5 02 L3 (b’

hence Eq. (30) holds. Next, according to Eq. (41) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
- - N\ o (s (@l W)Y ()
at > <Qtyt W) (Utyt W)
(;C(My ) ) (;C( ) ) S (¥< )\t w)) )

we have zn:< (ZEZE ||VWV§>2 N 2§< (th(yt |W)) ¢ (vigyt | W)> :

t=1

which implies that

3 (c () - () s 5 (2l




(<) < Gors))
hence Eq. (29) holds. O

Proof of Lemma 10. According to our choice of v[q,p,w,y,an] € V(an) U {p}, Eq. (30) holds with v =
v[q,p,w,y,ayn]|. Hence, we can upper bound the left hand side of Eq. (31) as follows:

fﬁé‘é; {“‘“tg (qt 0l w§> B 41<>g<1n|y|>C (28 || iii)}
com{ e (sl (o voniul ) )

s {gtg (slpvo )y 1 (z;t[q,p,w,y,am(yt | W)>2}

=1 pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
n w o L | w n 2
* o ¢ (T ")~ swgn ¢ Giarw) }
Lol e de () e (e f‘iil(“ | W)>}

. Ut[qap7W7Y7aN](yt |W) qapaw Y7QN](yt |W) ?
+ etC C
— pe(ye | w) 1610g (n1) pe(ye | w)
(1) n
< sup Zat{<<qt(yt|w))_c< [qvpvaaaN](yt| ))}
ace | = pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
- v (ye | w) 1 ve(ye | W)\
+ sup e ( ) - ¢ ; 42
veVv(an)U{p} {;{ >\ pelye | w) 161og(n|Y|) > \pe(y: | W) (42)
where (7) uses the condition Eq. (30), and (iz) uses the Jensen’s inequality and the chioce v[q, p,w,y,an] €

V(an) U{p}. Next, we introduce v[q, p,w,y, «;], and further upper bound the first term above via tele-
scoping:

oo e (i) o (o)

zzs{iff{<< i) ()
e (et <o (Harsmagl) |
<=l e (B) - oz
e e e e (el - (nrnaanl)) |

where the last inequality is due to Jensen’s inequality. Bringing this back to Eq. (42), we obtain Eq. (31). O
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B.5 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. First of all, according to Lemma 5, for any joint distribution class @ C A(Y™), we have

RH(Q) = SupEprRn(Qa pay)a
p

where the supreme is taken over all p € A(Y™). According to Lemma 6 and Lemma 7, we have
5 6 2 1
Epr [Rn(va7Y)] < ]Epr5 [RH(Q P 7Y)} +6n |y|610g g
Choosing § = 1/(n?|Y]) for n > 2, we conclude that
E[R.(Q,p,y)] <E[Rn(Q°p’,y)] + 12log(n|Y)).

Hence in order to prove Theorem 1, we only need to prove that

Ey~p [Rn(Q,p,¥)] = O <V;gf>0 {wm +/nfy| /5 " Hea( @ m)da + Hag (., n>}) (43)

holds for any p € A, (Y") and Q C A, (Y"), where A, (V") is defined in Eq. (25). To prove this, we first
notice that according to Lemma 8, for p € A, (V™) and Q C A,,(Y"), we have

EyNPRn(vaay)
. qt(ye | w) 1 a(ye | w)\°
= li‘e%;“ (red) ~ o (aeed) ]

n 2
qe (2t | W)) 1 (Qt(zt | W))
sup —&1)C ( - ¢ )
s 2 (=06 (G Tw) )~ Tos S e Tw)
In the following, we will upper bound the right hand side in the above formula. For convenience, we only
provide upper bounds to the first term in the right hand side. The upper bound to the second term in the
right hand side can be obtained similarly.

Next, we choose N positive real numbers a; < -+ < an (values to be specified later). We let V(o) be a
smallest sequential square-root cover (as per Definition 1) at scale ;. For any q € Q, w,y € Y™ and t € [n],

we le
B o (s Y (A S

According to Lemma 9, there exists some v[q, p,w,y,an] € V(ay) U {p} such that
- qt(yt | W) Ut [qa p,W,Yy, QN](yt | W) 2
> (T ) ¢
pe(ys | w) pe(ye | W)

- Z”: << (Qt(yt | W)> e <v£[q,p,w,y,azv](yt | W)))Q, (45)

+E

=1 pe(ye | w) pe(ye | W)
and
(@l | W)\ I, (vlapow.ysan] (@ | W)\
Sc(p) zie () 10

and w,y € V", we let

van vl —mgn 5 (M) - (GRED) ] @
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Then according to Lemma 10, we have

kg;a{@zmnkm;m>@awoﬂ

<E |sup {<<Qt (ye | w) ) C(vt[q,pwv,y,ocll(ytIW))}
qeQ pe(ye | w) pe(ye | W)
Z Sup i {C (Ut[qal)?Wuyuai](yt |W)) _<(vt[q7pvway7ai+l](yt |W))}
i1 A€Q pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
- ve(ye | w) 1 velye | W)\
+E sup €€ ( > - ¢ . 48
vev(an)U{p} {; { S \pelye [w))  161og(n|V])” \ pe(y: [ w) ()
In the following, we upper bound the three terms in Eq. (48) respectively.
We let
vla,pwan] = argumin {maxmo /Gy T - v/l T} (19)
veV(ay) Lt€ln] y€Y

Then for (e, w,y,z) ~ Op, we have
# o () e (i) |
£ o () o (o))
2ol () (o))
e ]

1
; pe(ye | W)]

(v)
< 4na} |V, (50)

(iv) n o2
< A4E [sup Y —N | =40% -E
LGQ; pe(ye | W)] N

where (i) uses Eq. (45), (i7) uses the definition of v'[q,p,w,y,an]| in Eq. (44), (iii) uses the Lipschitz
property of ¢ function in Proposition 6, (iv) uses the definition of v in Eq. (49) and Definition 1: for fixed
p,q and w, for any ¢ € [n] and y; € Y,

|Vale Tw) = v/l p, w, o]l [ w)|

= min maxmax W) — /v w
Jmin  masma |/ Tw) Vol [w)

< sup ma min mama‘ W) — /v w‘<a
SUp max  min | max ma Var(ye | w) = Vor(ye | w)| < e,

and finally (v) uses the fact that for any ¢ € [n], conditionally on wi.4—1, the distribution of y; is p.(- | w),

hence
E {7} E pe(y | W)
Pe(ye | W) yey

o | =P
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Then similar to Eq. (50) (the definition of v[q, p,w,y, a;] for 1 <4i < N — 1 is similar to the definition of
v'[q, p, W, ¥, an], hence the following inequality can be obtained by starting from the second line of Eq. (50)),

we can show that with (e, w,y,z) ~ ®Op, for any i € [N — 1],

. [supi << (qut | w>> e <vt[q,p,w,y,ai1<yt | w))ﬂ < tnaZlV. (51)

acQ = \" \pe(ye [ W) pe(ye | w)

We are now ready to provide upper bounds for the three terms in Eq. (48). For the first term in Eq. (48),

we have
oS (e () s (Hommeaet)

s £ (G - (o)
e () < (o)
(12) 2na1y/1V], "

where (i) uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (i) uses Jensen’s inequality and (ii7) uses Eq. (51).
We next analyze the second term in Eq. (48). Notice that for any ¢ € [N —1] and A > 0, we can decompose

the second term in Eq. (48) as

E " Ut[qal)?Wuyuai](yt | W)) _ (’Ut[qupvw7y7ai+l](yt | W))}
ah {2 fe(emr ‘ pilye [ w)
= vt[qvpvwayaa’i](yt | W)> _ <vt[q5paW7Y7ai+1](yt | W))}
= E[“B{Z fe (e ¢ pilve | W)
—N{C [q,p,wy,az ytIW) ( 01,p,vvy,oam](ytlv&'))}2
pe(ye | W) pe(ye | W)
- q7p7W yaal](yt | W)) (vt[qapaW7Y7ai+1](yt | W)) }2
A-E -
- lu‘éz pelyr [ W) ‘ el | ) %3

For fixed p and i € [N — 1], we define set U; as

U; = {u:u=u[v',v't] for some v’ € V(q;) and v'™" € V(e 11) U {p}},

where for vi € V(a;) and viT! € V(a;41) U {p}, the element u[v?, viT!] is defined as (u1.,) with u; = u(- |
)Y x Y R defined as

Ut(yt|W)=§<%>—§<%), Vw,y € Y"andt € [n].

Then we have [U| = |V(a;)| - (|V(it1)] + 1), and we can further upper bound Eq. (53) by
sup iat {C <'Ut[q7p7w,y,ai](yt |W)) _<<vt[qapaW7Y7ai+1](yt |W))}
q€Q pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
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<E [sup Z {Etut(yt | W) = A~ ut(ye | W)2}]

2
o lugg () e (e ) }] (54)

For the first term in Eq. (54), we adopt Lemma 3 with

st = (Wi—1,Yt)s  Gr = 0(Y1:t, 2126, Wie—1)  and  ag(se) = ue(ye | W),

it is easy to see that Ele; | G;] = 0, and o(s;) C G;. Hence we have

E lsup Z {stut(yt | w) — X - ue(ye | w)2}1
uel ;4
< log U] _ log([V(ai)|(V(air1)| + 1)) _ 2log [V(e)|
- 22~ 2) - A ’
where the last inequality uses the fact that «; < a;+1 hence |V(it1)] < [V(ay)|. For the second term in
Eq. (54), we have

A-E [Supi {C (vt[q7P=W7y,ai](3}t | W)) ¢ (vt[q,p,w,y,aiﬂ](yt | W))}Z]

(55)

ac€Q ;| pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
(0 e w)) (vt[q,p,w,y,aikyt | w>)>2
< 2\-E —_— ) -
= [“2; (C (myt w)) ¢ Pelye [ W)
S e (ys | w) vila, p,w,y, aip1] (e | w)\ )
+ 2A . E _ b b 9 9 (3

2 (C (myt | w>> C( Py | W) )) ]

< $ana?y] + 8xnaZ, Y] 2 16Anal, |V, (56)

where (i) we uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (i7) we uses Eq. (50) and Eq. (51), and (i) uses a; < a;y1.

Finally we choose A = | /217501, Then bringing Eq. (56) and Eq. (55) into Eq. (54), we obtain
i+1

s {Z {C (vt[q,p,w,y,aiuyt | w>> o (vt[q,p,w,y,ai+1](yt | W))}H

acQ (=, pe(ye | w) pe(ye | w)
< 210g|V(O&Z)|

S— +16Anai, 1| Y| < 8aiy1y/2n|Y|log [V(ay)|. (57)

Remark 2. Let us briefly discuss the novel and key aspect of the approach used to upper bound the left-
hand side of (57). In the classical case when the coefficients are non-random, one simply observes that the
supremum is a mazimum over a finite collection. Unfortunately, here the squared increments are themselves
random and only small in expectation, due to the presence of the pi(y: | w) term in the denominator. The
key technical observation here is that one can alternatively work with the offset process (55), which can be
controlled for any predictable coefficients irrespective of their magnitude, as well as the expected squared
distance between the coefficients in (56). We believe that this technique, which is summarized in Lemma /,
will be useful beyond this paper.

E

Finally, we analyze the last term (offset term) in Eq. (48). We let the filtration G; = o(y1.¢, 21.¢, €1:4—1)
for t € [n]. Then we have E[e; | G;] = 0, and according to the process of getting w1.,, o(wit—1) C Gt. We
let s; in Lemma 3 to be (w1.4—1,¥:), and

A= {a = (a1, ,an) | ar(wig—1,91) =C (%) for any t € [n] for some v € V(an) U {p}}
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Applying Lemma 3 with A = we obtain

1
16 log(n|Y])’

& vr(ye [ W)\ 1 vy | w)\?
£ Lev&?ﬁu{p} {; {€t< (pt(yt | W)) 1610g(n|y|)< (pt(yt | w)) }H

< 8log(n|Y]) - log([V(aw)| + 1). (58)

Finally, we specify the scales a; = 2~ for some positive integer [ > N. Bringing Eq. (52), Eq. (57) and
Eq. (58) into Eq. (48), we obtain that

o e (B0 - b (b))

N-1

< 2nany/[V[+ Y 8air1y/20[V] - log V()| + 8log(n|Y]) - (log [V(aw)| + 1)
1=1

(i) N-1

S nay |y| + Z Qi1 n|y| N\ qu(Q, Qg n) + IOg(nD}l) 'qu(Q, O‘an)
=1
N—-1

(i1)
S na |y|+Z (@i = i) V/nlY] -\ Hsa(Q, @iy n) +log(n|V]) - Hq(Q, an,n)

(444) Y 2Nt -
S n2_|l | + V n|y| L—L \/ qu(Q,a,n)da + 1Og(n|y|) ! qu(Qa 2N lan)v

where (7) uses the definition of the covering V(a;) we have log(|V(c)|+1) S Hsq(Q, o, n) for any p € A(Y"),
(1) uses a1 = 2a; = 4a;—1, and (i) uses the fact that for any a;—1 < a < ay,

qu(Q, Qi n) S qu(Qv O[,TL).

For 0 < 0 <« <1, letting I =logy(1/0) and N =1+ logy(7), and according to Lemma 8, we obtain that for
any p € A, ("),

Eyp [Ra(Q, p,¥)] < 08V + /Al / 2Hea(Q v m)der 1 log(n V) - Hag(Q7,m).

hence Eq. (43) is verified. O

C Missing Proofs in Section 3

C.1 Missing Proofs in Section 3.1
Proof of Lemma 1. We write the proof for

(b(yl:nv xl:n) -

but it will be clear from the following that this particular structure is not used. When ¢ is convex with
respect to its first argument, we can write

R (F) = {supngfsup} [Z Pey) = nE > O(F (@)
t=1 [t=1 X t=1

xy Pty
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e Pt pe

©) {supsuplanEU,Npt} ZE Dy Yt) — 1nf ZE 1
t=1

= {supigfsupEytNm} [ LD, yt) — 1nf ZE ]
t=1 [t=1

—
a2

ry pt Pt t=1
n n
= {supsupEywm} Zlnnytht (Pr,yt) — 1nf ZE ]
Tt Pt t=1 | ¢t=1 Pt
) -
13 .
= SUP{SUPEywm > infEy,p, 0(Br,y;) — inf Zf(f(ﬁt(.‘)’))ayt)
x Dt —1 Pt fe]: —
n
= sup {supingytht} Zﬁ Dty Yt) — 1nf Zé (xe(y)), ye)
x pt Pt t=1 =1

=’ sup {H}fsup} L_1€ (Desye) J}gggé(f(xt(y)),yt)]

X Pty =1

= sup Ry, (F o x),

where (i) and (4i7) use the minimax theorem for convex-concave functions [Fan53, Theorem 1.(ii)], and
also the fact that ¢ is convex with respect to its first argument, and (i) uses the fact that interleaving
the supremum of z; and expectation over y; is equivalent to taking the supremum over trees x first (or,
skolemization). O

Proof of Theorem 2. For a given function F C [0, 1] and depth-n X-valued tree x, we define a class F(x) =
{f(x): f e F} C A({0,1}") of joint distributions over {0,1}™ as follows: for y = (y1.,) € {0,1}", the
probability of joint distribution f(x) takes value y equals to

f yt|y
1

t=
and
f((y)) ify, =1,
= 59
Fx)e(ye ['y) { Hanly) iy =0, (59)
According to Lemma 1 (see also [BFR20, Lemma 6], [LAR24] and [RS15b, Eq. 27]), we can write

Rn(f)—SUPEyw n(F (%), P, )—stlcp[Rn(]:(x))],

where R, (-, p,y) is defined in Eq. (23), and R, (F(x)) is the Shtarkov sum Eq. (3) for joint distribution
class F(x).

In order to prove Theorem 2, we only need to verify that Heq(F, a, n,x) < Heq(F(x),n, ) for any tree
x. In the following, we verify this by showing that the sequential square-root covering of F o x defined in
Definition 2 can form a sequential square-root covering of F(x) defined in Definition 1 of the same size.

Suppose V(«) is the sequential square-root covering of F ox at scale « defined in Definition 2. We define
U(a) € A({0,1}™) from V:

U(a) = {u[v] e A({0,1}"),v € V(«

nz:

vl(y: | y),Vy € {0,1}" }

where

_July) ify=1,
uiv](y: | y) = {1 —v(y) ify =0.
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Then we have [U(a)| = |V(«)]. And according to Definition 2 we have for any f € F, and w € {0,1}", there
exists u € U such that for any ¢ € [n],

max ’\/uty|w V() y|W}_a.

y€{0,1}

Therefore, U(a) is a sequential square-root covering of F(x) according to Definition 1. Noticing that | («)| =
[V(a)|, Theorem 2 directly follows from Theorem 1.

Proof of Corollary 2. Corollary 2 follows from Theorem 2 after replacing Hsq(F, o, n,x) with O(a?) and
the following choices of v and ¢:

n_ﬁ,n’l) if0<p<2,
1,n—%) if p> 2.

C.2 Missing Proofs in Section 3.2
Proof of Proposition 1. This proposition directly follows from the following inequality: for any p,q € [0,1]

with p € [§,1 — 4],
masx |5 - vl |VT=p - vI—q} < 22

In fact, we have

max {|vp — val. [ VT=p - vVI—d|}

1 1 lp —dl
= —_ . 5 S .
o max{\/ﬁ+\/?1 \/—1—p+\/—1—q} Vs
O

Proof of Proposition 2. This proposition is a direct corollary of the standard inequality, e.g. [PW24, (7.22)],
which shows that the squared Hellinger distance and TV distance satisfy the bound:

H(p,q)* < 2D1v(p,q)-

D Missing Proofs in Section 3.3

In this section, we will present the formal proof to Theorem 3 and Theorem 4.

D.1 Proof of Theorem 3

To prove Theorem 3, we define a dimension of function classes which characterizes the difficulty of sequential
learning with the class. We will relate both the sequential square-root entropy and minimax regret to this
dimension of the function class.

First, we define distance h between two real numbers in [0, 1]:

h(a,b):max{‘\/_—\/g’,’\/?—m‘}, Va,b € [0,1]. (61)
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Definition 4. Suppose F € [0,1]" is a function class and 0 < B < a. An X-valued depth-d tree x is said
to be («, B)-shattered by F distance if there exists a [8,1 — B8] x [8,1 — f]-valued depth-d tree s such that:

for any path y = (y1.4) € {0,1}4, s5,(y) = (s:(¥)[0], 5:(y)[1]) with s:(y)[0] < s:(y)[1], and also there ewists
fY € F such that

[f (@e(y)) = se(¥)lyedl < B and h(s:(y)[0],se(y)[1]) > a,  VEe€[d].

The dimension D(F,a, ) is defined to be the largest d such that there exists a depth-d tree x which is
(o, B)-shattered by F.

The following proposition relates the dimension ®(F, «, 8) to the sequential square-root entropy.
Proposition 7. For any class X, function class F € [0,1]%, positive integer n and o > 0, we have

Sup%Sq(‘F7a+ V 2 ,TL,X) S’Q(]:,oz,ﬂ)log (%)7

where the supremum is over all depth-n X-valued tree x.
The following proposition relates the dimension ©(F, «, 8) to the minimax regret R, (F).
Proposition 8. Suppose the function class F C [0,1]% satisfies D(F, o, a*/16) = Q(a~?). Then for any
positive integer n,
Ru(F) = (nT) .
With the above two propositions of the dimension D(F, «, 8), we are ready to prove Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 8. Suppose class F satisfies sup, Hsq(F, a,n,%x) = Q (a~?). Then according to Proposition 7,
we have

16
D(F,a,0"/16) 2 sup Hag(F, 0 + %/ (2v2),n,) - log ™ ( ai”) =0 (a7).

Hence according to Proposition 8, we have
Ru(F) =Q (n—) .
O

The following two subsections will be devoted to the proof of Proposition 7 and Proposition 8. A more
general treatment of this approach, including the non-sequential analogue, will appear in the companion
paper [JPR25].

D.1.1 Proof of Proposition 7

Before proving Proposition 7, we first prove a similar results for sets of discrete-valued function classes.
Suppose 8 € (0,1) satisfies M = 1/(208) is an positive integer. We define set:

And we further define the dimension © (F, «) for the discrete-valued function class F which contains functions
mapping X into the set Usg.

Definition 5. Fiz real number 3 € (0,1) which satisfies 1/(2[3) is a positive integer. For function F C (Ug)~™
and real number a > 0, a depth-d X -valued x is said to be shattered by F at scale , if there exists a depth-d
(Us xUpg)-valued tree s such that: for anyy € {0,1}%, s4(y) = (s:(y)[0], s¢(y)[1]) satisfies s:(y)[0] < s:(y)[1],
and for any t € [d], h(s:(y)[0],s:(y)[1]) > a (where h is defined in (61)), and for any y € {0,1}%, there
exists fY € F such that f¥(x(y)) = si(y)[y:] holds for all t € [d].

The dimension D (F,a) of F is defined to be the largest d such that there exists a depth-d X-valued tree
x shattered by F at scale o.
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The following lemma indicates that for discrete-valued function set F, the sequential square-root covering
number of class F can be bounded by the dimension ©(F, «) of class F.

Lemma 11. For function class F : X — Ug, then for any depth-n X-valued tree x, we have

en D(F,«a)

/\/;q(f o X7 CY,’I’L) S (E)

Proof of Lemma 11. For any 8 > 0 such that 1/(24) is an integer, we define
d /o _
o) =3 (1) - 01 =17
i=0
which satisfies [RS15a]
gs(n,d) =gs(n—1,d)+ (M —1)-gg(n—1,d—1). (62)

We will prove this result by induction with the following induction argument:
®(n,d): For any function class F C (Ug)* with D(F,a) < d, and any depth-n X-valued tree x, Nsq(F o
x,a,n) < gg(d,n).

Base: There are two base case: n < d and d = 0.
When n < d, we let
V:{V[ll,l27... 7ln] :117... 7ln eUﬂ},

where vl[ly,--- ,l,] denotes the tree which takes value l; at depth ¢ along any path. Then it is easy to see
that for any f € F, depth-n X-valued tree x, and any path y € {0,1}", there exists some v € V such that
f(z(y)) = v (y) for all ¢t € [n]. Hence V is a 0-sequential covering of F o x, hence V is also an a-sequential
covering of F o x as well. Hence we have

d
Nl ox,m) < V] = (051" = 217 = 3 (1) - (01 = 1 = g, ).

i=0

When d = 0, there is no depth-1 X-valued tree which shatters F at scale . This implies for any two
z,x’ € X, we always have h(f(z),h(2’")) < a (otherwise we can construct depth-1 tree x with z1(0) = =
and z1(1) = o/, then this tree is shattered by F). For any xo € X, we construct depth-n [0, 1]-valued tree
v which always takes value f(zp) no matter the path and depth. Then for any f € F, depth-n X-valued
tree x and any path y € {0,1}, we always have h(f(z:(y)),v:(y)) = h(f(z:(y)), f(z0)) < a. Hence V is an
a-sequential covering of F o x, and it satisfies [V| =1 = gg(n, 0).

Induction:  Suppose the induction hypothesis &(n — 1,d — 1) and &(n — 1,d) both holds. We will prove
induction statement &(n,d). For fixed function class F with ©(F, «) = d and depth-n X-valued tree x, we
will construct a a-sequential covering to F o x whose size is no more than gg(n,d). Suppose the root of tree
x is 1, the left subtree of x; is x!, and the right subtree of x; is x". We partition the function class F as:

F=FUFU--UF s where Fp={feF:f(z1)=@2k—-1)B}V¥1<k<M
Then we have D(Fy, o) < D(F,«) =d for all k € [M]. We let K = {k € [M] : ©(Fk,«) = d}. Then for any

a,b € K and a < b, there exist two depth-d X-valued trees x* and x°, and also two depth-d (Us x Ug)-valued
trees s% and s® such that for any y € {0,1}% and ¢ € [d],

h(si()[0], sf ([]) > & and  h(s{(y)[0], s (y)[1]) > e,
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and further for any y € {0,1}%, there exists fY € F, and f; € F, such that for any ¢ € [d],

F i) = st @yl and [ (24(y)) = st (¥)lwel,

If we further have h((2a—1)3, (20—1)8) > a, we construct a depth-(d+ 1) X-valued tree x with root xg, left
subtree of the root to be x¢, and right subtree of the root to be x, and also a depth-(d+ 1) Ups x Ug-valued
tree s with root ((2a — 1), (2b — 1)), left subtree of the root to be s*, and right subtree of the root to be
s’. Then we can verify that for any y € {0,1}9*! and any ¢ € [d + 1], we have s(y)[0] < s?(y)[1], and
h(s:(y)[0], s¢(y)[1]) > a. Further we let y' = (y2,v3, - ,yat1) € {0,1}%, and if y3 = 0, then by letting
1Y = f¥" we can verify that f¥(z(y)) = s:(y)[y] for any t € [d+ 1], and if y; = 1, then by letting f¥ = fg',
we can verify that f¥(x:(y)) = s:(y)[y:] for any ¢t € [d+ 1]. Hence, F is shattered by tree x of depth-(d + 1),
leading to contradiction. Therefore, we have

h((2a—1)8,(2b-1)8) <@, Va,bek (63)

Next, for any k € [M] with ©(Fk, @) < d — 1, according to induction hypothesis &(n — 1,d — 1), there
exists a sequential cover V! of size gg(n—1,d—1) for the depth-(n—1) X-valued tree x!, and also a sequential
cover V} of size gg(n — 1,d — 1) for the depth-(n — 1) X-valued tree x”. We then combine the elements in
Vi and V§ into a set Vy of depth-n Ug-valued trees. We let v1 = (2k — 1)8 € Ug. Then according to the
construction of Fj, we have for any f € F, f(z1) = vy hence h(f(21),v1) < a. For vl € VL and v" € V], we
define depth-n Ug-valued tree v[v!,v"] as: for any path y € {0,1}", we let y' = (y2.,) € {0,1}"71, and let
n [V, v"](y) = vi. If y; =0, then let v¢[vl, v'](y) = vl_;(y’), and if y; = 1, then let v¢[v!, v"](y) = vI_1(y’).
We construct Vi, = {v[v!,v"]} with [Vj| < max{|VL],|VE|} to make sure that every element in V! and V} at
least appear once in the construction of Vi. Next, we will argue that Vj is a a-sequential cover of Fj o x.
For any f € F;, and y € {0,1}", if y; = 0, then since V,lC is a a-sequential cover of Fj, there exists v! € V,lC
such that for any 2 < t < n, h(f(z:(y)),vl(y)) < a. Suppose v = v[vl,v"] € V for some v" € VI,
and we also have h(f(z1(y)),v1(y)) < « according to the construction of Fj. Hence for any t € [n], we
always h(f(x¢(y)),ve(y)) < a. Therefore, V' is a cover of Fj. Further by induction hypothesis we have
max{|V|, |Vi|} < gs(n —1,d —1). Hence |Vi| < gsg(n —1,d — 1).

If £ = ), then by letting V = Uke[a) Vi, V will be a a-sequential cover of F o x, and also

where the inequality follows from the fact that gg(n — 1,d — 1) < gg(n — 1,d) for any n,d, and the last
equation follows from Eq. (62).

Next, we consider cases where || > 1 We construct F/ = Ugex Fi, then we have D(F', o) < D(F, o) = d.
According to the induction hypothesis &(n — 1,d), there exists a sequential cover V! of size gs(n — 1,d)
for the depth-(n — 1) X-valued tree x!, and also a sequential cover V! of size gg(n — 1,d) for the depth-
(n — 1) X-valued tree x!. We then combine the elements in V! and V" into a V' of depth-n Ug-valued
trees. We let v1 = f(x1) € Up for some f € F'. Then according to the construction of 7' we have for
any f € F', h(f(x1),v1) < a. For vl € V! and v" € V", we define depth-n Ug-valued tree v[v!,v"] as:
for any path y € {0,1}", we let y' = (y2.,) € {0,1}"% and let vy[vl,v"](y) = vi. If y; = 0, then let
v v, v (y) = vl (), and if 51 = 1, then let vs[vl, v"](y) = v}_,(y’). We construct V' = {v[v!, v"]} with
V| < max{|V!|,|V"|} to make sure that every element in V' and V" at least appear once in the construction of
V'. Next, we will argue that V' is a a-sequential cover of F'ox. For any f € F' andy € {0,1}",if y; = 0, then
since V! is a a-sequential cover of 77, there exists v! € V! such that for any 2 < t < n, h(f(z:(y)), vi(y)) < a.
Suppose v = v[vl,v"] € V' for some v € V", and we also have h(f(z1(y)),v1(y)) < a according to Eq. (63)
and the construction of F’. Hence for any t € [n], we always h(f(z(y)),v:(y)) < a. Therefore, V' is a cover
of F'. Further by induction hypothesis we have max{|V!|,|V"|} < gs(n — 1,d). Hence [V'| < gs(n — 1,d).

We further let V = V' U (Urgx Vi), and we have

VI < (M —=1)-gs(n—1,d=1) +gp(n - 1,d) = gs(n,d),
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where the last equation follows from Eq. (62). Above all, we finish the proof of induction statement &(n,d).
Hence by induction, we have

Nyg(Fox,a,n) < ga(n, D(F,a)) = Z (?) (M —1)' < (%)Q(F’a) - (%)D(Fﬂ)

O
Equipped with Lemma 11, we are ready to prove Proposition 7 that works for real-valued function classes.

Proof of Proposition 7. For 8 > 0 where 1/(25) is an integer, we let M = 1/(2/), and we define
And for every u € [0,1], we define [u]z = argmin, ¢, |u—r|. For any function f € F, we define | f]g: X —

Ug as
Lfls(x) = Lf ()]s

We further let |F|g = {|flg: f € F}. According to Definition 4 and Definition 5 we know that if | F] is
shattered by some X-valued tree x at scale «, then x also also («, 8)-shattered by F. Hence we have

D(F,a,8) 2 D([F]s q).

Hence Lemma 11 gives that for any depth-n X-valued tree x,

D([F]s,x) D(F,a,B)
N(Lﬂﬁox,a,ms(%) i s<§> |

We let V to be the covering of | F |4 at scale o with size no more than (en/3)® %), Hence for any f € F,
x € X and y € {0,1}", there exists v € V such that for any ¢ € [n],

h([flp(ze(y)), vi(y)) < a.
According to the construction of | f|, we have || f|g(x:(y)) — f(z:(y))| < 5, which implies that

h(Lfp(xe(y)), f (e (y)))?

S(\/LfJﬂ(wt(Y))—\/fwt ) (\/1— @) - VITmoT )
< UL a(an(y)) = Flan@)) + 11 = LFla(ee)) — (1 — Flay))] < 26,

where the first inequality uses the fact that (a — b)? < (a — b)(a + b) for a,b > 0. Therefore, for any t € [],

we have
h(f(e(y))sve(y)) < B(LF p(@e(y)), Fae(¥) + b (Lf ] p(@e(y)s ve(y)) < a+ /28,
which implies that V is an (« + +/2f3) sequential covering of F, i.e.

D(F,a,B)
N(Fox,a++/26,n <|V|<<eﬁn> .

Taking supremum over x, we obtain that

sup Hsq(F, @ + v/26,n,x) = suplog N (F ox, e + \/25,n) < D(F,a, 3) log (eﬁn)
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D.1.2 Proof of Proposition 8
Before proving Proposition 8, we present the following helper lemma.

Lemma 12. Suppose real number p,, 3 € [0,1] and integer n satisfies 8 < o2 and

p(l—p
a+B<p<l—a—-pB, and n< i(’>24a2)\/1' (64)

We collect n samples from Ber(p) to form an empirical estimation p € [0, 1], and we define

1 if p >
5_{ oz (63
-1 if p<p.
Then we have 5 8 )
. ptea-— . l—-p—ca— «
E |plog——— + (1 — D) log ]2 , 66
[ P 1-2) 1-p 8p(1—p) (%)
where the expectation is over p and €. Additionally, when choosing n = L%&;@J V1, we have
. ptea—p A l—-p—ca—-0 1
-E |plog——— + (1 —p)1 > . 67
n-E |plog - plog LT (67)

Proof of Lemma 12. Without loss of generality, we assume p < 1/2 (otherwise we replace p with 1 — p and
the argument follows similarly). Then we have o < 1/2 and 8 < 1/4. Consider the following three cases:

(i) 1/36 < a < 1/2,
(i) a+ B >p/2 and a < 1/36,
(#91) a4+ B < p/2 and o < 1/36.
When 1/36 < a < 1/2, since p(1 —p) < 1/4 and o? > 1/1296, we always have n = 1, which implies

_ 1—p—co —
p L=p

=p-10g<1+ap%ﬁ)+(1—p)-log<1+

a—ﬁ)(i)a—ﬁ(g)a(ii) a?

> n 9 71 o\
l-p) = 2 — 4 = 8(l-p)

where (i) uses & — 8 > 0 and either (o — 8)/p > 1/2 or (o — 8)/(1 — p) > 1/2 and log(1l + z) > x/2 for
0 < x <2, (i7) uses the fact that o < 1/2 and 3 < o2, and (4ii) uses the fact « < p and 1 —p > 1/2.
When a + 8 > p/2 and a < 1/36, since 8 < a? we have a > p/3, which implies that

p(1—p)
< .
n < 39002 V1i<l1/p
Hence p < p, i.e. ¢ = —1 if and only if p = 0. Therefore,
~ +ea — . l—-p—ca—
E [plogu +(1—p)log plfpﬂ]

bR ). a—-p ~oopta—p T e AT
=Pr(p=0) log(l-i- 1_p)+E[(plog ) + (1 —-p)log - ) ]I[p>0]]. (68)

Since p < 1/2, we have a+ 3 < 1/36+1/362 < (1 —p)/2, which implies (a+)/(1 —p) < 1/2. After noticing
that log(1+ z) > x — 22 holds for all x > —1/2 and also o — 3 > 0, we can further upper bound Eq. (68) by

Pr(p=0)- <<?:§> - (?:92)
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+E

(59 - (50 ) oom (G5 - (G50 )) oo
P (7)) ) e (5

(;) |:€]/?\Q+M:|_BE|:§+1;§:|_(Q+B)2IE|:£
—p p -Pp

1

@ g [5 _Egp:pﬁ)o‘} — 28— (a + ) (% o
-ox| |f -y
(”5) ok [pﬁ_—l;?')} - p(foi P)

where (i) uses [ea — 8| < a+ 8, | —ea — ] < a+ B and E[p] = p, (i7) uses the definition of ¢ in Eq. (65)
and (4ii) uses the fact that 0 < 8 < a? < 1/1296. According to Khintchine inequality [Haa81], we have

which implies

2 2
LHS of Eq. (66) > ——0 _ 207 o o
2np(1—p) p(l—p) ~ p(1-p)

where the last inequality uses the fact that

p(1—p) a IZ 1
n < vl and ——— < Va- <—.
32402 /o1 =p) p(l—p) ~ 3v2

When a + 8 < p/2 and o < 1/36, we have (p —a— 3)/p>1/2and also (1 —p—a—8)/(1 —p) > 1/2,
then for any € € {—1,1},

p+£0¢—6> and 1—p—60¢—6>

1 1
D -2’ 1-p -2
Notice that log(1 + x) > z — 22 holds for all x > —1/2, which implies

LHS of Eq. (66)
(5 () ) oo (55)- (557 )
-2 (52) r0-n (559 -o(252) -e-n (552

gE[@+M]_B.E[?+1%§]‘<a+m2-za[§+ =

>E
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(444) D — 2
o Q,E{ P -l ] 20
p(l-p)] p(l-p)

where (i) uses [ea — 8| < a+ B, | —ea— 8] < a+ B and E[p] = p, (ii) uses the definition of ¢ in Eq. (65)
and (4ii) uses the fact that 0 < 3 < a? < 1. According to [BK13, Theorem 1], we have

~ p(1—p)

E|lp — >4 —

[lp—pl) = 5
which implies

202 a?

2np(1 — p) ~p(1-p) = p(1—p)’

LHS of Eq. (66) >

where the last inequality uses the fact that

p(1 —p)
< V1 d
"= 32402 o ,/71_
Above all, we have verified Eq. (66), and Eq. (67) follows from Eq. (66) directly. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 8.

Proof of Proposition 8. Let xop € X be an arbitrary context. For fixed positive integer n, we let

1
4
= . [ < .
o, ar%;xéax{@(f,a,a /16) ({1620&2-‘ \/1) _n}

Since D(F, a, a?/16) = Q (o P) for every o > 0, we have

D(F, an, o /16) = (np+2).
In the following, we will prove that for any positive integer n, we have
D(F, o, /16)
5184

We fix n, and let o = a,,, d = D(F, an,a;/16). We let X to be the depth-d X-valued tree shattered
by F at scale (ay, at /16). Then according to Definition 4, there exists a depth-d [0, 1] x [0, 1]-valued tree s
such that for any path y = (§1.4) € {0, 1}, there exists f¥ € F such that

Rn(F) >

~ a4
[P @) - @)l < 75 and M@0 s(H) = e Veeld), (69)

After noticing that h(u,v)?/2 < |u — v| for any u,v € [0, 1], we have

(St(f’)[o] - St(y)[l])z

’f&@t(f’)) —St(y)[ﬂt” < 1

We define depth-d [0, 1]-valued v as
-y _ 5:()[0] + s:(y)[1]

v(y) = 2 )

Yy € {0, 1}". (70)
We can further verify that

h(se(¥)I[0], s¢(¥)[1])*
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= (s:(3)[0] = se(3)[1]))?

1 1
S { (Vo] + Vo2 (V1= s + /1= 532 }

~ ~ 2 1 !
(s¢(¥)[0] = se(¥)[1]))" - (st(S’)[O] + s:(3)[1] * 1—s(y)[0]+1— St(S’)U])
_ 2@)0) - s
v () (1 = ve (7))

Next, we will show R, (F) > d. According to Lemma 5, for any p € A({0,1}") and depth-n X-valued
tree x, we have

IN

(71)

Rn(}—) 2 EyNPRn(]:(x)vpuy)' (72)

In the following, we will construct specific p and x so that the right-hand side in the above inequality is lower
bounded by d. For a fixed a path y € {0,1}", we first define an auxillary {0, 1}-path ¥ = (f1.4) € {0,1}% of
length-d and also d integers: ki,ks,--- , kg in the following way: calculate 4.4 and k1.4 by turn:

oy = { ”t(y:)(l _Uf@) 2J V1,  Vteld. (73)
324 (s4(3)[1] — s:(3)[0]
and
k¢
U = ]I{ Zyk1+---+kt71+a‘ 2 ki - Ut(y)}= vt & [d], (74)

j=1

where v,(y) is defined in Eq. (70). Notice that according to the above definition, k; only depends on
Y1, s Ykt ik, and gy depends on y1, -+, Yk, +-.+k, - Additionally, according to Eq. (71) and Eq. (69),
we have

1
< _ \v
k¢ 1622\/1, te[d]

which implies k1 + - - - + kg < n always holds according to our choice of @ = a,,. Hence ky.4 and ¢7.4 are all
well-defined.
The value of (z1(y),z:(y), - ,2n(y)) are in the following form:

(jl(y)vjl(y)v"' ,571(5’),572(}7),572(}7),"' 7x2(y)7"' 7jd(y)aid(y)7"' 7jd(y)a Lo, Lo, ", 0 )7

k1 pieces ko pieces kq pieces (n—k1—ko—--—kq) pieces

Similarly, the value of (p1(y),p:(y), - ,pn(y)) are in the following form:

(1)1(5’),’01(5’),"' 7’01(5’)’1}2(5’)’”2(5’)7"' va(y)v"' 7vd(y)avd(y)7"' avd(y)afy(xo)vfy(xo)'"fy(xo))a

k1 pieces ko pieces kq pieces (n—k1—ko—--—kq) pieces

where xq is the state we fixed at the beginning of the proof.
Then we write R, (F(x), p,y) in terms of segments 1 to d, and after noticing that f¥ € F for any depth-d
path y € {—1,1}%, we obtain

Rn(F(x),P,y)

d k
— sup { ZZleg S st tbiats | Thatotb a5 ()

Rl et Phyteetke—1 45 Ykt ko4 | Y)

’ﬂ—k}l—"'—k}d

N Z 1ng(yk1+~~+kd+j|$k1+~~+kd+a‘(}’))}

Phy+-+kg+j (yk1+---+kd+j | y)

Jj=1
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: FWhitetbenss | 82F) ST Pyt | )
—ap {3 o 5) " g Sty
rer | 5o O (Yhytoethea+5 | ¥) et I¥ ks thati | To)
d kg ~
f (ylir Aki—1+7 |xt(Y))
> log , (75)
;; Ut (Ykr 4+ 4ke—1+5 | Y)

where the last step takes f = f¥Y € F. Next, for fixed y, we define

k¢

. I O
- 7 Yki+-+ki—1+5>

b 2

j=

and let
sG] = sG]

() = ) (76)
Then using inequality h(u,v)?/2 < |u — v| for any u,v € [0, 1], we have
- h(s¢(3)[1], 5:(3)[0])? _ o?
4 4
Notice that Z;(y) and v.(¥) is independent tO Y, 4.4k 1415 » Yky+-+ks_1+ks» WE can rewrite Eq. (75) as

d G~ o~ ~
) (oo PEE) o 1= )
R p3) 2 Yok (intor T 1t TR ).

Next, we will calculate Eyp [Rn(F(x),p,y)]. According to the above equation, we can separate the expec-
tation into the sum of d expectations as follows:

Eyp [Rn(F(%),p,y)]

_ zd: E [kt : (@t log L(it(?) + (1 - by)log 1@ ) fy(xt(y»)]

2 u( o)
_ tdl e [e [k (o log% (1 ) log %W) ‘ mr—
95 8[a ] (1o I 200

where (i) uses the choice of f¥ in Eq. (69), and in (ii) we define

(5) = {1 if 0y > ve(¥),

—1  if b < v(F).

and it follows from our construciton of §; in Eq. (74) and also o?/4 < v,(y) from Eq. (77). In Eq. (78),
conditioned on yy.(k, 4...4,_,), there is no randomness on k;, v¢(y) and also Z;(y), hence all the randomness
of the inner expectation comes from @, and also s:(y)[g:]. With our choice of v:(¥y) in Eq. (76), we can
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further verify that v:(y) + 1:(¥)? < s:(¥)[0] + 7(¥) < v¢(¥). Hence, after noticing Eq. (73), we can verify
that the conditions in Lemma 12 hold with a = v(¥),8 = %(¥)%,p = v(y) and n = k;. Additionally,
according to our construction of p;(y), when conditioned on yi.(x, +...4x,), we have

ii.d. ~
Ykatke—1+1s " s Ykt ko1 +hke ™ Ut(' | y)'

Hence Eq. (67) in Lemma 12 implies that

v(¥) + (o)1) —n(©)?
v (y)
8)

+ (1 —9)log

E{k(lg 1 - 0 (§) — e(@)(F) - %@2) ’yl(m o 1)] |

1—0.(3) = 5184’
Bringing this back to Eq. (78) and then further back to Eq. (72), we obtain that

1 9(F,aa*/16) »
5184 5184 = Q(n>2).

Rn(F) > Ro(F,a,a*)/16 > d -

D.2 Proof of Theorem 4

We present the proof of Theorem 4 in this section. We first present a lemma showing that when f,p € [¢, 1—¢],
we have h(f,p) < |f — p|.

Lemma 13. Suppose c to be a positive constant in (0,1/2), then for any f,p € [¢,1 — ¢, we have

|f—pl |f —pl
V2 2\/c

Proof. As for the lower bound part, we notice that

((VF-vp) '+ (ViTT-visn))

< h(f,p) <

h(f,p)* >

2 1 1
f=p) ((ﬁ+ﬁ)2+(¢1—f+ 1—p)2)

) (1 1
f=p) (2(f+p)+2(2—f—p))
(f_p)2a

>

N = NI~ N = N =

>

where the second and third inequalities both use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
Next we prove the upper bound part. Since f,p € [¢,1 — ¢], we have

(Vf+vp)?>4c and (V1-f+ 2> 4e,

which implies that

h(f,p) < (f —p)* ﬁ = %-

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.
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Proof of Theorem 4. Since supy Heq(F, a,n,%x) = Q(a~?), by choosing 8 = a?/2 in Definition 4, we obtain
D(F,o,a%/2) =Q (@), Va>0.
Hence if we choose 8 such that
B =sup{B € (0,1/16) : D(F, B, 5%/2) = n},

we have 8 = Q (n_l/ p). And according to Definition 4, there exists a depth-n X-valued tree x shattered
by F at scale (8,53%/2), i.e. there exists a depth-n [0,1] x [0, 1]-valued tree s such that for any path
y = (y1.a) € {0,1}%, 5,.(y) = (5:(y)[0], s:(y)[1]) with s,(y)[0] < s:(y)[1], and also there exists f¥ € F such

that
2

1Y (@e(y)) = se(y)lyell < % and  h(s:(y)[0], s:(y)[1]) > B, Vi€ n]. (79)
We further define [0, 1]-valued tree u where for any y € {0,1}? and ¢ € [n],

s()[0] + s (Y)[1]

u(y) = D)

Since F C [7/16,9/16]%, according to Lemma 13 we have for any y € {0,1}", 3/8 < s,(y)[0] < s¢(y)[1] <
5/8, which implies that

se ()1 = s:(¥)[0] = 2/3/8 - (s¢(y)[0], se(y)[1]) > 8.
Hence we have u;(y) € [7/16,9/16], and for any y € {0,1}",

p
2

>

N

P el a(y)) —wlye | y) 2 8-
We next notice that for any f € F,y € {0,1}™ and ¢ € [n],

flye | 2e(y))
Twluly) > f(ye | 2(y)) > 7/16,

hence according to inequality log(1 + z) > x — 322/2 for any # > —9/16, we have

ytly utyt|y)

We choose f = fY in the above inequality. After noticing that

¥ (ye | 2e(y)) € [_176’ _196] ) u(ye | y) € [_176’ _196] and  fY(y; | 2(y)) > §+Ut(yt ly),
e have Y (e | 24(y)) 1-7/16 2
Y(ye | ey - _ =
"<ty ETe 'R

Therefore, we have

(Llolets) )3 (Llabh Y

ue(ye | y) ue(ye |y
4y | me(y))
27 ( (e 1Y) 1)
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@
> P 2uly)) — e | ¥) 2 5,

where inequality (z) uses the fact that u,(y, | y) < 9/16 < 4/7. Bringing back to Eq. (80), we obtain that

Rn(F) = Ey.p | sup ng M] > g (n;) ,

feF i u(ye |'y) 2
O
E Missing Proofs in Section 3.4
We first prove Lemma 2.
Proof of Lemma 2. Recall from Lemma 5 we have
R, (F) = sup sup ilog# — inf Y 10 _—
x yop | Tpeye ly)  FeF &S fye | ze(y))
Hence we only need to prove that for any path y = (y1.,) € {0,1}",
;gg; log f(ye | #:(v) = sw> ; log f(ye | w(y)) +2. (81)

According to the definition of Hilbert ball class Eq. (17), for any f € F, there exists w € By(1) such that

L (1) (), w)

flye L (y)) = 5
Next, we notice that for any real number a € (—1,1), we have
1 -1 1-1 1
1oga+ §loga+n/(n ) §1og( [r)a+ + log n
2 2 2 n—1
1-1 1 1
g L= /mat1
2 n—1

Therefore, we obtain

1+ (D" oly),w) 1+ (D" a(y), A = 1/njw) 1
2 - 2 n—1’

which implies that

i 1+ (—1)¥( xt i ez (y), (1 — 1/n)w) n n

P 2 n—1

Since for any w € By(1), we always have (1 — 1/n)w € By(1 — 1/n), according to the definition of function
class Fi/, we have

;23; log f(y: | x:(y))

< sup Y log f(y: | wi(y)) +

fe]:l/n t=1 - 1
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< sup Y log fy | mi(y)) +2,
fe]:l/n t=1

which proves Eq. (81). O
We next prove Proposition 3. Our proof requires the following definition of skipping binary tree.
Definition 6. For a given binary tree X, we say a binary tree 'y is a skipping tree of x if
1. The set of vertices of y is a subset of the set of vertices of x.

2. For two vertices a,b of y, if a is b’s left child in'y, then a is a descendant of b’s left child in x; and if
a s b’s right child in 'y, then a is a descendant of b’s right child in x.

We have the following properties of coloring over binary trees.

Lemma 14. We consider k-coloring over the vertices of a depth-n binary tree x, where each vertices has
been colored in one of k colors. Then when n > k(d — 1) + 1, x has a skipping tree of depth d whose nodes
are of the same color.

Proof. We prove a stronger result: For integers di,ds,...,dr > 0, if binary tree x has depth at least
di +do+---+di + 1, and is colored in 1,..., k. Then there exists 1 < ¢ < k, such that x has a skipping
tree of depth d; + 1 whose vertices are all in color .

We will prove this result by induction on d; +- - -+dg. When d;+---+di =0, we haved; = --- = dj. = 0.
In this case, assuming the root is colored in i, then the root itself is a skipping tree with depth d; + 1.

Next we assume that this result holds when dy +--- +dr = m. When dy + .-+ dir = m+ 1, we assume
the root a is colored in j (1 < j < k). If d; = 0, then we already have a skipping tree with only one vertex
a in color j at depth d; + 1. Next, we assume that d; > 1. We consider the left binary tree x; rooted at
the left child of a, and also the right binary tree x5 rooted at the right child of a. Then both x; and x5 are
binary trees with depth

m:d1+...+dj71+(di_1)+dj+l+...+dk:CZI_F..._;_CZ]C.

where we let Ji =d; if i # j and Ji =d; —1if i = j. According to induction, 91 < 47,42 < k such that there
exists x1’s skipping tree u; of depth czil + 1 whose vertices are all in color 7 and also x5’s skipping tree us
of depth cziz + 1 whose vertices are all in color 75. If i1 # j, then we have ciil = d;,. Hence the skipping
tree u; is also a skipping tree of x with depth d;, + 1 whose vertices are all in color ;. This skipping tree
is desirable. If i5 # j, similarly we can also find a desirable skipping tree of x. Finally if i; = is = j, we
consider the tree y with root j, and two subtrees of j’s left child and right child to be u; and uy. Then since
the root of u; is a descendant of j’s left child the root of uy is a descendant of j’s right child, y is a skipping
tree of x. And we further know that vertices of y are all in color j and the depth of y is d; + 1. Therefore,
y is a desirable skipping tree. And we have finished proving the result for dy + -+ dx = m + 1.
According to induction, this result holds for any di,...,d, > 0. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. First by choosing 8 = o?/2 in Proposition 7 and replacing a by 4a, we obtain

sup Hsq(F1/n, 5o, n, x) < D(F,4ar, 0*/2) - log (26n> '

a2

Therefore, in order to prove Proposition 3, we only need to verify

o?

D(Fijn, 4, 02/2) = O (log”) . (82)
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We let tree x” of depth d’ to be the largest tree shattered by Fi,, at scale (4a, @®/2). Without loss of
generality we assume d’ is an odd number and d’ = 2d + 1. Then there exists a depth-d’ ([0, 1] x [0, 1])-valud
tree s’ such that for any path y’ € {0,1}%, s/(y') = (s,(y")[0], s,(y")[1]) with s}(y")[0] < s}(y")[1], and for
any y' € {0,1}%, there exists w¥ € Ba(1 — 1/n) such that

a2

L+ (') <% and B0 SO > 4o, VeEld]  (83)

5 — 51(y") [y

We further construct a depth-d’ [0, 1]-valued tree u’ where for any y’ € {0,1}% and t € [d'],

si(Y)0] < wp(y') < sy (y)[A],  h(up(y'), si(y")[0]) > 20 and  h(uy(y"), s;(y")[1]) > 2a.

According to Eq. (83), we have for any y’ € {0,1}¢ and t € [d'],

(2y: — 1) - <w - ui(y’)> >0 and h <w,%(y’)> > a.

We color the tree x’ with two colors according to u:(y’): for each node z}(y’), if uj(y’) < 1/2 we color it
with color 1, otherwise we color it with color 0. According to Lemma 14, there exists a skipping tree of
depth d = (d' — 1)/2 such that every node in this tree are of the same color. Without loss of generality, we
assume that the skipping tree is in color 1. In the following, we only consider nodes of x’ in this skipping
tree, and also the corresponding nodes (along the same path) of u’. And we obtain a tree x of depth d and
an [0, 1/2]-valued tree w1 of depth d such that for any y € {0, 1}¢, there exists w € Ba(1 — 1/n) such that for
any t € [d],
(2y: — 1) - (th(y» - Ut(Y)) >0 and h (M%(ﬁ) > a.

We next notice that since function 2/z and logz — 24/z are both monotonically increasing function over
[0,1], for any p, f € [0,1] we have

|logp —log f| > 2/ — /1.
Additionally, since for any p € [0,1/2] and f € [0,1], we always have

=Sl (Dbl JIE—
VPVl i 2 v g~ 2D VeV,

which implies that |\/p —/f| > h(f,p)/4. Hence we obtain

h(f.p)

log f —logp >

[\

By letting depth-d R-valued tree s to be s;(y) = logis(y) for any path y € {0,1}¢, we have that for
y € {0,1}%, there exists w € Ba(1 — 1/n) such that for any ¢ € [d],

-1 (g PRI ) >

Since z¢(y) and s:(y) only depend on y1.t—1, by choosing y; = 1, we obtain for some w € By(1 — 1/n),

L+ (w, 4(y))

1
og 5

—s(y) > % >0,
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which implies that

1+ (w, z4(y)) 1+ [Jwllaf|z: ()2 1+1_

st(y) < log <log 5 <log 5 0.
Similarly by choosing y; = 0, we obtain for some w € By(1 — 1/n),
1
log LT oy o2y

2 2

which implies that
1 1-— 1-(1-1
) > log LHBTO & o 1= ol o 120140 oy

Hence we obtain that for any ¢, we always have s;(y) € (—log(2n),0).

Next, we will color the binary tree x with [log(2n)] number of colors 0, 1, ..., [log(2n)|: for y € {0,1}¢,
if s;(y) € [k — 1,—k), we will color vertex z(y) in color k. According to Lemma 14, there exists some 14
such that there exists a skipping tree v of depth d > (10(;(;2171)} whose nodes are all colored in k.

We consider a sequence of nodes v1(y) — v:(y) — -+ — vg(y) in the skipping tree v. Here we assume
v;4+1(y) is the left child or descendant of the left child of v; if y; = 0, or the right child or the descendant of

the right child of v; if y; = 1. We let
vi(y) = @i = - = Ty, = viga(y) (84)

to be the sequence of nodes in tree x from v;(y) to v;+1(y), where x5 is the right child of z1 1, and x; ;
is a child of x; j_1 (since v;+1(y) is a descendant of v;(y), there must exist such a path). We consider the
following sequence of nodes in tree x:

11 —> X122 > X1y 2 X222 > 2 Xqy, —> X322 > XT3y "Tgo — wgﬁld. (85)
We define length-d {0, 1}-valued path

S’ = (gl,lu g1,27 T 7gl,llag2,17 T g2,l2—17 g?),lu T 7g3J3—17 T 75(2717 T 7@({71&—173/174-1,17 T 7y(z+1,l&+1—1)7

where g; ; is chosen to be 1 if x; ; is the right child of x; ;1 and be 0 if z; ; is theﬁleft child of z; ;_1, and
Ya1,1 " Yd+,1,,,—1 Can be arbitrarily chosen with {7, —1=d—1; —--- =I5+ d. Then according to the
construction of this path we have

i1 =1, V1<i<d.

Suppose the vertices we meet in tree s along path § at the same depth as z; ; to be s; ;(¥). Then according
to our assumption, there exists some w € Bo(1 — 1/n) such that

1 y . _
(251, — 1) - (m% - si,j(y)> > % Vi<i<d1<j<l. (36)

We further define depth-d R-tree u = (uy, ..., ug) as
ui(y) = si.1(3)-
Choosing j = 1 in Eq. (86) and notice that v;(y) = ;1 from Eq. (84) and y; = §;,1 from Eq. (85), we obtain

(2y; — 1) <10gw - ui(y)) > %, V1<i<d.
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According to our coloring and the definition of s; ;(¥), we know that u;(y) = s;1(y) € [~k — 1, —Fk) holds
for any 1 < i < d. Therefore, for any y € {0,1}%, there exists w € By(1 — 1/n) such that for any i € [d],

1L+ (w, vi(y))

(2y; — 1) - (log — = ui(y)> > and  wu(y) € [k —1,—k). (87)

[\l e

The above inequality is equivalent to for any y € {0, 1}CZ, there exists w € Ba(1 — 1/n) such that for any
i€ [d],

(w,ve(y)) > 2" e —1 ify, =1, and (w,v,(y)) < 2e“@e /2 1 ify, = 0. (88)

For any given path y € {0,1}%, we call the w € By(1 — 1/n) which satisfies the above inequalities as wly].
We use vg = v1(y) to denote the root of the tree y. Then for any path y = (y1,...,y7) with y1 = 0, i.e.
turn to left subtree in the first step, according to Eq. (88) we have

(wly], vo) = (wly],v1(y)) < 2ee=/2 _ 1 <97k 1,

where in the last inequality we uses the second inequality in Eq. (87).
In the following, for every vector v, we decompose it into the parallel component and perpendicular
component with respect to vector vg: v = vt 4+ v”, where o/l || vo and vt L vy. Then we have

lwiy]"l2llvollz = [(wly],vo)| = 1 — 27",
Noticing that ||vo ||z, [|[w[y]l]|2 < 1, we will have ||vo]|2, [|w[y]|]2 > 1 — 2e~*, hence
lwly]' + vollz <1 - (1 —2e7%) =2¢* and  [wly]*[l2 < /1~ (1 —2e7%)2 < 2e7%2. (89)

Next, we consider any node v:(y) on the left subtree of y, where we require the path y to the node satisfies
y1 = 0. By letting y: = 0 (since v;(y) does not depends on y; so we can assign arbitrary value of y; to obtain
some properties of v:(y)), according to (88) and the second inequality of Eq. (87), we obtain

(wly],ve(y)) < 2e"We=/2 —1 <2e7F — 1,

which implies

leoly] + e )ll2 < \/IwlylIZ + loe)I3 + 20wlyl, () < 2+ 226k — 1) =272,

C[](]]C .e th t . . i i ||w[)] UO||2 S 2671{:/ . IheSe WO i equ ities 1)ge er
i i at S a a t h
||Ut()) 'U0||2 < 4.6 / .

Hence we have,
lve(@) Iz < Nloe(y) = voll2 < de™/2. (90)

Next, we decompose the inner product into the sum of inner product of parallel components and perpendicular
components:

(wlyl, ve(y)) = (wly]l, ve(¥)) + (wly] ™, ve(y) ™).
Noticing [|w[y]* ||z < 2¢7%/2 and ||v;(y)*]|2 < 4e*/? from Eq. (89) and Eq. (90), we obtain that

(wiy]l, ve(y)) = (wly], ve(y)) — (wly]* ve(y) ") < 2e7F = 142772 4e7/2 = 10e7 — 1.
Since ||w[y]”H2 <1 and Hvt(y)”Hg < 1, we have ||w[y]”H27 Hvt(y)”Hg > 1 — 10e~*. Hence,

Jwly]! + vr(y) ]2 < 1= (1 = 10e7*) = 10e7*,
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This inequality together with the first inequality of Eq. (89) indicates that
[oa(y)l = wol2 < 12¢7F.

Finally, we construct a tree z of depth d — 1 shattered by the following function class G at scale 1/(20e)
(definition of the shattering in the sense of [RST15a]), hence according to [Rak24, Page 67-68] we have an
upper bound on d.

G={flf(z) = (w,z),w,x € Bo(1)} (91)
For any y € {0,1}%1, we let

1 1 -
2 (y) = gek/2vt+1((0a}’))l + gvtﬂ(((),}’))”v Vi<i<d-1, (92)
where we use (0,y) to denote the path of length d whose t-th element equals to y;_; for ¢ > 2 and the first

element equals to 0. Then according to Eq. (90), for any path y we have

4 1

1 1
l2¢(y)ll2 < gek/2||vt+1((OaY))L||2 + g||”t+1((OaY))”||2 < st L,

which implies that z:(y) € B2(1). We further notice from Eq. (89) that
w((0, ) +voll2 < 2¢7F and  [w((0,y))" [l < 2¢7*/2,
Hence by choosing
1 1
w(y) = 7 (w((0,3)! +v0) + 7 2w((0,3))*, (93)

we have
2 2

1
‘(w(((),y))” +oo + e w@y) <5+ =1,

which implies that w(y) € Bz2(1). According to our choice of w(y) in Eq. (93) and z:(y) in Eq. (92), we have

(@(y), z(y)) = (@), 21 + (@(x)*, z(y) ")

k

_ 1
lo@)l < z¢

= 55 (0.0 + w0, 01 (O3 ) + e (w(O.3) 00 (0:3)°)
= o5t (l(0,3)), 01 ((0,3))) + (w0, 001 ((0,3))).

We construct another (d — 1)-depth R-valued tree § as: for any path y € {0,1}9"1,

1 1
siy) = gpeteret O3 (/2 1 em0/2) 4 (oo, v (0,))) = 5ge
20 20
The above defined § is a tree since u and v are both trees. When y; = 1, according to the first inequality of

Eq. (88) and also u;41((0,y)) > —k — 1 according to the second inequality of Eq. (87), we have

(), 20(3)) — 50y) = g5e® - ({0((0,9)), v ((0,3))) = e (@D (002 4 =72 4 1)

zioek . (QGum((o,y))ea/z 1 — et ((0y) (ea/z n e—a/2) n 1)

_ L k() (pa/2 _ —as2
20° ¢ (27 =)

1 1 1
%eke“‘“((o’y))a > Q—Oeke_k_la = 2—0604,

Y

Y
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a2 _

where in the second inequality we use the fact that e e~ /2 > o. And when y; = 0, we have

(W), 2(¥) = 5:y) = 55¢" - ((W((0,3)),ves1(0,3))) = €510 (e0/2 4 eme/2) 4 1)

: (26“#1((013'))6*04/2 w1 ((0¥) (ea/z‘ 4 efa/z) 4 1)

IA
|
g

=L hpua () (or2 _ gmar2)
20

1
—a.
20e

Therefore, tree z € By(1) is shattered by function class G (defined in Eq. (91)) at scale 1/(20¢)a.
According to [Rak24, Page 67-68], the sequential fat shattering dimension of G at scale « is upper bounded
by 16/a?. Hence we have

< _iekeut+1((0;yna < _ieke_k_lot = —
= 0 - 20

16 6400e?
(1/(20e)a)2 a2

This inequality, together with the fact that d > "1()(;(;2171)—‘7 implies that

6400¢> logn
dg1+mog(2n)1-(1+ = >_o( L >

d—1

IN

Therefore, we have

1
D(Fijn, 4, 02/2) = O ( Og”) ,

o?

which verifies Eq. (82). O

F Renewal Process and Hardness through Sequential Square-root
Entropy

We consider the following class of renewal process, originally introduced in [CS96].

Definition 7 (Renewal Process Class [CS96]). This class Q is defined over the alphabet Y = {0,1} and

parameterized by a distribution p € A(Zy). Given p, we sample T; “d pand sety, =1 ift=Ty +---+1T;
for some i > 1 and otherwise y; = 0.

For this class Q the work [CS96] established that log-loss regret is ©(y/n). Their proof leveraged so-
phisticated estimates on the partition number by Hardy and Ramanujan. Unfortunately, as we show in this
appendix, the entropic bounds that we developed in this work, as well as those that were proposed before,
are not able to yield correct upper bound on regret.

Specifically, we will verify that the sequential square-root entropy (defined in Definition 1), and also the
sequential log entropy defined in [CBL99, CBL06] are both €2(n), no matter what scale we choose. Therefore,
by simply applying Theorem 1 or the entropy bound in [CBL99, CBLO06] will only give a vacuous bound
O(n) on regret.

Proposition 9. For any 0 < a < 1/6, we have Heq(Q,a,n) > n. As for the log entropy (entropy with
respect to distance Eq. (7)) defined in [CBL99, CBL06], we have Hiog(Q,a,n) > (1 —log2)n — o(n).

Proof. For any € € {—1,1}", we construct a distribution p* € A(Z;) as

pe(t)=ﬁ<%+3gt-a> —ﬁ(%—f—&et-a).

i=1 =1
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It is easy to see that p® is a distribution on Z;. We let ¢* to be the distribution in Q which is parametrized
by pf. Then we can calculate that with y = (0,0,---,0) € {0,1}",

1
Qf(0|y0):§+3at-a, VtE[TL].

We first lower bound the sequential square-root entropy (defined in Definition 1). Suppoose V is a finite
cover of Q at scale a. Then for € € {—1,1}", there exists v* € V such that

max max max
w  ye{0,1} te[n]

VO | W) — /g (ye | W)’ < a,

which implies that

max |\F0y) ~ VO Ty)| < o
If there exists € and €’ such that v = v&', then

max < 2a.

0]y 2 (0] y°)

1
\/ +3a—\/§—3a>2a,

leading to contradiction. Therefore, for any € # €, we have v® # v€'. This implies that |V| > 2™, hence

However, if e; # ¢}, then

¢ (0]y°) (0 ]y°)

H(Q,a,n) > n.

Next we lower bound the log-entropy Hiog, which is the entropy with respect to the distance defined in
Eq. (7). Suppose V is a finite cover of Q at scale or. We first define set E C {—1,1}" such that for any two
distinct items g,&’ € F, we have

anll[at Aelz T (94)

According to the lower bound of packing number under Hamming distances (see [PW24, Theorem 27.5]),
there exists such set £ which satisfies

log|E| > (1 —log2)n — o(n).
Next, since V is a covering of Q, for any € € E, there exists v¢ € V such that

n

> " sup(logvf (v | y) — log ¢f (e | y))* < na?,
t=1 Y

which implies that

Z logve(0 | y%) —logS(0 | y*))? < na’.
=1

If there exists € and €’ such that v = v&', then

Z log £(0 | y°) —log gt (0| y°))? < 4na?. (95)
t=1

o1



However, if ¢; # ¢}, then

1
1
08 1

’ — b«
og £ (0] ¥°) — log 5’ (0| ¥°)] > a} > 6o,

which implies that

Z log ¢S (0 | y°) —log gt (0] y°))? > 3602 - Zﬂ[at # £} > 9na?,
t=1 t=1

where the last inequality follows from the construction of set E, i.e. Eq. (94). This contradicts to Eq. (95).
Hence for any €,&’ € E, we have v¢ # v® . This implies that |V| > |E|, hence

H(Q,a,n) >log|E| > (1 —log2)n — o(n).
O

We see that the root cause of entropies being Q(n) is the same: both definitions of Hsq and Hiog in
Definition 1 and (7) take supremum over the “true path” y on the tree. In the example above, this corre-
sponds to simply taking a path on the very left of the tree. The process class is so rich that already on this
left-most path the entropy is Q(n). However, this should not concern log-loss prediction as this left-most path
would not happen too-often, unless p in (23) places all mass on all-0 input, in which case the R, (Q,p) = 0.
Searching for the correct definition of entropy to handle this class is left to future work.
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