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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 minimax 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
p̂t over the finite alphabet Y, observes yt ∈ Y, and incurs a loss of − log p̂t(yt). Over the n rounds, the
cumulative cost is

∑n
t=1 − log p̂t(yt). Since the distribution p̂t is chosen based on the previous outcomes

y1, . . . , yt−1, we associate p̂t with a conditional distribution p̂(·|y1, . . . , yt−1) and write the cumulative loss
succinctly as − log p̂(y), where p̂ 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 ⊆ ∆(Yn),
each identified with a joint probability distribution q ∈ Q. The forecaster aims to minimize regret

n∑

t=1

− log p̂t(yt)− inf
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

− log qt(yt|y1, . . . , yn−1) = sup
q∈Q

log

(
q(y)

p̂(y)

)
(1)

for any sequence y1, . . . , yn. 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 xt ∈ X prior to making the probabilistic forecast p̂t ∈ ∆(Y) on round t. In
this case, the regret expression becomes

n∑

t=1

− log p̂t(yt)− inf
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

− log qt(yt|xt) (2)
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and q = (q1, . . . , qn) is a sequence of conditional distributions qt : X → ∆(Y). Of course, if xt = (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

Rn(Q) := inf
p̂∈∆(Yn)

sup
y∈Yn

sup
q∈Q

log

(
q(y)

p̂(y)

)
, (3)

a quantity referred to as the worst-case redundancy, or minimax regret. A similar notion can be defined for
the contextual version of the problem, when (x1, . . . , xn) 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 Rn(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, Cov91, 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, Rn(Q) has the following
closed form:

Rn(Q) = log
∑

y∈Yn

sup
q∈Q

q(y), (4)

and the optimal strategy in Eq. (3) is attained by the Shtarkov distribution p∗(y) ∝ sup
q∈Q 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 Rn(Q) = Ey∼p∗

[
sup

q∈Q log q(y)
p∗(y)

]
and further upper bounded by the

expected supremum of a subgaussian process indexed by the collection Q, much in the spirit of the empirical
process theory approach in statistics and learning theory [vdG00]. Notably, the process was shown to be

subgaussian with respect to a pseudometric d(f, g) =
(∑n

t=1 maxy1:t(log f(yt|y1:t−1)− log g(yt|y1:t−1))
2
)1/2

,
where y1:t := (y1, . . . , yt). [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 Rn(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 values of the distributions
qt 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
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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)/pt(yt), which are small in expectation over yt ∼ pt (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, HO+97, YB99, vdG00, BFR23]. In particular, as an ℓ2-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
log x ≤ ζ(x) − 1

4 log(n|Y|) · ζ(x)2, which holds over an appropriate range of x, and where ζ(x) behaves as

2(
√
x − 1) for x ≤ 1. Applied, roughly speaking, to x = qt(yt)/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, α, n), defined formally in Section 1.3.

An upper bound on minimax regret for the non-contextual case: For any class of distributions
Q ⊆ ∆(Yn), with sequential square-root entropy Hsq(Q, α, n) at scale α, the minimax regret (3) (and, hence,
the Shtarkov sum (4)) has the following upper bound:

Rn(Q) . 1 + inf
γ>δ>0

{
nδ
√
|Y|+

√
n|Y|

∫ γ

δ

√
Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+Hsq(Q, γ, n)

}
,

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 Rn(Q) . The following upper bound holds in terms of sequential
square-root entropy:

Rn(Q) . 1 + inf
γ>δ>0

{
nδ +

√
n

∫ γ

δ

√
Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+Hsq(Q, γ, n)

}
.

According to this upper bound, for any nonparametric function class Q which satisfies Hsq(Q, α, n) =
O (α−p), the minimax regret is upper bounded as

Rn(Q) =




Õ
(
n

p
p+2

)
if 0 < p ≤ 2,

Õ
(
n

p−1

p

)
if p > 2.

(5)
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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 Õ (

√
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 ∈ ∆(Yn), we write qt(yt | y) = qt(yt | y1:t−1) to denote the conditional probability for any length-n
sequence y = (y1, · · · , yn) ∈ Yn. A {0, 1}-path w of depth n is a tuple (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ {0, 1}n. For any set
X , a depth-n X -valued binary tree (or, simply, ‘a tree’) x has 2n − 1 nodes, where each node takes value
in X . Formally, x = (x1, . . . , xn) with xi : {0, 1}i−1 → X . We write xi(w) = xi(w1:i−1) for brevity. For a
depth-n X -valued tree x and function f : X → [0, 1], we use f ◦ x to denote the depth-n [0, 1]-valued tree
whose value at depth t on path w equals to f(xt(w)). We write F ◦ x = {f ◦ x : f ∈ F}.

Additionally, we use the following asymptotic notation: for positive sequence {an} and {bn} (or functions
f(α), g(α) : (0, 1) → R+, we use an = O(bn) (or f(α) = O(g(α))) if there exists a positive constant c such
that an ≤ c · bn for any n (or f(α) ≤ c · g(α) for any α), and we use an = Õ(bn) if there exists a positive
constant c and positive integer r such that an ≤ c · (log n)r · bn (or f(α) ≤ c · (log(1/α))r · g(α) ). We
use notation an = Ω(bn) (or f(α) = Ω(g(α)) if and only if bn = O(an) (or g(α) = O(f(α)), and Ω̃ is
defined similarly. The notation an = Θ(bn) (or f(α) = Θ(g(α))) is used if and only if both an = O(bn) and
an = Ω(bn) hold (or both f(α) = O(g(α)) and f(α) = Ω(g(α)) hold). The notation Θ̃ 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 ℓ∞
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 Yn, we say that a finite class V of joint distributions over Yn is a sequential square-root
cover (in the ℓ∞ sense) of Q at scale α if

sup
q∈Q

max
w∈Yn

min
v∈V

max
t∈[n]

max
y∈Y

∣∣∣
√
qt(y | w)−

√
vt(y | w)

∣∣∣ ≤ α. (6)

We use Nsq(Q, α, n) to denote the size of the smallest cover of class Q, and we use Hsq(Q, α, n) = logNsq(Q, α, n)
to denote the sequential square-root entropy of Q.
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In words, the requirement placed on V is that for any joint distribution q ∈ Q and any sequence w ∈ Yn,
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, ℓ∞ refers to the maximum over t ∈ [n], which is consistent with prior uses of such

sequential and empirical notions of a cover. We also remark that maxy∈Y

∣∣∣
√
qt(y | w)−

√
vt(y | w)

∣∣∣ is
within

√
|Y| of the Hellinger distance between these two conditional distributions (which is the ℓ2 version

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

Theorem 1. For any n ≥ 7 and class Q ⊆ ∆(Yn), we have

Rn(Q) = Õ
(
1 + inf

γ>δ>0

{
nδ
√
|Y|+

√
n|Y|

∫ γ

δ

√
Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+Hsq(Q, γ, n)

})
,

where Õ hides constants and logarithmic factors of n and |Y|.

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 Rn(Q) whenever the sequential square-root entropy scales
with α−p, as shown in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. When Hsq(Q, α, n) = Õ (α−p) for some p ≥ 0, it holds that

Rn(Q) =




Õ
(
n

p
p+2

)
if p ≤ 2,

Õ
(
n

p−1

p

)
if p > 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

d(f, g) =

(
1

n

n∑

t=1

max
y1:n

(log f(yt|y1:t−1)− log g(yt|y1:t−1))
2

)1/2

, (7)

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

Rn(Q) . inf
γ>0

{√
n

∫ γ

0

√
Hlog(F , ε, n)dε+Hlog(F , γ, 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
q∈Q

min
v∈V

max
w∈Yn

max
t∈[n]

max
y∈Y

|log qt(y | w)− log vt(y | w)| ≤ α. (9)

with the only difference that we opted for maxt∈[n] instead of the ℓ2 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 supy∈Y |

√
p(y) −

√
q(y)| ≤ supy∈Y | log p(y) −

log q(y)| and, thus, we expect Hlog to be larger (and often much larger) than Hsq.

5



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
Θ(

√
n). In Section F, however, we show that the sequential square-root entropy is always lower bounded by

Ω(n).

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 Y = {0, 1}. With some abuse of notation we let p̂t ∈ [0, 1] denote the probability of
the outcome 1. The loss incurred on round t after making the prediction p̂t can thus be written as

ℓ(p̂t, yt) := −yt log p̂t − (1− yt) log(1− p̂t). (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 f is

∑n
t=1 ℓ(f(xt), yt), and regret is defined (in a form that is more explicit than

(2)) as

Rn(F , p̂1:n, x1:n, y1:n) :=
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt). (11)

Recall that xt may depend arbitrarily on the history

Ht = {x1, p̂1, y1, . . . , xt−1, p̂t−1, yt−1},

and yt may depend arbitrarily on Ht, xt and p̂t. Based on the order of making predictions and observing
outcomes, we define the minimax regret as

Rn(F) = sup
x1∈X

inf
p̂1∈[0,1]

sup
y1∈{0,1}

· · · sup
xn∈X

inf
p̂n∈[0,1]

sup
yn∈{0,1}

R(F , p̂1:n, x1:n, y1:n), (12)

or, more succinctly, as

Rn(F) =

{
sup
xt∈X

inf
p̂t∈[0,1]

sup
yt∈{0,1}

}n

t=1

R(F , p̂1:n, x1:n, y1:n).

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 = (x1, . . . , xn) and presenting xt(y1:t−1) to the forecaster at the beginning of round t. Notably, the
sequence of yt’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 ℓ : Y × Y → R which is convex in its first argument, and for any φ : Yn ×Xn → R,

{
sup
xt

inf
p̂t

sup
yt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− φ(y1:n, x1:n)

]

6



= sup
x

{
inf
p̂t

sup
yt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− φ(y1:n, x1, x2(y1), . . . , xn(y1:n−1))

]

where the supremum in the last expression is over all depth-n X -valued trees x. In particular, for φ(y1:n, x1:n) =
inff∈F

∑n
t=1 ℓ(f(xt), yt) and logarithmic loss discussed in this paper,

Rn(F) = sup
x

Rn(Qx)

for the set Qx = F ◦ x = {f ◦ x : f ∈ F} with (f ◦ x)(y) =∏n
t=1{I[yt = 1]f(xt(y)) + I[yt = 0](1− f(xt(y))}

for any y ∈ {0, 1}n.
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.1 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 ◦ 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 ℓ∞ sense) of A at scale α if

max
y∈{0,1}n

sup
a∈A

inf
v∈V

max
t∈[n]

max
{∣∣∣
√
at(y) −

√
vt(y)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣
√
1− at(y) −

√
1− vt(y)

∣∣∣
}
≤ α.

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

Hsq(F , α, n,x) = logNsq(F ◦ x, α, 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]X , we have

Rn(F) = Õ
(
sup
x

{
1 + inf

γ>δ>0

{
nδ +

√
n

∫ γ

δ

√
Hsq(F , α, n,x)dα+Hsq(F , γ, n,x)

}})
,

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 α is bounded by Õ(α−p) for some
p ≥ 0.

Corollary 2. For any function class F ⊆ {f : X → [0, 1]}, suppose the sequential square-root entropy
Hsq(F , α, n,x) at scale α satisfies sup

x
Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Õ (α−p) for some p ≥ 0. The minimax regret

Rn(F) is upper bounded by

Rn(F) =




Õ
(
n

p
p+2

)
if 0 ≤ p ≤ 2,

Õ
(
n

p−1

p

)
if p > 2.

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

1Note that the optimal learning algorithm for this x tree is not guaranteed to be optimal for the actual problem (12).
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3.2 Comparison with Previous Upper Bounds

We compare our results to those of [RS15b] and [BFR20]. These two works use the sequential entropy
H∞(F , α, n,x), defined as

H∞(F , α, n,x) = logN∞(F ◦ x, α, n), (13)

with N∞(F ◦ x, α, n) being the size of smallest cover V such that

max
y∈{0,1}n

sup
f∈F

min
v∈V

max
t∈[n]

|f(xt(y)) − vt(y)| ≤ α.

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 δ > 0. For any F ⊆ {f : X → [δ, 1− δ]}, α > 0, and depth-n X -valued tree x,

Hsq(F , α/
√
δ, n,x) ≤ H∞(F , α, n,x).

For nonparametric class F which satisfies sup
x
H∞(F , α, n,x) ≍ α−q for some q > 0, [BFR20, Theorem

2] proves the following upper bound for the minimax regret:

Rn(F) = O
(
n

q
q+1

)
. (14)

Corollary 2 recovers this result for 0 < q ≤ 1, up to logarithmic factors, via the following proposition.

Proposition 2. For any function class F ⊆ {f : X → [0, 1]}, α > 0, and depth-n X -valued tree x, we have

Hsq(F , 2α, n,x) ≤ H∞(F , α2, n,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 Rn(F) defined in Eq. (12) via sequential
square-root entropy.

Theorem 3. Suppose function class F ⊆ [0, 1]X satisfies

sup
x

Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Ω̃
(
α−p

)
, (15)

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

Rn(F) = Ω̃
(
n

p
p+2

)
.

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
x

Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Θ̃(α−p),

for some 0 ≤ p ≤ 2, then we have the following tight characterization of the minimax regret up to log factors:

Rn(F) = Θ̃
(
n

p
p+2

)
.

However, when p > 2, there exists a gap between the lower bound in Theorem 3 and the upper bound in

Corollary 2. Indeed, the following result shows that the upper bound Õ
(
n

p−1

p

)
is not improvable in general.
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Theorem 4. Suppose the function class F ⊆ {f : X → [7/16, 9/16]} satisfies

sup
x

Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Ω̃
(
α−p

)
. (16)

Then we have the following lower bound on the minimax regret

Rn(F) = Ω
(
n

p−1

p

)
.

Additionally, for any integer p > 2, there exists a class F ⊆ {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
Rn(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 = B2(1) to be the infinite dimensional unit ball, and function class F ⊆ [0, 1]X

defined as

F =

{
f : f(x) =

1 + 〈w, x〉
2

for some w ∈ B2(1)

}
. (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
Õ(

√
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(n2/3) 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 Õ(

√
n) regret bound.

We first truncate the function class F as follows:

F1/n =

{
f : f(x) =

1 + 〈w, x〉
2

for some w ∈ B2(1− 1/n)

}
. (18)

The following lemma indicates that minimax regret of F1/n is similar to that of F .

Lemma 2. For F and F1/n defined in Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), the minimax regret satisfies

Rn(F) ≤ Rn(F1/n) + 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 F1/n.

Proposition 3. It holds that

sup
x

Hsq(F1/n, α, n,x) = O
(
logn

α2
· log

(n
α

))
.

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

Corollary 3. The minimax regret Rn(F) of Hilbert ball class F satisfies

Rn(F) = Õ
(√

n
)
.
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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 Õ(
√
n), which matches the lower bound. We

now recover this rate using sequential square-root entropy. According to Proposition 2, the characterization
sup

x
H∞(F , α, n,x) = Θ(α−1) for one-dimensional Lipschitz function class in [BFR20, Theorem 3] directly

indicates that for square-root entropy,

sup
x

Hsq(F , α, n,x) = O
(
α−2

)
.

Similarly to the Hilbert ball example, we conclude:

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

Rn(F) = Õ(
√
n).

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
Rn(Q) is to transform it into the dual form [BFR20, RS15b]:

Rn(Q) = sup
p

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y), where Rn(Q,p,y) := sup
q∈Q

log

(
q(y)

p(y)

)
.

where the first supremum is over all joint distributions p ∈ ∆(Yn). 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 pt(yt | w) and qt(yt | w) take values in the interval [δ, 1 − δ], for an
appropriate δ, 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 ζ : (0,∞) → R satis-
fying the following three properties: for some appropriately chosen positive number c,

(i) Transformation of logarithm: log x ≤ ζ(x)−c·ζ(x)2 for any δ ≤ x ≤ 1/δ, where δ is the truncation
scale. This property is inspired by the transformation in [BFR20].

(ii) Nonnegativity of divergence: Ey∼p

{
−ζ(f(y)/p(y))− c · ζ(f(y)/p(y))2

}
≥ 0 for any f, p ∈ ∆(Y).

This property is inspired by the proof of [CBL99] where nonnegativity of KL was used. Here we ensure
that −ζ(x) − c · ζ(x)2 is convex with respect to x and takes on the value 0 at x = 1, inducing an
f -divergence.

(iii) Lipschitz property: for any p, q ∈ [0,∞), |ζ(p)− ζ(q)| ≤ 2|√p−√
q|.

10



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

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y) = Ew∼p

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

(log qt(wt | w)− log pt(wt | w))

]

≤ Ew∼p

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− c · ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2
}]

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εtζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− c · ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
]

+ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

(−εt)ζ

(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)
− c · ζ

(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)2
]
, (20)

where εt are Rademacher random variables, i.e. ε1:n
i.i.d.∼ Unif{−1, 1}, and y = (y1:n), z = (z1:n),w = (z1:n)

have a specific coupling: yt, zt
i.i.d.∼ pt(· | w1:t−1), and wt = yt if εt = 1 or wt = zt if εt = −1. The scheme

that wt chooses yt or zt based on the value of εt 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

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− c · ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}]

(21)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, α1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}]

+

N−1∑

i=1

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi+1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}]

+ E

[
sup

v∈V(αN)∪{p}

n∑

t=1

{
εtζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− c

4
· ζ
(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}]

.

where v[q,p,w,y, αi] is an element of an αi-cover V(αi) 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
ζ. Since the latter has

√
pt-type terms in the denominator in the relevant range of behavior, the squared

increments of the process, under the expectation over pt, are controlled. The formal proofs are deferred to
the appendix.
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[CBL06] Nicolo Cesa-Bianchi and Gábor Lugosi. Prediction, learning, and games. Cambridge university
press, 2006.

[Cov74] Thomas M Cover. Universal gambling schemes and the complexity measures of kolmogorov and
chaitin. Technical Report, no. 12, 1974.

[Cov91] Thomas M Cover. Universal portfolios. Mathematical finance, 1(1):1–29, 1991.

[CS96] Imre Csiszar and Paul C Shields. Redundancy rates for renewal and other processes. IEEE
Transactions on Information theory, 42(6):2065–2072, 1996.

[Dud67] Richard M Dudley. The sizes of compact subsets of hilbert space and continuity of gaussian
processes. Journal of Functional Analysis, 1(3):290–330, 1967.

[Dud78] Richard M Dudley. Central limit theorems for empirical measures. The Annals of Probability,
pages 899–929, 1978.

[Fan53] Ky Fan. Minimax theorems. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 39(1):42–47,
1953.

[FK21] Dylan J Foster and Akshay Krishnamurthy. Efficient first-order contextual bandits: Prediction,
allocation, and triangular discrimination. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
34:18907–18919, 2021.

[FKL+18] Dylan J Foster, Satyen Kale, Haipeng Luo, Mehryar Mohri, and Karthik Sridharan. Logistic
regression: The importance of being improper. In Conference on learning theory, pages 167–208.
PMLR, 2018.
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A Finite Class Lemmas

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

Lemma 3. Suppose ε1:n are n i.i.d. Rademacher random variables, i.e. ε1:n
i.i.d.∼ Unif({−1, 1}), and G1:n is

a filtration which satisfies that E[εt | Gt] = 0 for any t ∈ [n]. Given n sets S1, . . . ,Sn, we suppose s1, s2, . . . , sn
are S1,S2, . . . ,Sn-valued random variables such that st is Gt-measurable, i.e. σ-algebra σ(st) ⊆ Gt. For class
A of tuples a = (a1, a2, . . . , an) with at : St → R for all t ∈ [n], we have for any λ > 0,

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − λat(st)
2

]
≤ log |A|

2λ
,

where we denote a = (a1, a2, . . . , an).

Proof. We observe that

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − λat(st)
2

]

(i)

≤ 1

2λ
log {EstEεt}nt=1 sup

a∈A

[
exp

(
2λ

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − 2λ2at(st)
2

)]

(ii)

≤ 1

2λ
log
∑

a∈A

{EstEεt}nt=1 exp

(
2λ

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − 2λ2at(st)
2

)

=
1

2λ
log
∑

a∈A

{EstEεt}n−1
t=1

[
exp

(
2λ

n−1∑

t=1

at(st)εt − 2λ2at(st)
2

)

· Esn

[
exp

(
−2λ2an(sn)

2
)(exp(2λan(sn))

2
+

exp(−2λan(sn))

2

)
| Gn

] ]
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(iii)

≤ 1

2λ
log
∑

a∈A

{EstEεt}n−1
t=1 exp

(
2λ

n−1∑

t=1

at(st)εt − 2λ2at(st)
2

)
,

where in (i) we use the Jensen’s inequality, in (ii) we use replace the sup by the sum since the terms inside
sup are always positive, and in (iii) we use the inequality exp(x2/2) ≥ exp(x)/2+ exp(−x)/2 for any x ∈ R.
By repeating the argument n times we obtain that

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − λat(st)
2

]
≤ 1

2λ
log
∑

a∈A

1 =
log |A|
2λ

.

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

Lemma 4. Suppose ε1:n are n i.i.d. Rademacher random variables, i.e. ε1:n
i.i.d.∼ Unif({−1, 1}), and G1:n is

a filtration which satisfies that E[εt | Gt] = 0 for any t ∈ [n]. Given n sets S1, . . . ,Sn, we suppose s1, s2, . . . , sn
are S1,S2, . . . ,Sn-valued random variables such that st is Gt-measurable, i.e. σ-algebra σ(st) ⊂ Gt. For class
A of tuples a = (a1, a2, . . . , an) with at : St → R for all t ∈ [n], we have

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt

]
≤
√
2 log |A| ·

√√√√E

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)2

]
.

In particular, for St = {±1}t−1 and st = (ε1:t−1) ∈ St,

Eε1:n

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(ε1:t−1)εt

]
≤
√
2 log |A| ·

√√√√E

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(ε1:t−1)2

]
. (22)

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

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − λat(st)
2

]
≤ log |A|

2λ
.

We let

β = {EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)
2

]
= E

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)
2

]
.

By choosing λ =
√

log |A|
2β > 0, we obtain that

{EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt

]

≤ {EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)εt − λat(st)
2

]
+ λ · {EstEεt}nt=1

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)
2

]

≤ log |A|
2λ

+ λβ =
√
2β log |A| =

√
2 log |A| ·

√√√√E

[
sup
a∈A

n∑

t=1

at(st)2

]
.

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 ε1:n 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+18, 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 ∈ ∆(Yn), the minimax regret Rn(Q) has the following dual form representation

Rn(Q) = sup
p

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y),

where the supremum is over all joint distributions p ∈ ∆(Yn) and

Rn(Q,p,y) := sup
q∈Q

log

(
q(y)

p(y)

)
. (23)

Proof of Lemma 5. We notice that

Rn(Q) = inf
p̂

sup
y

Rn(Q, p̂,y) = inf
p̂

sup
p

Ey∼p[Rn(Q, p̂,y)].

Since ∆(Yn) is compact, and Ey∼p[Rn(Q, p̂,y)] is convex with respect to p̂ and concave with respect to p,
von Neumann minimax theorem [vN28] gives

Rn(Q) = sup
p

inf
p̂

Ey∼p[Rn(Q, p̂,y)] = sup
p

Ey∼p[Rn(Q,p,y)],

where the last inequality uses the fact that the infimum of inf p̂ Ey∼p[Rn(Q, p̂,y)] is attained when p̂ = p.

In the remainder, we upper bound the minimax regret for Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y) for any fixed p ∈ ∆(Yn).

B.1.2 Truncation of Functions and Probabilities

For p ∈ ∆(Yn) with p(y) =
∏n

t=1 pt(yt | y) for every y ∈ Yn, and δ < 1/(4|Y|), we define distribution
pδ ∈ ∆(Yn) with pδ(y) =

∏n
t=1 p

δ
t (yt | y) for every y ∈ Yn, where

pδt (yt | y) =





δ if pt(yt | y) < δ

pt(yt | y) if δ ≤ pt(yt | y) ≤ 2δ,

pt(yt | y) ·
1−

∑
y∈Y

pt(y|y)I[δ≤pt(y|y)<2δ]−δ
∑

y∈Y
I[pt(y|y)<δ]

1−
∑

y∈Y
pt(y|y)I[pt(y|y)<2δ] if pt(y | y) ≥ 2δ.

. (24)

It holds that pδt (· | y) ∈ ∆(Y) for any y ∈ Yn and t ∈ [n]. Additionally, we notice that

1−
∑

y∈Y

pt(y | y)I[δ ≤ pt(yt | y) < 2δ]− δ
∑

y∈Y

I[pt(y | y) < δ] ≥ 1− |Y| · 2δ ≥ 1

2
,

17



which implies that pδt (yt | y) ≥ 1
2pt(yt | y) if pt(yt | y) ≥ 2δ. Hence, for any y ∈ Yn, we always have

pδt (yt | y) > δ.

For class Q ⊆ ∆(Yn), we define Qδ = {qδ | q ∈ Q}. Then we have the following lemmas:

Lemma 6. Suppose δ ≤ 1
4|Y| . For any p ∈ ∆(Yn), y ∈ Yn and Q ⊆ ∆(Yn), we have

Rn(Q,p,y) ≤ Rn(Qδ,p,y) + 4nδ · |Y|.

Lemma 7. Suppose δ ≤ 1
4|Y| . For any Q ⊆ ∆(Yn) and p ∈ ∆(Yn), we have

Ey∼p

[
Rn(Qδ,p,y)

]
≤ Ey∼pδ

[
Rn(Qδ,pδ,y)

]
+ 2n2|Y|δ log 1

δ
.

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

∆n(Yn) :=
{
q ∈ ∆(Yn) : qt(yt | y) ≥ 1/(n2|Y|), ∀y ∈ Yn

}
. (25)

B.1.3 Symmetrization and Construction of Offset Rademacher Process

To facilitate the symmetrization argument, we define the following function ζ : R+ → R: for any t ≥ 0,

ζ(t) =

{
2
(√

t− 1
)
, t ≤ 1,

2 log
(
t+1
2

)
, t > 1.

(26)

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

Proposition 4. For every 0 < x ≤ n2|Y|,

log x ≤ ζ(x) − 1

4 log(n|Y|) · ζ(x)
2. (27)

Proposition 5. For any distribution f, p ∈ ∆(Y), we have

Ey∼p

[
−ζ

(
f(y)

p(y)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|) · ζ
(
f(y)

p(y)

)2
]
≥ 0.

The above proposition can also be obtained by noticing that function −ζ(x)− 1
4 log(n|Y|) · ζ(x)2 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,∞), we have

|ζ(p)− ζ(q)| ≤ 2 |√p−√
q| .

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 ∈ ∆(Yn), we define
the Circle-dot product distribution ⊙p ∈ ∆({−1, 1}n)×∆(Yn)×∆(Yn)×∆(Yn) such that (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p

are sampled according to the following process: first sample εεε = (ε1:n)
i.i.d.∼ Unif{−1, 1}, then repeat the

following process for sampling w = (w1:t),y = (y1:t) and z = (z1:t) from t = 1 to n: sample yt, zt
i.i.d.∼ pt(· |

w1:t−1), and set wt = yt if εt = 1 or wt = zt if εt = −1.
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Lemma 8 (Symmetrization). For any joint distribution p ∈ ∆n(Yn) where ∆n(Yn) is defined in Eq. (25),
suppose (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p. Then for any joint distribution class Q ⊆ ∆n(Yn), we have the following upper
bound:

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εtζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
]

+ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

(−εt)ζ

(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)2
]
, (28)

where the expectation is with respect to (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p.

The proof of Lemma 8 is deferred to Section B.3. It is based on the aforementioned properties of function
ζ, 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 ℓ2-norm of the coefficients with q is lower bounded by the ℓ2-norm of the coefficients with v,
as is the following lemma, whose proof is deferred to Section B.4:

Lemma 9. Fix joint distribution p ∈ ∆(Yn) and class Q ⊆ ∆(Yn). Let V(α) be a sequential square-root
cover of Q at scale α > 0. Then for any q ∈ Q, v′ ∈ V(α) and w,y ∈ Yn, there exists v ∈ V(α) ∪ {p} such
that

n∑

t=1

(
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

))2

≤
n∑

t=1

(
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
v′t(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

))2

, (29)

and

n∑

t=1

ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2

≥ 1

4

n∑

t=1

ζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2

. (30)

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 < α1 < α2 < · · · < αN , and let V(αi) to be the smallest cover of Q at scale αi under
Definition 1. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 10. For any i ∈ [N − 1], we fix v[q,p,w,y, αi] ∈ V(αi). Suppose v[q,p,w,y, αN ] ∈ V(αN ) ∪ {p}
satisfies Eq. (30) with v = v[q,p,w,y, αN ]. We then hwave

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
εtζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}]

(31)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, α1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}]
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+

N−1∑

i=1

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi+1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}]

+ E

[
sup

v∈V(αN )∪{p}

n∑

t=1

{
εtζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− 1

16 log(n|Y|) · ζ
(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}]

,

where the expectation is with respect to (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p.

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 Rn(Q,p,y) in Eq. (23), we only need to verify

sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

1

qt(yt | y)
≥ sup

q∈Qδ

n∑

t=1

1

qt(yt | y)
− 4n|Y|δ. (32)

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

log p(y)− log pδ(y) = log
p(y)

pδ(y)
≤ − log (1− 2δ · |Y|) ≤ 4δ · |Y|, (33)

where the last inequality uses the fact that δ ≤ 1
4|Y| and − log(1 − t) ≤ 2t for any t ≤ 1/2. Hence after

noticing that Qδ = {qδ : q ∈ Q}, we obtain Eq. (32).

Proof of Lemma 7. For any s ∈ [n+ 1], we use notation ps,δ = (ps,δ1 , . . . , ps,δn ) to denote a joint distribution
such that

ps,δt (yt | y) =
{
pt(yt | y) if t < s,

pδt (yt | y) if t ≥ s.
∀y ∈ Yn.

Then we have p1,δ = pδ and pn+1,δ = p, and we can decompose

Ey∼pRn(Qδ,p,y)− Ey∼pδRn(Qδ,pδ,y)

=
n∑

s=1

[
Ey∼ps+1,δRn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y)− Ey∼ps,δRn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

]
. (34)

We expand the right hand side of Eq. (34) for each s ∈ [n]:

Ey∼ps+1,δRn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y) − Ey∼ps,δRn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

=
{
Eyt∼pt(·|y)

}s−1

t=1

[
Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ

t (·|y)
}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y)

− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)
]
. (35)

Next, we fix y1:s−1 and upper bound the expression inside the expectation:

Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y)− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)
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= Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1

[
Rn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y) −Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

]

+
[
Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ

t (·|y)
}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)− Eys∼pδ

s(·|y)
{Eyt∼pδ

t (·|y)
}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

]
(36)

For the first term in the right hand side of Eq. (36), when fixing y ∈ Yn, we have

Rn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y) −Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y) =

n∑

t=1

log

(
ps,δt (yt | y)

ps+1,δ
t (yt | y)

)
= log

(
pδs(ys | y)
ps(ys | y)

)
,

which implies that

Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pt(·|y)}nt=s+1

[
Rn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y)−Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

]

= Eys∼ps(·|y)

[
log

(
pδs(ys | y)
ps(ys | y)

)]
= −DKL(ps(ys | y)‖pδs(ys | y)) ≤ 0.

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

Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)

(i)
= Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ

t (·|y)
}nt=s+1

[
sup
q∈Qδ

{
s−1∑

t=1

log
qt(yt | y)
pt(yt | y)

+

n∑

t=s

log
qt(yt | y)
pδt (yt | y)

}]

− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1

[
sup
q∈Qδ

{
s−1∑

t=1

log
qt(yt | y)
pt(yt | y)

+

n∑

t=s

log
qt(yt | y)
pδt (yt | y)

}]

(ii)
= Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ

t (·|y)
}nt=s+1

[
sup
q∈Qδ

n∑

t=1

log
qt(yt | y)
pδt (yt | y)

]

− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1

[
sup
q∈Qδ

n∑

t=1

log
qt(yt | y)
pδt (yt | y)

]
, (37)

where (i) uses the formula of Rn(Q,p,y) in Eq. (23) and the form of ps,δ, and (ii) uses the fact that for
t ≤ s− 1, pt(yt | y) cancels out in both terms, hence we can replace them by pδt (yt | y) at no additional cost.
Notice that δ ≤ pδt (yt | y) ≤ 1 and δ ≤ qδt (yt | y) ≤ 1 hold for any q ∈ Qδ, y ∈ Yn and t ∈ [n]. Hence,

∣∣∣∣∣ sup
q∈Qδ

n∑

t=1

log
qt(yt | y)
pδt (yt | y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ n log
1

δ
, ∀y ∈ Yn

which implies that when fixed y1:s−1,

RHS of Eq. (37) ≤ 2TV
(
ps(· | y), pδs(· | y)

)
· n log

1

δ
.

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

TV
(
ps(· | y), pδs(· | y)

)
=
∑

y∈Y

(δ − ps(y | y)) ∨ 0 ≤ |Y|δ,

which implies that

Eys∼ps(·|y){Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y)− Eys∼pδ
s(·|y)

{Eyt∼pδ
t (·|y)

}nt=s+1Rn(Qδ,ps,δ,y) ≤ 2n|Y|δ log 1

δ.

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

Ey∼ps+1,δRn(Qδ,ps+1,δ,y)− Ey∼ps,δRn(Qδ,ps,δ,y) ≤ 2n|Y|δ log 1

δ
.
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Hence, according to Eq. (34), we have

Ey∼pRn(Qδ,p,y) ≤ Ey∼pδRn(Qδ,pδ,y) + 2n2|Y|δ log 1

δ
.

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 < x ≤ 1, using the
inequality log(1 + t) ≤ t− t2/2 which holds for any −1 < t ≤ 0, we have for n ≥ 7,

log x = 2 log
(√

x
)
≤ 2

(√
x− 1

)
−
(√

x− 1
)2

= ζ(x) − 1

4
ζ(x)2 ≤ ζ(x) − 1

2 log(n|Y|)ζ(x)
2.

For x > 1, we first notice that function

ξ(x) =
2 log((x+ 1)/2)− log(x)

log2((x+ 1)/2)
.

is a monotonically decreasing function on [0,∞), and for every n ≥ 7 we have

ξ(n2|Y|) = 2 log((n2|Y|+ 1)/2)− log(n2|Y|)
log2((n2|Y|+ 1)/2)

≥ 1

2 log(n2|Y|) ≥ 1

4 log(n|Y|) ,

which implies

ξ(x) ≥ ξ(n2|Y|) ≥ 1

4 log(n|Y|) , ∀x ≤ n2|Y|.

Hence we obtain for any 0 < x ≤ n2|Y|,

log x ≤ ζ(x)− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ(x)
2.

Proof of Proposition 5. First notice that for any x ≥ 1 we have ζ(x) ≥ 0, and

log

(
x+ 1

2

)
≤ √

x− 1.

Hence, we only need to verify

Ey∼p


−2 ·

(√
f(y)

p(y)
− 1

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|) ·
(
2 ·
(√

f(y)

p(y)
− 1

))2

 ≥ 0.

This can be verified by

Ey∼p


−
√

f(y)

p(y)
+ 1− 1

2 log(n|Y|) ·
(√

f(y)

p(y)
− 1

)2



≥ Ey∼p


−
√

f(y)

p(y)
+ 1− 1

2
·
(√

f(y)

p(y)
− 1

)2



=
∑

y∈Y

[
−
√
f(y)p(y) + p(y)− 1

2
f(y) +

√
f(y)p(y)− 1

2
p(y)

]

= 0.
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Proof of Proposition 6. We only need to verify that the function

h(t) =

{
2(t− 1) if 0 < t ≤ 1

2 log
(

1+t2

2

)
if t > 1

is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 2. This can be seen from

dh(t)

dt
=

{
2 if 0 < t ≤ 1,
4t

1+t2 if t > 1,

which satisfies
∣∣∣dh(t)dt

∣∣∣ ≤ 2 for any t > 0.

Proof of Lemma 8. Fix distribution p ∈ ∆n(Yn), and suppose random variables (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p. Noticing
that the marginal distribution of w is p, we have

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y) = Ew∼p

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

(log qt(wt | w)− log pt(wt | w))

]

≤ Ew∼p

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2
}]

, (38)

where the last steps follows from Proposition 4, and the fact that p ∈ ∆n(Yn) and Q ⊆ ∆(Yn). Next, we
define random variables v = (v1:n) coupled with random variables (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p, in the way that

vt = zt if εt = 1 and vt = yt if εt = −1.

Then the marginal distribution of vt conditioned on w1:t−1 is pt(· | w). Hence Proposition 5 gives that for
any q ∈ Q and t ∈ [n],

E

[
−ζ

(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)2 ∣∣∣ w1:t−1

]
≥ 0. (39)

Hence we can further upper bound

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2
}]

(i)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2
}]

+

n∑

t=1

E

[
−ζ

(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ w1:t−1

]]

(ii)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

{
ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− ζ

(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)

− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2

− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)2
}]

, (40)

where in (i) we use Eq. (39), in (ii) we use the Jensen’s inequality. According to the construction of random
variables εεε,y, z,w,v, we have

ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)
− ζ

(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)
= εtζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− εtζ

(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)
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and

ζ

(
qt(wt | w)

pt(wt | w)

)2

+ ζ

(
qt(vt | w)

pt(vt | w)

)2

= ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2

+ ζ

(
qt(zt | w)

pt(zt | w)

)2

.

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

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y)

≤ E

[
sup
q∈Q
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[
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}]

,

where the last inequality uses Jensen’s inequality.

B.4 Missing Proofs in Section B.1.4

Proof of Lemma 9. We fix p ∈ ∆(Yn). For q ∈ Q, v′ ∈ V(α) and w,y ∈ Yn, if we have

n∑

t=1

ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2

≥ 1

4

n∑

t=1

ζ

(
v′t(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2

then we let v = v′ and it is easy to see that Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) both hold. Next we assume

n∑
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ζ

(
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pt(yt | w)

)2

<
1

4
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ζ

(
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)2

. (41)

With v = p ∈ V(α) ∪ {p} we will verify Eq. (29) and Eq. (30). First, since ζ(1) = 0, we have
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ζ

(
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)2

≥ 0 =
1

4
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(
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)2

,

hence Eq. (30) holds. Next, according to Eq. (41) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(
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(
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)2
)(
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(
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,

we have
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(
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which implies that

n∑

t=1

(
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
v′t(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

))2

≥
n∑

t=1

ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
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=
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(
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(
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pt(yt | w)

))2

,

hence Eq. (29) holds.

Proof of Lemma 10. According to our choice of v[q,p,w,y, αN ] ∈ V(αN ) ∪ {p}, Eq. (30) holds with v =
v[q,p,w,y, αN ]. Hence, we can upper bound the left hand side of Eq. (31) as follows:
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(
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+
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(i)
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(
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)
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16 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
vt(yt | w)
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)2
}}

, (42)

where (i) uses the condition Eq. (30), and (ii) uses the Jensen’s inequality and the chioce v[q,p,w,y, αN ] ∈
V(αN ) ∪ {p}. Next, we introduce v[q,p,w,y, αi], and further upper bound the first term above via tele-
scoping:

E

[
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q∈Q
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εt

{
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)
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(
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)
− ζ

(
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≤ E

[
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{
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+
N−1∑

i=1

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi+1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}]
,

where the last inequality is due to Jensen’s inequality. Bringing this back to Eq. (42), we obtain Eq. (31).
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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 Q ⊆ ∆(Yn), we have

Rn(Q) = sup
p

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y),

where the supreme is taken over all p ∈ ∆(Yn). According to Lemma 6 and Lemma 7, we have

Ey∼p [Rn(Q,p,y)] ≤ Ey∼pδ

[
Rn(Qδ,pδ,y)

]
+ 6n2|Y|δ log 1

δ
.

Choosing δ = 1/(n2|Y|) for n ≥ 2, we conclude that

E [Rn(Q,p,y)] ≤ E
[
Rn(Qδ,pδ,y)

]
+ 12 log(n|Y|).

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

Ey∼p [Rn(Q,p,y)] = Õ
(

inf
γ>δ>0

{
nδ
√
|Y|+

√
n|Y|

∫ γ

δ

√
Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+Hsq(Q, γ, n)

})
(43)

holds for any p ∈ ∆n(Yn) and Q ⊆ ∆n(Yn), where ∆n(Yn) is defined in Eq. (25). To prove this, we first
notice that according to Lemma 8, for p ∈ ∆n(Yn) and Q ⊆ ∆n(Yn), we have

Ey∼pRn(Q,p,y)

≤ E

[
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q∈Q
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)2
]
,

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 α1 < · · · < αN (values to be specified later). We let V(αi) be a
smallest sequential square-root cover (as per Definition 1) at scale αi. For any q ∈ Q, w,y ∈ Yn and t ∈ [n],
we let

v′[q,p,w,y, αN ] = argmin
v∈V(αN )
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}
. (44)

According to Lemma 9, there exists some v[q,p,w,y, αN ] ∈ V(αN ) ∪ {p} such that
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and
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4
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(
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. (46)

both hold. For 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, we use V(αi) to denote the sequential cover of Q at scale αi. For every q ∈ Q
and w,y ∈ Yn, we let

v[q,p,w,y, αi] = argmin
v∈V(αi)

{
n∑

t=1

(
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

))2
}
. (47)
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Then according to Lemma 10, we have
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. (48)

In the following, we upper bound the three terms in Eq. (48) respectively.
We let

v̄[q,p,w, αN ] = argmin
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. (49)

Then for (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p, we have
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(iv)

≤ 4E

[
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α2
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]
= 4α2

N · E
[
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1
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]

(v)

≤ 4nα2
N |Y|, (50)

where (i) uses Eq. (45), (ii) uses the definition of v′[q,p,w,y, αN ] in Eq. (44), (iii) uses the Lipschitz
property of ζ function in Proposition 6, (iv) uses the definition of v̄ in Eq. (49) and Definition 1: for fixed
p,q and w, for any t ∈ [n] and yt ∈ Y,

∣∣∣
√
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√
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and finally (v) uses the fact that for any t ∈ [n], conditionally on w1:t−1, the distribution of yt is pt(· | w),
hence

E

[
1

pt(yt | w)

]
= E


∑

y∈Y

pt(y | w) · 1

pt(y | w)


 = |Y|.
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Then similar to Eq. (50) (the definition of v[q,p,w,y, αi] for 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 is similar to the definition of
v′[q,p,w,y, αN ], hence the following inequality can be obtained by starting from the second line of Eq. (50)),
we can show that with (εεε,w,y, z) ∼ ⊙p, for any i ∈ [N − 1],
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We are now ready to provide upper bounds for the three terms in Eq. (48). For the first term in Eq. (48),
we have
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(iii)

≤ 2nα1

√
|Y|, (52)

where (i) uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (ii) uses Jensen’s inequality and (iii) uses Eq. (51).
We next analyze the second term in Eq. (48). Notice that for any i ∈ [N−1] and λ > 0, we can decompose

the second term in Eq. (48) as
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(53)

For fixed p and i ∈ [N − 1], we define set Ui as

Ui := {u : u = u[vi,vi+1] for some vi ∈ V(αi) and vi+1 ∈ V(αi+1) ∪ {p}},

where for vi ∈ V(αi) and vi+1 ∈ V(αi+1) ∪ {p}, the element u[vi,vi+1] is defined as (u1:n) with ut = ut(· |
·) : Y × Yt−1 → R defined as
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(
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)
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(
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t (yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
, ∀ w,y ∈ Yn and t ∈ [n].

Then we have |U| = |V(αi)| · (|V(αi+1)|+ 1), and we can further upper bound Eq. (53) by
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≤ E
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(54)

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

st = (w1:t−1, yt), Gt = σ(y1:t, z1:t, w1:t−1) and at(st) = ut(yt | w),

it is easy to see that E[εt | Gt] = 0, and σ(st) ⊆ Gt. Hence we have

E

[
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}
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≤ log |U|
2λ

≤ log(|V(αi)|(|V(αi+1)|+ 1))

2λ
≤ 2 log |V(αi)|

λ
, (55)

where the last inequality uses the fact that αi ≤ αi+1 hence |V(αi+1)| ≤ |V(αi)|. For the second term in
Eq. (54), we have
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(ii)

≤ 8λnα2
i |Y|+ 8λnα2

i+1|Y|
(iii)

≤ 16λnα2
i+1|Y|, (56)

where (i) we uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (ii) we uses Eq. (50) and Eq. (51), and (iii) uses αi ≤ αi+1.

Finally we choose λ =
√

log |V(αi)|
8nα2

i+1
|Y|

. Then bringing Eq. (56) and Eq. (55) into Eq. (54), we obtain

E

[
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{
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(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− ζ

(
vt[q,p,w,y, αi+1](yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)}}]

≤ 2 log |V(αi)|
λ

+ 16λnα2
i+1|Y| ≤ 8αi+1

√
2n|Y| log |V(αi)|. (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 maximum over a finite collection. Unfortunately, here the squared increments are themselves
random and only small in expectation, due to the presence of the pt(yt | 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 4,
will be useful beyond this paper.

Finally, we analyze the last term (offset term) in Eq. (48). We let the filtration Gt = σ(y1:t, z1:t, ε1:t−1)
for t ∈ [n]. Then we have E[εt | Gt] = 0, and according to the process of getting w1:n, σ(w1:t−1) ⊆ Gt. We
let st in Lemma 3 to be (w1:t−1, yt), and

A =

{
a = (a1, · · · , an)

∣∣∣ at(w1:t−1, yt) = ζ

(
vt(yt | w1:t−1)

pt(yt | w1:t−1)

)
for any t ∈ [n] for some v ∈ V(αN ) ∪ {p}

}
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Applying Lemma 3 with λ = 1
16 log(n|Y|) , we obtain

E

[
sup

v∈V(αN )∪{p}

{
n∑

t=1

{
εtζ

(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− 1

16 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
vt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}}]

≤ 8 log(n|Y|) · log(|V(αN )|+ 1). (58)

Finally, we specify the scales αi = 2i−l for some positive integer l ≥ N . Bringing Eq. (52), Eq. (57) and
Eq. (58) into Eq. (48), we obtain that

E

[
sup
q∈Q

n∑

t=1

εt

{
ζ

(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)
− 1

4 log(n|Y|)ζ
(
qt(yt | w)

pt(yt | w)

)2
}]

≤ 2nα1

√
|Y|+

N−1∑

i=1

8αi+1

√
2n|Y| ·

√
log |V(αi)|+ 8 log(n|Y|) · (log |V(αN )|+ 1)

(i)

. nα1

√
|Y|+

N−1∑

i=1

αi+1

√
n|Y| ·

√
Hsq(Q, αi, n) + log(n|Y|) · Hsq(Q, αN , n)

(ii)

. nα1

√
|Y|+

N−1∑

i=1

(αi − αi−1)
√
n|Y| ·

√
Hsq(Q, αi, n) + log(n|Y|) · Hsq(Q, αN , n)

(iii)

≤ n
√
|Y|

2−l
+
√
n|Y|

∫ 2N−l

2−l

√
Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+ log(n|Y|) · Hsq(Q, 2N−l, n),

where (i) uses the definition of the covering V(αi) we have log(|V(αi)|+1) . Hsq(Q, α, n) for any p ∈ ∆(Yn),
(ii) uses αi+1 = 2αi = 4αi−1, and (iii) uses the fact that for any αi−1 ≤ α ≤ αi,

Hsq(Q, αi, n) ≤ Hsq(Q, α, n).

For 0 < δ < γ ≤ 1, letting l = log2(1/δ) and N = l+ log2(γ), and according to Lemma 8, we obtain that for
any p ∈ ∆n(Yn),

Ey∼p [Rn(Q,p,y)] . nδ
√
|Y|+

√
n|Y|

∫ γ

δ

√
2Hsq(Q, α, n)dα+ log(n|Y|) · Hsq(Q, γ, n),

hence Eq. (43) is verified.

C Missing Proofs in Section 3

C.1 Missing Proofs in Section 3.1

Proof of Lemma 1. We write the proof for

φ(y1:n, x1:n) = inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt),

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

Rn(F) =

{
sup
xt

inf
p̂t

sup
yt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt)

]
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=

{
sup
xt

inf
p̂t

sup
pt

Eyt∼pt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt)

]

(i)
=

{
sup
xt

sup
pt

inf
p̂t

Eyt∼pt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt)

]

=

{
sup
xt

sup
pt

Eyt∼pt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

inf
p̂t

Eyt∼ptℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt), yt)

]

(ii)
= sup

x

{
sup
pt

Eyt∼pt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

inf
p̂t

Eyt∼ptℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt(y)), yt)

]

= sup
x

{
sup
pt

inf
p̂t

Eyt∼pt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt(y)), yt)

]

(iii)
= sup

x

{
inf
p̂t

sup
yt

}n

t=1

[
n∑

t=1

ℓ(p̂t, yt)− inf
f∈F

n∑

t=1

ℓ(f(xt(y)), yt)

]

= sup
x

Rn(F ◦ x),

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

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

f(x)(y) =

n∏

t=1

f(x)t(yt | y),

and

f(x)t(yt | y) =
{
f(xt(y)) if yt = 1,

1− f(xt(y)) if yt = 0.
(59)

According to Lemma 1 (see also [BFR20, Lemma 6], [LAR24] and [RS15b, Eq. 27]), we can write

Rn(F) = sup
x,p

Ey∼pRn(F(x),p,y) = sup
x

[Rn(F(x))] ,

where Rn(·,p,y) is defined in Eq. (23), and Rn(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 Hsq(F , α, n,x) ≤ Hsq(F(x), n, α) for any tree
x. In the following, we verify this by showing that the sequential square-root covering of F ◦ 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(α) is the sequential square-root covering of F ◦x at scale α defined in Definition 2. We define
U(α) ⊆ ∆({0, 1}n) from V :

U(α) =
{
u[v] ∈ ∆({0, 1}n),v ∈ V(α) : u(y) =

n∏

t=1

ut[v](yt | y), ∀y ∈ {0, 1}n
}
,

where

ut[v](yt | y) :=
{
vt(y) if yt = 1,

1− vt(y) if yt = 0.
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Then we have |U(α)| = |V(α)|. And according to Definition 2 we have for any f ∈ F , and w ∈ {0, 1}n, there
exists u ∈ U such that for any t ∈ [n],

max
y∈{0,1}

∣∣∣
√
ut(y | w)−

√
f(x)t(y | w)

∣∣∣ ≤ α.

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

Proof of Corollary 2. Corollary 2 follows from Theorem 2 after replacing Hsq(F , α, n,x) with Õ(α−p) and
the following choices of γ and δ:

(γ, δ) =





(
n− 1

p+2 , n−1
)

if 0 ≤ p ≤ 2,(
1, n− 1

p

)
if p > 2.

(60)

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 ∈ [δ, 1− δ],

max
{
|√p−√

q| ,
∣∣∣
√
1− p−

√
1− q

∣∣∣
}
≤ |p− q|√

δ
.

In fact, we have

max
{
|√p−√

q| ,
∣∣∣
√
1− p−

√
1− q

∣∣∣
}

= |p− q| ·max

{
1√

p+
√
q
,

1√
1− p+

√
1− q

}
≤ |p− q|√

δ
.

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)2 ≤ 2DTV(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
{∣∣∣
√
a−

√
b
∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣
√
1− a−

√
1− b

∣∣∣
}
, ∀a, b ∈ [0, 1]. (61)
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Definition 4. Suppose F ∈ [0, 1]X is a function class and 0 < β < α. An X -valued depth-d tree x is said
to be (α, β)-shattered by F distance if there exists a [β, 1 − β] × [β, 1 − β]-valued depth-d tree s such that:
for any path y = (y1:d) ∈ {0, 1}d, st(y) = (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) with st(y)[0] < st(y)[1], and also there exists
fy ∈ F such that

|fy(xt(y)) − st(y)[yt]| < β and h (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) > α, ∀t ∈ [d].

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

The following proposition relates the dimension D(F , α, β) to the sequential square-root entropy.

Proposition 7. For any class X , function class F ∈ [0, 1]X , positive integer n and α > 0, we have

sup
x

Hsq(F , α+
√
2β, n,x) ≤ D(F , α, β) log

(
en

β

)
,

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

The following proposition relates the dimension D(F , α, β) to the minimax regret Rn(F).

Proposition 8. Suppose the function class F ⊆ [0, 1]X satisfies D(F , α, α4/16) = Ω̃ (α−p). Then for any
positive integer n,

Rn(F) = Ω̃
(
n

p
p+2

)
.

With the above two propositions of the dimension D(F , α, β), we are ready to prove Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Suppose classF satisfies sup
x
Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Ω̃ (α−p). Then according to Proposition 7,

we have

D(F, α, α4/16) ≥ sup
x

Hsq(F , α+ α2/(2
√
2), n,x) · log−1

(
16en

α4

)
= Ω̃

(
α−p

)
.

Hence according to Proposition 8, we have

Rn(F) = Ω̃
(
n

p
p+2

)
.

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 β ∈ (0, 1) satisfies M = 1/(2β) is an positive integer. We define set:

Uβ = {β, 3β, 5β, · · · , (2M − 1) · β} ⊆ [0, 1].

And we further define the dimensionD(F , α) for the discrete-valued function class F which contains functions
mapping X into the set Uβ .

Definition 5. Fix real number β ∈ (0, 1) which satisfies 1/(2β) is a positive integer. For function F ⊆ (Uβ)
X

and real number α > 0, a depth-d X -valued x is said to be shattered by F at scale α, if there exists a depth-d
(Uβ×Uβ)-valued tree s such that: for any y ∈ {0, 1}d, st(y) = (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) satisfies st(y)[0] < st(y)[1],
and for any t ∈ [d], h(st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) > α (where h is defined in (61)), and for any y ∈ {0, 1}d, there
exists fy ∈ F such that fy(xt(y)) = st(y)[yt] holds for all t ∈ [d].

The dimension D(F , α) 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 α.
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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 D(F , α) of class F .

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

Nsq(F ◦ x, α, n) ≤
(
en

β

)D(F ,α)

Proof of Lemma 11. For any β > 0 such that 1/(2β) is an integer, we define

gβ(n, d) =

d∑

i=0

(
n

i

)
· (M − 1)

i
,

which satisfies [RS15a]
gβ(n, d) = gβ(n− 1, d) + (M − 1) · gβ(n− 1, d− 1). (62)

We will prove this result by induction with the following induction argument:
G(n, d): For any function class F ⊆ (Uβ)

X with D(F , α) ≤ d, and any depth-n X -valued tree x, Nsq(F ◦
x, α, n) ≤ gβ(d, n).

Base: There are two base case: n ≤ d and d = 0.
When n ≤ d, we let

V = {v[l1, l2, · · · , ln] : l1, · · · , ln ∈ Uβ} ,
where v[l1, · · · , ln] denotes the tree which takes value lt at depth t 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}n, there exists some v ∈ V such that
f(xt(y)) = vt(y) for all t ∈ [n]. Hence V is a 0-sequential covering of F ◦ x, hence V is also an α-sequential
covering of F ◦ x as well. Hence we have

Nsq(F ◦ x, α, n) ≤ |V| = |Uβ|n = Mn =

d∑

i=0

(
n

i

)
· (M − 1)

i
= gβ(n, d).

When d = 0, there is no depth-1 X -valued tree which shatters F at scale α. This implies for any two
x, x′ ∈ X , we always have h(f(x), h(x′)) ≤ α (otherwise we can construct depth-1 tree x with x1(0) = x
and x1(1) = x′, then this tree is shattered by F). For any x0 ∈ X , we construct depth-n [0, 1]-valued tree
v which always takes value f(x0) 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(xt(y)), vt(y)) = h(f(xt(y)), f(x0)) ≤ α. Hence V is an
α-sequential covering of F ◦ x, and it satisfies |V| = 1 = gβ(n, 0).

Induction: Suppose the induction hypothesis G(n− 1, d− 1) and G(n− 1, d) both holds. We will prove
induction statement G(n, d). For fixed function class F with D(F , α) = d and depth-n X -valued tree x, we
will construct a α-sequential covering to F ◦ x whose size is no more than gβ(n, d). Suppose the root of tree
x is x1, the left subtree of x1 is xl, and the right subtree of x1 is xr . We partition the function class F as:

F = F1 ∪ F2 ∪ · · · ∪ F1/2β where Fk = {f ∈ F : f(x1) = (2k − 1)β}, ∀1 ≤ k ≤ M.

Then we have D(Fk, α) ≤ D(F , α) = d for all k ∈ [M ]. We let K = {k ∈ [M ] : D(Fk, α) = d}. Then for any
a, b ∈ K and a < b, there exist two depth-d X -valued trees xa and xb, and also two depth-d (Uβ ×Uβ)-valued
trees sa and sb such that for any y ∈ {0, 1}d and t ∈ [d],

h(sat (y)[0], s
a
t (y)[1]) > α and h(sbt(y)[0], s

b
t(y)[1]) > α,
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and further for any y ∈ {0, 1}d, there exists fy

a ∈ Fa and fy

b ∈ Fb such that for any t ∈ [d],

fy

a (x
a
t (y)) = sat (y)[yt] and fy

b (x
b
t(y)) = sbt(y)[yt],

If we further have h((2a−1)β, (2b−1)β) > α, we construct a depth-(d+1) X -valued tree x with root x0, left
subtree of the root to be xa, and right subtree of the root to be xb, and also a depth-(d+1) Uβ ×Uβ-valued
tree s with root ((2a− 1)β, (2b − 1)β), left subtree of the root to be sa, and right subtree of the root to be
sb. Then we can verify that for any y ∈ {0, 1}d+1, and any t ∈ [d + 1], we have sbt(y)[0] < sbt(y)[1], and
h(st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) > α. Further we let y′ = (y2, y3, · · · , yd+1) ∈ {0, 1}d, and if y1 = 0, then by letting

fy = fy
′

a we can verify that fy(xt(y)) = st(y)[yt] for any t ∈ [d+1], and if y1 = 1, then by letting fy = fy
′

b

we can verify that fy(xt(y)) = st(y)[yt] 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)β, (2b− 1)β) ≤ α, ∀a, b ∈ K (63)

Next, for any k ∈ [M ] with D(Fk, α) ≤ d − 1, according to induction hypothesis G(n − 1, d − 1), there
exists a sequential cover V l

k of size gβ(n−1, d−1) for the depth-(n−1) X -valued tree xl, and also a sequential
cover Vr

k of size gβ(n− 1, d− 1) for the depth-(n − 1) X -valued tree xr. We then combine the elements in
V l
k and Vr

k into a set Vk of depth-n Uβ-valued trees. We let v1 = (2k − 1)β ∈ Uβ . Then according to the
construction of Fk we have for any f ∈ F , f(x1) = v1 hence h(f(x1), v1) ≤ α. For vl ∈ V l

k and vr ∈ Vr
k , we

define depth-n Uβ-valued tree v[vl,vr ] as: for any path y ∈ {0, 1}n, we let y′ = (y2:n) ∈ {0, 1}n−1, and let
v1[v

l,vr](y) = v1. If y1 = 0, then let vt[v
l,vr](y) = vlt−1(y

′), and if y1 = 1, then let vt[v
l,vr ](y) = vrt−1(y

′).
We construct Vk = {v[vl,vr ]} with |Vk| ≤ max{|V l

k|, |Vr
k |} to make sure that every element in V l

k and Vr
k at

least appear once in the construction of Vk. Next, we will argue that Vk is a α-sequential cover of Fk ◦ x.
For any f ∈ Fk and y ∈ {0, 1}n, if y1 = 0, then since V l

k is a α-sequential cover of Fk, there exists vl ∈ V l
k

such that for any 2 ≤ t ≤ n, h(f(xt(y)), v
l
t(y)) ≤ α. Suppose v = v[vl,vr] ∈ Vk for some vr ∈ Vr

k ,
and we also have h(f(x1(y)), v1(y)) ≤ α according to the construction of Fk. Hence for any t ∈ [n], we
always h(f(xt(y)), vt(y)) ≤ α. Therefore, V ′ is a cover of Fk. Further by induction hypothesis we have
max{|V l

k|, |Vr
k |} ≤ gβ(n− 1, d− 1). Hence |Vk| ≤ gβ(n− 1, d− 1).

If K = ∅, then by letting V = ∪k∈[M ]Vk, V will be a α-sequential cover of F ◦ x, and also

|V| ≤ M · gβ(n− 1, d− 1) ≤ gβ(n− 1, d) + (M − 1)gβ(n− 1, d− 1) = gβ(n, d),

where the inequality follows from the fact that gβ(n − 1, d − 1) ≤ gβ(n − 1, d) for any n, d, and the last
equation follows from Eq. (62).

Next, we consider cases where |K| ≥ 1 We construct F ′ = ∪k∈KFk, then we haveD(F ′, α) ≤ D(F , α) = d.
According to the induction hypothesis G(n − 1, d), there exists a sequential cover V l of size gβ(n − 1, d)
for the depth-(n − 1) X -valued tree xl, and also a sequential cover V l of size gβ(n − 1, d) for the depth-
(n − 1) X -valued tree xl. We then combine the elements in V l and Vr into a V ′ of depth-n Uβ-valued
trees. We let v1 = f(x1) ∈ Uβ for some f ∈ F ′. Then according to the construction of F ′ we have for
any f ∈ F ′, h(f(x1), v1) ≤ α. For vl ∈ V l and vr ∈ Vr, we define depth-n Uβ-valued tree v[vl,vr ] as:
for any path y ∈ {0, 1}n, we let y′ = (y2:n) ∈ {0, 1}n−1, and let v1[v

l,vr ](y) = v1. If y1 = 0, then let
vt[v

l,vr](y) = vlt−1(y
′), and if y1 = 1, then let vt[v

l,vr](y) = vrt−1(y
′). We construct V ′ = {v[vl,vr]} with

|V ′| ≤ max{|V l|, |Vr|} to make sure that every element in V l and Vr at least appear once in the construction of
V ′. Next, we will argue that V ′ is a α-sequential cover of F ′◦x. For any f ∈ F ′ and y ∈ {0, 1}n, if y1 = 0, then
since V l is a α-sequential cover of F ′, there exists vl ∈ V l such that for any 2 ≤ t ≤ n, h(f(xt(y)), v

l
t(y)) ≤ α.

Suppose v = v[vl,vr] ∈ V ′ for some vr ∈ Vr, and we also have h(f(x1(y)), v1(y)) ≤ α according to Eq. (63)
and the construction of F ′. Hence for any t ∈ [n], we always h(f(xt(y)), vt(y)) ≤ α. Therefore, V ′ is a cover
of F ′. Further by induction hypothesis we have max{|V l|, |Vr|} ≤ gβ(n− 1, d). Hence |V ′| ≤ gβ(n− 1, d).

We further let V = V ′ ∪ (∪k 6∈KVk), and we have

|V| ≤ (M − 1) · gβ(n− 1, d− 1) + gβ(n− 1, d) = gβ(n, d),
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where the last equation follows from Eq. (62). Above all, we finish the proof of induction statement G(n, d).
Hence by induction, we have

Nsq(F ◦ x, α, n) ≤ gβ(n,D(F , α)) =

D(F ,α)∑

i=0

(
n

i

)
· (M − 1)

i ≤
(

en

βD(F , α)

)D(F ,α)

≤
(
en

β

)D(F ,α)

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

Proof of Proposition 7. For β > 0 where 1/(2β) is an integer, we let M = 1/(2β), and we define

Uβ = {β, 3β, 5β, · · · , (2M − 1)β} .

And for every u ∈ [0, 1], we define ⌊u⌋β = argminr∈Uβ
|u− r|. For any function f ∈ F , we define ⌊f⌋β : X →

Uβ as
⌊f⌋β(x) := ⌊f(x)⌋β .

We further let ⌊F⌋β = {⌊f⌋β : f ∈ F}. According to Definition 4 and Definition 5 we know that if ⌊F⌋ is
shattered by some X -valued tree x at scale α, then x also also (α, β)-shattered by F . Hence we have

D(F , α, β) ≥ D(⌊F⌋β, α).

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

N (⌊F⌋β ◦ x, α, n) ≤
(
en

β

)D(⌊F⌋β ,α)

≤
(
en

β

)D(F ,α,β)

.

We let V to be the covering of ⌊F⌋β at scale α with size no more than (en/β)D(F ,α,β). Hence for any f ∈ F ,
x ∈ X and y ∈ {0, 1}n, there exists v ∈ V such that for any t ∈ [n],

h (⌊f⌋β(xt(y)), vt(y)) ≤ α.

According to the construction of ⌊f⌋β , we have |⌊f⌋β(xt(y)) − f(xt(y))| ≤ β, which implies that

h(⌊f⌋β(xt(y)), f(xt(y)))
2

≤
(√

⌊f⌋β(xt(y)) −
√
f(xt(y))

)2

+

(√
1− ⌊f⌋β(xt(y)) −

√
1− f(xt(y))

)2

≤ |⌊f⌋β(xt(y)) − f(xt(y))| + |1− ⌊f⌋β(xt(y)) − (1− f(xt(y)))| ≤ 2β,

where the first inequality uses the fact that (a− b)2 ≤ (a− b)(a+ b) for a, b ≥ 0. Therefore, for any t ∈ [t],
we have

h(f(xt(y)), vt(y)) ≤ h(⌊f⌋β(xt(y)), f(xt(y))) + h (⌊f⌋β(xt(y)), vt(y)) ≤ α+
√
2β,

which implies that V is an (α +
√
2β) sequential covering of F , i.e.

N (F ◦ x, α +
√
2β, n) ≤ |V| ≤

(
en

β

)D(F ,α,β)

.

Taking supremum over x, we obtain that

sup
x

Hsq(F , α+
√
2β, n,x) = sup

x

logN (F ◦ x, α+
√
2β, n) ≤ D(F , α, β) log

(
en

β

)
.
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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, α, β ∈ [0, 1] and integer n satisfies β < α2 and

α+ β < p < 1− α− β, and n ≤ p(1− p)

324α2
∨ 1. (64)

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

ε =

{
1 if p̂ ≥ p

−1 if p̂ < p.
(65)

Then we have

E

[
p̂ log

p+ εα− β

p
+ (1− p̂) log

1− p− εα− β

1− p

]
≥ α2

8p(1− p)
, (66)

where the expectation is over p̂ and ε. Additionally, when choosing n = ⌊p(1−p)
324α2 ⌋ ∨ 1, we have

n · E
[
p̂ log

p+ εα− β

p
+ (1− p̂) log

1− p− εα− β

1− p

]
≥ 1

5184
. (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 α < 1/2 and β < 1/4. Consider the following three cases:

(i) 1/36 < α ≤ 1/2,

(ii) α+ β ≥ p/2 and α < 1/36,

(iii) α+ β < p/2 and α < 1/36.

When 1/36 < α < 1/2, since p(1− p) ≤ 1/4 and α2 ≥ 1/1296, we always have n = 1, which implies

E

[
p̂ log

p+ εα− β

p
+ (1− p̂) log

1− p− εα− β

1− p

]

= p · log
(
1 +

α− β

p

)
+ (1 − p) · log

(
1 +

α− β

1− p

)
(i)

≥ α− β

2

(ii)

≥ α

4

(iii)

≥ α2

8p(1− p)
,

where (i) uses α − β > 0 and either (α − β)/p > 1/2 or (α − β)/(1 − p) > 1/2 and log(1 + x) ≥ x/2 for
0 ≤ x ≤ 2, (ii) uses the fact that α ≤ 1/2 and β ≤ α2, and (iii) uses the fact α ≤ p and 1− p ≥ 1/2.

When α+ β > p/2 and α < 1/36, since β < α2 we have α > p/3, which implies that

n ≤ p(1− p)

324α2
∨ 1 < 1/p.

Hence p̂ < p, i.e. ε = −1 if and only if p̂ = 0. Therefore,

E

[
p̂ log

p+ εα− β

p
+ (1− p̂) log

1− p− εα− β

1− p

]

= Pr(p̂ = 0) · log
(
1 +

α− β

1− p

)
+ E

[(
p̂ log

p+ α− β

p
+ (1− p̂) log

1− p− α− β

1− p

)
· I[p̂ > 0]

]
. (68)

Since p < 1/2, we have α+β < 1/36+1/362 < (1−p)/2, which implies (α+β)/(1−p) ≤ 1/2. After noticing
that log(1 + x) ≥ x− x2 holds for all x ≥ −1/2 and also α− β > 0, we can further upper bound Eq. (68) by

Pr(p̂ = 0) ·
((

α− β

1− p

)
−
(
α− β

1− p

)2
)
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+ E

[(
p̂ ·
((

α− β

p

)
−
(
α− β

p

)2
)

+ (1− p̂) ·
((−α− β

1− p

)
−
(−α− β

1− p

)2
))

· I[p̂ > 0]

]

= E

[
p̂ ·
((

εα− β

p

)
−
(
εα− β

p

)2
)

+ (1 − p̂) ·
((−εα− β

1− p

)
−
(−εα− β

1− p

)2
)]

(i)

≥ E

[
εp̂α

p
+

−ε(1− p̂)α

1− p

]
− β · E

[
p̂

p
+

1− p̂

1− p

]
− (α+ β)2 · E

[
p̂

p2
+

1− p̂

(1 − p)2

]

(ii)
= E

[
ε(p̂− p)α

p
+

−ε(p− p̂)α

1− p

]
− 2β − (α+ β)2

(
1

p
+

1

1− p

)

= α · E
[ |p̂− p|
p(1− p)

]
− 2β − (α+ β)2

p(1 − p)

(iii)

≤ α · E
[ |p̂− p|
p(1− p)

]
− 2α2

p(1− p)

where (i) uses |εα − β| ≤ α + β, | − εα − β| ≤ α + β and E[p̂] = p, (ii) uses the definition of ε in Eq. (65)
and (iii) uses the fact that 0 < β ≤ α2 ≤ 1/1296. According to Khintchine inequality [Haa81], we have

E[|p̂− p|] ≥
√

p(1− p)

2n
,

which implies

LHS of Eq. (66) ≥ α√
2np(1− p)

− 2α2

p(1− p)
≥ α2

p(1− p)
,

where the last inequality uses the fact that

n ≤ p(1− p)

324α2
∨ 1 and

α√
p(1− p)

≤ √
α ·
√

p

p(1− p)
≤ 1

3
√
2
.

When α+ β < p/2 and α < 1/36, we have (p− α− β)/p ≥ 1/2 and also (1 − p− α− β)/(1 − p) ≥ 1/2,
then for any ε ∈ {−1, 1},

p+ εα− β

p
≥ 1

2
, and

1− p− εα− β

1− p
≥ 1

2
.

Notice that log(1 + x) ≥ x− x2 holds for all x ≥ −1/2, which implies

LHS of Eq. (66)

≥ E

[
p̂ ·
((

εα− β

p

)
−
(
εα− β

p

)2
)

+ (1 − p̂) ·
((−εα− β

1− p

)
−
(−εα− β

1− p

)2
)]

= E

[
p̂

(
εα− β

p

)
+ (1− p̂)

(−εα− β

1− p

)
− p̂

(
εα− β

p

)2

− (1− p̂)

(−εα− β

1− p

)2
]

(i)

≥ E

[
εp̂α

p
+

−ε(1− p̂)α

1− p

]
− β · E

[
p̂

p
+

1− p̂

1− p

]
− (α+ β)2 · E

[
p̂

p2
+

1− p̂

(1 − p)2

]

(ii)
= E

[
ε(p̂− p)α

p
+

−ε(p− p̂)α

1− p

]
− 2β − (α + β)2

(
1

p
+

1

1− p

)

= α · E
[ |p̂− p|
p(1 − p)

]
− 2β − (α+ β)2

p(1 − p)
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(iii)

≤ α · E
[ |p̂− p|
p(1− p)

]
− 2α2

p(1− p)

where (i) uses |εα − β| ≤ α + β, | − εα − β| ≤ α + β and E[p̂] = p, (ii) uses the definition of ε in Eq. (65)
and (iii) uses the fact that 0 < β ≤ α2 ≤ 1. According to [BK13, Theorem 1], we have

E[|p̂− p|] ≥
√

p(1− p)

2n
,

which implies

LHS of Eq. (66) ≥ α√
2np(1− p)

− 2α2

p(1− p)
≥ α2

p(1− p)
,

where the last inequality uses the fact that

n ≤ p(1− p)

324α2
∨ 1 and

α√
p(1− p)

≤ √
α ·
√

p

p(1− p)
≤ 1

3
√
2
.

Above all, we have verified Eq. (66), and Eq. (67) follows from Eq. (66) directly.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 8.

Proof of Proposition 8. Let x0 ∈ X be an arbitrary context. For fixed positive integer n, we let

αn = argmax
α>0

{
D(F , α, α4/16) ·

(⌈
1

162α2

⌉
∨ 1

)
≤ n

}
.

Since D(F , α, α4/16) = Ω̃ (α−p) for every α ≥ 0, we have

D(F , αn, α
4
n/16) = Ω̃

(
n

p
p+2

)
.

In the following, we will prove that for any positive integer n, we have

Rn(F) ≥ D(F , αn, α
4
n/16)

5184
.

We fix n, and let α = αn, d = D(F , αn, α
4
n/16). We let x̃ to be the depth-d X -valued tree shattered

by F at scale (αn, α
4
n/16). Then according to Definition 4, there exists a depth-d [0, 1]× [0, 1]-valued tree s

such that for any path ỹ = (ỹ1:d) ∈ {0, 1}d, there exists fy ∈ F such that

∣∣f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))− st(ỹ)[ỹt]
∣∣ < α4

16
and h(st(ỹ)[0], st(ỹ)[1]) ≥ α ∀t ∈ [d], (69)

After noticing that h(u, v)2/2 ≤ |u− v| for any u, v ∈ [0, 1], we have

∣∣f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))− st(ỹ)[ỹt]
∣∣ ≤ (st(ỹ)[0]− st(ỹ)[1])

2

4

We define depth-d [0, 1]-valued v as

vt(ỹ) =
st(ỹ)[0] + st(ỹ)[1]

2
, ∀y ∈ {0, 1}n. (70)

We can further verify that

h(st(ỹ)[0], st(ỹ)[1])
2
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= (st(ỹ)[0]− st(ỹ)[1]))
2

·max

{
1

(
√
st(ỹ)[0] +

√
st(ỹ)[1])2

,
1

(
√
1− st(ỹ)[0] +

√
1− st(ỹ)[1])2

}

≤ (st(ỹ)[0]− st(ỹ)[1]))
2 ·
(

1

st(ỹ)[0] + st(ỹ)[1]
+

1

1− st(ỹ)[0] + 1− st(ỹ)[1]

)

=
2 (st(ỹ)[0]− st(ỹ)[1]))

2

vt(ỹ)(1− vt(ỹ))
(71)

Next, we will show Rn(F) ≥ d. According to Lemma 5, for any p ∈ ∆({0, 1}n) and depth-n X -valued
tree x, we have

Rn(F) ≥ Ey∼pRn(F(x),p,y). (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}n, we first define an auxillary {0, 1}-path ỹ = (ỹ1:d) ∈ {0, 1}d of
length-d and also d integers: k1, k2, · · · , kd in the following way: calculate ỹ1:d and k1:d by turn:

kt =

⌊
vt(ỹ)(1 − vt(ỹ))

324 (st(ỹ)[1]− st(ỹ)[0])
2

⌋
∨ 1, ∀t ∈ [d]. (73)

and

ỹt = I

{ kt∑

j=1

yk1+···+kt−1+j ≥ kt · vt(ỹ)
}
, ∀t ∈ [d], (74)

where vt(ỹ) is defined in Eq. (70). Notice that according to the above definition, kt only depends on
y1, · · · , yk1+···+kt−1

, and ỹt depends on y1, · · · , yk1+···+kt . Additionally, according to Eq. (71) and Eq. (69),
we have

kt ≤
1

162α2
∨ 1, ∀t ∈ [d]

which implies k1 + · · ·+ kd ≤ n always holds according to our choice of α = αn. Hence k1:d and ỹ1:d are all
well-defined.

The value of (x1(y), xt(y), · · · , xn(y)) are in the following form:

(x̃1(ỹ), x̃1(ỹ), · · · , x̃1(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k1 pieces

, x̃2(ỹ), x̃2(ỹ), · · · , x̃2(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k2 pieces

, · · · , x̃d(ỹ), x̃d(ỹ), · · · , x̃d(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
kd pieces

, x0, x0, · · · , x0︸ ︷︷ ︸
(n−k1−k2−···−kd) pieces

),

Similarly, the value of (p1(y), pt(y), · · · , pn(y)) are in the following form:

(v1(ỹ), v1(ỹ), · · · , v1(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k1 pieces

, v2(ỹ), v2(ỹ), · · · , v2(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k2 pieces

, · · · , vd(ỹ), vd(ỹ), · · · , vd(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
kd pieces

, f ỹ(x0), f
ỹ(x0) · · · f ỹ(x0)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n−k1−k2−···−kd) pieces

),

where x0 is the state we fixed at the beginning of the proof.
Then we write Rn(F(x),p,y) in terms of segments 1 to d, and after noticing that fy ∈ F for any depth-d

path y ∈ {−1, 1}d, we obtain

Rn(F(x),p,y)

= sup
f∈F

{
d∑

t=1

kd∑

j=1

log
f(yk1+···+kt−1+j | xk1+···+kt−1+j(y))

pk1+···+kt−1+j(yk1+···+kt−1+j | y)

+

n−k1−···−kd∑

j=1

log
f(yk1+···+kd+j | xk1+···+kd+j(y))

pk1+···+kd+j(yk1+···+kd+j | y)

}
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= sup
f∈F





d∑

t=1

kd∑

j=1

log
f(yk1+···+kt−1+j | x̃t(ỹ))

vt(yk1+···+kt−1+j | ỹ)
+

n−k1−···−kd∑

j=1

log
f(yk1+···+kd+j | x)
f ỹ(yk1+···+kd+j | x0)





≥
d∑

t=1

kd∑

j=1

log
f ỹ(yk1+···+kt−1+j | x̃t(ỹ))

vt(yk1+···+kt−1+j | ỹ)
, (75)

where the last step takes f = fy ∈ F . Next, for fixed y, we define

v̂t =
1

kt

kt∑

j=1

yk1+···+kt−1+j ,

and let

γt(ỹ) =
st(ỹ)[1]− st(ỹ)[0]

2
. (76)

Then using inequality h(u, v)2/2 ≤ |u− v| for any u, v ∈ [0, 1], we have

γt(ỹ) ≥
h(st(ỹ)[1], st(ỹ)[0])

2

4
≥ α2

4
. (77)

Notice that x̃t(ỹ) and vt(ỹ) is independent to yk1+···+kt−1+1, · · · , yk1+···+kt−1+kt , we can rewrite Eq. (75) as

Rn(F(x),p,y) ≥
d∑

t=1

kt ·
(
v̂t log

f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

vt(ỹ)
+ (1− v̂t) log

1− f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

1− vt(ỹ)

)
.

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

Ey∼p [Rn(F(x),p,y)]

=

d∑

t=1

E

[
kt ·

(
v̂t log

f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

vt(ỹ)
+ (1− v̂t) log

1− f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

1− vt(ỹ)

)]

=
d∑

t=1

E

[
E

[
kt ·

(
v̂t log

f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

vt(ỹ)
+ (1− v̂t) log

1− f ỹ(x̃t(ỹ))

1− vt(ỹ)

) ∣∣∣∣ y1:(k1+···kt−1)

]]

(i)

≥
d∑

t=1

E

[
E

[
kt ·

(
v̂t log

st(ỹ)[ỹt]− α4/16

vt(ỹ)
+ (1− v̂t) log

1− st(ỹ)[ỹt]− α4/16

1− vt(ỹ)

) ∣∣∣∣ y1:(k1+···kt−1)

]]

(ii)

≥
d∑

t=1

E

[
E

[
kt ·

(
v̂t log

vt(ỹ) + ε(v̂t)γt(ỹ)− γt(ỹ)
2

vt(ỹ)

+ (1− v̂t) log
1− vt(ỹ)− ε(v̂t)vt(ỹ)− γt(ỹ)

2

1− vt(ỹ)

) ∣∣∣∣ y1:(k1+···kt−1)

]]
(78)

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

ε(v̂t) =

{
1 if v̂t ≥ vt(ỹ),

−1 if v̂t < vt(ỹ).

and it follows from our construciton of ỹt in Eq. (74) and also α2/4 ≤ γt(ỹ) from Eq. (77). In Eq. (78),
conditioned on y1:(k1+···+kt−1), there is no randomness on kt, vt(ỹ) and also x̃t(ỹ), hence all the randomness
of the inner expectation comes from v̂t and also st(ỹ)[ỹt]. With our choice of γt(ỹ) in Eq. (76), we can
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further verify that γt(ỹ) + γt(ỹ)
2 ≤ st(ỹ)[0] + γt(ỹ) ≤ vt(ỹ). Hence, after noticing Eq. (73), we can verify

that the conditions in Lemma 12 hold with α = γt(ỹ), β = γt(ỹ)
2, p = vt(ỹ) and n = kt. Additionally,

according to our construction of pt(y), when conditioned on y1:(k1+···+kt), we have

yk1+···kt−1+1, · · · , yk1+···kt−1+kt

i.i.d.∼ vt(· | ỹ).

Hence Eq. (67) in Lemma 12 implies that

E

[
kt ·

(
v̂t log

vt(ỹ) + ε(v̂t)γt(ỹ)− γt(ỹ)
2

vt(ỹ)
+ (1− v̂t) log

1− vt(ỹ)− ε(v̂t)vt(ỹ)− γt(ỹ)
2

1− vt(ỹ)

) ∣∣∣∣ y1:(k1+···kt−1)

]
≥ 1

5184
.

Bringing this back to Eq. (78) and then further back to Eq. (72), we obtain that

Rn(F) ≥ Rn(F , α, α4)/16 ≥ d · 1

5184
=

D(F , α, α4/16)

5184
= Ω(n

p
p+2 ).

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 ∈ [c, 1−c],
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 ∈ [c, 1− c], we have

|f − p|√
2

≤ h(f, p) ≤ |f − p|
2
√
c

.

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

h(f, p)2 ≥ 1

2
·
((√

f −√
p
)2

+
(√

1− f −
√
1− p

)2)

=
1

2
· (f − p)2 ·

(
1

(
√
f +

√
p)2

+
1

(
√
1− f +

√
1− p)2

)

≥ 1

2
· (f − p)2 ·

(
1

2(f + p)
+

1

2(2− f − p)

)

≥ 1

2
(f − p)2,

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

(
√
f +

√
p)2 ≥ 4c and (

√
1− f +

√
1− p)2 ≥ 4c,

which implies that

h(f, p) ≤ (f − p)2 · 1

4c
=

(f − p)2

4c
.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.

42



Proof of Theorem 4. Since sup
x
Hsq(F , α, n,x) = Ω̃(α−p), by choosing β = α2/2 in Definition 4, we obtain

D(F , α, α2/2) = Ω̃
(
α−p

)
, ∀α > 0.

Hence if we choose β such that

β = sup
{
β ∈ (0, 1/16) : D(F , β, β2/2) ≥ n

}
,

we have β = Ω̃
(
n−1/p

)
. And according to Definition 4, there exists a depth-n X -valued tree x shattered

by F at scale (β, β2/2), i.e. there exists a depth-n [0, 1] × [0, 1]-valued tree s such that for any path
y = (y1:d) ∈ {0, 1}d, st(y) = (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) with st(y)[0] < st(y)[1], and also there exists fy ∈ F such
that

|fy(xt(y)) − st(y)[yt]| <
β2

2
and h (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) > β, ∀t ∈ [n]. (79)

We further define [0, 1]-valued tree u where for any y ∈ {0, 1}d and t ∈ [n],

ut(y) =
st(y)[0] + st(y)[1]

2
.

Since F ⊆ [7/16, 9/16]X , according to Lemma 13 we have for any y ∈ {0, 1}n, 3/8 ≤ st(y)[0] < st(y)[1] <
5/8, which implies that

st(y)[1] − st(y)[0] ≥ 2
√
3/8 · h (st(y)[0], st(y)[1]) > β.

Hence we have ut(y) ∈ [7/16, 9/16], and for any y ∈ {0, 1}n,

fy(yt | xt(y)) − ut(yt | y) ≥ β − β2

2
≥ β

2
.

We next notice that for any f ∈ F , y ∈ {0, 1}n and t ∈ [n],

f(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
≥ f(yt | xt(y)) ≥ 7/16,

hence according to inequality log(1 + x) ≥ x− 3x2/2 for any x ≥ −9/16, we have

n∑

t=1

log
f(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
≥

n∑

t=1

{(
f(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1

)
− 3

2
·
(
f(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1

)2
}
. (80)

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

fy(yt | xt(y)) ∈
[
7

16
,
9

16

]
, ut(yt | y) ∈

[
7

16
,
9

16

]
and fy(yt | xt(y)) ≥

β

2
+ ut(yt | y),

we have

0 <
fy(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1 ≤ 1− 7/16

7/16
− 1 =

2

7
.

Therefore, we have

(
fy(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1

)
− 3

2
·
(
fy(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1

)2

≥ 4

7

(
fy(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)
− 1

)
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(i)

≥ fy(yt | xt(y)) − ut(yt | y) ≥
β

2
,

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

Rn(F) = Ey∼p

[
sup
f∈F

n∑

t=1

log
fy(yt | xt(y))

ut(yt | y)

]
≥ nβ

2
= Ω̃

(
n

p−1

p

)
.

E Missing Proofs in Section 3.4

We first prove Lemma 2.

Proof of Lemma 2. Recall from Lemma 5 we have

Rn(F) = sup
x

sup
y∼p

[
n∑

t=1

log
1

pt(yt | y)
− inf

f∈F

n∑

t=1

log
1

f(yt | xt(y))

]
.

Hence we only need to prove that for any path y = (y1:n) ∈ {0, 1}n,

sup
f∈F

n∑

t=1

log f(yt | xt(y)) ≤ sup
f∈F1/n

n∑

t=1

log f(yt | xt(y)) + 2. (81)

According to the definition of Hilbert ball class Eq. (17), for any f ∈ F , there exists w ∈ B2(1) such that

f(yt | xt(y)) =
1 + (−1)yt〈xt(y), w〉

2
.

Next, we notice that for any real number a ∈ (−1, 1), we have

log
a+ 1

2
≤ log

a+ n/(n− 1)

2
≤ log

(1 − 1/n)a+ 1

2
+ log

n

n− 1

≤ log
(1− 1/n)a+ 1

2
+

1

n− 1
.

Therefore, we obtain

1 + (−1)yt〈xt(y), w〉
2

≤ 1 + (−1)yt〈xt(y), (1 − 1/n)w〉
2

+
1

n− 1
,

which implies that

n∑

t=1

1 + (−1)yt〈xt(y), w〉
2

≤
n∑

t=1

1 + (−1)yt〈xt(y), (1 − 1/n)w〉
2

+
n

n− 1
.

Since for any w ∈ B2(1), we always have (1 − 1/n)w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n), according to the definition of function
class F1/n we have

sup
f∈F

n∑

t=1

log f(yt | xt(y))

≤ sup
f∈F1/n

n∑

t=1

log f(yt | xt(y)) +
n

n− 1
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≤ sup
f∈F1/n

n∑

t=1

log f(yt | xt(y)) + 2,

which proves Eq. (81).

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 is 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 d1, d2, . . . , dk ≥ 0, if binary tree x has depth at least
d1 + d2 + · · · + dk + 1, and is colored in 1, . . . , k. Then there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ k, such that x has a skipping
tree of depth di + 1 whose vertices are all in color i.

We will prove this result by induction on d1+ · · ·+dk. When d1+ · · ·+dk = 0, we have d1 = · · · = dk = 0.
In this case, assuming the root is colored in i, then the root itself is a skipping tree with depth di + 1.

Next we assume that this result holds when d1 + · · ·+ dk = m. When d1 + · · ·+ dk = m+ 1, we assume
the root a is colored in j (1 ≤ j ≤ k). If dj = 0, then we already have a skipping tree with only one vertex
a in color j at depth dj + 1. Next, we assume that dj ≥ 1. We consider the left binary tree x1 rooted at
the left child of a, and also the right binary tree x2 rooted at the right child of a. Then both x1 and x2 are
binary trees with depth

m = d1 + · · ·+ dj−1 + (di − 1) + dj+1 + · · ·+ dk = d̂1 + · · ·+ d̂k.

where we let d̂i = di if i 6= j and d̂i = di − 1 if i = j. According to induction, ∃1 ≤ i1, i2 ≤ k such that there
exists x1’s skipping tree u1 of depth d̂i1 + 1 whose vertices are all in color i1 and also x2’s skipping tree u2

of depth d̂i2 + 1 whose vertices are all in color i2. If i1 6= j, then we have d̂i1 = di1 . Hence the skipping
tree u1 is also a skipping tree of x with depth di1 + 1 whose vertices are all in color i1. This skipping tree
is desirable. If i2 6= j, similarly we can also find a desirable skipping tree of x. Finally if i1 = i2 = j, we
consider the tree y with root j, and two subtrees of j’s left child and right child to be u1 and u2. Then since
the root of u1 is a descendant of j’s left child the root of u2 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 dj + 1. Therefore,
y is a desirable skipping tree. And we have finished proving the result for d1 + · · ·+ dk = m+ 1.

According to induction, this result holds for any d1, . . . , dn ≥ 0.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. First by choosing β = α2/2 in Proposition 7 and replacing α by 4α, we obtain

sup
x

Hsq(F1/n, 5α, n,x) ≤ D(F , 4α, α2/2) · log
(
2en

α2

)
.

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

D(F1/n, 4α, α
2/2) = O

(
logn

α2

)
. (82)
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We let tree x′ of depth d′ to be the largest tree shattered by F1/n at scale (4α, α2/2). Without loss of
generality we assume d′ is an odd number and d′ = 2d+1. Then there exists a depth-d′ ([0, 1]× [0, 1])-valud
tree s′ such that for any path y′ ∈ {0, 1}d′

, s′t(y
′) = (s′t(y

′)[0], s′t(y
′)[1]) with s′t(y

′)[0] < s′t(y
′)[1], and for

any y′ ∈ {0, 1}d′

, there exists wy
′ ∈ B2(1 − 1/n) such that

∣∣∣∣∣
1 + 〈wy

′

, x′
t(y

′)〉
2

− s′t(y
′)[yt]

∣∣∣∣∣ <
α2

2
and h (s′t(y

′)[0], s′t(y
′)[1]) > 4α, ∀t ∈ [d′]. (83)

We further construct a depth-d′ [0, 1]-valued tree u′ where for any y′ ∈ {0, 1}d′

and t ∈ [d′],

s′t(y
′)[0] < u′

t(y
′) < s′t(y

′)[1], h(u′
t(y

′), s′t(y
′)[0]) ≥ 2α and h(u′

t(y
′), s′t(y

′)[1]) ≥ 2α.

According to Eq. (83), we have for any y′ ∈ {0, 1}d′

and t ∈ [d′],

(2yt − 1) ·
(
1 + 〈wy

′

, x′
t(y

′)〉
2

− u′
t(y

′)

)
≥ 0 and h

(
1 + 〈wy

′

, x′
t(y

′)〉
2

, u′
t(y

′)

)
≥ α.

We color the tree x′ with two colors according to ut(y
′): for each node x′

t(y
′), if u′

t(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 ū of depth d such that for any y ∈ {0, 1}d, there exists w ∈ B2(1− 1/n) such that for
any t ∈ [d],

(2yt − 1) ·
(
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
− ūt(y)

)
≥ 0 and h

(
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
, ūt(y)

)
≥ α.

We next notice that since function 2
√
x and log x − 2

√
x are both monotonically increasing function over

[0, 1], for any p, f ∈ [0, 1] we have

| log p− log f | ≥ 2|√p−
√
f |.

Additionally, since for any p ∈ [0, 1/2] and f ∈ [0, 1], we always have

|√p−
√
f | = |p− f |√

p+
√
f
≥ (

√
2 + 1)|p− f |√

1− p+
√
1− f

= (
√
2 + 1) ·

∣∣∣
√
1− p−

√
1− f

∣∣∣ ,

which implies that |√p−√
f | ≥ h(f, p)/4. Hence we obtain

log f − log p ≥ h(f, p)

2
.

By letting depth-d R-valued tree s to be st(y) = log ūt(y) for any path y ∈ {0, 1}d, we have that for
y ∈ {0, 1}d, there exists w ∈ B2(1− 1/n) such that for any t ∈ [d],

(2yt − 1) ·
(
log

1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉
2

− st(y)

)
≥ α

2

Since xt(y) and st(y) only depend on y1:t−1, by choosing yt = 1, we obtain for some w ∈ B2(1− 1/n),

log
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
− st(y) ≥

α

2
> 0,
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which implies that

st(y) < log
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
≤ log

1 + ‖w‖2‖xt(y)‖2
2

≤ log
1 + 1

2
= 0.

Similarly by choosing yt = 0, we obtain for some w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n),

log
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
− st(y) ≤ −α

2
< 0,

which implies that

st(y) > log
1 + 〈w, xt(y)〉

2
≥ log

1− ‖w‖2‖xt(y)‖2
2

≥ log
1− (1− 1/n)

2
= − log(2n).

Hence we obtain that for any t, we always have st(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}d,

if st(y) ∈ [−k − 1,−k), we will color vertex x(y) in color k. According to Lemma 14, there exists some i
such that there exists a skipping tree v of depth d̄ ≥ d−1

⌈log(2n)⌉ whose nodes are all colored in k.

We consider a sequence of nodes v1(y) → vt(y) → · · · → vd̄(y) in the skipping tree v. Here we assume
vi+1(y) is the left child or descendant of the left child of vi if yi = 0, or the right child or the descendant of
the right child of vi if yi = 1. We let

vi(y) = xi,1 → · · · → xi,li = vi+1(y) (84)

to be the sequence of nodes in tree x from vi(y) to vi+1(y), where x1,2 is the right child of x1,1, and xi,j

is a child of xi,j−1 (since vi+1(y) is a descendant of vi(y), there must exist such a path). We consider the
following sequence of nodes in tree x:

x1,1 → x1,2 · · · → x1,l1 → x2,2 → · · · → x2,l2 → x3,2 → · · · → x3,l3 → · · ·xd̄,2 → · · ·xd̄,ld̄
. (85)

We define length-d {0, 1}-valued path

ỹ = (ỹ1,1, ỹ1,2, · · · , ỹ1,l1 , ỹ2,1, · · · ỹ2,l2−1, ỹ3,1, · · · , ỹ3,l3−1, · · · , ỹd̄,1, · · · , ỹd̄,ld̄−1, yỹ+1,1, · · · , yd̄+1,ld̄+1−1),

where ỹi,j is chosen to be 1 if xi,j is the right child of xi,j−1 and be 0 if xi,j is the left child of xi,j−1, and
yd̄+1,1, · · · , yd̄+1,ld̄+1−1 can be arbitrarily chosen with ld̄+1 − 1 = d− l1 − · · · − ld̄ + d̄. Then according to the

construction of this path we have
ỹi,1 = yi, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ d̄.

Suppose the vertices we meet in tree s along path ỹ at the same depth as xi,j to be si,j(ỹ). Then according
to our assumption, there exists some w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n) such that

(2ỹi,j − 1) ·
(
log

1 + 〈w, xi,j〉
2

− si,j(ỹ)

)
≥ α

2
, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ d̄, 1 ≤ j ≤ li. (86)

We further define depth-d̄ R-tree u = (u1, . . . , ud̄) as

ui(y) = si,1(ỹ).

Choosing j = 1 in Eq. (86) and notice that vi(y) = xi,1 from Eq. (84) and yi = ỹi,1 from Eq. (85), we obtain

(2yi − 1)

(
log

1 + 〈w, vi(y)〉
2

− ui(y)

)
≥ α

2
, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ d̄.
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According to our coloring and the definition of si,j(ỹ), we know that ui(y) = si,1(ỹ) ∈ [−k − 1,−k) holds

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d̄. Therefore, for any y ∈ {0, 1}d̄, there exists w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n) such that for any i ∈ [d̄],

(2yi − 1) ·
(
log

1 + 〈w, vi(y)〉
2

− ui(y)

)
≥ α

2
and ui(y) ∈ [−k − 1,−k). (87)

The above inequality is equivalent to for any y ∈ {0, 1}d̄, there exists w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n) such that for any
i ∈ [d̄],

〈w, vt(y)〉 ≥ 2eut(y)eα/2 − 1 if yt = 1, and 〈w, vt(y)〉 ≤ 2eut(y)e−α/2 − 1 if yt = 0. (88)

For any given path y ∈ {0, 1}d̄, we call the w ∈ B2(1 − 1/n) which satisfies the above inequalities as w[y].
We use v0 = v1(y) to denote the root of the tree y. Then for any path y = (y1, . . . , yd̄) with y1 = 0, i.e.
turn to left subtree in the first step, according to Eq. (88) we have

〈w[y], v0〉 = 〈w[y], v1(y)〉 ≤ 2eu1(y)e−α/2 − 1 ≤ 2e−k − 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 v0: v = v⊥ + v‖, where v‖ ‖ v0 and v⊥ ⊥ v0. Then we have

‖w[y]‖‖2‖v0‖2 = |〈w[y], v0〉| = 1− 2e−k.

Noticing that ‖v0‖2, ‖w[y]‖‖2 ≤ 1, we will have ‖v0‖2, ‖w[y]‖‖2 ≥ 1− 2e−k, hence

‖w[y]‖ + v0‖2 ≤ 1− (1 − 2e−k) = 2e−k and ‖w[y]⊥‖2 ≤
√
1− (1− 2e−k)2 ≤ 2e−k/2. (89)

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

〈w[y], vt(y)〉 ≤ 2eut(y)e−α/2 − 1 ≤ 2e−k − 1,

which implies

‖w[y] + vt(y)‖2 ≤
√
‖w[y]‖22 + ‖vt(y)‖22 + 2〈w[y], vt(y)〉 ≤

√
2 + 2(2e−k − 1) = 2e−k/2,

Choosing t = 1 in the above inequality we obtain ‖w[y] + v0‖2 ≤ 2e−k/2. These two inequalities together
indicates that

‖vt(y)− v0‖2 ≤ 4e−k/2.

Hence we have,
‖vt(y)⊥‖2 ≤ ‖vt(y) − v0‖2 ≤ 4e−k/2. (90)

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

〈w[y], vt(y)〉 = 〈w[y]‖, vt(y)‖〉+ 〈w[y]⊥, vt(y)⊥〉.
Noticing ‖w[y]⊥‖2 ≤ 2e−k/2 and ‖vt(y)⊥‖2 ≤ 4e−k/2 from Eq. (89) and Eq. (90), we obtain that

〈w[y]‖, vt(y)‖〉 = 〈w[y], vt(y)〉 − 〈w[y]⊥, vt(y)⊥〉 ≤ 2e−k − 1 + 2e−k/2 · 4e−k/2 = 10e−k − 1.

Since ‖w[y]‖‖2 ≤ 1 and ‖vt(y)‖‖2 ≤ 1, we have ‖w[y]‖‖2, ‖vt(y)‖‖2 ≥ 1− 10e−k. Hence,

‖w[y]‖ + vt(y)
‖‖2 ≤ 1− (1 − 10e−k) = 10e−k,
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This inequality together with the first inequality of Eq. (89) indicates that

‖v2(y)‖ − v0‖2 ≤ 12e−k.

Finally, we construct a tree z of depth d̄− 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 d̄.

G = {f |f(x) = 〈w, x〉, w, x ∈ B2(1)} (91)

For any y ∈ {0, 1}d̄−1, we let

zt(y) =
1

5
ek/2vt+1((0,y))

⊥ +
1

5
vt+1((0,y))

‖, ∀1 ≤ t ≤ d̄− 1, (92)

where we use (0,y) to denote the path of length d̄ whose t-th element equals to yt−1 for t ≥ 2 and the first
element equals to 0. Then according to Eq. (90), for any path y we have

‖zt(y)‖2 ≤ 1

5
ek/2‖vt+1((0,y))

⊥‖2 +
1

5
‖vt+1((0,y))

‖‖2 ≤ 4

5
+

1

5
= 1,

which implies that zt(y) ∈ B2(1). We further notice from Eq. (89) that

‖w((0,y))‖ + v0‖2 ≤ 2e−k and ‖w((0,y))⊥‖2 ≤ 2e−k/2.

Hence by choosing

w̄(y) =
1

4
ek
(
w((0,y))‖ + v0

)
+

1

4
ek/2w((0,y))⊥, (93)

we have

‖w̄(y)‖2 ≤ 1

4
ek
∥∥∥(w((0,y))‖ + v0

∥∥∥
2
+

1

4
ek/2

∥∥w((0,y))⊥
∥∥
2
≤ 2

4
+

2

4
= 1,

which implies that w̄(y) ∈ B2(1). According to our choice of w̄(y) in Eq. (93) and zt(y) in Eq. (92), we have

〈w̄(y), zt(y)〉 = 〈w̄(y)‖, zt(y)‖〉+ 〈w̄(y)⊥, zt(y)⊥〉

=
1

20
ek
〈
w((0,y))‖ + v0, vt+1((0,y))

‖
〉
+

1

20
ek
〈
w((0,y))⊥, vt+1((0,y))

⊥
〉

=
1

20
ek · (〈w((0,y)), vt+1((0,y))〉 + 〈v0, vt+1((0,y))〉) .

We construct another (d̄− 1)-depth R-valued tree s̄ as: for any path y ∈ {0, 1}d̄−1,

s̄t(y) =
1

20
ekeut+1((0,y))

(
eα/2 + e−α/2

)
+ 〈v0, vt+1((0,y))〉 −

1

20
ek.

The above defined s̄ is a tree since u and v are both trees. When yt = 1, according to the first inequality of
Eq. (88) and also ut+1((0,y)) ≥ −k − 1 according to the second inequality of Eq. (87), we have

〈w̄(y), zt(y)〉 − s̄t(y) =
1

20
ek ·

(
〈w((0,y)), vt+1((0,y))〉 − eut+1((0,y))

(
eα/2 + e−α/2

)
+ 1
)

≥ 1

20
ek ·

(
2eut+1((0,y))eα/2 − 1− eut+1((0,y))

(
eα/2 + e−α/2

)
+ 1
)

=
1

20
ekeut+1((0,y))(eα/2 − e−α/2)

≥ 1

20
ekeut+1((0,y))α ≥ 1

20
eke−k−1α =

1

20e
α,
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where in the second inequality we use the fact that eα/2 − e−α/2 ≥ α. And when yt = 0, we have

〈w̄(y), zt(y)〉 − s̄t(y) =
1

20
ek ·

(
〈w((0,y)), vt+1((0,y))〉 − eut+1((0,y))

(
eα/2 + e−α/2

)
+ 1
)

≤ 1

20
ek ·

(
2eut+1((0,y))e−α/2 − 1− eut+1((0,y))

(
eα/2 + e−α/2

)
+ 1
)

= − 1

20
ekeut+1((0,y))(eα/2 − e−α/2)

≤ − 1

20
ekeut+1((0,y))α ≤ − 1

20
eke−k−1α = − 1

20e
α.

Therefore, tree z ∈ B2(1) is shattered by function class G (defined in Eq. (91)) at scale 1/(20e)α.
According to [Rak24, Page 67-68], the sequential fat shattering dimension of G at scale α is upper bounded

by 16/α2. Hence we have

d̄− 1 ≤ 16

(1/(20e)α)2
=

6400e2

α2
.

This inequality, together with the fact that d̄ ≥ d−1
⌈log(2n)⌉ , implies that

d ≤ 1 + ⌈log(2n)⌉ ·
(
1 +

6400e2

α2

)
= O

(
logn

α2

)
.

Therefore, we have

D(F1/n, 4α, α
2/2) = O

(
logn

α2

)
,

which verifies Eq. (82).

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 ∈ ∆(Z+). Given p, we sample Ti
iid∼ p and set yt = 1 if t = T1 + · · · + Ti

for some i ≥ 1 and otherwise yt = 0.

For this class Q the work [CS96] established that log-loss regret is Θ(
√
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 Ω(n), no matter what scale we choose. Therefore,
by simply applying Theorem 1 or the entropy bound in [CBL99, CBL06] will only give a vacuous bound
O(n) on regret.

Proposition 9. For any 0 < α < 1/6, we have Hsq(Q, α, n) ≥ n. As for the log entropy (entropy with
respect to distance Eq. (7)) defined in [CBL99, CBL06], we have Hlog(Q, α, n) ≥ (1 − log 2)n− o(n).

Proof. For any εεε ∈ {−1, 1}n, we construct a distribution pεεε ∈ ∆(Z+) as

pεεε(t) =

t−1∏

i=1

(
1

2
+ 3εt · α

)
−

t∏

i=1

(
1

2
+ 3εt · α

)
.
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It is easy to see that pεεε is a distribution on Z+. We let qεεε to be the distribution in Q which is parametrized
by pεεε. Then we can calculate that with y0 = (0, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ {0, 1}n,

qεεεt (0 | y0) =
1

2
+ 3εt · α, ∀t ∈ [n].

We first lower bound the sequential square-root entropy (defined in Definition 1). Suppoose V is a finite
cover of Q at scale α. Then for εεε ∈ {−1, 1}n, there exists vεεε ∈ V such that

max
w

max
y∈{0,1}

max
t∈[n]

∣∣∣
√
vεεεt (yt | w)−

√
qεεεt (yt | w)

∣∣∣ ≤ α,

which implies that

max
t∈[n]

∣∣∣
√
vεεεt (0 | y0)−

√
qεεεt (0 | y0)

∣∣∣ ≤ α.

If there exists εεε and εεε′ such that vεεε = vεεε′ , then

max
t∈[n]

∣∣∣∣
√
qεεε

′

t (0 | y0)−
√
qεεεt (0 | y0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2α.

However, if εt 6= ε′t, then

∣∣∣∣
√
qεεε

′

t (0 | y0)−
√
qεεεt (0 | y0)

∣∣∣∣ =
√

1

2
+ 3α−

√
1

2
− 3α > 2α,

leading to contradiction. Therefore, for any εεε 6= εεε, we have vεεε 6= vεεε
′

. This implies that |V| ≥ 2n, hence

H(Q, α, n) ≥ n.

Next we lower bound the log-entropy Hlog, which is the entropy with respect to the distance defined in
Eq. (7). Suppose V is a finite cover of Q at scale α. We first define set E ⊆ {−1, 1}n such that for any two
distinct items εεε,εεε′ ∈ E, we have

n∑

t=1

I[εt 6= ε′t] ≥
n

4
. (94)

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

log |E| ≥ (1 − log 2)n− o(n).

Next, since V is a covering of Q, for any εεε ∈ E, there exists vεεε ∈ V such that

n∑

t=1

sup
y

(log vεεεt (yt | y) − log qεεεt (yt | y))2 ≤ nα2,

which implies that
n∑

t=1

(log vεεεt (0 | y0)− log qεεεt (0 | y0))2 ≤ nα2.

If there exists εεε and εεε′ such that vεεε = vεεε′ , then

n∑

t=1

(log qεεεt (0 | y0)− log qεεε
′

t (0 | y0))2 ≤ 4nα2. (95)
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However, if εt 6= ε′t, then

| log qεεεt (0 | y0)− log qεεε
′

t (0 | y0)| ≥
∣∣∣∣log

1− 6α

1 + 6α

∣∣∣∣ > 6α,

which implies that

n∑

t=1

(log qεεεt (0 | y0)− log qεεε
′

t (0 | y0))2 ≥ 36α2 ·
n∑

t=1

I[εt 6= ε′t] > 9nα2,

where the last inequality follows from the construction of set E, i.e. Eq. (94). This contradicts to Eq. (95).
Hence for any εεε,εεε′ ∈ E, we have vεεε 6= vεεε′ . This implies that |V| ≥ |E|, hence

H(Q, α, n) ≥ log |E| ≥ (1− log 2)n− o(n).

We see that the root cause of entropies being Ω(n) is the same: both definitions of Hsq and Hlog 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 Ω(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 Rn(Q,p) = 0.
Searching for the correct definition of entropy to handle this class is left to future work.
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