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Abstract

Bandit learning algorithms typically involve the balance of exploration and exploitation. However, in many prac-
tical applications, worst-case scenarios needing systematic exploration are seldom encountered. In this work, we
consider a smoothed setting for structured linear contextual bandits where the adversarial contexts are perturbed by
Gaussian noise and the unknown parameter 0™ has structure, e.g., sparsity, group sparsity, low rank, etc. We propose
simple greedy algorithms for both the single- and multi-parameter (i.e., different parameter for each context) settings
and provide a unified regret analysis for 8* with any assumed structure. The regret bounds are expressed in terms of
geometric quantities such as Gaussian widths associated with the structure of 8. We also obtain sharper regret bounds
compared to earlier work for the unstructured 0™ setting as a consequence of our improved analysis. We show there is
implicit exploration in the smoothed setting where a simple greedy algorithm works.

1 Introduction

Contextual bandits [22] is a powerful framework for sequential decision-making, with many applications to clinical
trials, web search, and content optimization. In a typical scenario, users arrive over time, and the algorithm chooses
among various content (e.g., news articles) to present to each user and observes the outcome (e.g., clicks). A popular

parametric formulation for this problem is the linear contextual bandit setting [14} 23]: in rounds ¢t = 1,...,T, the
algorithm selects a context !, from k available contexts %, . . ., z}, and receives a noisy reward r*(zf,) = (zf,,0*)+w'

where 0%, w! are the unknown parameter and noise respectively. The goal of the algorithm is to select arms to maximize
rewards over time observing only the available contexts and the reward associated with the selected context in each
round. Such algorithms typically need to balance exploration, making potentially sub-optimal decisions for the sake of
information acquisition, and exploitation, selecting decisions that are optimal based on the estimate of §*. In particular,
greedy algorithm which myopically selects contexts maximizing rewards based on the current parameter estimate 6,

i.e., choosing z!, = argmax(z!, é) are known to be sub-optimal in the worst case (see [24] for an example). At
zf:1<i<k

the same time, the greedy algorithm offers several appealing features, including its simplicity in computation and its

best-effort treatments to every user 7).

Given the advantages of the greedy algorithm, there has been recent work that investigates when the greedy algorithms
perform well. On the practical side, [9] shows that there is strong empirical evidence that exploration free algorithms
perform well on real data sets. On the theoretical side, a line of work [[7} analyzed conditions under which
inherent diversity in the data makes explicit exploration unnecessary. In particular, the work of provide a
smoothed analysis on the greedy algorithm under the following setting: in each round the contexts zf, 1 < i < k are of
the form pf + g!,1 < i < k, where the ! € RP’s are possibly selected adverserially with the constraint ||uf||2 < 1 and
gt ~ N(0,0%L,4,) are random Gaussian perturbations independent of the 1!’s. The algorithm in each round selects
a context !, and receives noisy reward r* = (z!,,0%,) + w"' where the parameter 7, is unknown and there can be a

3
different parameter corresponding to each context.
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Our work substantially generalizes the smoothed analysis framework for linear contextual bandits considered in [21,
[27]]. We enrich and refine these prior analyses by explicitly capturing the structure in the unknown parameters, specif-
ically low values according to some atomic norm R(-) (e.g., /1 norm, group-sparse norms, nuclear norms, k-support
norm, etc. [18} 4] [36] [32] [IT]]). We consider two variants of the problem: the multi parameter setting when there is
a separate parameter corresponding to each context, i.e., 07, ..., 0; and the single parameter setting when there is a
single unknown parameter, i.e., §* = 07 = 05 = ... = ;. In any round ¢ the greedy algorithm maintains estimates of
the true parameters 9‘{, cee éi using the constrained least squares estimator:

6 = argmin L(6:Z0,y]) st R(O) < RO, M
6eRP

where L£(0; Z!, y!) is the least squares loss, Z! is the design matrix in round ¢ whose rows are contexts chosen in the
rounds prior to ¢ and y! is a vector with the corresponding rewards for context i. The greedy algorithm then selects

the arm corresponding to the highest reward w.r.t. to the current parameter estimate, i.e., z, = argmax (!, 9:>
zt:1<i<k

analyze the performance of the greedy algorithm w.r.t. the regret which compares the performance with a clairvoyant

learner having knowledge of the optimal parameter 6,

Ms

Reg(T (max xt o) — (xt 0% )) , ()

t=1

where in the single parameter setting 07 = 07 = ™.

In our main results we derive worst case regret bounds for the single and multi parameter settings. Consider first
the single parameter problem setting. In any round ¢, denote the error vector A? = 6! — 9*. It is evident from
equation (I) that the error vector lies in the error set £, = {A | R(6* + A) < R(6*)}. Now consider the set
A = cone(E,) N SP~1 [8,26] and define by w(A) the Gaussian width of set A [16]. The Gaussian width is a
metric for the complexity/size of a set [30, 31} [16] widely used in literature on analysis of high-dimensional statistical
models [3] [28]. For example, Gaussian width of the error set for R(-) = || - |1 and s-sparse 0* is ©(slogp).
We show that the single parameter setting requires a warm start phase of ¢,,;, = (:)(w2 (A)) rounds when the contexts
are chosen randomly or in a round robin fashion. After the first ¢,,;,, rounds where the algorithm accrues linear regret,
we obtain worst case regret bounds of the form:

3)

Reg(T) = O (710(140)\/?) ;

where o2 is the variance of the Gaussian perturbations on the contexts. We make the following observations comparing
our results to prior work.

1. For the unconstrained problem w(A) = ©(,/p) and Reg(T) = 0 (@) When o2 = O (%) as considered in
, ignoring logarithmic factors, the regret bounds are sharper compared to the results in by a factor /p.
Moreover when o2 = O (%), the regret upper bound is of the same order as the regret upper bounds obtained

for UCB-style algorithms in [[15] 1] for stochastic linear bandits and better than the regret upper bounds for
Thompson sampling [3]. With more smoothing when o2 > % the greedy algorithm performs better giving lower
regret whereas less smoothing has the reverse effect.

2. For R(-) = || - || and s-sparse 8*, w(A) = ©(y/slogp) leading to the regret bounds, Reg(T") = O (7”1?’”).

Again when O (%), the regret upper bounds are of the same order as [2] where a UCB-style algorithm was

proposed for the ¢ regularized stochastic linear bandits problem. Note that the algorithm proposed in [2] is
computationally involved and difficult to optimize.

3. Our analysis can handle any atomic norm R(-) and captures the geometry of the problem obtaining results in
terms of easily computable geometric quantities like the Gaussian width [30} 31} [16] [13]
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The multi parameter setting requires a warm start phase of © (kwa—im), where £ is the number of contexts. When

o2 =0 (%) , in the worst case, we require the length of the warm start phase to be O (k - p* - w?(A)). In the un-

structured setting, w?(A) = p which translates to é(kpg) rounds in the warm start phase which improves over the

(:)(kpG) rounds in [21]] (see Theorem 4.2). The algorithm achieves O ( m) regret after the warm start rounds

o

which is v/k times worse compared to the single parameter setting.

We briefly summarize the organization and notations used throughout the paper. We concisely present the main ideas
and technical results in Section [2| of the paper. Results for the single parameter and multi parameter settings are
presented in Section [ and [ respectively before concluding in Section[3l All proofs are pushed to the supplementary
section.

Notation. Throughout the paper we use constants like ¢, c1, co, . . . whose definition may change from one line to the
next. In certain places we use the terms contexts and arms interchangeably. The notations y = O(x) (respectively
y = O(x), y = Q(x)) implies there exists absolute constants ¢y, ¢a, ¢3, ¢4 such that ¢; -z < y < ¢ - = (respectively
y<cg-x,y>cq-x)and é(-), Q() and O() notations hide the dependence on logarithm terms and noise variance.

2 Overview of Main Technical Results

We summarize the major ideas and results in this paper.

Episodic algorithm. The algorithm we analyze has an episodic theme due to its computational efficiency and
simplicity. Let 7" denote the total number of rounds. In the single parameter setting, denote the episode number
by e and let 7. denote the total number of rounds in episode e. The number of rounds in each episode increases
geometrically with time, i.e., 71 = 27y, T» = 27} and so on. The total number of rounds 7" = Ze T,.. The number
of episodes scales as logT. The regression parameter is estimated at the beginning of episode e + 1 using only the
contexts and rewards observed in the T, rounds in the immediately preceding episode using the following constrained
least squares estimator:

. 1
G — argmin - [|y© — Z@0)2 st R(6) < R(")., @

oerr 2T,

where Z(¢) € RTe*? is the design matrix constructed with rows as contexts observed in episode e and y(¢) € R« the
corresponding observed rewards. In the multi parameter setting, the only difference to the single parameter setting is
that we maintain separate design matrices, rewards, parameter estimates and episodes for each context.

Estimation error. The regret in both the single and multi parameter settings depends on the estimation error for
the parameter estimated using the constrained least squares estimator at the beginning of each episode. Consider
parameter estimation in episode e + 1. Let Z(¢) € R”<*P be the design matrix constructed with rows as contexts
observed in episode e and y(¢) € R”* the corresponding observed rewards. We precondition the data before parameter
estimation using the Puffer transformation [20]. The Puffer transformation computes the SVD of the design matrix
as ﬁZ(e) = U@ DE (VT followed by transforming the data as z©) = ez g = pley©) where
F©) =y (D=1 (U(®)T. The parameter at the beginning of episode e + 1 is then estimated using the following
least squares constrained estimator:

B — argmin— || §©) — Z©0|2 st R(6) < R(6"). 5)
perr Te
We derive upper bounds on the parameter estimation error using the Puffer transformed data. In the worst case Puffer
transformed data gives better estimation bounds compared to the bounds obtained using raw data [12} 26} [5]]. Our analy-
sis borrows tools and techniques from the existing vast literature on high-dimensional estimation [35 [34]]. Specifically,
following the analysis framework in [5]], we need three main results. First, note that to satisfy the constraint in (3) the
error vector A with §(¢+1) = 9% + A lies in the following set,

E.={A | R(6" +A) < R(6)} . ©)



Second, for consistent estimation we show the design matrix satisfies the following restricted eigenvalue (RE) condition
on the error set A = cone(E,) N SP~! [8,[26] with high probability across all episodes once T' > tin = O(w?(A)),

PR S ~

Jggil\% Jull3 = Q(0?) . @)
Existing results on the RE condition [25] 5, 26] with i.i.d. rows cannot be directly applied since the rows in the design
matrix depend on previously selected contexts and rewards. We make use of recent novel results in 6] on bounds for
sum of random quadratic quantities with dependence. Third, for rounds 7" > %,,;,, we obtain high probability upper
bounds on the estimation error with the Puffer transformed data across all episodes.

max [6tD) — 0|, < O (%) . (8)

The non-asymptotic bounds on the estimation error are novel, both due to dependence of data observed in each round
to contexts and rewards observed in previous rounds as also the use of the Puffer transformation for which no results
exist for estimation error to the best of our knowledge. The results on parameter estimation errors also holds in the
multi parameter setting except we maintain separate parameter estimates for each context.

Regret. For both the single and multi parameter settings we show the regret depends on the /2 norm of the estimation
error for the parameter estimated at the beginning of each episode after an initial warm start phase when the algorithm
accrues linear regret. In the single parameter setting the length of the warm start phase is tyin = © (w2 (A)) rounds

~ 2
while in the multi parameter setting it is ¢, = © (kwgiA)) rounds. The dependence of ?,,;, on ¢ for the multi

parameter setting implies a large warm start phase when ¢ is small. For example, if 02 = O (%) as assumed in [21]],

then ,,,;, scales as p? which maybe prohibitive in many high-dimensional applications. After the warm start phase we
show the regret in the single parameter setting is upper bounded as follows:

M) | ©

g

Reg(T) = O <
The upper bound on the regret in the multi parameter setting after the warm start phase is worse compared to the single

parameter setting by a factor of v/k:
~ AWET
Reg(T) = O <&> . (10)

g

3 Single Parameter Regret Analysis

We present results for the single parameter setting in this section. The greedy algorithm proceeds in multiple episodes
with the length of each episode increasing geometrically with time [19]. We index episode numbers by e, time steps
by t and arms by 7. We denote by 7' the total number of rounds and by 7, the number of rounds in episode e. In
each round, the algorithm observes contexts 2,1 < i < k and greedily selects the optimal arm based on the current
parameter estimate, i.e., 2! = argmax(z!,#(®)) and receives noisy reward y* = (z,0*) + w' with w' denoting the
xt:1<i<k

noise at time ¢. The parameter is estimated at the beginning of each episode using the contexts and rewards observed
in the previous episode using the constrained least squares estimator with the Puffer transformed design matrix and
response [20]. Note that the design matrix is rank deficient in the first e = [log ¢y | rounds with ¢, = (:)(wQ(A))
when the contexts will be chosen uniformly at random.

LemmalT] gives an upper bound for the regret for Algorithm[Il The greedy algorithm accrues linear regret in the first
tmin rounds when the design matrix is rank deficient for parameter estimation, i.e., it does not satisfy the restricted
eigenvalue condition. Subsequent rounds are played in an episodic fashion with the regret in any round depending on
the accuracy of parameter estimation at the beginning of the episode.



Algorithm 1 Structured Greedy (single parameter)

1: Initialize empty design matrix and reward vector Z(®) =[], y(©) =[]

2: fore=1,2,3,..., |log, T'| do

3:  Compute SVD as \/tz@*l) = yle=h ple=(y(e=1))1

4: Compute the Puffer transformation F'(¢=1) = y(e=1(De=1)=1({7(¢=1)T and define Z(c—1) = Fle=1 z(e=1)
and g(efl) — F(efl)y(efl)

5:  Estimate parameter using constrained least squares estimator breaking ties arbitrarily when necessary

6(®) = argmin |l — Z{e=Dg|2

OcRp e—1

st. R(0) < R(6"), (11)
where T,_ is the number of observations in the previous episode.
6: Initialize empty design matrix and reward vector Z(¢) = [],y(¢) = []. Set T, = 2°~!
7. fort =201 +1102°do
8: Observe contexts z¥, ..., zf € RP
9 Choose arm 2! = argmax (z, 6(®)) and observe reward y* = (2%, 6*) + w’ where w' is zero mean f,,-sub-
xt:1<i<k
Gaussian noise i
10: Append observations (z¢,y*) to (Z(©),y(®))
11:  end for
12: end for

Lemma 1 (Single Parameter Regret Bounds) Denote by 3 = (zt,v), where A = cone(E.) N SP~1is

max
1<i<k,1<t<T

the error set.. Assume T > tyin, Where tmin depends on properties of the true parameter 6* and the regularizer R(-).

Then,
[log T']

Reg(T) < 4ftmin + Y. 2BT.[0 — 67, . (12)

e=[log tmin |

3.1 Gaussian Contexts

In order to build intuition, we establish results on performance of the greedy algorithm when the contexts are com-
pletely stochastic, i.e., we derive regret bounds when the contexts are sampled independently from a Gaussian distri-
bution, , xf ~ N(0, 02]IpX p), 1 <1<k, t <Tinstep9 of Algorithm[Il The episodic algorithm ensures independence
between data in each round of an episode. Additionally, the rows of the design matrix are sub-Gaussian and the
covariance matrix satisfies the minimum eigenvalue condition.

Lemma 2 (Single Parameter Gaussian Arms Design Matrix Properties) The rows of the design matrix Z(¢) €
RT*P in any episode e satisfy k. = ||2%||y, < c2ov/10gk for ca some positive constant. Moreover the minimum
eigenvalue of the matrix E.:[2*(2T)T] satisfies,

o2

)\min(Ezt [Zt(zt)T]) >

= Cl@ s (13)

where c) is some positive constant and the expectation is over the chosen contexts.

The result of Lemma 2] and independence of data in any round to data from another round in any particular episode
allows us to use existing results on RE condition and estimation error bounds for design matrices with i.i.d. sub-
Gaussian rows. The only deviation from traditional estimation is the use of the Puffer transformation. The Puffer



transformation is a preconditioning technique analyzed in [20] and was practically found to have better performance
when estimating the sparsity pattern with the Lasso estimator when the design matrix had heavily correlated rows.
We obtain the following worst case upper bound on the ¢5 norm of the estimation error with high probability with the
Puffer transformed data:

. . A)
9(6+1) —p* <0 ’U}( , 14
| lo< O~ Ni (14)
where A is the error set. We provide the proof in the appendix which essentially uses the same analysis tools and
techniques from [3]. The regret bounds now follow from a straightforward application of the result of Lemmal[ll When
c=0 (ﬁ), as assumed in [21]], the regret bound is O (w(A)/pT).

Theorem 1 (Gaussian Arms Regret Bounds) Consider Gaussian contexts. Then with probability atleast 1 — §

(zf,v) < cro(w(A) + /log(1/6)) . (15)

max
1<i<k,1<t<T

Also with T > tyin > ¢y (w(A) + Ioglog T + /log(1/0))? log? k with probability atleast 1 — 46 the following is
an upper bound on the regret for the Greedy algorithm,

(16)

Reg(T) < O (”Y - log(T) ﬁ)

where = e /Iog F(w(A) + VIogTog T + /10g(1/9))

3.2 Smoothed Adverserial Contexts

We now focus on regret bounds when the contexts are :Cf = uf + gf, 1 <i <k V1l <t<T. Remember that an
adversary can choose puf, ||ut|l2 = 1,V1 < i < k based on the observed contexts and rewards in the previous rounds.
The primary question is if an adversary can negatively influence the design matrix to affect estimation error, or in other
words lower the minimum eigenvalue compared to the completely stochastic setting. The answer is in the result of
Lemma 3] where we show that even in the adverserial setting the minimum eigenvalue of the covariance matrix of
each row of the design matrix is no worse than the completely stochastic Gaussian setting. In particular, adding small
random perturbations to adverserially selected contexts leads to implicit exploration where the greedy algorithm works
well.

Lemma 3 (Design matrix properties for smoothed adversary) The rows of the design matrix Z(¢) € R™Te*? in any
episode e are z' = it + g* where pt, gt = argmax (u! + gf, 0= ), gt ~ N(0,0%L,x,) with the sub-Gaussian
ptgh:1<i<k

expected minimum eigenvalue for any p;’s:

norm of g* satisfying || g"||y, < cao\/1ogk for some constant co. Moreover we have the following lower bound on the

0.2
)\min(Ezt [Zt(zt)T]) >

— 17
_Cllogk ) ( )

where cq is some constant.

Due to an adaptive adversary, the selected contexts and noise are no longer independent but depend on previously ob-

served contexts and rewards. The dependency introduces additional complexity for analysis of the non-asymptotic

estimation error. To obtain results on the RE condition, we make use of recent novel results from [[6] on lower

bounds for sum of quadratics of random variables with dependence. Upper bounds on the noise-design interaction

term sup ((Z(9) T u), where ©(¢) = Fw(® is the effective noise due to the Puffer transformation and A is the er-
u€A

ror set as defined earlier, are also required and obtained using arguments from generic chaining [30} [3T]]. The analysis



leads to an upper bound on the estimation error which is the same if the contexts were completely stochastic Gaussian

without any adversary.
R _ A)
G _ gy < 0 (ALY 18
H ”2 = G\/Te (18)

High probability regret bounds can now be obtained from the result of Lemmal[ll

Theorem 2 (Smoothed Adversary Regret Bounds) In the smoothed adversary setting with probability atleast 1 — §

p= 1§i§ril,{%§t§:r<$§’v> < (1 + cio(w(A) + /log(1/4))) - (19)
vEA

Also with T > tyin > c1(w(A) + loglogT + +/log(1/5))? log? k with probability atleast 1 — 45 the following is

an upper bound on the regret,
M /3 M 1() T M \/ T

g

Reg(T) < O <

where = e /g F(w(A) + IogTog T + \/1og(1/5)).

3.3 Examples

We instantiate the regret bounds for a few norms under very mild conditions assuming ¢ = O (\/Lﬁ) Note that for /3

regularization the setting is similar to [21]]. The worst case regret bounds are better than [21]] by a factor of |/p. If 0*
is sparse exploiting structure, e.g. using the £; norm, the regret bounds depend on /s log p instead of /p.

Corollary 1 Consider the smoothed adversary setting. Let 0 = O ( L) Then with probability atleast 1 — 49:

VP

1. Let 0* be s-sparse, R(-) the {y norm. Then when T >> ©(slogp):
Reg(T) = O (v/slogp/iT ) . 1)
2. Let 0* € R™*P be a rank r matrix v < min{m, p}, R(-) is the nuclear norm. Then when T >> O(r(m + p)) :
Reg(T) = O (v/r(m +p)pVT) - (22)
3. Let R(-) the {3 norm. Then when T >> O(p):

Reg(T) = O (p\/f) . (23)

4 Multi Parameter Regret Analysis

We present results for the multi parameter setting in this section. The multi parameter setting has a separate parameter
corresponding to each context. The algorithm requires a warm start phase of 7y rounds where the contexts are chosen
in a round robin fashion before employing the greedy algorithm. As we show later, the length of the warm start phase
has dependence on the variance of the Gaussian perturbations and is required to obtain sublinear regret. Similar to
the single parameter setting, after the warm start phase the greedy algorithm proceeds in an episodic fashion, except
that we now maintain separate episodes for each context. Denote the episode numbers for context ¢ by e; and the
maximum number of episodes for context ¢ after 7" round as e; max. In episode e;, context 7 is chosen by the greedy
algorithm T; ., times. During episode e;, before context ¢ is chosen in T; ., rounds by the greedy algorithm, there



can also be rounds when context i was optimal but was not chosen by the algorithm, i.e., ! = argmax (:1:3, 9;‘} but
zt:1<j<k ’
115 <

z! # argmax <x‘;, éj(-ej )>. We denote the number of rounds this happens in episode e; by 77", ..
atil<j<k

Lemma[ below gives an upper bound for the regret for Algorithm 2]

Lemma 4 (Multi Parameter Regret Bounds) The greedy algorithm plays the contexts in an episodic fashion with the
maximum episode number for each context e; < e; max < |logT'|. Denote by = max (:Cf, v). Let tymin < T,
1§i§k,1§t§T
ve

where tmin depends on properties of the true parameters 07, the regularizer R(-), the noise properties, the number of
contexts k and the quantity (3. Then,

€4, max

k
Reg(T) S 2Btmin + ﬂ Z Z (Ti,ei

=1 eizl

o+ _ pled) 9% _ e

|2 + 71*61

2) 24)

The regret thus depends on the following: a) the accuracy of estimating ¢; in each episode for all contexts; b) the
number of rounds when any context ¢ is optimal but not chosen,i.e., the quantities 7", , and ¢) the number of episodes
in each context, i.e., the quantities e; max. A major difference compared to the single parameter setting is the quantity
17, and the relation of the regret with 77", . Note that the estimate of any context parameter improves with the number
of times the particular context is chosen. The quantities 77, , while contributing to the regret, represent rounds when
the context is not chosen and hence do not contribute to improvement of the parameter estimate. In contrast in the
single parameter setting, since there is only one parameter, any chosen context contributes towards better parameter
estimation rates. We need the warm start to ensure the greedy algorithm chooses contexts with constant probability

when they are optimal to limit the quantities 77" .

We focus on regret bounds when the contexts are z! = u! + g, 1 < i < k,1 <t < T, where u!’s are adverserially
chosen and g;’s are the Gaussian perturbations. We begin with a characterization of the number of rounds required in
the warm start phase. Remember, the goal of the warm start phase is to ensure that there is a constant probability the
algorithm chooses the optimal arm. This is the essence of the margin condition in Lemma[3l Propositions[Iland2lbuild
towards the result in Lemma[3 Proposition[Iis a straightforward observation on the relationship between the first and
second optimal contexts where we introduce the quantity r. To summarize, Proposition [[l makes the observation that
the dot product between the Gaussian perturbation and parameter of the optimal context exceeds the quantity 7.

Proposition 1 Consider any round t when the episode numbers of the k contexts are ey, ..., e,. Let i* denote the

context with the maximum reward, i.e., i* = argmax(u! + gf,0;). Let j denote the context having the second largest
11<i<k
reward, i.e., j = argmax (uj + g;,0f). Definer = (u} + gt,05) — (ui.,05.). Then the following condition is
L1 <I<K;l£i*
satisfied,

(ghe,07.) > 7. (25)

Proposition 2] states conditions when the greedy algorithm chooses the optimal context. Due to parameter estimation
errors, for the greedy algorithm to perceive the context to be optimal the dot product between the optimal parameter
vector and Gaussian perturbation should now exceed r by a quantity which depends on the estimation error.

Proposition 2 Assume context j' such that j' = argmax (u} + g}, él(el)>, i.e., the context other than i* which has
11<I<k,l£i*

the highest estimated reward. Also assume the parameter estimate for context i* to be éz(f ) = 0% + Agfi*) and for

context j', 9A§/ej/) =07 + Agfj/). Then the greedy algorithm selects context i* if the following condition is satisfied,

* e,-/) €%



Algorithm 2 High-dimensional Greedy (multi parameter)

1: Sete; = ... = ex = 0. Initialize empty design matrices and rewards Z( ) . Z(O) 1, y%o), e ,y,(co) =1

2: fort = 1toT0 do

3:  Observe contexts z}, ...z} € RP

4:  Pick context i* from {1,...,k} in round robin fashion and observe reward 7!, = (x,,0%) + w' where w’ is
zero mean k,,-sub-Gaussian noise

5 Append observations (z, 7%, ) to (Z Z(to ), yl(,0 )

6: end for

10:

11:
12:

13:

14:
15:

16:

17:

18:

19:
20:
21:

Compute SVD of \/_Z(O) vl v
Define the Puffer transformation Fi( ) = Ui(o) (Dgo))*l(Ui(o))T and compute ?L(o) = Fi(o)ygo) and ZZ-(O) =

F0) 7(0)
Estimate parameters using constrained least squares estimator for each context with 7719 = ... =T; g = ... =
Tio=To/k
. 1 .
951) = argmin nggo) - ZZ-(O)6‘||§ s.t. R(0) < R(6]), (26)
gere 2150
Increment all ¢; = ¢; + 1,1 < ¢ < k. Initialize empty design matrices and rewards Z, (61) ..,Z,ge’“) =
IFR ,y,(:z) = []. Also initialize t; = ... =ty = 0.
fort =Ty toT do
Observe contexts ...,z € RP
Pick context i* such that i* = argmax(z!, 91( Y, receive reward rt, = (z%,,0%)+w" and increment t;+ = t;+ +1
1<i<k
Append observations (z!,,7l,) to (Z(e 25 yff )
lftlt = 2th_’eit,1 =T Jet then
Compute SVD of mz(e it) U(e r)D(e r)(V(e t))T
Compute the Puffer transformation F; (est) _ Ui(te”)(DEf ”))’1 (Ui(f”)) and compute Z, 7 eit) ﬂ(fﬂ)Zi(f”)
and y(e it) Fz(te t)y(e it)
Estimate parameter using constrained least squares estimator
i) = argmin—|j7i - (0|3
OcRP it,e;t
s.t. R(0) < R(0:), 27)
where Tt o, = 2T5t ¢, 1.
Increment e;+ = e;¢ + 1. Initialize empty design matrix Zl(f ) = [] and reward yz(,e ) = [ Initialize t;+ = 0.
end if
end for

The greedy algorithm always picks the optimal context if the condition in equation (28) is satisfied. Let us now fix the

quantity r. Let the estimation errors after the warm start phase be such that |g*,, Agfj' ) — (uk + gk, A(el* )> < "72
Then the probability that there is a match between the optimal context and the context chosen by the greedy algorithm
is precisely the quantity on the Lh.s. in equation (29). Now what are values of r when equation (29) is satisfied? In
the proof provided in the appendix, we will prove that the probability in equation [29) decreases with increasing 7.
Therefore to obtain lower bounds we assume an upper bound on r which we will show to hold with high probability
over choices of contexts, i}, g, in all rounds.

Lemma 5 (Margin Condition) Consider good events as when r < cso\/log(Tk) and consider errors Agfi*) and



(ej1) t t o Ale) G
A7 to be small enough such that (j1% + g%, A7) — (b + gho, A7) < Z-. Then the following holds,

(29)

8|}_‘ ﬁ|q

2
P02+ T | ) > )z
r
Jorall r < cso+/log(Tk).

The length of the warm start phase is now influenced by the condition that ||A(e i) |l2 and ||A(E *) ||2 are small enough

so that (u%, + g, A( ! )) (pte + gk, Al(-f *)) < "7 in Lemmal[5] which translates to the upper bound below:

1AE |2 = 16 — 65]]2 < O () - (30)

The estimation error bounds are in turn influenced by the properties of the design matrices after the warm start phase.

Lemma 6 (Multi parameter Design Matrix Properties) Consider any context © and a particular episode e;. The

rows of the design matrix Zi(ei) € RTeei P gre 2t = pl + gt where in round t context i is chosen by the Greedy

algorithm, i.e., i = argmax(z}, él(el)> where xt = ut + gt, g¢ ~ N(0,0%L,x,). Then under the condition (gt,0}) > r
1<i<k

Sfor some r < c3o+/log(Tk),

2

. (o
Mo (B [2HGAT | o satisies C]) 2 expas

K2

where C is the condition z} = argmax(:vl,H( l)) (gt,07) > r;r < c3o\/log(Tk).
t1<i<k

The only difference in the properties of the design matrix compared to the single parameter setting are the sub-Gaussian
norm and expected minimum eigenvalue of the covariance matrix. Using similar steps to derive estimation error as in
the single parameter setting, we obtain the following upper bound on the maximum estimation error across all contexts
and episodes with high probability:

sup  sup Hégeiﬂ) — 02 <O <M> . 31)
o

1<i<k eigei,max 1,64

Comparing equations (30) and (3I) it can be easily inferred that T; ., = © ( (A)) to satisfy the margin condition

and since the episode length increases monotonically the length of the warm start phase Ty = e (kwaiA) )

After the warm start phase, the margin condition of Lemma[3holds which ensures that the greedy algorithm chooses
the optimal context with probability atleast 1/20. In other words in expectation T}, < 20T c,, i.., in any particular
episode for any context the number of rounds when the context is optimal but not pérceived to be optimal by the greedy
algorithm is upper bounded by 20 times the length of the episode. With the result on 77", ’s and the upper bound on
the parameter estimation errors, the regret in the multi parameter setting can be derived from the result of Lemmal[dl

Theorem 3 (Multi parameter Smoothed Adversary Regret Bounds) Consider computation of regret for the Greedy
algorithm in the multi parameter setting following Lemma 4. Define the following quantities r < cso+/log(Tk),
_ c12kw (w(A)++/loglog TJm/log +4+/10g(1/8))+/1log(Tk) dﬁ -

max  (zt,v). The margin condition in Lemma
1<i<k,1<t<T

5 is satisfied with probability atleast 1 — 56 when,

4I€"yQT2 ﬂQ

tmin >
min — 0_4

+1+ %mgy&. (32)

Under the margin condition, the regret is maximized when in each round each context has equal probability to be

selected by the Greedy algorithm. The equal probability implies that in expectation Ty =Ty = ... =T}, = % Also
the regret is upper bounded as follows,
Reg(T') < 2ftmin + 8287V Tklog(T) . (33)

10



Moreover 3 = (zt,v) < (1 + cro(w(A) + /log(1/8))) with probability atleast 1 — 6. Therefore with

max
1<i<k,1<t<T

probability atleast 1 — 65 when T > iy,

Reg(T) < O (- 3+ 1og(T) - VTF) (34)

The regret is /k times worse than the single parameter setting.

4.1 Examples

We instantiate the regret bounds for a few norms. When R(-) is || - ||3, the length of the warm start phase is O (kp?)
which improves over the ©(kp®) obtained in [21]]. Ignoring logarithm terms the regret bounds are of the same order as
after the warm start phase but the polynomial in p warm start rounds maybe prohibitive in many applications.

Corollary 2 Let o = O (ﬁ) Then with probability atleast 1 — 89:

1. Let 0* be s-sparse, R(-) the £, norm, then when T > O (kp?slogp):
Reg(T) = O (\/ﬁx/slogp\/ Tk) . (35)
2. Let 0* € R™P be a rank r matrix v < min{m, p}, R(-) is the nuclear norm, then when T > O (kp*r(m + p))

Reg(T) =0 (p\/r(m n p)\/Tk) . (36)
3. Let R(-) the {3 norm, then when T >> O (kp®):

Reg(T) = O (p\/ﬂ) . (37)

5 Conclusions

We analyzed the structured linear contextual bandit problem under the smoothed analysis framework. Our analysis
significantly improves on the bounds obtained in [21]]. While previous work have found it difficult to extend exploration
strategies to the structured setting with simultaneously exploiting the structure in the parameter, our analysis shows that
a simple greedy algorithm achieves sublinear regret under the smoothed bandits framework.
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A Background and Preliminaries

We provide definitions of important entities and some well-known results that will be used throughout the proofs.

A.1 Random Variables, Vectors and Concentration Inequalities

We briefly review definitions and properties of random variables and vectors. We borrow from [33]] which is a more
thorough and easily accessible exposition of the below material.
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A.1.1 Sub-Gaussian Random Variables
We define and state properties of sub-Gaussian random variables.

Definition 1 (Sub-Gaussian random variables) A random variable x is sub-Gaussian if it satisfies any of the follow-
ing properties for positive constants 1, k2, K3,

1. Tails: P(|z| > t) <exp(l —t?/k3), t>0;

2. Moments: (E|z[P)Y/? < ko/p, Vp > 1;

3. Super-exponential moment: E exp(z?/k3) < e.
Moreover the sub-Gaussian norm of the random variable, denoted as ||z ||, is the smallest x4 such that,

lzlly, = supp™!/2(Elxf")"/7 (38)
p>1

The tail decay, moment growth and growth of moment generating function in the definition are equivalent with each
implying the others with the constants x1, k2, k3 differing from each other by at most an absolute constant factor. The

zero mean, o2-variance Gaussian distribution N (0, 0?) is a sub-Gaussian distribution with sub-Gaussian norm co for
some constant c.

We characterize large deviation properties of sums of sub-Gaussian random variables below.

Lemma 7 (Hoeffding-type inequality) Let z1, . .., x, be independent centered sub-Gaussian random variables. Let
K= max [|¢; || opo- Then for any a € R™ and t > 0, we have,
<i<n

n
E ;T

i=1

d

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

ct?
>t <e- exp _WQH% N (39)

Sub-Gaussian random variables are rotationally invariant.

Lemma 8 (Rotation invariance) Consider a finite number of independent centered sub-gaussian random variables
;. Then ZZ x; is also a centered sub-gaussian random variable. Moreover,

1> ailly, <edllli, (40)

A.1.2 Random Vectors
We will work with random vectors x € RP which are samples from a probability distribution in R”.

Definition 2 (Isotropic random vectors) A random vector z € RP? is isotropic if ¥ = E[zz”] = I,,. Equivalently,
E[{z,u)?] = ||u||3 for any u € RP.

An example of an isotropic random vector is the p-dimensional Gaussian random vector z ~ N(0,021,,). Let
¥ = E[zz"] be an invertible matrix, which is true if the probability distribution, from which z is sampled, is not
supported in any proper subspace of R”. Then ¥~ /2 is an isotropic random vector.

Definition 3 (Sub-Gaussian random vectors) A random vector x € RP is sub-Gaussian if the one-dimensional
marginals (z, u) are sub-Gaussian random variables for all © € R?. The sub-Gaussian norm of x is defined as,

2lly, = sup l{z, )y, - 1

ues
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A random vector with sub-Gaussian elements is a sub-Gaussian random vector.

Lemma 9 (Product of sub-Gaussian distributions) Let x1,...,x, be independent centered sub-gaussian random
variables. Then = = (x1, ..., xp) is a centred sub-gaussian random vector in R?, and
[2lly, < cmax||zily, (42)
1<p

where c is an absolute constant.
Projections of sub-Gaussian random vectors in any direction is a sub-Gaussian random variable.

Lemma 10 Consider a sub-Gaussian random vector © € RP with sub-Gaussian norm xk = max; ||;||y,, then, z =
(x, a) is a sub-Gaussian random variable with sub-Gaussian norm ||z||y, < ck||a||2 for some absolute constant c.

A.2 Gaussian Widths

Informally speaking, widths of sets [30, can be seen as measures for the complexity of sets. The non-asymptotic
estimation error bounds for the estimators we consider will be expressed in terms of the Gaussian/exponential widths
of sets related to the norm R(-). For example, the Gaussian width of the unit norm ball Qg = {u € R? | R(u) < 1}
is a common term which shows up in all results.We provide informal definitions for the width of sets and state a few
properties useful in analysis of high-dimensional estimators. While we will only describe aspects relevant to this work,
widths and the associated tools like generic chaining are deep topics to which entire books have been devoted [30, 31].

Definition 4 (Gaussian Width) Consider any set 7' C R?. Let {X;}ier = (g,t) be a stochastic process indexed
by the set 7', where each element g; ~ N(0,1), 1 < i < pis i.i.d zero mean variance one Gaussian. The quantity

wy(T) = E, [sup Xt] is called the Gaussian width of the set T".
t

More generally any stochastic process { X; }+c7 indexed by the set ' C RP satisfying the following Hoeffding-type
increment condition for some constant &,

2

Vu >0, P(|X, — Xi| > u) < 2exp (—%) : 43)
K2 ||s — |3

satisfies the following for some constant ¢ which depends on « due to the majorizing measures theorem,

E {sup Xt] <c-wy(T). (44)
teT

Below we state a couple of useful properties of widths of sets.
Proposition 3 (Properties of width) Let w(-) denote the Gaussian or exponential width. Consider set A C RP.

1. Widths are invariant under orthogonal and linear transformations, i.e., for some unitary matrix Q) € RP*P and
vector b € RP
w(A) =w(QA) w(A+b)=w(A), (45)

where QA={Qu | ue A} and A+b={u+b | ue A}

2. Width is invariant under taking the convex hull.

w(conv(A)) = w(A) . (46)
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A.3 Atomic Norms

We will consider the class of atomic norms for the regularizer. Consider a set A C R which is a collection of atoms
that is compact, centrally symmetric about the origin (thatis, a € A = —a € A). Let ||6]| 4 denote the gauge of A.
Then the atomic norm regularizer is defined as follows,

R(A) = ||8]|4 = inf{t > 0:60 € tconv(A)} (47)
—inf{an:H—ana,caZO,VaeA}. (48)
acA acA

For example when A = {+e;}?_; yields R(0) = ||0]|.a = ||0]|.

Although the atomic set .4 may contain uncountably many elements, for many popular vector norms .4 can be expressed
as a union of g-dimensional subspaces, 4 = A; U Ax U...U A, [13]. We will consider a few such regularizers as
examples throughout the paper including the ¢1-norm, k-support norm and nuclear norm. More details on the atomic
norms considered in this work can be found in [29].

A.4 Hoeffding-type Bound for Dependent Variables

Finally, we present a variant of the Hoeffding bound where the coefficients can depend on the randomness of prior
random variables.

Lemma 11 Let {Z;} be a sub-Gaussian martingale difference sequence (MDS) and let z1.; denote a realization of

Zy1:4. Let {as} be a sequence of random variables such that a; = fi(z1.4—1)) for some sequence function f; with
|at| < a4 a.s. for suitable constants o, . . ., ar. Then, for any T > 0, we have

72
P >7| <2exp{ ———F+——, , (49)
( ) ’ { der? Zthl of }

for absolute constants ¢ > 0 and where K is the 12-norm of the conditional subGaussian random variables.

T

E atzt

t=1

Proof:  For any realization zy,;_1) since Zt|zl:(t,1) is a sub-Gaussian random variable with zero mean, then the
conditional moment-generating function (MGF) satisfies: for all s > 0

Elexp(sZy) | z1.(1—-1)) < exp(es®k?) (50)

where £ is 12-norm of Z; conditioned on any realization 21.(;—1) and ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant. Further, for
at = f(z1:(¢—1)) With |a¢| < oy, we have

Elexp(satZi) | z1.¢4-1)] < exp(cafs%f) < exp(cafs2m2) , 51

where the last inequality holds for all realiztions 2y, (;_1).

For any s > 0, note that

T T
P (Z aydy > 7') =P <exp <sZatZt> > exp(37)>
t=1 t=1
T
exp <s Z atZt>
t=1

< exp(—s7)E (52)
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Now, using (30), we have

T
exp <s Z atZt>
t=1

E

-1
Ezp\z,,.. 20, lexp(sarZr)] H exp(sarZt)

t=1

= E(Zl »»»»» Zr_1)

T-1
< exp(cs®aq k) Bz, zm ) [H exp(saZt)
t=1

T—2
< exples®apn?) exp(es’ad 1K) E(zy.... 0 ) [H exp(sa; Z:)

t=1
T
< exp <CS2I£2 Z af) .

Plugging this back to (32), we have

T T
P (Z aly > 7') < exp (—ST + cs?K? Za?) . (53)

t=1

Choosing s = =, we obtain
g

2ck? 27'3,:1
T 7—2
P ZatZtZT> SeXp{—iT} . (54)
<t_1 der?y 7, a?

Repeating the same argument with —Z; instead of X, we obtain the same bound for P(— ), a;Z; > 7). Combining
the two results gives us (@9). ]

B Results on Gaussian Random Variables

Lemma 12 Consider k Gaussians g1, . . ., gx sampled from a N (0, 0?) distribution. Let 9y =  mMax_gi. Then for
gi:1<i<
some constant ca,

P(gq) < V20(\/logk + /log(1/6))) > 1 - 26 (55)

Proof:  We first obtain upper bounds on g(1). We make the following observations,

[exp(tg(1))]

exp(tE[gm]) < E
< E[maxexp(tg;)]

M=

Elexp(tgi)]

< nexp(t?c?/2), (56)

-
Il

where the first line is due to Jensen’s inequality, the second is the union bound, and the final line follows from the
definition of the moment generating function. Taking logarithm of both sides of the inequality, we get

logk to?

r +T' (57)

Elgm) <
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This can be minimized by setting ¢ = ‘/W to give,

Elg)] < ov2y/logk . (58)
We now use the following result from [30] to provide large deviation bounds around Elg).
Lemma 13 (Lemma 2.1.3 in [30]) Consider a Gaussian process (Zi)icy, where U is finite and a number o such that

o > sup(E[Z?])'/2. Then for u > 0 we have,
teU
U2
>u) <2 -—— - 59
_U>_ eXp< 202) (59)

r(
1/2

In th text of tti h D= Zi, = Z, and E[Z?
n the context of our setting we have g 9a) = max Z; an I}leegc( (Z7])

u = ov/2,/log(1/5) we get,

sup Z; — E'sup Z;
teU teU

= E[¢?]'/? = 0. Therefore using

P(ga) = Elgay] + ov2y/log(1/6)) < 26, (60)

Now the stated result can be derived from (38)) and (60). ]
Lemma 14 Let x4, ..., x5 be k independent Gaussian random variables with variance o2 and let z = argmax ;.
1<i<k
Then,
o2
Ve > 61
ar(z) 2 e (61)

where c1 is some positive constant.

Proof: For each 7, let e; denote the event of ¢ = argmax ;. Then the variance of z can be written as

il

Var(z) > Z Ple;] Var[z | e;] (62)

- % S Va2 | ei) = Varlz | e 63)

where the last two steps follow from the fact that the distributions among arms are identical. Furthermore,

Var(z | e1] = Var [z | e1]

P [:m > /log(k) A maxz; < /log(k) | el] Var {m |21 2 Viog(k) A maxa: < v/log(k)
P [xl > \/log(k) A max;>1 z; < 1og(k)}

- Pler]

Var [:1:1 | x1 > log(k)}
=kP [:101 > log(k)} P [r{l&lx:vz < log(k)} Var [xl | 21 > log(k)}

where the last step follows from P[e;] = 1/k and that x; is independent from all other draws.

We use the following known result of the Gaussian distribution .

Plzy > /log(k)] > 1/k.

Furthermore,

k
P |maxa; < \/Tog(k } HP[ 1og(k:)} (64)

i>1

1-C/k)*>1/e” (65)
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where C' is an absolute constant. Finally, by [21]], we have Var[zy | z1 > /log(k)] > Q(1/log(k))

Putting everything together, we have
Var(z] > Var[z | eq]

> k(1/k)(1/e€)Var[zy | 21 > \/log(k)]
> 1/log(k)

Lemma 15 Let an adversary pick p; € R, 1 < i < k and then consider k random draws from a Gaussian distribution
gi ~ N(0,0%),1 < i < k. Then the following is true for any adversary,

Varlg | g = argmax g; + ;| > Varlg | g = argmax g;] . (66)
9i:1<i<k gi:1<i<k

Proof:  Without loss of generality assume p11 > po > ... > pg. Alsolet gy > ge2) = ... g(r) denote the order statis-
tics of the Gaussian variables. Now any 1; can be mapped to any g(;) to give k! possibilities. Lets divide the k! events
into k disjoint sets Ay, ..., Ay, in the following way. Consider one mapping {(ti,, 9(1)), - - - » (ii, 9())s - - - > (i » (k) }
where there are indices ¢, 7 = albr<gin_1<al): i + g(j)- If j = k then we put the mapping in the bin Aj. Otherwise assum-
ingj < k,letp;,,..., 1, be mai)ﬁjea 0 g(j41),---»9(j+n) suchthatl < j < j+h < k. We then find an index ¢, such
that after swapping j1; and p;,,, such that the new mappingis {(ti,, 9(1)), - - - s (i » 9G))s - -+ > (s GGm) ) - - (Hin> G(k))

we find that 4, j +m = argmax p; + g(j+m) but when we swap p; with yi;,,, for the mapping
1<im j+m<k

i 90)), -+ s (Wi 9G))s -+ (His G 4met1))s - - - (Rin > 9iy) } then fu; + gj4 i1 is no longer the maximum. We
then put the mapping {(s4i,, 9(1)) - - -» (145 9(5))5 - - - » (Hin > G(ky) } in the bin Aj,,,. Note that the bin A;,,, will also
have the mappings {(Miz ) g(l))7 R (Min?g(j))7 ) (:u’la g(jJrn))u s (Mih?g(k))} forall 1 <n < m with iy, Swapped
with p1; where f1;+g(j4r,) is the maximum as also the mappings { (12s,, (1)) - - - » (Hin> GGi—n))s - -+ (Wi 9G))s - - - (Bi > G(i) ) }»
1 <n <j—1where ji; + g(j_n) is the maximum. Since all these mappings are equally probable, bin A, is a set

of events out of k! where any g(,), 1 < o < j + m are equally probably such that 7,0 = argmax ji; + g(, for some
1<0,i<k
1 <4 < k. Moreover from the construction we see that the sets 4; N A; = ¢, 1 < 7,5 < k are disjoint and U;<;<p A;

contains all k! events. Therefore with this construction we make the following observations,

Var[g | g = argmax g; + p;] =

gi:1<i<k
k
= Var(g g~ {g0), - 90 D P(A) - (67)
i=1
We note that the minimum variance is achieved when P(A;) = 1 and Var(g | g ~ g(1)) = Var[g | g = argmax g;]
gi:1<i<k
which is the desired result. ]

C Proof for Single Parameter Setting with Gaussian Contexts

We give the proof for Lemma[2 from the main paper.

Lemmal(ll Denote by 3 = (zt,v), where A = cone(E.) N SP~ is the error set. Assume T > tin, where

max
1<i<k,1<t<T

vEA
tmin depends on properties of the true parameter 0* and the regularizer R(-). Then,

[log T']
Reg(T) < 4ftmin + Y. 2BT.[0 — 67, . (68)

e=[log tmin |
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Proof: Let the episodes be indexed by e, let T, denote the number of rounds in episode e and let 7" denote the total
number of rounds. Let S, denote the rounds in episode e. If context i* is selected in round ¢ and 4* denotes the optimal
context then the regret can be computed as follows,

T
Reg(T) = Z(Q ,The — xky)
t=1
[log T']
[log tmin | log T'|
Z Z 0, xt. —xb) + Z Z (0, 2t — 2k . (69)
e=1 teS.e e=[log tmin| tE€Se

The first term on the r.h.s. of (69) can be upper bounded as follows,

[log tmin | ]—log tmin |
Yoo D )< D0 SO ) (60, )]
e=1 teSe e=1 teSe
[1og tmin |
> > 28
e=1 teSe
< 4Btmin , (70)

where in the third line we use from the algorithm 7, = 2~ I and hence Z“Ogtm”‘w Z °1 1 < 2.

We make the following observations to bound the second term on the r.h.s. in equation (]@),

llog T | [log T
oD o al—aly = > Y (00 al) — (07— 0 al) + (0, 2l —af)
e=[log tmin | t€Se e=[log tmin | t€Se

[log T']

<Y Y e =09 al) | [0 -0 al)]
e:]’logtmin"\ teESe
[log T']

< D D 2Blem 09, an

e= (log tmin—‘ tESe

where in the second line we use (¢, z1.) < (8¢, x!) as !, was chosen ahead of z. in round t.
The stated result now follows from (69), (70) and (71). ]

We give the proof for Lemma 2] from the main paper.

Lemma 2 The rows of the design matrix Z'©) € RT*P in any episode e satisfy k. = 12 ps < coo/logk for co

some positive constant. Moreover the minimum eigenvalue of the matrix E.:[2'(2T)T] satisfies,
et o’
Amin (Bt [2°(29)T]) > 01@ , (72)
where c1 is some positive constant and the expectation is over the random draws of contexts.
Proof: The rows of the design matrix satisfy,
2! = argmax(z!, é(e)> , (73)

zt:1<i<k
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where 0(¢) is the estimated parametrer in episode e. We first prove the result on the sub-Gaussian norm of z°.

Let () be an orthogonal matrix such that QO(B) = (/|6 ||5,0,...,0). Also for any round ¢, let (z!,... k) =
(QTel,...,QTel). Due to rotational invariance €; ~ N (0,0%I,x,), 1 < i < k. Therefore,

2! = argmax(zt, 0(e))

zt:1<i<k
Qz' = ¢ = argmax(e!, Q0(©)) (74)
el:1<i<k

Therefore € € RP is a p-dimensional random vector such that elements (¢/);,1 < j < p are random N (0, c?)
elements with ||(¢') |4, < c3o for some constant c3. For the element at the first position,

(¢")1 = argmax(e})1 , (75)
1<i<k

where (e!); are N (0, 0?) elements. The following Lemma bounds the sub-Gaussian norm of (ef);:

Lemma 16 Let g1, - , gk be k Gaussian N (0, 02) elements and let h = argmax g;. Then the sub-Gaussian norm of
1<i<k
h satisfies the following:
1]y < coor/logk . (76)
Proof: The maximum of k-Gaussian elements can be expressed as follows with vector g = [g1, . .., gr] € R*:
lgllc = sup (g, u). (7
w:lu]l1 <1

Therefore,

E [ sup gl} =F
1<i<k

sup <g7U>] < cyo/logk (78)

wi||ul)1 <1

where the last inequality is because the Gaussian width of the unit ¢; norm ball is v/log & [30, and by the
majorizing measure theorem (see Theorem 2.1.1 in [30]]). Now from the result of Lemma 2.1.3 in [30],

2
P(| sup g; — E sup gi| > u) < 2exp (—u—2> : (79)
1<i<k 1<i<k 20

Note that any random variable ¢ is a sub-Gaussian random variable with sub-Gaussian norm c¢5 K is it satisfies the
following tail decay [33]],

Pl¢] > u) < 2exp (——2) | (80)

Therefore < sup g; — F sup gi> is a cso-sub-Gaussian random variable. Therefore,
1<i<k 1<i<k

[hllg, = || sup gi —E sup gi+E sup gilly,
1<i<k 1<i<k 1<i<k

<[ sup gi — E sup gilly, +[|1E sup gilly,
1<i<k 1<i<k 1<i<k

< c50 + cqo/logk
< cgo/logk . (81)

Therefore by the definition of sub-Gaussian random variables (¢); is a sub-Gaussian random variable with || (e/)1 ||, <
ceo+/log k for some constant cg. Therefore Q=" is a random vector with independent sub-Gaussian random elements.
Therefore from the result of Lemma[[Qlthe elements of 2! = Q7' Qz" are also independent sub-Gaussian random vari-
ables with sub-Gaussian norm of each element ||(z%);||y, < c7o/logk. Also from the result of Lemma[d z' is a
sub-Gaussian random vector with ||2*||y, < coov/logk for some constant co which proves the first result.
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In order to prove the minimum eigenvalue condition, let () be an orthogonal matrix such that Q0(¢) = (||6(<)]|5,0,...,0)

as outlined earlier. Again for any round ¢, let (x},...,2}) = (QT€,...,QTe}). Due to rotational invariance
€t ~ N(0,0%T,xp), 1 <i < k. Now with 2! = argmax (2!, 0) = argmax(Qz!, Qf) and let ¢’ = Qz*
zt:1<i<k zt:1<i<k
Amin | B [21(z9)7T | 28 = argmax (2}, 0€) | | = min w7 [ B |28(2)7 | 2 = argmax(a?,00)) | | w
2t:1<i<k wi|wl[2=1 xt:1<i<k
= min E |w 2 (z)Tw | z* = argmax(xt, §())
wifjwl2=1 xt:1<i<k
= min E |(w, 2")? | 2! = argmax (z!, ()
wi|wl[2=1 zt:1<i<k

2t = argmax (a!,0() >>

wihwlla=1 argmax
= min Var | (Qu,Qz") | 2' = argmax(Qz!, Q')
willwla=1 wt:1<i<k
| (Qu,Q=") | 2 = argmax(Qa') [0
wihwlla=1 argmax

min Var
wi|wl[2=1

I
g
=
s
=
N 7 N 7 N /N

2 = argmax(th)1||é(e)|2> , (82)

z!:1<i<k

where the last line uses that minimizing over w and over Qu yield the same result. Now ¢! = Q2 is a N(0, 021, )
random vector. Therefore,

Amin (E

20T (w, ")

eh:1<i<k

2! = argmax(x!, é(e)>]> > min (VHI e = 3rgmax(55)1”é(e)”]>

at:1<i<k T wifwll2=1

T wiflwl2=1 et1<i<k

> min (w% Var((€")1)

el = argmax(eﬁ)lﬂé(e)ﬂ)) (83)

p
+ (D whvar((e);) | ¢ = argma(el) [0
Jj=2

el:1<i<k

2
o

> 84

= C log L ) ( )

where second line follows as the coordinates of ¢ are independent and the third line follows as from the result of

. 2 .
Lemmal[[4 where Var((e?);|e! = argmax(e?)]|0(®)||) > ¢; 1% and Var((e");|e" = argmax(e}) 10¢)]]) = o2. [
el 1<i<k ef:1<i<k

We give the proof for the estimation error in each episode for the Gaussian contexts setting.

Theorem 4 Let T, > c7(w(A)++/Toglog T++/log(1/6))? log® k. Then with probability atleast 1—6 exp(—mnpw?(A))—
J,

o) _ gy <0 [ —2 85
[ le<O(7) (85)

where v = cky\/1Tog k(w(A) + loglog T + +/log(1/6)), E. = {A| R(6* + A) < R(0*)}, A = cone(E.) N SP~1

is the error set, w(-) denotes the Gaussian width of a set.

Proof: Consider parameter estimation at the beginning of episode e + 1. Assume the design matrix has the SVD
decomposition \/LTZ(B) = UDVT where U € RTexd D € R¥*d and V e RP*?, where d is the rank of Z(©).
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Also let /2 = VDVT. Define the Puffer transformation F' = UD~'UT [20] and consider the preconditioned
design matrix Z(¢) = FZ(©) and response §(©) = Fy(©). Since y(© = Z(©)g* + w(®) it follows that Fy(®) =
FZEo 4+ Fu©,ie. §(©) = ~Z(S)G*—i—@(e) where &(¢) = Fw(®) We then compute the constrained regression estimator
6l¢) = agggﬁnﬁ”ﬁ” — Z©g||2 st R(O) < R(#*). Since A minimizes the loss function the following

observation is straightforward,

1 ~N A 1 -
Lo _ z@gen2 L@ _ o2 <
el 13- 5719 3<0 (56)
Let 0(¢) = * + A () where A(®) satisfies R(6* + A(®)) < R(#*). Substituting it in (86) and subsequent simplification
using u = ”A(e) Tz yields the following,
e 1 ~(e e 1 ~(e e) n* e e
A = e | ZOulBIA < 7 (59— 296", 20a0)
1/ -
< = [ (zenTe A<e>>
<7 (29
o < L s1/2( 501500 5172 e>>
T VT \VT.
1 1
< 21/2 FZ(e) TR (e 1/2A e)>
= VT <¢T JTFw
1
< —— (VDVTVDUTUD ' UTUD U W), 52 Al 6>>
Ve
1
< T,,(e) y—1/2 <e>>
< o (VUTw®, 57120
< —(h, 2 12A0)
T
< —=(h, TP | A2 (87)
\/_
where in the fourth line we use Z(¢) = FZ(©), 5(©) = Fw(©); in the fifth line we use that /2 = VDVT, L 7z(e) —
VT

UDVT and F(¢) = UD'UT. In the second last line we observe that h € RP” is a sub-Gaussian random vector
with ||A|ly, < e3k,. This is because applying results from Lemma [I0] twice it can be inferred that U Twl® € R%is
sub-Gaussian with ||[UTw(®)||,, < cak,, and h = VUTw(®) € RP is sub-Gaussian with ||%|, < 3.

1. Minimum eigenvalue condition: Lower bounds for inf4 12 ul|3
ue €

We obtain high probability lower bounds on the quantity ilélg T%, | Z(©)u||3. Remember that Z(¢) € RT<*P is the design

matrix before the Puffer transformation. We make the following observations:

T
1 . 1 &«
?HZ( )qu = T <Zt,u>2
[ e t:l
1 &
= = > (= - E['] + Bl2"),u)
€ ¢=1
1 & 1 & 9 &
= = (' - Bl w)?+ = Y (B - = Y - B (B (88)
€ t=1 € t=1 € t=1

We first analyze the quantity - e (2! — E[2"],u)? Let G € R™*P be the design matrix with rows as z* — E[z*].
Using the results of Lemma 2 and the episodic algorithm, we make the observation that the rows of the matrix G are
i.i.d. o-sub-Gaussian. We want lower bounds on the quantity || Gu||3. We use the following result [5 25].
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Theorem 5 (Mendelson, Pajor, Tomczak-Jaegermann [25]) There exist absolute constants ca, c3, c4 for which the
Jollowing holds. Let (2, ) be a probability space, set F' be a subset of the unit sphere of La(u), i.e., F C Sp, = {f:
I fllz, = 1}, and assume that sup pc - || f|ly, < k. Then, for any 6 > 0 and n > 1 satisfying

car2(Fy || - [ly,) < 0v/n, (89)

with probability at least 1 — exp(—c360?n/k*),

1 2 2
sup |— (X)) —FE|f]|1<80. (90)
sup ”;:1: (X3) = B[]
Further, if F' is symmetric, then
1 & V(BN llga) 3 E - )
E |sup |— X)) —-FE|f? <cmax{2/£ 2, 12 2 91
sup n;:lf( ) [f}]_ 1 7 - 1)

For convenience let 2y have the same distribution as the rows of the design matrix G. Consider the following class of
functions:

1
F={fuueA: f,() = ——==(,u)}. (92)
E[(,u)?]
Then, f,(20) = ——=—— (20, u) and F is a subset of the unit sphere, i.e., ' C Sy, since || f||r, = E[f?] = 1.

E[{z0,u)?]

Next, we get an upper bound on su o, = sup || ——=(z0,u
getan upp P [lfully, uegH ST 0 W)

Ju ve

.Notethatr, = |20/l = sup [[(z0,0) |y, <
P2 s

c20 (see arguments before equation (81)). Also from the result of Lemma 2, E[(zq, u)?] > % Therefore,

1
sup || fully, = sup 20, U (93)
Ju€F H sz ueA E[<207u>2]< > P2
- caoy/log k ©94)
- c30

< cqy/logk . 95)

As a result we have,

VQ(F N SL27 H : ||¢2) < 0472(F N SLza ” : ||L2) < C4C5w(A) V logk ; (96)

where the last line follows from generic chaining [30], for some constant c5 > 0. Therefore, in the context of
Theorem[3] we choose,

5 (cecsw(A) + /log(1/8) + /loglogT) log k
9 = C4
VT.
WQ(FQ SL27 ” ) ”wz)
VT. ’

for some constant 0 < § < 1, so that the condition on 6 is satisfied. With this choice of 6, we have,

> cecq/logk 97)

02T,
g 2 Cosw?(A) + loglog T + log(1/0)
cylog” k

= now?(A) + loglog T + log(1/6) . (98)
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Then, from Theorem[3lit follows that with probability atleast 1 — exp(—n2w?(A) —loglog T — log(1/§)) with 2%, 1 <
t < T, denoting the rows of Z¢ , we have,

1 1 " 2 5 (cscsw(A) + Ioglog T + +/log(1/6)) log k
S — — E27], -1 <
S T B = B 2 (¢ T EE b o < VT
e 1 5 bt 2  o(eecsw(A) + Vioglog T + /log(1/6)) log k
= inf 7 Gullz = E[(2" = Bl u)"] { 1 - c3 Vi :

Substituting T, > ¢7(w(A)++/Toglog T+ /log(1/6))? log® k so that 1 — 3 (cacsw(d)+vTo 1<\)}ng+ Vis(1/0)) ok,

and noting from Lemma 2 that E[(z! — E[z!],u)?] = Var[(z!,u)]) > 31T o? 7 it follows with probability atleast

1 — exp(—now?(A) — loglog T — /log(1/6)),

. 1 o2
inf, EIIGuH% >c (99)

logk ~

Now by a union bound argument for all episodes e < |log T'| with probability atleast 1 —exp(—now?(A)—log(1/6)) =
1 — Sexp(—nw?(4)),

T
1 1 & 2
1nf 1nf —||GuH2 = mf 1nf b7 §_1<zt — E[2",u)? > 7

. 1
log k (100)

We now derive upper bounds for the quantity % ZtT; (zt — E[2'],u)(E[2],u). Let o € RT¢ be the vector whose
elements o; = \/LT_C (E[2%],u) and therefore ||a| = \/LT_C \/ 325 (B2, u)2. Note that it follows from Lemma[IQl that

(2! — E[2'], u) is a coo-sub-Gaussian random variables, i.e., | (2 — E[2"], u)||4, < c20. Therefore from the Hoeffding

inequality of Lemmal[Z7t
T. 72
P >7| <2exp (—ﬁ> : (101)
2 cso7al3

Z ai{zt — E[2'],u)

Now forany u, v € A, (2! — E[2!],u—0) is a cao||u — v||2-sub-Gaussian random variable. Therefore by an application

of Lemmal[Zt
T,
P <
=1

Therefore substituting o1 = \/czo||a||2, we get,

2], u —v)

7,2
> <2 — . 102
‘T>‘ > (~ e = argTar) (o2

T. 2
P Zat<zt—E[zt],u—v> >7| <2exp <—%) . (103)
=1 ofllu—vl3
Therefore by the definition of the Gaussian width,
sup Zat (z' — E[2",u) 1 < eyorw(A) = esol|al2w(A) . (104)
u€A

Now for the high probability bounds we refer Theorem 2.2.27 in [31]]. Applying the result of Theorem 2.2.27
leads to the following result :

(z:zZa S B

Te

Za 2t — B2, u)

t=1

> FE |sup

u€A

+ 06017> <ecr- exp(—TQ) . (105)
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Let 7 = cg(+/log(1/9) + v/loglog T) choosing cg large enough so that c7 - exp(—72) > c7 - exp(—cZ(loglog T +
log(1/6))) > exp(—loglogT — log(1/4)). Also substituting the value of F {sup ‘ZtTil at{gt — Elg], u}” from
u€A

equation (I04) and choosing constant cg large enough, we get the following:

(22320‘ =Bl

This above is true for any single episode e. Taking a union bound over all |loglogT'| episodes, we get:

(i:ﬁZa # = HE

Now from equations (88), (I00) and (I07) we get,

> coo|alla(w(A) + /log(1/8) + \/10g10gT)> < exp (—log(1/4) — loglog T) .
(106)

> cgo|all2(w(A) + v/log(1/5) + \/loglogT)> < exp (—log(1/0) —loglogT + loglog T')

=4. (107)

2

2¢y0 a2 (w(A) + /log(1/d) + 1oglog T )

-—-AZ<8 > + 108
12ull3 > esq ogk lleell3 — T (108)
Equation (I08) is minimized when |a||2 = cooljala (w(A)+ ”\}OTE(U O+ viceloe™) - gubstituting the minimum value in
equation (I08) and by simple algebraic manipulations we get:
1 2 2(w(A) + /log(1/6) + /loglog T)? log k
?Hz(e)uH% 2 10 k <C3 _ Cg(w( ) + Og( /{Z—)‘—i_ Og Og ) Og ) (109)
e 0og e

Then with T, > ¢;(w(A) + VIoglogT + +/log(1/6))?log? k and choosing ¢; large enough so that ¢ = c3 —
c2(w(A)++/Toglog T++/log(1/6))? log k
Te

> 0, we get:

1
12 ul3 > c (110)

g
logk
2. Upper Bounds for W<h »2y):

h is a sub-Gaussian random vector with ||h ||y, < csk,. We use the following result from generic chaining [30, 3T]]
(also Theorem 9 in [3]])

Theorem 6 Ler set B C RP. Assuming h is any centered sub-Gaussian random vector with ||h||y, < k, then we have
forany 1 >0,

2
P(sup<h,u>2c6nw<3>+n) < mexp (—( n ) ) | (a1

ueB C7¢H

where cg, 14, c7 are positive constants and ¢ = sup ||ul|2.
uEB

Therefore applying Theorem[§ on the set B = {v € R? | v = %7 1/2y,u € A} with A denoting the error set, we
get the following noting that w(B) < y/Apax(E~HA)w(A) where \/Apax(E~1|A) denotes the restricted maximum

eigenvalue of the matrix, i.e. Apax(X 71 A) = supu?' L uand ¢ = /Anax (B 1A),
ucA

2
P sup(h,v) > ceczkm/Amax (XA )w(A —|—7-)§ exp | — n 112
(U€g< ) 6C3 ( |A)w(A) 1 713 €Xp <C7C3 Ao (21 A) o, (112)
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2
Substituting 71 = c3kw\/ Amax(Z " A) (cry/loglog T+cg+/log(1/d)), where we choose cg such that (%) log(1/8)+
lognz > log(1/6) we get:

r <sup<h, u) > 3k Amax(B7HA) (cew(A) + cry/loglog T + 08\/1og(1/5))) < exp(—log(1/6) —loglogT) .
veB
(113)
Inequality (TT3) is true for any episode e, taking a union bound over all |log T’ | episodes, we get for all episodes,

P <sup sup(h,u) > csky v/ Amax(Z7HA) (cow(A) + c7/loglog T + 08\/1og(1/5))) < exp(—log(1/d)) =0 .
e veB
(114)

3. Estimation Error: Putting it all Together

Now consider the 1.h.s of equation (87). Using the result equation (TI0), it is nonzero with probability atleast 1 —
Sexp(—nmaw?(A)) — 6 when T, > c7(w(A) + Toglog T + +/log(1/5))? log?® k. Moreover due to the preconditioning
all eigenvalues are unit length and hence,

e 15
lgf;ggﬁllz< Jull3 > esllull3 > s . (115)
Therefore from equations (87),(I14) and (I13), we get that with probability atleast 1 — & exp(—now?(A)) — 2§

Cokw\/ Amax(E7HA) (cew(A) + er/loglog T + cg+/log(1/9))

sup [|0®) — 0%, = [|A@| < , 116
p [0 - 67 = A0 < = 116)
where ¢y = £2. Now from equation [0, Amax(Z71A) < %. We have thus proved the advertised result. ]

The regret bounds stated in Theorem 2 in the main paper can now be obtained using the upper bounds on the estimation
error in each episode.

Theorem[2] Consider Gaussian contexts. Then with probability atleast 1 — &
B= (27, v) < cro(w(A) +/log(1/9)) - (117)

= max
1<i<k,1<t<T
vEA

Alsowith T >> tiin = c7(w(A)++/Toglog T++/log(1/6))? log? k with probability atleast 1 — 6 exp(—mw?(A))—36
the following is an upper bound on the regret for the Greedy algorithm,

B -log(T) - VT
Reg(T) < O <7 B - log(T) \/_> (118)
g
where v = ck,\/Tog k(w(A) + /ToglogT + /log(1/6)) and
Proof:  From the result of Lemma 1 we have,
logT] T A
Reg(T) < 4Btwin + > > 28161 — 07| (119)

€= HOg tmin] 1

From the result in Theorem 1, we need T}, > tyin = c7(w(A)++/Toglog T ++/log(1/6))? log? k for the RE condition
to be satisfied. Moreover in each episode e we use the 6(®) estimated using rounds played in the previous episode e — 1
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with T, = 2T, _1. Therefore substituting from the result of Theorem 3 the value of Hé(e) — 0%]]2 in (L19) we get,

llogT]  T.
Regret(T) <4Btmin + Z Z 260 — 6|
e=[108 tmin] 1
llogT]  T. 24y
< 4Bcr(w(A) + /loglog T + \/log(1/6))?log® k + Z Z —_——
e=Tog tmia] 1 OV Tem1
lies T 4eByT,—
< 4Bcr(w(A) + \/loglog T + \/log(1/6))?log® k + Z e

e=[log tmin | Ty Te—l

4¢ByVTlog T
o )

< 4Bcr(w(A) + /loglog T + +/log(1/6))?log® k + (120)

where in the second line we use that in the eth episode we play with 6(®) estimated using 7. rounds played in the
previous episode, in the third line we use T, = 27, _; and in the last line we use 7" > T, for all e.

Also, we have by properties of Gaussian width,

E {sup |<xf,v>@ = 0(ow(A)) . (121)
vEA
Again by Theorem 2.2.27 in [31]], we get
P (sup [(af,v)| > E [sup ‘(xf,w@ + 0207) <exp(—-77%) . (122)
vEA vEA
Choosing 7 = 4/log(1/0), we get the stated result. ]

D Proofs for Single Parameter Setting with Smoothed Adversary

We give proof for Lemma 3.

Lemma [ The rows of the design matrix Z¢) € RT<*P in any episode e are z* = ut + g* where pt, gt =

argmax (u! 4 g¢, 0=V, gt ~ N(0, 021, xp) with the sub-Gaussian norm of g* satisfying ||g*|| 4, < coo/Iogk for
plgt1<i<k
some constant ca. Moreover we have the following lower bound on the expected minimum eigenvalue for any fi;’s:
2
o

)\min(Ez“[Zt(Zt)T]) Z Cl@ )

(123)
where c) is some constant.

Proof:  For convenience we drop the superscript from gle=1).
lowing observation,

Amin <E

To bound the minimum eigenvalue we make the fol-

)T )T

2! = argmax(x!, é>]> w

zt:1<i<k

r' = argmax(z!, ) min  w’! | E
xt:1<i<k wif|wll2=1

min E
wif|w(|2=1

> min Var<

w:||wll2=1

wTz (2N Tw

2! = argmax (z!, é)})

z!:1<i<k

(w, 2")

2! = argmax (!, é)})

z!:1<i<k

(w, g")

gt—argmax<u§+gf,é>D ., (129

gb:1<i<k

> min Var
w:||wll2=1
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where the last line follows because (w, 2t) = (w, ut) + (w, g*).

We will now prove that

min Var | (g, w) (", w)

wifjwi=1

g' = argmax(uf +¢¢,0)| > min Var
gt:1<i<k

g' = argmax(g}, é}] . (125)

w:|lw|=1 gt:1<i<k

Therefore the worst any adversary can do is to ensure that the context corresponding to g* = argmax(g!, 9> is chosen

gt:1<i<k

g:1<i<k
in each round. In fact this can be achieved by choosing pf = pb = ... = p! in any round.
We make the following observations. Let ( be an orthogonal matrix such that Q6 = (||0]|2,0,...,0). Also let
(gt,...,g8) = (QT€el,...,Q"el). Due to rotational invariance e/ ~ N (0,02L,x,),1 < i < k. Therefore,
min_ Var | (g*,w) | g* = argmax(u} + g, 9>] =, mnin_ Var | (Qg", Qu) | " = argmax(Qu + Qgi, Q@]
w:||w||=1 w:||wl||=1

L gt:1<i<k

= min Var | (', Qu)
w =1

¢" = argmax(Qu; + €;, Q@]
er:1<i<k

= min Var | (e, w)
w =1

€' = argmax(Qut + €t);
er:1<i<k

= min <wfVar( (Et) 1)

wifjwl=1
>c

€' = argmax(Qu! + e§)1> + (126)

el:1<i<k

wiVar((¢');) | ¢ = argmax(Qp; + e

.LLM“

el 1<i<k

127
log k (127)

where the last line is because the coordinates of €’ are independent and from Lemma[[3]and[[4] we have

o2
Var((€"); | € = argmax(Qut + €!)1) | > [ Var((¢'); | ¢ = argmax(el); | > (128)
et:1<i<k €t 1<i<k log k
and Var ( j | € = argmax(Qul + €f)1 )) = 02. That completes the proof. |
el:1<i<k

Next we obtain estimation error bounds in the smoothed adversary setting.

Theorem 7 The design matrix Z(¢) € R™=*? in all episode where T. > c1(w(A) ++/Toglog T + +/log(1/5))? log* k
satisfies the following minimum eigenvalue condition with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—mw?(A)) — 26,

1 o
nf —1l 7€) q112 >
Jnf 12l 2 eqng (129)
Moreover, for all episodes when T, > c1(w(A) + loglogT + /log(1/6))?log® k with probability atleast 1 —
d exp(—mw?(A)) — 34,

Hé(eJrl) _ 6‘*”2 < o) (

where = e /log F(w(A) + IogTog T + \/1og(1/5)).

Proof:  Using similar arguments as TheoremH] we get:

i

~(e e 1 — e
“ul\%lm“lligﬁm,x 20| A@)]|; . (131)
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Note that h = VUTw(® is a sub-Gaussian random vector | hlly, < c1ke by direct application of Lemma[T1l We
obtain lower bounds for mf 4 12 (¢)44||3 and upper bounds for sup W<h »1/2q)

u€A

1. Lower bounds for inf Ti 1Z)ul3

We first prove that mf L = 1Z (©ul|3 > c;Z+ with high probability when T, > ¢; (w?(A)++/Ioglog T++/log(1/6))? log? k.

We make the followmg observatlons for some u € A,

T,
1 1 &
FHZ(e)UHg =T (2',u)?
€ € t=1
1 &
== > (¢' = Blg') + Elg'] + ', u)
€ =1
1 Te 1 Te 2 Te
=72 (¢ —Elg']w) +fZ<E[9]+ut u) +f2<g — Elg'],u) (Elg'] + p', u)
¢ =1 t=1 € =1
1 t ), \2 2 2||04| -
=7 (9 —Elg'lw)" +lal; + Z 9], u) (132)

where we denote o = \/LT_CKE[gl] +pt ), . (ElgTe] + pte,u)] € RTe.

We will first obtain lower bounds for the quantity in1f4 = ;fil (¢" — Elg'], u)2 where A is the error set. Compared to
ue €

the Gaussian context setting, the g*’s can no longer be assumed to be independent. The g*’s are adaptively generated
based on observing the history of contexts chosen in earlier rounds and the corresponding rewards. We adopt the
nomenclature in [6] to use their Theorem 5. Let ' = g* — E[gt] denote the centered random smoothing vector with
€81y, < o (see result before equation (8I)) and & = [(£1)T,..., (€7<)T]T € RT<P*! be a random vector formed by
concatenating the rows of the centered random smoothed component. Also let V' € RT¢*TeP denote the following
matrix indexed by vectors u € A:

ul 0 0
1 o ' ... 0

Vi =—2=1. . . .| (133)
0 0 - uf

Then by simple algebraic manipulations the following is a straightforward observation with Z € R”<*? denoting the
random matrix obtained by stacking the g* as rows:

~

1 & 1
7 2 (€ w? = 1Bl = Vel (134)
t=1 €

To obtain lower bounds on imif4 |V (u)€]3 we focus on lower bounding inxf4 ([IV(uw)€l|3 — E[V(w)€||3) which can be
ue ue

obtained using the result of Theorem 5 in [6]. To apply Theorem 5, we first show that the random quantity satisfies the
conditions required to apply the result of Theorem 5. Application of Theorem 5 in [6] requires the data generated to
satisfy conditions (SP-1) and (SP-2) manifested by three graphical models. We first show that the data generation in the
contextual bandit problem can be modelled using graphical model GM3 in [6]. We make the following observations:

1. Let H;_1 denote historical data observed until time ¢ — 1. In time step ¢t — 1 an adaptive adversary .4; _; maps
the histories to k contexts uf, ..., ut in RP with ||ut|l2 < 1,ie., A—1 : Hy—1 — (BY)* where B represents
the unit ball in p dimensions. Nature perturbs the contexts with random Gaussian noise, i.e., z¢ = uf 4+ g! with

gt ~ N(0,0%I,x,). Now, in the context of graphical model GM3, H;_1 U {z}, ..., x%} represents Fy.;_;.

2. Intime step ¢, a learner chooses one among k contexts {z}, ..., x% } based on historical data H;_;. Let z* denote
the selected context and g, denote the corresponding Gaussian perturbation. In the context of GM3, we denote
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the centered Gaussian perturbation g* — E[g'] by &', The learner receives the noisy reward y* = (2%, 0*) + w!
where w! is an unknown sub-Gaussian noise. History at time step ¢ is now augmented with the new data, i.e.,
He=Hi— U{{zh,. .. 2t} 2t vt}

3. Now similar to step 1, the contexts in time step ¢, {x’i“, R xfjl}, are generated by an adversary A; : H; —
(Bg)k perturbed with Gaussian noise and H; U {xiﬂ, ce a:’,f:rl} represents F.;.

Lemma 17 Ler G, &,V (u), v be constructed as above. Define the set A = {V (u) | u € A}. Then with probability
atleast 1 — exp(—coeT)

. A
VgiA(Hdukli—EwVﬁﬁﬂ@)202<—Cwu§;)—e>. (135)

Proof: We start with the result of Theorem 5 in [6]. Let £ be a random vector constructed similar to £ but with
1-sub-Gaussian norm. Therefore &; = c40¢/ for some constant ¢4. Also,
IV (w3 = cio® ||V (wéE'|3
B[V (u)¢]l3 = cio® |V (w)'|l5 - (136)
We now apply Theorem 5 and Corollary 4 to obtain bounds on in1f4 |V (u)€’||3. The values of the quantities in Theorem
ue

50f [6] are ||V (u)||r = |lullz = 1, dr(A) = 1, ||[V(u)]l2—2 = J%T”uH? = ﬁ and do_2(A) = J%T Also the
Gaussian width of the set A:
w(A)

Yo (A, || - ll2—2) < ¢5 (137)

M§c6<w;A)>, V_O<\/1T>, U:Ti. (138)

Then by application of result in Theorem 5 in [6]], with 0 < ¢’ < 1 with probability atleast 1 — exp(—cr(€')?T%),

3

Therefore we have,

A
L (VI3 — BV @) > 02— (139

Now from the relationship (I36), we get with probability atleast 1 — exp(—cqe?T),

A
int (V€I = BIVEIR)  o* (- - ¢) | (140)

where € = c2¢’. ¢19 = csc? and cg = c7/c}. This proves the stated result. m

From the result of Lemma[3 we have,

2
Varl(g', w)] = Bllg" = Blo'] w)*] = ex (141)
Therefore by simple algebraic manipulations we get,
2 o’
BV (u)é|z > cnn (142)

logk
Therefore using the result of Lemmal[I7] with probability atleast 1 — exp(—cge?T}), we get

w(A)logk clog k)

2
inf V(W2 > — (e — 143
(ISGAH (w)¢llz > Togk <011 o7 (143)

\4
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Now choosing T > ¢;(w(A) + Ioglog T + +/log(1/6))?log® k with ¢; > 1 large enough so that 0 < ¢z <
(011 — A losk

probability atleast 1 — & exp(—mw?(A) — loglog T),

— elog k), choosing € < ﬁ with 0 < ¢ < 1 and choosing 171 = c7(€')%c1, we get with

2
inf ||V (uw)€]|2 > c3—— .
i VeI = ey 2y

(144)

This is the bound for estimation in episode e. Taking a union bound over all episodes e < loglogT', we get that with
probability atleast 1 — & exp(—mn;w?(A)) over all rounds,

T. 2
2 2 o
222? o'~ Elg'lu) = inf Vel > e (145)

We now obtain upper bounds for sup ‘ZtTil al{gt — Elg'], u)|.
ucA

Note that g* — E[g'] is a ¢, o-sub-Gaussian random vector and hence 8¢ = (g* — E[g'], u) is a centered ¢y 0|u]2 = c10
sub-Gaussian random variable by Lemma[I0]in Section[Al Also ﬁt’s are MDS with E[3°[3", ..., 3''] = 0 and the
coefficients a!, ..., af are adaptive, i.e., a; = f;((z},...,2p, 24 yY), ..., (@7, .. 271 2771 47 1)) depends on

the history of the previously seen contexts and rewards. By an apphcatlon of Lemma[ITlfor some u € A, we get,

T 2
P > 1) < 2exp (—75 2) (146)
2 27l

i: a'(g" — Blg'],u)

Now forany u,v € A, (¢* — E[g'], u—v) is a ¢10||u —v]||2-sub-Gaussian random variable. Therefore by the application
of Lemma[lTl we get,

T 2
P [, u—v)| > 7| <2exp (— T 2) : (147)
=1 c20?|Ju —v|3]|all3
Therefore substituting oy = /c20||a||2, we get,
T, >
P[> o' (g~ Elglu—v)| > 7| <2exp (—ﬁ) . (148)
=1 ofllu—vl3

Therefore, from the definition of Gaussian width and the majorizing measures theorem [30} [31]],

Zag— )

Now for the high probability bounds we refer Theorem 2.2.27 in [31]]. Applying the result of Theorem 2.2.27
leads to the following:

(szsza ("= lgl)

Let 7 = c7(+y/log(1/68) + \/loglog T) choosing c; large enough so that cg - exp(—72) > cg - exp(—c2(loglog T +
log(1/68))) > exp(—loglogT — log(1/4)). Also substituting the value of F {sup ‘Z;fil at(gt — Elg'], u)” from
ucA

sup
u€A

1 < czo1w(A) = cyo|al2w(A) . (149)

T€

Za g _E[gt]=u>

t=1

> FE |sup

u€A

+ 05017> < cg - exp(—1?) . (150)

equation and choosing constant cg large enough, we get the following:

(22320‘ ' = Bl

> cgo|alla(w(A) + v/log(1/8) + \/10g10gT)> < exp (—log(1/6) — loglog T)) .
(151)
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This above is true for any episode e. Taking a union bound over all |loglog T | episodes, we get,

(izzza ' = Bl

From equations (I32), (I43) and (I52), we get with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—mw?(A)) — 4,

> cgollall2(w(A) + v/log(1/5) + \/loglogT)> < exp (—log(1/9) —loglog T + loglogT)

=45, (152)

L1202 > es-T 4 flaf3 - 27102 (4 4) 1 /Tog(178) + VIogTog T) (153)
T. 2= Plogk > VL '
Equation (I33) is minimized when ||a||2 = S (w )+ +/log(1/6) + v/loglog T'). Substituting the minimum value
in equation (I33) and by simple algebraic manlpulatlons we get,
1 2 2(w(A) + /log(1/8) + /Toglog T) log k
—||Z(e)u|\§ > g cs — cg(w(A) + y/log(1/§) + /loglog T) log (154)
T. log k VT

Then with T, > ¢;(w(A) 4+ Ioglog T + /log(1/6))?log® k and choosing ¢, large enough so that ¢ = c3 —

2 (w(A)++/Ioglog T+4/log(1/6))? log k . .. .
e (w(A4)+vlog log \/% 0s(1/8)" log > (, we get the advertised result on the minimum eigenvalue.

2. Upper Bounds for W<h ¥ 2y):

The following upper bound can be obtained using similar arguments as Theorem 4}

P (sup sup(h, u) > 36w\ Amax (X7 A) (cew(A) 4+ c7y/loglog T + cg+/log 1/6))) < exp(—log(1/6)) =46

e veB
(155)

3. Estimation Error: Putting it all Together Again by following similar arguments as Theorem F] we obtain the
following estimation error bounds with probability atleast 1 — & exp(—now?(A)) — 24:

A w A vl1oglogT log(1/6
sup 069 — 0[5 = A, < 2e(csw(A) + ervloglogT + cs/log(1/9)) (156)
e o T,
]
Theorem 4 In the oblivious smoothed adversary setting with probability atleast 1 — 26
t
= : <
g 1§i§ril,{%§t§:r<x“v> < (14 cio(w(A) 4 v/1og(1/9))) (157)
vE

Alsowith T >> tiin > ¢ (w(A)++/Toglog T++/log(1/6))? log? k with probability atleast 1 — 6 exp(—mw? (A))—36
the following is an upper bound on the regret,

.8 -1og(T) - VT
Reg(T) < O (7 7 Loa) f) , (158)
o
where v = cky,\/log k(w(A) + loglog T + +/log(1/9)).
Proof: 'We argue similar to Theorem 2 to get bounds,
4 TlogT
Reg(T) < 48c(w(A) + /loglog T + v/1og(1/6))? log? k + 4cfrVTlogT (159)
o
The result on 3 follows from Theorem 1 and noting that ||f||2 < 1. ]
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E Proofs for Multi Parameter Setting

Lemmald The greedy algorithm plays the contexts in an episodic fashion with the maximum episode number for each

context e; < €; max < |logT'|. Denote by f = _, Jnax <T<:c v). Let tymin < T, where ty,iy depends on properties
’ 1<i<k,1<t

of the true parameters 07, the regularizer R(-), the noise properties, the number of contexts k and the quantity 3. Then,

k  €i,max Tw e

mmsmm+z§j§yw 6

=1 eizl

2+ Z B0 — 67, (160)

Proof: Leti*(t) = argmax(z!, 6) denote the optimal context in any round ¢. Its context, for shorthand, is 7. and
1<i<k

let %, denote the context. Let i* denote the context chosen in round ¢. The regret can be computed as follows,

¢
Reg(T E e X (0%, i)

tmll) T
< Z i Ly zf7x§f>+ Z <9:*7 Lix >_<9;=x§f> (161)
t=tmin+1

The first term on the r.h.s. of (I6I) can be upper bounded as follows,

tmin tmin

Zwr*v z> zfv Z' i L <zf= t>|

t=1
< Z 28 (162)
< Zﬁtmin : (163)

To bound the second term on the r.h.s. in (I61)), assume in round ¢ let e;- ;) denote the episode number corresponding to
the optimal context i* and e;: denote the episode number corresponding to the selected context it. Again for shorthand

we denote e;-(4) by e;+. Let Th, . .., T}, be the total number of rounds where contexts 1, . .., k are played respectively.
T T
Do dmal) = (Ohat) = D0 (0n =0 el — 05 = 07t + (01 al) — (01, o)
t=tmint1 t=tmint1
T
S N (A S ER (G S
t=tmin+1

k €i,max T'b e;

<22 | 2 - W2+ZWW9@ = (164)
=1 €; =1
where the second inequality follows because <9( ), zh) < <9£f i*) z!,) as context 7" was chosen ahead of i* in round
t and the third inequality directly follows from the deﬁmtlons of the various quantities.
The stated result now follows from (I61), (I63) and (164). ]
Proposition [l Consider any round t when the episode numbers of the k contexts are e, ..., ex. Let i* denote the

context with the maximum reward, i.e., i* = argmax(u! + g}, 0;). Let j denote the context having the second largest
1<I<k

reward, i.e., j = argmax (u} + gf,0;). Defin_e ro= (uh + g5,05) — (ui

_ 50 0] 0%.). Then the following condition is
1<I<k;l#i*

satisfied,
(g1-.05) > (165)
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Proof:  Since context ¢* is optimal in round ¢, we have

which proves the stated result. [

Proposition2] Assume context j' such that j' = argmax (u} + g;, 9( l)) = argmax (u} +g!,0; + A > i.e., the
1<I<k,I#i* 1<I<k,I£i*
context other than i* which has the highest estimated reward. Also assume the parameter estimate for context i* to be

é§f ) 0r. + AES“ ). Then the greedy algorithm selects context i* if the following condition is satisfied,

(gh,07) >+ (ub, + gt Aﬁfj’ ) — (pb + gl ALy (167)

Proof: Now for context:* to be optimal according to the Greedy algorithm the following condition should be satisfied,

(il + gl 05 + ALY > (il 4 g, 05+ A7)

* * (e;r)
= (g7, 07) = (s + g5, 05) — (i, 052) + (fy + 950, A7)
</1’z* + gz* 9 A(e *)>

=g, 03 > 7+ (b gl ALY = (it + gl ALY (168)
where in the third line we use the assumption that j = argmax (uj +gj, 0;) and hence (1}, 4 g%, 0%) — (uf., 0;-) <
1<I<kslAi*

t t *\
<:u‘7+9779]> </’Li*79i*> =T -

Lemma 5] (Margin Condition) Consider good events as when r < cso+/log(Tk) and consider errors Az(-fi*) and
A;fj’) to be small enough such that (115, + g%, A;fjl)> — (ut. + g, AES“ )> < ‘772 Then the following holds,

1

2
P<<gf*,9:-‘*>2r+"7 ' <g:?*,9:-‘*>2r> > o5 (169)

Jorallr < cso\/log(Tk).

Proof: We prove that assuming (uf, + gﬁl,Ag-/e" ’)> (it + gt., AlS™)) < "72, conditioned on context i* being
optimal in round ¢ implies that it will be played by Greedy with some constant non-zero probability, i.e., we prove the
following,

2
P(<gz*791 > >’f‘+—

1
.0 >
(g5-,05) > >_207

We use the result from Lemma 4.11 in to lower bound P ((gl* 0% > >r4+ < ’ (gt.,0%) > r). We reproduce
the proof for the sake of completeness. Denote by n = (gt.,60%.) and o = Z-. Then,

o2
P((gl ,91>>r—|——

(gl 07.) > >—P[n2r+a|nzr]

_ Plnp>r+a]
P>
19 (M)
ST e() (170)

«
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Using Gaussian tail bounds (Lemma A.6 in [21]]),

This gives,

Using o < r we get,

Y

2ra + o? r 3ra 171
P 202 2(r+ «) P T og2

1
4
1 _s
> 1€ 2~ (0.05578, 172)
where in the second inequality we use o = "72 Therefore we obtain,

2
1
P (<g§*,9;:> >r4 07 ’ (gt 0%) > r) ~ 0.05578 > 30 (173)

which proves the third result.

Finally P ((gf 05 > + "72 } (g, 0%) > r’) ~ 0.05578 > & holds for all ' < r due to the following result
from [21]].

Lemma 18 (Lemma A.10 in [21]) Let ) ~ N(0, 02). Then for any o > 0, the conditional “margin probability”,
Pn>b+a|n >0, (174)

is decreasing in b.

We have thus proved all the stated results. [

Lemmal[6] (Properties of Design Matrices) Consider any context i and a particular episode e;. The rows of the design
matrix Zi(ei) € RTiei XP gre 2t = ut + gt with t indexing the rounds in episode e; where context i is chosen by the

Greedy algorithm, i.e., z! = argmax(x}, él(ez)) where zt = ut + gi, gt ~ N(0,0%L,x,). Then under the condition
zi:1<I<k

(gt,0F) > r for some r < cso\/log(Tk),

/\min (E

2
2H (DT | 2f = argmax at, 6l PO
(=) mf:1§l§k< ! ) log(Tk)

~
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Proof: Using similar argument as used in Lemma 3 we get the following,

Amin | £ zfzargmax(:vf,él(el)) min  w? | E|z{(z)T
af1<i<k willwlla=1
= min E
wilwllz=1

> min Var
wif|w([2=1

Z ()T

E1<i<k

2t = argmax(:vl,H(el))1>

szf(zf)Tw

2! = argmax(z!, él(el)>]>

zh:1<I<k

\%

(w, 2;)

2! = argmax (z!, él(el)>]>

zh:1<I<k

> min | Var | (w,g!) | gf = argmax(uf + g, 0| | .
wiljwl|2=1 gti1<i<k
(175)
Let j = argmax (zf, é,(ﬁm)> denote the context which has second maximum reward in round ¢ and let :1:§ =
1<m<kym##i

ph 4 gb, gh ~ N(0,0°Tx,). Also let 6 = 67 + Al*) and éj(-ej) =05 + A;ej). Since context 7 is selected over
context j in round ¢, we have the following,

(el 017) > (a5, 65°7)
= (at, 07 + AL) > (2t, 07 + Al
= (it + gh,07) + (2t ALY > (2t 07 + AYY)
(g8 07) > (at, 05 + ALy — (ut 07) — (af, AL) (176)

317

ll

We now characterize the good events by the condition that (x%, 8% + A(BJ ) — (ut 6*) (xt, Ay < ¢y0\/1og(TR).

Ty Uj His Yy
Note that there is very less probability on the complementary event (zt, 0% + A ) (ut,07) — (xt, Al(-ei)> >

Tj>Y;
c30+/1og(Tk). Therefore,

Var | (gt w) | gt = argmax(uf—i—gf,él(el)) = Var [(gf,w> ‘ (gt,07) > (:EJ,H;‘ + A 61)) (ut, ) — (:vf,Az(-ei))]

gp:1<i<k

> Var [(gf,w> ’ (gt,0%) > c30 1og(Tl€)]
o2

log(Tk) ’

where in the second line we condition on the good events when (z: ;,Hj—i-A(eJ y—(ut, 0F)—(xt, AE% < czo4/log(Tk)

and then use the fact Var [(g!, w) | (g}, 0;7) > a] > Q(1/a?) is a decreasing function of a so we condition on the
maximum value of a = (25,07 + A;ej)> (uk,0r) — (zt, Agei)> = c30+/log(Tk). Again in the third line we use

> C2 a7

Z7 2

Var (g7, w) | (g, 67) > a] > Q(1/a?) [21]. L

Theorem 8 Consider contexts to be indexed by i and the episode numbers to be indexed by e;. Let S; ., denote the set
of rounds when context i was selected by the Greedy algorithm in episode e; with T; ., = |S; e, |- Also assume all rounds
satisfy the conditions of Lemma 6. Then when T; ., > co(w(A) +v/Toglog T + /Tog k + \/log(1/6))? log*(T'k), with
probability atleast 1 — § exp(—naw?(A)) — § the following RE condition holds for all contexts 1 < i < k,

2

inf  inf inf ||Z(el ul|3 > ca———

) 178
1<i<k e;<e;i max UEA T i.e: log(Tk) e

Also consider parameter estimation using the constrained least squares estimator. Define the following quantities

r < cao log(Tk), N = clgnw(w(A)-l—\/loglogT-i-\/log +4/1log(1/6))/log(Tk) and B = 1<i<r§€1%§t<T<$§,’U>~ Then if

veEA
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Tie, > %, then with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—mw?(A)) — 29,

)

Alei+1) 02
sup  sup [|6;°T =072 < 2 (179)

1<i<k €; <€, max pr

Proof:  The following result can be proved with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—n;w?(A)) — 2, using same arguments
as Theorem D.4.

184D =07l = 1AL < ——, (180)
where v = ezt (w(A) tViog ki y/log(1/0) yIoa(Th) g B = ax  (zt v), it follows from (I80) that when

1<ishast<T

'UGA
202
T, > 205 then,

| jeitl) _ o?
Bt gy = (Al 181
00— = 1887 < (181
which is the desired result. [ |

Theorem 3 Consider computation of regret for the Greedy algorithm in the multi parameter setting following Lemma 4.

Define the following quantities v < cso+/log(Tk), v = crarie (w(4)+viog T+ log }) /10s(Tk) and = max  (zf,v).

1<i<k,1<t<T

The margin condition in Lemma 5 is satisfied with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—niw?(A)) — 43 when,

4k’}/27'2ﬁ2

> B %log(l/é). (182)

Lmin

o

Under the margin condition, the regret is maximized when in each round each context has equal probability to be
selected by the Greedy algorithm. The equal probability implies that in expectationT) =Ty = ... =T} = % Also

the regret is upper bounded as follows,

Reg(T) < 2Btmin + 8287V Tklog(T) . (183)
Moreover 3 = 1<i<r§cl%§t<T<x§7 v) < (14 cro(w(A) 4+ +/log(1/0))) with probability atleast 1 — 6. Therefore with
T Twed T

probability atleast 1 — § exp(—n1w?(A)) — 56,

Reg(T) <O (7 -3 -log(T) - \/ﬁ) (184)

We first derive bounds on the parameter ¢.,;, in Lemma 4. The multi-parameter setting requires a warm start of 7y

rounds, where 7T} is computed as,
4k’}/27°2 62

Ty = 1

(185)

g

This is required for the margin condition of Lemma 5 to be satisfied with high probability. To see that, when Ty =
2,292 2,292
]” rB8” Tie, > % for all contexts 1 < 7 < k and all episodes e;, 1 < i < k. Then for any context combination

,] for r = cgo/log(Tk), we have the following,

ik + g AP = il + g5 AJ) = G, AL) — (@, AF)
<[t A + [(ah A5

< BIAL |+ BIAS |2

2
<Z (186)

r
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where in the last line we use that when 7} ., with high probability ||Af*]|2, ||A8J

Let i = argmax(z}, ;) =
1<I<k

(ui + g7, 07) be the optimal context in round ¢. In the margin condition, we also assume that (g}, ;) < cso+/log(Tk).
We show that over T" rounds the assumption is not satisfied only for a constant number of rounds. First note that for
any context [, (gf, 0;) is a N(0, o) Gaussian random variable. Therefore using Gaussian random variable tail bounds,
we get,

”2 — 2[5r

P (|(gh:07)| = es0/1o5(TR)) < exp (—ea log(Tk)) - (187)

Now there are a total of T'k realizations of (gl 07y with1 <[ < k,1 <t <T. Consider the binomial random variable
v ~ Binomial(Tk, exp (—cqlog(Tk))). Now E[v] = Tk exp (—cqlog(Tk)) = exp (—cqlog(Tk) + log(Tk)) < 1
where we assume that constants cs, ¢4 are chosen such that the expectation is less than 1. Therefore by a tail bound for
binomials,

P <u > 1+ %10g(1/5)> <5, (188)

Therefore combining (I83) and (I88) the margin condition is satisfied with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—n;w?(A)) —
39 when,

1
tmin > To + 1+ 5 log(1/0)

2,202
> B \/%log(l/é) . (189)
O'

Now to compute the regret, let ¢ = argmax(x},0;) = (ui + g/, 0;) be the actual optimal context in round ¢ and
1<I<k

j' = argmax (z},0; + A7) = (uf + g}, 0] + A7') be the maximum estimated context rewards other than context i.
1<I<k;l#i
Now according to (I88)), according to the margin condition except for 1 + % log(1/6) rounds with high probability

we have (¢!, 07) > r for some r < c30+/log(Tk). Now for context i to be be selected over context j' we have the
following condition,

<gi579:=> Z T+ </L§/ +g‘§’aA§j/ - <,LL§ _|_9va51>
0.2
>rt T (190)
T

where the second inequality is from equation (I86). Now from Lemma 5 we have established the following condition,

2

1
P<<gz,91> >7’+—

Loxy >y | > — 191
(955 >—T>—20’ (191)

that is, context ¢ is the estimated optimal context in 1 out of 20 times when context 7 is actually the optimal context.
Now let 7", be the number of times context 7 is actually optimal in episode e;. Then the number of times context ¢
is estimated to be optimal is a binomial random variable: Binomial(T*, , 1/20). Therefore applying Chernoff bounds

ze’

for the binomial random variable (TZ s 210)
be=T0 a0 | T TP\ 60
. T,
=P [T}, >40T;.] <exp|(— . (192)

This is for any context ¢ and episode e;. Now taking a union bound over all contexts 1 < 7 < k and episodes
1 <e; <logT and using Tj ., > co(w(A) + /Toglog T + /Togk + 1/log(1/5))? log*(Tk) we get,

22 2

1,64 — 4

39



k  €i,max

Regret(z' 3", ... 27 iT) < 2Btmin + Z Z

=1 eizl

k  €i,max

< 2Btmin + Z Z

=1 eizl

k  €i,max

With this result the regret can be upper bounded as follows with probability atleast 1 — § exp(—nw?(A)) — 46

Tie; Tie;

> lle; =05l + > ller — 65
t=1 t=1
Tie;

> a1)l6; — 65
t=1

Ti,ei

2

2

7

418

; D iei—1
k  €i,max

S 2Btmin + Z Z 82ﬁ’7 V Ti,&'

=1 eizl

< 2Btmin + Z Z

=1 eizl

k
< 2Btmin + »_ 8287/Tilog T,
=1

< 2Bt min + 828V TklogT , (194)

where in the second inequality we have used the result (I93), in the fourth inequality we have used T} ., = 27} ¢, 1, in
the fifth inequality we have used €; max < logT; and in the last inequality we have used T; = T'/k gives the maximum
regret and log T; < logT.

Substituting the value of v assumed earlier and noting

6] 1§i§I}c1%§t§T<I“ v) < o (e, v) + (g7, v)) < (14 cro(w(A) + /log(1/0))) with probability atleast
vEA vEA
1 — ¢ following from Lemma[I2] proves the stated result. [
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