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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a novel uniform generalization bound on the time and inverse temperature for stochastic
gradient Langevin dynamics (SGLD) in a non-convex setting. While previous works derive their generalization
bounds by uniform stability, we use Rademacher complexity to make our generalization bound independent of the
time and inverse temperature. Using Rademacher complexity, we can reduce the problem to derive a generalization
bound on the whole space to that on a bounded region and therefore can remove the effect of the time and inverse
temperature from our generalization bound. As an application of our generalization bound, an evaluation on the
effectiveness of the simulated annealing in a non-convex setting is also described. For the sample size n and time s,
we derive evaluations with orders \/n—!log(n + 1) and |(log)*(s)| !, respectively. Here, (log)* denotes the 4 times
composition of the logarithmic function.

Keywords: Generalization Bound, Stochastic Differential Equation, Gradient Descent, Similated Annealing,
Non-convex Optimization

1. Introduction

Numerical calculation methods have become practical due to the development of computers, and therefore it
has become more and more important to guarantee their performance theoretically. In fact, almost all algorithms
that achieve numerical solutions include hyperparameters, which are arbitrarily set by the user. In general, the
setting of hyperparameters greatly affects the performance of the algorithm. In particular, it is important to derive
an explicit evaluation of the relationship between hyperparameter settings and algorithm performance to determine
the optimal hyperparameter settings.

For stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics (SGLD), which is one of the typical optimization algorithms, B, B, ,
B, , @, @, ﬂ, @, |ﬂ, @, @, @, @, @, @, @, |, have derived evaluations on the effectiveness of SGLD from which
we can choose appropriate hyperparameter settings. Let Z be the set of all data points and £(w; z) : R¥x Z — [0, o0)
denote the loss on z € Z for a parameter w € R%. z,...,z, are independent and identically distributed (IID)
samples generated from the distribution D on Z, and we define the empirical loss by Ly (w) = L3 f(w; 2;).
Then, for the step size n > 0 and the inverse temperature 5 > 0, SGLD is defined as follows.

X0 = XM gV Ly (XS + 20/ Ber, k> 0. (1.1)

Here, €, are IIDs, each of which obeys the d-dimensional standard normal distribution. Assuming the dissipativity
of the loss (w;z) and Lipschitz continuity of its gradient, [26] showed the following evaluation to (), where
L(w) = E,p[l(w; z)] denotes the expected loss for the parameter w and C; > 0 are constants independent of 7, n,
S, and k.

C26 Csk log(B8 + 1)
(nomNy € CaB _Lsrn g
E[L(X, "] J}Iél]éldL(w) <y < - + /ne~?” 4 exp {Cgﬁ Cip } + 3 ) . (1.2)

According to ([2)), by determining hyperparameters in the order of 3, n, k, and n, SGLD (II]) can minimize the
expected loss with arbitrary accuracy.

However, SGLD (LLT) always contains a constant error with order =1 log(3 + 1) since it uses the fixed inverse
temperature 5. The algorithm that increases the inverse temperature and decreases the step size with time evolution
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to remove this error term is called as simulated annealing (SA). For SA, as (I2) indicates, by setting increase
and decrease rates of the inverse temperature and step size properly, the error terms caused by the setting of
hyperparameters except for n vanish with time evolution. Whereas, as in the first term in the R.H.S of (L2,
previous works on SGLD @, , ] only have derived generalization bounds, which are bounds for n, that explode
as [ tends to infinity. Hence, it seems that the sample size n should increase with time evolution to control the
effect of 8 when SA is applied. However, in general, the sample size n has its upper bound and we cannot take n
arbitrarily large enough to control the effect of 8. In fact, previous works on SA ﬂ, E, @, @, |ﬂ, |E, @, @] have
not derived generalization bounds, which indicates it is difficult to derive practical generalization bounds to the SA
algorithm.

The first main result in this paper, Theorem 22 is a refined generalization bound to SGLD (I)). While
previous works ﬂﬂ, ] use uniform stability ﬂﬂ], we use Rademacher complexity to make our generalization bound
independent of the time and inverse temperature.

The second main result, Theorem 2] is the evaluation of the same form as ([2)) on the effectiveness of the SA
algorithm. Using the generalization bound capable of increasing the inverse temperature, we can derive a practical
generalization bound to the SA algorithm.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give accurate statements of our main results of uniform
generalization bound on the time and inverse temperature for SGLD algorithm and its application to the evaluation
on the SA algorithm. Sections [B] and [] are devoted to the proof of the first and second main results, respectively.
Finally, the results used in Sections Bl and [ are stated and proved in Appendix.

2. Main Result

To formulate our first main result, we introduce the following notations. S = (z1,...,2,) € Z™ are IIDs
generated from the distribution D on Z. Let £(w;z) be a loss function and we define the expected loss and the
empirical loss by L(w) = E.p[(w;z)] and L,(w) = L 37" | £(w; z;), respectively. For a d-dimensional Brownian
motion W, the initial value zo € R, and the inverse temperature 5 > 0, we consider

dX{" = —VL,(X")dt + \/2/BdW;, X" = xq. (2.1)
We impose the following assumption on the loss function ¢(wj; z), and therefore the drift coefficient —V L,, of (21)).

Assumption 2.1. The loss £(w; z) is nonnegative and satisfies sup,cz |£(0;2)] < B and sup,cz ||V(0; 2)||ge < A
for some A, B > 0. Thus, the expected loss L(w) = E..p[l(w;2)] is well-defined. In addition, £(-;z) € C*(R%;R)
satisfies the following two conditions for all z € Z.

(1) (m,b)-dissipative for some m,b > 0. Here, H € C1(R%;R) is said to be (m,b)-dissipative when the following
inequality holds.

(VH(x),)ga > m||z|za — b, z € R% (2.2)

(2) M-smooth for some M > 0. Here, H € C*(R% R) is said to be M -smooth when the following inequality holds.
IVH(2) = VH(y)|[pe < M|z = yllga, 2,y €R™ (2.3)

Under the notation of (II]) and (2.1, previous works on SGLD @, , ] use the following decomposition.

E[L(X{™™)] - min L(w)

weR?

= {Blee ) - BLE} + {BILC)] - BlEa 5} + { B - min 2w | @)
Then, the generalization bound for SGLD corresponds to the bound to the second term in the R.H.S of ([24]).
The first main result in this paper is a uniform evaluation on the time and inverse temperature to the second
term in the R.H.S of (24). In the following, we denote f = O,(g) if there exists a constant C, > 0 that depends
only on « such that f < C,g holds. Similarly, we denote f = Q,(g) when f > C,g holds.

Theorem 2.2. Under Assumption 2], for sufficiently large f > 0 and o9 = (m,b, M, A, B,d), the following
inequality holds.

IBILOX™) ~ BlEa(X()]| < O, ( PEOED 4 (14 o) exp { 5y + Ona(8)] + (14 ol %) .



Next, to formulate our second main result, we introduce the following notations. v : [0,00) — (0,00) is a
strictly increasing function and for a monotone decreasing sequence n = {n;}72,, we set Tj, := E;C:l 7. Denoting

oM (t) =32, TkX(Ty. Tisn) (1), We define the SA Z™ and its discretization Z(™™ with initial values xo € R? as
follows. Here, xr denote the indicator function of I'.

dz{" = =V L,(Z")dt + \/2/7(s)dWs,  Z§M = (2.5)
Az = VL, (Z é’fn?t) Yt + \/2/7(8)dW,,  ZM™ = . (2.6)

Finally, for each s > 0, we define the function a(s,-) by

a(s,t) ’}/(8) B
/S ) du =t. (2.7)

The properties of a(s, -) is described in Lemma[A8 For the function v and the sequence n, we impose the following
assumption.

Assumption 2.3. For sufficiently large t > 0, v(t) = (log)®(t) holds. Here, (log)¥ denotes the k times composition
of the logarithmic function. Furthermore, ng = 1/k for all k € N. Thus, limy_,o T) = 00 holds.

The second main result in this paper is an evaluation on the effectiveness of the SA.

Theorem 2.4. Under Assumptions[21] and [2.3, for sufficiently large s > 0 and oy = (m,b, M, A, B,~v(0),d), the
following inequalities hold.

4
(n) — - 1+ [[zollpa
E[Ln(Za(S,SQ/S))} %@L(m_oal( Tog)i(s) )’ (2.8)
4
(n) _ (n) - log(n+1) 1+ [0l
B[ 2] = B [La(Z0) /3] | < O ( Tt Toe(s ) (2.9)
B2 a/))] = B [LZ00 )] | < Oar (14 lmolia) exp{=Sa, (s/2)}) (2.10)

In particular, we have

E [L(ZW") )} — min L(w) < O, (

a(s,s2/3))| 7 HL,

log(n+1) 1+ onﬂid
n (log)*(s)

Almost all of the previous works on SA @, E, @, , , , , ] consider the optimization problem on the discrete
or bounded space. In addition, these works only show that the SA algorithm approaches any fixed neighborhood
of minimizers of objective functions. Therefore, Theorem [2.4] is novel in that it considers the optimization problem
on R? and derives the evaluation equivalent to (2.

Remark 2.5. The sequence {Z(TZ’")}ZOZO, which is constructed by extracting values from Z" at each T}, has the
same law as the sequence

Z0 = 2 — VL (Z0) + ker, 250" = (2.11)

Here, 7, = fTT:“ 2v(t) " Ldt.

3. Proof of Theorem

In this section, we prove our first main result, Theorem 221 Generalization bounds given in ﬂﬂ . are based
on uniform stability ﬂﬁ In the following, by Rademacher complexity, we derive a generalization bound capable of
increasing the inverse temperature. While our bound is capable of increasing the inverse temperature, the order of
it degrades from n~! to \/n~1log(n + 1) compared with the results by previous works.

First, we show Lemma 1] below, which is based on existing results Theorems [A.12] and [A.13] on Rademacher
complexity.



Lemma 3.1. For any R > 0, we have

E| sup [L(w) = Ln(w)|

lwllza<R n

log(n +1
< Om,A,Bd,R < M) .

Proof. Let F = {l(w;-) | |lw|ge < R}. If |lw|ge < R, then sup,cz [|V(w;2)|ge < A+ MR holds. Thus,
for any ||w||gd, ||v|lge < R, we have |[{(w;z) — £(v; z)| < (A+ MR)||w — v|jga. Furthermore, for any 6 > 0,
{w € R? | ||w||ga < R} can be covered by (6~ *Rv/d + 1) closed balls with radius 6. Therefore, with the notation
in Theorem [A.T2] we obtain
C(F,n Y h.s) < (MR(A+ MR)Vd +1)".

Similarly, if ||w|/ge < R, then |¢(w;z)| < B+ (A+ MR)R holds, and therefore

Lo 1/2

1 )| <B+(A+MRR
sup(n;f(z)> <B+(A+MR)

feF

As a result, applying Theorem [A12]to ¢ = n~!, we obtain

- 1 2dlog(nR(A+ MR 1
Rn(}",S)SE—F{B—F(A—FMRR}\/ og(n Z Va+1)
Theorem [A.13] completes the proof. |

Lemma 3] proves Theorem 22 as follows. Let R = 1/2m~1(2 + blog2). If ||z|gs > R, then we have L,(z) —
min,cge Ly (w) > 1 by Lemma[AJl Thus, for the Gibbs measure 75 1, (dw) oc e=#En (W) du,

weR?

PUIX ™0 > R) < BILW(X™) — 751, (La)] + E [mn (L) — min Ln<w>}

holds. Therefore, Lemma A.15, Proposition 4.1 in [26] and Proposition 11 in [24] yield

n t log(8 + 1
PUIX™ s > B) < Oy ( (14 fz0ll2a) exp { — - + Ony (8) § + 2BE LY (3.1)
Since Lemmas A1 and K10 yield E[|L(X™) — Lo(X™)|2]}/2 < Oq, (1 + [EYEDE
E[L(X" Y - E[L, (X" < E L(w) — L O.. ((1 2 yp(|x™ R)V/2
[L(X,"™)] = E[L. (X)) < ” iupql (w) = Lp(w)| | 4 Oaq ( (14 lzollga) P(1 X" [|ra > R)
W(lgd <
holds. The desired result follows from Lemma Bl and BI)). O

4. Proof of Theorem [2.4]

In this section, we prove Theorem 4l As for (Z8) and (ZJ), we follow the same scheme as in [13]. That is, for
a sufficiently large time s, we approximate the SA (23] by SGLD

dY' ™ (s,t) = =V L, (Y™ (s,8))dt + /2/5(s)dW, (4.1)

and reduce the problem of deriving bounds for (Z3]) to that for (ZI). As an approximation of [2H) by @I, we
use Lemma [A0 which is a refinement of Lemma 2 in [13]. On the other hand, we prove ZI0) directly using
approximate reflection coupling (ARC) proposed in @]



4.1. Proof of (2Z8)

For sufficiently large s > 0, we consider the decomposition

E[Ln(Za(s,52/2))] — min L(w) = E [Ln(Za(s,sz/S)) — min L(w); {L,(2{") < (10g)4(8)}]

weRd weRd

weRd

+ FE [LH(ZQ(S)Sz/g)) — min L(w); {Ln(ZS(")) > (10g)4(s)}} . (4.2)

By Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemmas [A]and [AXT0] the second term in the R.H.S. of ({2) has the desired bound.
To derive the bound for the first term, fix arbitrarily » € R? so that L, (x) < (log)*(s) holds. In addition, suppose
that Y () (s, ) defined by (@I has an initial value z. Then, Lemma [A9 yields

(n) =zl — (n) s 32/3 %
5280~ a0 20, ().

Furthermore, applying Lemma A.15, Proposition 4.1 in m] and Proposition 11 in M] to the R.H.S of

za[Ln(y%"Ms,s%@))\s]-nﬁnLn@u)fg{za[Ln(y%"Ms,s%@))|s}-WV@%Ln(Ln)}<+-{w7@LLn(Ln)_-nnn Ln(w)},

weRY weERd
we obtain
2/3 1 1
(n) (. .2/3 o 2 8 og(y(s) +1)
E [Ln(Y (s,577)) } S} félﬂgl L(w) < Oq, ((1 + ”IHRd)eXP{ oQar (1(5)) + Oal(”Y(S))} + 77(5) .

In particular, since y(s) = (log)3(s) for sufficiently large s > 0,

E[Ly(Zos2rm) | S, 2 = 2] — min Ly, (w) < Oq L+ 12z
Al S e =7\ log)*(s)

holds. In addition, F[min,cgae Ly(w)] < min,epe L(w) holds. Therefore, integrating both sides with respect to
P(Zs(") € dr) on {x € R? | L,(r) < (log)*(s)} and taking expectation on S, Lemma [AI0] proves the desired
result. O

4.2. Proof of (2.9)

As in the proof of ([2.8)), for sufficiently large s > 0, we consider the decomposition

E L2 wm)| = B [En(Z5) 0] = B [LEZ) aa) = Ln(Z85) 00 )iALn(Z87) < (108) (5)}]
+ B [L(Z5) ) = L2350 o Vi ALn(Z) > (o) (5)}] . (43)

Then, the second term in the R.H.S of (@3] has the desired bound. To derive the bound for the first term, fix
arbitrarily € R? so that L,(z) < (log)*(s) and suppose that Y (")(s,-) defined by (I]) has an initial value a.
Then, we have by Theorem [2.2]

‘Ewwmmwmﬂ_EpwmmﬁﬁwﬂhomG@ﬂgﬁ+uﬂm@)9&%;9>

Therefore, we can prove (Z9)) in a similar manner to the proof of (Z8]).

4.8. Proof of (ZI0)

[239) can be proved in the same way as Theorem 2.4 (2) in ﬂﬁj To explain this, we introduce the following
notations. For p > 0, define V, : R? — R by V,,(z) = [|z||5, and let V,(z) = 1+ V,(z). For constants C(p) and A(p)
defined by

Ap) = %7 C(p) = Ap) {3 (% + b) }p/z , (4.4)



let
C=C(2)+ A2), A= A(2).
For sets
Sy = {(z,y) € R x R | Va(x) + Va(y) < 2A71CY,
Sy = {(z,y) € R* x R? | Vo(z) + Va(y) < 4C(1 + A1)},

let R, and Ry be the diameters of S; and Ss, respectively, where the diameter of a set I' € R? is defined by

SUPg yer lz — yllga-
Fix ¢ > 0 and we define x; and Q(k:) by

Ky = min{%, Oﬁy(t)(emf_ =T exp{—Mg(t)Rf}} € (0,1) (4.5)

and

A% 2
Qx) = sup LV 2@lee __ o, lelee 5 fes =2 € (0,1,
z€R4 maX{l-‘r”iEHRd,lit }

vera max{Va(z), k; '}

respectively. In addition, we define functions ¢y, ®; : [0,00) — [0, 00) by

pi(r) = exp (—M%(t)ﬂ - 2Q(m)r) . By(r) = /0 ' ©i(s)ds.

For constants (;, & and ¢; defined by

L [Posetas, Ee= [T a@ne e a=minf L5200 (46)
Ct = ) t\S)Pe(S S, é_t = A t\S)Pe(S S, C¢ = 1Inin "yt),27 Kt ¢, .
let
Ct min{r,Ra} L gt min{r,R1} L
gi(r)=1-— Z/ Dy (8)pt(s)”ds — Z/ Dy (s)pi(s)”ds.

0 0

Furthermore, for
min{r,Ro}
ds, >0
filr) = /0 ei(s)gi(s)ds, r=>

T, r <0
and Uy(z,y) =1 + rVao(x) + K Va(y), let
pQ,t(Iay) :ft(Hx_y”Rd)Ut(Iay)v I,yERd.

Finally, for probability measures p and v on R?, denoting the set of all coupling between them by II(y, v/), let

W, (,v) == inf / p2.¢(x,y)y(dzdy). (4.7)
YE(p,v) JRd xR

Here, for random variables Z; and Z, W, (L(X1), £L(X2)) may be abbreviated as W,, (X1, X»).
With aforementioned notations, noting the monotonicity of the function «, we can prove the following in the
same way as Proposition 5.1 in [24].

Proposition 4.1. For any 0 < s <t, the following inequality holds.

Wpa (Z(V, Z(M™) < Oa, <(1 + Hon%d)e_c‘s/O ec“uZVWHX(T;C,T;CHJ(U)CZU) : (4.8)
k=0



Proposition E.I] proves (ZI0) as follows. Combining Lemma A.15 in [26] and Proposition BTl we obtain
t [e's)
BIL(Z{™)) - BLL(Z™)| < 0, <<1 B D S e <u>dU> a9
k=0

Let & be the natural number such that Tj, < v/ < Ti+1. Then eVi-1 < k+1 since T}, = Z?le_l < 1+ logk.
Therefore,

t 0 Vit 00 t 0o
/ ect Z VI 1X(Ty Ty ) (0) du = / et Z VI IX(Ty T ya) (W) du + /f et Z VI TX(Ty Ty ) (0) dut
0 k=0 0 k=0 t k=0

< ct_l(ect‘/z - 1)+ C;1€7§+%(6Ctt — etV

holds. In addition, by (£6) and Assumption 23]
¢ = Qa (exp {~|(log2(H)] OV })
holds for sufficiently large ¢t > 0. Hence,

BlL(z")] - BlL(z"")|

% + |(10g)2(t)|0a1 (1)} + exp {% + |(1Og)2(t)|o"‘l(l) _ g}) '

Taking t = (s, s*/3), @I0) follows from Lemma A8 O

< (14 [[20]2)0ns <exp {—

A. Appendix

A.1. Difference between SGLD and SA

In this subsection, we prepare a result on the approximation of SA by SGLD (Lemma[A9), which is a refinement
of Lemma 2 in [13)].

Let F € C1(R%R) be (m, b)-dissipative and M-smooth, and fix s > 0. We define the SA and SGLD along with
the gradient VI of F' by

dZt = —VF(Zt)dt + \V/ 2/’7(t)th, (Al)
dY (s,t) = —VF(Y (s,))dt + \/2/~(s)dW,, (A.2)

respectively. Furthermore, for given 0 < rg < ry < rg, let
Qr={ze R? | F(z) <r;}, 0Qr={ze€ R? | F(z) =r;} (A.3)
and for two sets I'1, Ty C R%, we denote the distance between them by
dist(I'1,T'2) = inf{||z — y||ge | z € T'1,y € T2 }. (A4)
Finally, for any s > 0, the solutions of (A2]) and
dX; = —VF(X,)dt, (A.5)

with the same initial values z € R? are denoted by Y?(s,-) and X7, and the path of X® until ¢ is denoted by
I7(t) ={X7|0<s <t}

Lemma A.1. (Lemma 2 in [2]]) For any c € (0,1) and z € R,

1 1 M+1
F(ex) + 5 (1 = )mljallza + bloge < F(x) < F(0) + SlIVF(0) 34 + —5— [l



holds. In particular, for r >0, F(x) > r and F(x) <r indicate

ol 2 5757 (7= FO) - 3197 O ) (A6
and
/|3 < 4 (T—i- 1blog2 — inf F(w)) ) (A7)
m 2 weR?
respectively.

Proof. By Taylor’s theorem

(1~ )mlfe|2 + bloge.

N =

Flz) = Fez) = / (2, VP (t))padt = / %(t:c,VF(t:c»Rddtz / %{thHxHDQW—b}dt:
Cl C 1 C M
Fx) - F(0) = / (2, VF (t2))gadt < |2]za / (19 F(O) s+ M zat)dt = [ F(O) fasllallzs + 5l

hold. Taking ¢ =1/ \/5, the rest of the statement follows. O

Lemma A.2. For any § >0, let

Fo(8) = “EL6 4 F(0) 4+ L VF ()] (A3)
Then, if © € R? satisfies F(x) > 7o(2b/m),
IVP@IEs ~ 3AF() 20 (A.9)

holds for any 8 > 4Md/mb.
Proof. According to ([(ALG]), we have

2 - 1 2b
el > 575 (Fo2o/m) = FO) = SIVFO)IE) = 2
Thus, by the (m, b)-dissipativity of F'
1 b mb
VF(2)||pe > ——(ml||z||2d = b) = m||z||ge — ——— > 1/ —
H ( )”R ||IH]Rd( || H]Rd ) H ||]R ||IH]Rd 2

holds. On the other hand, M-smoothness of F' indicates AF(x) < Md. Therefore, if 3 > 4Md/mb, then (A1)
holds. O

Lemma A.3. For any § > 0, let

Fl(T0,5)ZF(O)+%|VF(O>|H§d+M(

moéZ 1 .
T0+T+§b10g2_wlgédF(w)) : (AlO)

Then, if 11 > 71(ro,0), we have dist(2o, p, O r) > 0.

Proof. Fix arbitrarily z € Qg r and v € R? such that ||v||g« < §. Then, Lemma [AT] yields

1 M+1
F(x+v) < F(0)+ §||VF(O)||D2W + 5 |z + v||3a

1

< F(0) + 5||VF(0)|I1§«1 + (M + 1)([|z]|7a + 6°)
1 4(M +1) moé? 1 .

< — 2 - _

< F(0) + 2||VF(O)||R01 R— (TQ t—t 2blog2 wlgﬂgd F(w) |,

and therefore x + v € 0y cannot hold. O



Lemma A.4. With the notation of (AI0), let 11 > 71(ro,1). If we define

1 AM? 1 , e
E_EVE{WUNM@W+75_Gﬁ+§m%2_J$fm@O} (A.11)
and
50 = dist (Qo)p, UmEOQLFI‘%(E)) 5 (A12)
then, 0o > 1/2 holds.
Proof. For x € 0% F,
t
) =n = [ VPO ads, £20 (A.13)
0
holds. In particular, by F(X}) < ry and (A7), we have
T\ |2 2 2 |2 2 8M2 1 :
IVEX) e < 2IVEO)llzs + 2M7[ X7 lge < 2VEO)lze + == {11+ 5blog2 — inf F(w) ). (A.14)
Thus, for any 0 < s < ¢,
1

[ XS — ||ge < esup |[VF(Xy)[lge < 5
u>0
holds. In particular, x € 0€; r indicates dist (8911@ Uweaﬂl FF%(E)) < 1/2. Therefore,

dist (20,7, Uyen, ,TF(2)) = dist(Qo,r, 0. ) = dist (021, Uyegn, ,TH(E))
and Lemma complete the proof. O

Lemma A.5. Let 1o = ro(s) = (log)*(s) and let r1 = r1(s) = 71(ro(s),1). Then, for sufficiently large s > 0, €
defined by (A11) satisfies

1 672M
—— <e< < 1. A.15
(log)?(s) — TS s S ( )
Proof. According to (AI0), for sufficiently large s > 0, we have 3m=1(M + 1)ro(s) < r1(s) < 5m~ (M + 1)ro(s).
Therefore, € > |(log)?(s)|~! holds by (AII). O

Lemma A.6. For any § >0, let £(0) = inf{t > 0| | X} —Y*(s,t)||ga > d}. Then, we have

4eMt g2 t €_2Mt62’7(8)
5 —Wy(s) exp {_74td2 } , t>0.

Proof. By the definitions of X* and Y*(s, ),

t
T x x T 2
I = ¥ (sl < O 15 =Y o) o+ | = (Wl
0

holds, and therefore we obtain

P(£(0) <t) <

2
Mt max ||Wy||ga

T __ x <
X7 =Y (5, ) < e

by Gronwall’s lemma. Thus, P(£(0) < t) < P(maxo<y<t || XTI — Y*(s,u)|lge > 0) < P(maxo<u<t ||Wallge >
eMt5,/~(s)/2). Applying Problem 2.8.3 in [15] to the R.H.S. of

d
P ( max ||[Wy||re > e_Mtéx/w(s)/Q) < ZP (&1&2 [Wiwl > e_Mtéx/v(s)/2d2> ,
i=1 =t=

0<u<t

we obtain the desired result. O



Lemma A.7. Let rg = 79(s) and r1 = r1(s) be the same as in Lemma A3 and let ro = ro(s) = ri(s) +6. In
addition, for any continuous process V., let

(V) =inf{t > 0|V, & Qr). (A.16)

Then, for sufficiently large s > 0, the following inequality holds.

P (r(Y"(s,")) < (log)*(s)) <

8eM 2
+ = ) x € Qop. (A.17)

2
(108°(3) <1 NGTE)

Proof. In this proof, we denote the underlying filtration as {F;}. First, we only have to show (AI7) for x € 9 p.
In fact, denoting (V) = inf{t > 0 | V; € 9Q ¢}, (V) < 7(V) holds for z € Qo p. Thus, if (AIT) is true for all
x € 0 F, then

P (r(Y"(s,")) < (10g)(s)) = E [P (r(¥*(s.)) < (1og)*(s) | Fa) ;{0 < (10g)(s)}]

and therefore the strong Markov property of Y*(s, ) yields the desired result.
To show ([(AI7) for x € 9O, r, we define the sequence of stopping times as oo(V) = 0, 6o(V) = 0 and

UiJrl(V) = inf{t > 91(‘/) | Vi € Qoyp}, 91(‘/) = inf{t > O'l(V) | Vi ¢ Ql,F}v 7> 1.
Let

QF(t,V)—exp{g Vi) — F (Vo) ——/ AF (V. @/Ot ||VF(VS)||D§dds}.

Then, by Ito’s formula, we have

Qr(t, Y (s, - —exp{q/ / (VE(Y™(s,)), dWy)g Ef)/o |vp(yw(s,u))|]§ddu}.

Therefore, By Girsanov’s theorem, Y7 (s,-) on [0,7(Y*(s,-))] under the Qp(7(Y*(s,-)),Y*(s,-))dP has the same
distribution as x + /2/v(s)W.

On the other hand, by = € 9§}y p, if a continuous process V satisfies Vj = z, then F(V,) > ro(s) holds for any
u < o1(V). Thus, for sufficiently large s > 0, Lemma [A2] yields

2
7(s)
Therefore, by v(s) = (log)®(s) and 72(s) — 71(s) = 6, the following inequality holds on {7(V) < 1(V)}.

7(s) (s)

< (V) (V)
QF<r<v>,v>1—exp{7F<x>—¥F<vT<v>>+§ | aregn-22 | ||VF<vu>||ﬂéddu}

[VE(V.)|za — AF(V,) > 0.

<

= JlogP )P
In particular, since {7(Y*(s,-)) < o1(Y*(s,:))} € Fr(ye(s,)), denoting W =z 4 /2/7(s)W, we have
P(r(Y*(s.)) < (Y7 (.)) = B [Qralr(T). 1) ) < 0T} < sy

Combining this inequality and the strong Markov property of Y*(s, ), for all k € N, we obtain

P(r(Y*(s,")) <on(Y*(s ZP (0i-1(Y*(s,-)) < 7(Y*(s,-)) < 0i(Y*(s,)))

= ZE[P(T(YI(& )) < oY (s, ) [ Foryves)idoia(YE(s, ) < 7(Y*(s,0))}]
i=1

k
= PGP (8.18)
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If we define ¢ and d¢ as (A1]]) and (A2, respectively, then £(d) defined in Lemma[A Glsatisfies P(o1(Y*(s, ")) <
g) < P(£(do) < €). In fact, since Y*(s,t9) € Qo,r for to = o1(Y*(s,-)), if ty < &, then by the definition of dy

1Y% (5,t0) = X e = dist (0.5, U, o0, T (t0) = 80

holds. Therefore, £(d0) < tg < & by the definition of £(dp). On the other hand, for sufficiently large s > 0, e satisfies
(AI3). Thus, Lemmas [A4] and [A6] yield

x 8eM 2 e *Mr(s) Belld?
P(o1(Y"(s, - < €Xp 4 — = '
(01(Y*(s,7)) <e) < m(s) p{ 16ed? } = |(log)2(s)[2/7y(s)

Whereas, for any k € N, we have

or(Y7(s,7) = +Zaz+l (5,-) = 03(Y"(5,))) = 01 (Y™ (s +Zaz+l (5,7) — 6:(Y*(s,)).

Thus, on the event {0 (Y*(s,-)) < ke}, there exists at least one 0 < ¢ < k—1 such that ;41 (Y*(s,-))—0;(Y?(s,-)) <
e. Therefore, since P(oi11(Y*(s,-)) — 0:(Y"(s,-)) <€) < supyepqn, » P(01(Y*(s,")) < €) by the strong Markov
property of Y*(s,-),

Plow(Y?(s,")) < ke) < (A.19)

holds. Combining (A.18]) and (A.19), we obtain

Tl € T(Y*(s,- or(Y7 (s, - or(Y*(s,- € " sl
P(r(Y?"(s,") < ke) < P(r(Y"(s,")) < ou(Y*(s,"))) + P(on(Y"(s, ")) < ke) < (102)2(5)P (1+ m(s))

As a result, taking k € N so that |(log)?(s)|? < k < |(log)?(s)|> + 1, since (log)?(s) < ke holds by (A5, we obtain

. : Qg9 +1 (s _ o e 2
PO < Qe (s)) < P07 9) < k) < Ty (” m<s>>§<log>2<s> (”T@)’

as desired. O

Lemma A.8. The function afs,-) defined by (2.7) satisfies a(s,t) > s+ t. In addition, if s > 0 is sufficiently
large, then a(s,t) < s+ 2t holds for any t < s.

Proof. For each fixed s > 0, the map r — [ 3((2 du tends to infinity as r — co. Thus, a(s,t) is well-defined as the

inverse of strictly increasing continuous function. By the monotonicity of ~y(t),

RO B
t—/S V(U)duga(s,t)

holds, and therefore s +t < a(s, t).
For sufficiently large s > 0, we have v(s) = (log)3(s) and 2(log)(s) > (log)®(3s). Thus, for t < s,

2 (log)i(s) | 2t(log)*(s)
/s (log)3(u) ™ =~ Tlog)B(s + 26) = "

holds. Therefore, a(s,t) < s+ 2t follows from the definition of «(s,t). O
Lemma A.9. Let H € CY(R%R) be M-smooth. If ro(s) = (log)*(s) and h(s) < s*/3, then for any x € Qo r,
@ 1+ ||2]|Fa
| Es o [H(Zas,n(s))] — B HY (5, 7(5)))]| < Oum o, M~ (0), H(0), IV H(O) lga F(0),]V F ()| d a5

holds. Here, E; ;'] = E[- | Zs = x].
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Proof. According to Lévy’s theorem,

is a new Brownian motion with respect to the time changed filtration. Setting u = a(s,v), we have

/:45.,,5) VF(Zs)du = /Ot W(i((z’)u /”‘(S t) \/7 \/> i

Thus, when Z, = z, Z(s,t) = Zo(s,) satisfies

~ . " (a(s, u) (s |2 T
Z(s,t) = /O o VEZ s, +1/7(8)Wt. (A.20)

To apply the result of Section 7.6.4 in [1§] to (A20) and

Yo (s, 1) = — /Ot VE(Y*((s,u))du + \/%Wt,
\/7 / (2D 1) R (s ) W

_ats v(a(SU))_ o )
s =20 [ (1l )IIVF(Y( [

let

and let Q(t) = exp {S1(t) — $52(t)}. Then for 7(Y*(s,)) defined by (A6,

Eso[H(Z(s,h(s)))] = BIH(Y" (s, h(s)))] = {ES,I[H(Z(S’ ()i {7(Z) = h(s)}] = BIH(Y* (s, h(s))): {T(Y*(s, ")) > h(S)}]}

+ { BIH(Z(5.h())):{r(Z) < h(s)}) = BIHY " (s, h(s))): {(Y*(s,")) < h(s)}] }
= Il + IQ

holds. In the rest of proof, we bound each of I; and Is.
First, we bound I;. Since Q(t) is a martingale on [0, 7(Y*(s,-))], by Lemma [A10] we have

\L| < VE[HY(s,h(s)))2]VE[Q(h(s) A T(Y(s,-))) — 1]
< Om,b,M,’y(O),H(O),||VH(O)||Rd,||VF(0)HRd,d ((1 + lzllza)VE[Q(h(s) AT(Y*(s,-))) — 1|2]) :

When h(s) < 7(Y*(s,-)), setting v = a(s, u), we obtain

s h(s)AT(Y " (s,)) als.u 2
Sa((s) A 7 (5,)) < L IV F(O) g + Mra(s)? / (“ (5 ) —1) du

5 Y(s)

_ ) N RN CTORIRRETO)
= (HVF(O)HRd—i—Mm(S))/S (7(5) 1) ”y(u)du
<L _(IvF© Moy [ K

< 57y IVFOllza + Mra(s)) / (v(w) =(s))" du.

Furthermore, since we have 0 <log(l+r) <r for all » > 0,

)

|(log)" (u) — (log)* (s)| = |(log)* " (u) — (log)*~(s)|

1
(log)*~1(s)

12



holds for any k. Therefore, since v(s) = (log)3(s) and r1(s) < O o, M. F(0),|VF(0)la ((log)*(s)) hold for sufficiently
large s > 0, Lemma [A.§] yields

o) (s)[2 [
Sa(h(s) AT(Y"(5,°))) < Om b M,F(0),|VF(0)]pa <%/ |(log)*(u) — (log)*(s)| du)
lo $)|2 a(s,h(s)) )
< Ou b, M F(0), |V F(0)]| <S2|10gs| ||((logg))2((s))||2(10g)3(s)/S (u— s) du)

[(10g)* (s)/?
S Omb M. OV POl <|logs|2|<1og> 2(s)P <log>3<s>) '

Whereas, by the martingale property of Q(t) = exp {251 (t) — 2S5(t)} on [0, 7(Y*(s,-))], we obtain

E[|Q(h(s) AT(Y*(s,))) — 1P = E[Q(A(s) AT(Y*(s,))) (exp {S2(h(s) AT(Y*(s,-)))} = 1)].

As a result, since we have by e" — 1 < re”

E(lQ(h(s) AT(Y*(s,))) = 1I°] = E[|Q(h(s) AT(Y*(s,))) — 1]

[(l0g)*(s) 2
< Omab MFO)IVF Ol (|1ogs|2|<log> 2(s) 2 <1og>3<s>)

for sufficiently large s > 0,

1+ [|2]|ga
1] < O b, M.3(0),H(O). IV H(O) 0. F 0 IVF(O) g o <M (A.21)

holds as desired.
Finally, we bound I5. Applying (A21)) to H = 1, we obtain

|P(1(Z) < h(s)) = P(r(Y*(s,-)) < h(s))| = [P(7(Z) 2 h(s)) = P(r(Y*(s,)) = h(s))|

1+ ||2||re
< Om,b,Mﬁ(O)vF(O)vl\VF(O)IIRdxd < (log)2(s) )

Therefore, by Lemmas [A7] and [A10]

) < ELH(Z(s, h(s))2]\ P(r(Z) < h(s)) + /ETHY (s, i(3))2 ]/ P < h(s)

-0 L+ [l
= Ym,b,M,v(0),H(0),||VH(0)|[ga,F(0),[[VF(0)|ga,d m

holds, and therefore the proof is completed. O

A.2. Moment bound

The following two lemmas can be proved in the similar manners to m] noting that v and n are monotonic.

Lemma A.10. (Lemma A.4 in [24]) Let p > 2 and let F € C*(R%R) be (m, b)-dissipative and M -smooth. Suppose
that Z is the solution of

dZ, = =V F(X;)dt + \/2/7(t)dW,

with initial value Zy € LP(Q;R?). Then, for any t >0,
_ C _
Bl Zi]] < e X PUE[| Zol[] + S (1 - A0 (A.22)

holds. Here, C(p) and \(p) are constants defined by ({-4)).
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Lemma A.11. (Lemma A.5 in [20]) Assume that Fy € C*(R%R) is (m,b)-dissipative and M -smooth for each
k and satisfies supgey ||V ER(0)|[ge < A. For a sequence n = {nx}32, that decreases to 0, let Z be the process
defined by

V= —VE(Z(), ) + V2 AW
Then, for all £ € N,

sup B[ 2" 5] < Omarao.aaea(l + Ell Zol))

holds.

A.8. Results on generalization bound

Theorem A.12. (Theorem 4.5 in l@/) Let F be a family of fuctions from Z to R. Denoting
- 1 & _ _
If = Fllns == 1f(z0) = f(z)l, f.f€F,
i=1

let, C(F,e,|| - |l1,s) be the size of minimal e-cover of F with respect to || - ||1,s. Then, if

holds, we have

R, (F,S) < inf <6+—\/10ng &l -, s))

where for IIDs oy, . .., 0y, satisfying P(o; = 1) = P(o; = —1) = 1/2, the empirical Rademacher complexity R,,(F, S)
is defined by

up > /()

JeF ;4

] ' (A.23)

’fL

Theorem A.13. (Theorem 4.1 in [23]) Let R, (F) = E[R,(F,S)]. Then we have

n

Elf(a)] - -3 f(21)

i=1

E |sup < ARy (F).

feF
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