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LEARNING FROM NON-IRREDUCIBLE MARKOV CHAINS
NIKOLA SANDRIC AND STJEPAN SEBEK

ABSTRACT. Most of the existing literature on supervised learning problems focuses on the case
when the training data set is drawn from an i.i.d. sample. However, many practical supervised
learning problems are characterized by temporal dependence and strong correlation between the
marginals of the data-generating process, suggesting that the i.i.d. assumption is not always jus-
tified. This problem has been already considered in the context of Markov chains satisfying the
Doeblin condition. This condition, among other things, implies that the chain is not singular in
its behavior, i.e. it is irreducible. In this article, we focus on the case when the training data set is
drawn from a not necessarily irreducible Markov chain. Under the assumption that the chain is
uniformly ergodic with respect to the L!-Wasserstein distance, and certain regularity assumptions
on the hypothesis class and the state space of the chain, we first obtain a uniform convergence
result for the corresponding sample error, and then we conclude learnability of the approximate
sample error minimization algorithm and find its generalization bounds. At the end, a relative
uniform convergence result for the sample error is also discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, &) and (Y, Y) be measurable spaces, let Z C X X Y be a complete separable metric
space with bounded metric p, and letpry : Z — Xand pry : Z — Y be the projection mappings.
We endow (Z, p) with its Borel c-algebra B(Z). Assume that pr)‘(l(prx(Z) N X) C B(Z) and
pry l(pry(Z) N Y) C B(Z). This, in particular, implies that pry and pr, are measurable.

Further, let (2, F,P_, { Z,},50, {F,} 150)zez> denoted by { Z, }, ., in the sequel, be a temporally-
homogeneous Markov chain on (Z, B(Z)), in the sense of [MT09]. The process {Z,},, =
{(pry(Z,),pry(Z,))},50 18 viewed as a sequence of input data (the first component) together
with their outputs (the second component).

The main aim of this article is to learn a function (from a given hypothesis class # C Y*)
that, given a training set of data z, ..., z,_; € Z drawn from the first n samples of { Z, } ., best
approximates the relationship between the input and output observable. We remark that even if
there is an exact functional relationship, this function is in general not known to us and it does
not have to belong to the class #.

This type of problem has already been considered in the literature, see the literature review
part below. However, in all these works a crucial assumption is that the process {Z,}, is not
singular in its behavior, i.e. it is irreducible. In this article, we study the learning problem in the
case when { Z, } ., does not necessarily possess this property. We follow the standard statistical
learning theory scheme: we first obtain a uniform convergence result for the corresponding
sample error, and then we conclude learnability of the approximate sample error minimization
(ASEM) algorithm and find its generalization bounds.

Main results. We start with the description of the model. Assume the following:

(A1): Y C R, Y = B(R) N Y (the standard relative Euclidean c-algebra), and # C Y*
is a totally bounded metric space, i.e. #Z admits a metric pg, such that for each € > 0
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there is finite 7, C # with the property that for every h € # there is h, € #, with
py(h,h,) <e.

For e > 0 let
N(e, % ,py) :=min{|Z.| : #.is an e-covering of # in the sense of (A1)}

be the e-covering number of #Z. Typical examples of classes of functions satisfying (A1) are
the following:
(i) Let X =[0,T],letY = [V /2,V /2] and let # C Y* be a class of functions with total
variation at most V, for some 7', V' > 0. Further, let pg, be the corresponding L!-metric
(with respect to the Lebesgue measure). Then, in [BKP97, Theorem 1] it has been shown
that
N(E, %’ p%) < 213VT/€.
(ii) Let X ¢ R? be compact and let #Z C C”(X,R) be bounded (with respect to the cor-
responding Holder metric) for some O < y < 1. Then, for py being the Holder or
sup-metric, in [Zho03, Theorem 4] it has been shown that there is C > 0 such that

(1.1) N(e, I, py) < e

Further, letZ : Y XY — [0, co) be measurable (the loss function), and for each h € # define
£, Z—[0,)by

=2d/y

£,(2) 1= ¢ (h(pry(2)), pry(2)).
We next assume:

(A2): there are L, L > 0 such that |£), (z,) = ¢, (2))| < Lp(z,,2y) + Lpy(hy, hy) for all
z,,zy€Zand h;,h, € Z.

Examples of classes of functions for which (A2) holds are the following:

(1) Let X and # be as in (ii) above, with y = 1 (the class of Lipschitz continuous functions).
Assume also that Y is bounded. Then, (A2) holds with £(y, ) = |y — 7|, and p and p,
being the Euclidean and sup metric, respectively.

(ii) Let X and Y be as in (i), and let & C {h € Y*: h is Lipschitz continuous and h(x,) =
¥} for some x, € X and y, € Y. Then, (A2) holds with #(y, y) = |y — y|?, and p and
P4 being the Euclidean and Lipschitz metric, respectively.

Denote by P(z,dz) the (one-step) transition kernel of {Z,} ., and let & (Z) be the class of

all probability measures on Z having finite first moment. Recall that the L!-Wasserstein distance
on %A (Z) is defined by

W (1) 1= __inf / p(z, 2) 1(dz, dz),
ZxZ

MNeC(py,1,)

where C(u,, p,) is the family of couplings of p,(dz) and p,(dz), i.e. Il € C(p,, u,) if, and only
if, I1(dz, dZ) is a probability measure on Z X Z having u,(dz) and p,(dz) as its marginals. We
finally assume:

(A3): Y is bounded and there is # € (0, 1) such that
W (P(z,,d2), P(2,,d2)) < (1 = 1) p(z,, 2,).

An example satisfying (A3) is as follows. Let { y, },., be a sequence of i.i.d. R-valued random
variables defined on a probability space (Q, 7, P), satisfying P(y, = 0) = P(y, = 1/2) = 1/2.
Define

X

n+1 : 2 n+}{n+l
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with Xy = x € [0,1]. Clearly, {X,},,, is a Markov chain on [0, 1] with transition kernel
Py(x,dx) = P(y, + x/2 € dx). Further, let f : [0, 1] - R be Lipschitz continuous with Lips-

chitz constant Lip(f) < \/3 (hence, f(x)is of bounded variation), and set Z, := (X, f(X,)) for
n > 0. Then, {Z,},., is a Markov chain on Z = {(x, f(x)) : x € [0, 1]} with transition kernel
P(z,dz) = P(y, + pry(z)/2 € dpry(Z2)), see Lemma 3.1. For p we take the standard Euclidean
metric. Clearly, {Z,},., is not irreducible. Namely, for z € Z such that pry(z) € Q it holds that
P"(z,Z N (Q° X R)) = 0 for all n > 1, and analogously for z € Z such that pry(z) € Q° it holds
that P"(z, ZN(QxR)) = O for all n > 1. Further, let Length(dz) be the arc-length measure on Z.
It is then easy to see that 7t(dz) := Length(dz)/Length(Z) satisfies fz P(z,dz)n(dz) = (dz),
i.e. 71(dz) is an invariant probability measure for { Z, },.,. Here, Length(Z) is the length of Z.
Observe that 7t(dZ) and P(z, z) are mutually singular, implying that the relation in eq. (1.4) can-
not hold. Finally, we show the relation in (A3). By Kantorovich-Rubinstein theorem we have
that
W)= sup  |uy(g) — 1y(9)l,

{g: Lip(g)<1}
where the supremum is taken over all Lipschitz continuous functions g : Z — R with Lipschitz
constant Lip(g) < 1 and, for a probability measure p(dz) on Z and a measurable function f :
Z — R, the symbol p(f) stands for /z f(z)i(dz), whenever the integral is well defined. Thus,
for any z, = (x;, f(x,)), z, = (x,, f(x,)) € Z it holds that

W (P(z,,z),P(z,, 2))

= sup /g(Z)P(}(l +pry(z,)/2 € der(Z)) - /g(Z)IP’()(] +pry(zy))/2 € der(Z))
{g: Lip(e)<l} 1z z
_ 1 -
= o E:;(I;)gl} 5 (g (xl/z,f (xl/z)) g (x2/2,f (x2/2)))
+ 2 (& (0 + /2.1 (6 +1/2)) =g (G + D/2.F (G + 1/2)) ‘
<20 ((01/2.1 (x1/2)) . (32/2. 1 (x2/2)))
+ 30 (G D25 (G + D/2)) s (G + D/2.f (6 + 1/2))
v/ 1+ Lip(f)?
< fbﬁ = X,|
v/ 1 +Lip(f)?
< fp(zla Z5),

which proves (A3) with n = 1 — 4/1 + Lip(f)?/2 (recall that Lip(f) < \/5).
According to [Butl4, Theorem 2.1] (by taking V' = 1, ¢(t) = ¢t and K > 1) the relation in
(A3) implies that
(1) {Z,},5o admits a unique invariant probability measure 71(dz);
(i1) there are C,, C, > 0 such that

(1.2) W (P"(z,dz), (dz)) < Ce™".

Before stating the main results of this article, we introduce some notation we need. Forn € N,
ze€Zand h € #,letér, (h) = i Z:’:—Ol Ci(Z), er (h) :=1(t)), £7(z) = ),(z) —er (h) and
opt, (#') :=inf,.4 er (h). Observe that, according to (A2) and boundedness of p, er_(h) and
£, (z) are well defined. Next, for € > 0 the e-ASEM algorithm for # is defined as a mapping
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Af L UL Z" — H satisfying

n—1 n—1

1 |

- g(; fAs(ZU ..... Zn_l)(z,.) < }}g;; - ; ¢, (z;) + €.
Theorem 1.1. Assume (Al)-(A3), and fix e > 0 and 6 € (0, 1). Then, for any initial distribution
p’ Of{Zn}nZO’

P, (ler (A%(Zy,.... Z,_)) —opt ()| < 5¢) =1 -3, Yn>n (e, b),
where
16C,I  128C7L>In XL LT )

e(l1 —eC)’ €2(1 —eC2)?

n,(g,0) 1= max

The main step in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the following sample error uniform convergence
result

en(1—e~ 2 2
P, <sup & (h) — er (h)| > g> < N(e/aL, g, d e R 2) ey, 8GE
hex e(l —e™©)

(see eq. (2.4)). Notice that in the case when N (g, #, d 7) = eCe (see eq. (1.1)) the sample
size (in the above relation or Theorem 1.1) is of order e~+2¢/Y)_ On the oder hand, one expects
that the sample size n needed to ensure that (1 + a)€r,(h) + € > er_(h) for some a,e > 0 is of
much smaller order. This problem was studied in [AB99, Subsection 5.5]. Crucial step in the
proof of this result is to study the uniform relative error

|er (R) — ér,(h)|
sup ,

heat ver,(h)

instead of the uniform standard error

sup |er, (h) —ér,(h)|.
hex

Studying this quantity is additionally motivated by the observation that a uniform convergence
bound fails to capture the phenomenon that for those functions 4 € # for which the true error
er. (h) is small, the deviation er_(h) — €r,(h) is also small with large probability. However, the
relative deviation (er, (h)— €t ,(h))/+/er,(h) is more appropriate for capturing this phenomenon
(see [Z27X09, Section 4]). With relative error we penalize the difference between the sample
error and the true error much more when the true error is very small in the first place. Notice
that if there is an exact functional relationship between the input and the output observable, and if
this function is in the class 7, then the logic behind the relative error tells us that every function
(except the true one) is infinitely worse than the true one. Hence, studying relative error makes
sense only when the true error is bounded away from zero. Even though this assumption does
seem a bit unnatural, in many practical applications there will not even be a true function in the
background, but some distribution, and even if there will be a functional relationship between
the input and the output observable, this relationship can often be pretty complex and hence not
contained in the class Z .

Theorem 1.2. Assume (Al)-(A3) and assume additionally that there exist constants m, M > 0
such that

(1.3) m < inf er_(h) < super(h) < M.
hex hex
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Fixe > 0and 6 € (0,1). Then, for any initial distribution W of { Z,,} 50,

|ér,(h) —er(h)|
P, sup >e | <6, Vn > n,(g,0),

hex ver.(h)
where

ny(e, ) 1= max 2C, L ’ 12 ( fetin <4N(5/L,%, d%)>>
e(y/mAT)(1 —eC) &€ 5

__ Omid -y _ Im(1—e9)
T2M(M +6mPCIL> 7 6\ /M(M +6m)C,L
As a consequence of Theorem 1.2 we conclude the following.

Corollary 1.3. Assume (Al)-(A3) and eq. (1.3). Fix a,e > 0 and 6 € (0,1). Then, for any
initial distribution W of { Z,} 5o,

P, (3heZ : ery(h)> (1 4+ a)ér,(h)+¢) <6, Y n > ns(e, 8),

2C, L1+ 1/a
ns;(€,6) '= max ,
Ve(y/m A1 —e )

a+1.l & €2 4 1n

@t €l \/1+1/a 6
and constants &, and &, are as in Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.4. Notice that for N (e, #,dy) = eCe ™" we need to have n of order e(1+4/7) (which
is much smaller than e~3+24/1)),

and

<

where

1.1. Literature review. Our work contributes to the understanding of statistical properties of
supervised learning problems. Most of the existing literature focuses on the case when the train-
ing data set is drawn from an 1.i.d. sample, see the classical monographs [AB99] and [SSBD14].
However, many practical supervised learning problems (e.g. speech recognition, object track-
ing, market prediction, etc.) are characterized by temporal dependence and strong correlation
between the marginals of the data-generating process, suggesting that the i.i.d. assumption is
not always justified. This problem has been first addressed in [Yu94], [Mei00] and [Vid03]
in the context of stationary f-mixing sequences, and in [MM96] in the case of stationary m-
dependent @-mixing sequences. In [SHS09] the authors relax the stationarity assumption and
require that the data-generating process satisfies a certain law of large numbers only. This, for
example, includes (not necessarily stationary) a-mixing sequences and Markov chains satisfy-
ing the Doeblin condition. Recall that the Doeblin condition implies irreducibility, aperiodicity
and uniform exponential ergodicity of the chain (see [MT09, Theorem 16.0.2]). The learning
problem of the later model was further investigated in a series of articles [Gam03], [ZZX09],
[ZL.X12], [ZLX*13] and [ZXX14]. We remark that a crucial step in all these works is the Ho-
effding’s inequality for uniformly ergodic Markov chains, obtained in [GO02]. Generalization
of these results to irreducible aperiodic V-ergodic Markov chains has been obtained in [ZXX14].
Actually the proof of the main results of this article (Theorems 1 and 2) is taken from [Vid03,
Theorem 3.5]. We also remark that these results do not give generalization bounds in the full
sense. Namely, a crucial assumption in the article is that the data-generating process starts from
its invariant measure, which is unrealistic. A way to partly fix this gap is presented below.



LEARNING FROM NON-IRREDUCIBLE MARKOV CHAINS 6

Recall that the chain {Z,},, is said to be

(1) irreducible if there exists a o-finite measure @(dz) on Z such that whenever @(B) > 0
we have ), P"(z, B) > O forall z € Z;
(ii) aperiodic if there does not exist a partition { By, ..., B} C B(Z) with k > 2 of Z such
that P(z, B;,,) = 1 forall z € B;andall 1 <i <k—1,and P(z, B)) = 1forall z € B,.
(ii1) V-ergodic if it admits an invariant probability measure 7t(dz) and there are V : Z —
[1, c0) with /z V(z)r(dz) < oo, C > 0 and « € (0, 1), such that

(1.4) [|P"(z,dz) — m(d2)]|,, £ CV(2)k"
forall z € Zand n > 0.
Here, for a signed measure p(dz) on Z,

lr(d2)lly := sup [u()l-
[fI<VY

Further, the f-mixing (or complete regularity, or the Kolmogorov) coefficient of the chain { Z, } .,
with initial distribution p(dz) is defined as

p*(n) :=supk, [ sup |P(B|F,)—P,(B)].

m>0 Beo{Z, :k>m+n}

If 7t(dz) is an invariant probability measure of { Z, } ., then, by employing the Markov property
and stationarity,

() = / 1P (z, d2) — 7(d2) [l e(d2).
y4

In particular, if {Z,},,, is @-irreducible, aperiodic and V-ergodic with invariant probability
measure 71(dz), then

p(n) < /llP"(z, dz) — m(dz)||,m(dz) < C(V)k"
z
for all n > 0. Under this assumptions, (A1) and
(A2): B:= sup ¢,(z) < o and £, (2) = €, (2)| < Lps(hy, hy) for some L > 0, and

zEZ, he#
allzeZand h,h, e X

in [ZXC12, Theorem 2] (as we have already commented, the proof of this result has been taken
from [Vid03, Theorem 3.5]) it has been shown that for fixed € € (0, 3B),

_ _ ViV In(x= 2
Pr (sup |ér,(h) —er (h)] > e) <21+ C(V)e DN (e/AL, H ,py)e  10V2F
hex

for all

_ 16 + 84/4 + In(x~1)2 + 8 In(x~1)? In(x~")
n > ny(e) := max (1) S .

From this it follows (see the proof of Theorem 1.1) that for fixed e > 0 and 6 € (0, 1), and an
e-ASEM algorithm A* for #Z', we have that

(1.5)  Py(lerg(A°(Zy,.... Z,_)) —opt ()| <5¢) 21 -6  Vn=>nye,d),

where

5 512B¢ 21 + CiV)e )N (e/4L, ., p5)\°
ny(€,6) ‘= max < ny(e), n(e-el n 5 .

However, as we have already commented, this result is restrictive and impractical since it as-
sumes that the process is initially distributed according to the invariant distribution 71(dz) which
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is in general unknown to us. It is more natural, and in the spirit of generalization bounds, that
the relation in eq. (1.5) holds for every initial distribution of { Z, },.,. This result can be slightly
generalized by employing (i) Holder inequality, or (ii) ergodicity property in eq. (1.4).

(1) Let n(dz) be any initial distribution of { Z, }, ., such that u < 7t. Assume also that there
is p € (1, oco] such that 3—; € L?(m). Then,

P, (sup |ér,(h) —er, (h)| > e)

hex

= /[P’ <sup |ér,(h) —er (h)| > 5) w(dz)
z

hex

= /IP’Z <sup |ér,(h) —er (h)| > 5) d—u(z)ﬂ(dz)
7 drt

hex

q 1/q
< H MH </ (sup |ér,(h) —er (h)| > 5) 7'[(dz)>
dm hex

<[[%] . (supiosm—eror )

where ¢ € [1, ) is such that 1/p + 1/q = 1. Thus, for fixed e > 0 and 6 € (0, 1), and
an e-ASEM algorithm A¢ for 7, we have that

P, (ler (A(Zy,.... Z,_)) —opt ()| < 5¢) 216

for all

1
s1opt (20 +CrORDN /AL 05) /a
n > max < ny(e, 6) In

"In(x—1)et )

"p

(i1) Let now p(dz) be any initial distribution of { Z, }, ., such that u(V) < co. Fix € > 0 and
6 € (0,1), and let A® be an e-ASEM algorithm for #. Then, for any n > n(¢, 6) the
relation in eq. (1.5) implies

P, (let (AN(Z,. ..., Z,,)) — opt(F)| > 5¢)
<P, (ler (A(Zy, ..., Z,_)) —0pt(F)| > 5¢)
Ipp (lerﬂ(Ag(Zn’ tre Z2n—l)) - Optﬂ(%)l 2 58)

—P, (ler (A(Zy. ..., Z,_))) — opt(FO)| > 55)|
<5+ |E [P, (ler (AN(Zy, ..., Z, ) — opt ()] > 5¢)]
—E [P, (ler,(A9(Zps ..., Z,,_)) = 0pto(F)] > 5¢)] |

<86+ /IPZ (ler (A(Zy, ..., Z,_))) — opt(F)| > 5¢) (LP"(dz) — 7(dz))
Zz

<6+ ||uP'(dz) — (dz)|| vy
<6+ Cu(V)x".

In addition to the above assumptions assume that { Z, }, ., is also reversible, i.e.

/ P(z, Byn(dz) = / P(z, An(dz) VA, B e B2).

A B
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Then, according to [KM 12, Lemma 2.2] and [RR97, Theorem 2.1], it admits a spectral gap in
L2(m), i.e.

A= sup IPf-nHl, < 1.
fel2(m, |Ifll,=1

Now, from [Mial4, Theorem 3.3] it follows that
P, (I6r,(h) —er (B)] > €) <" ¥n>0.

From this, analogously as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we conclude that

P, <sup \ét,(h) — er.(B)| > g> < N(eJAL, T, p)e 15" Y >0.

hex

Let p(dz) be any initial distribution of {Z,} ., such that p < 7t and 3—7‘: € LP(m) for some
p € (1, oo]. Then,

d 1/q
P, <sup |ét,(h) — er ()| > e) < Hd—“” P, <Sup Iér, (h) — er ()| > g> ,
he TClip he

where again g € [1, co0) is such that 1/p+1/q = 1. From this it follows that fore > 0,6 € (0, 1)
and an e-ASEM algorithm A® for #, we have that

P, (ler(A(Zy ... Z,.))) — 0pto(F)| < 5e) > 1 -6
for all

2q(1+4) Hj—inN(EML I, 0V
n> ) og -

Additionally, if p = 2 from [KM 12, Proposition 1.5] we conclude
P, (ler,(ANZ,..... Z,, ) — opt(F)| > 5¢)
<P, (ler (A(Zy, ..., Z,_))) —opt ()| > 5¢)

+|Pu (|erﬂ(A6(Zn, R Zzn—l)) —opt(#)| = 56)

=P (lerg (A (Zps v, Z,)) = 0P ()] 2 5¢ )|
<6+ |[uP"(dz) — (d2) ||y

q ) 172
s5+1</ (1——”<z>> n(dz)) (1= Ay
2\ Jz drm

21+ A) <N(e/4i, I, p%)>
> log .

for all

h 2
1-4 0

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix h € # and z, € Z. Then, (A2) and the boundedness of the metric
pon Z, imply that [|£7]l,, < 2[1Z,ll. < 25Up,, . o7 P(2. 25) + 21£,(2p)| < 0, W(ET) = 0. 2,
and £} are Lipschitz continuous, and Lip(£}) = Lip(¢;,). Further, by employing Kantorovich-
Rubinstein theorem, for any z € Z, from eq. (1.2) it follows that

E.[£7(Z,)] < Lip¢H% (P"(z,dz), (d2)) < C,Lip(¢,)e” " < C,Le™",

where in the last line we used assumption (A2), more precisely, we used that |£,(z,) —¢,(z,)| <
Lp(z,, z,). Thus, the function

@.1) g(z) 1= ) E,[£(Z,)]
n>0

is well defined. Furthermore, the function g(z) satisfies

(2.2) lglle < CL/(1 =€)

and solves the equation

2.3) g(2) - E.[¢(Z))] = £(2).
Setnow W, :=¢,(Z) and S, := ¥~ W, fori > Oand n > 1. Thus,

S, —nm(¢,) =nér,(h) —ner_(h).
Fix now arbitrary € > 0. Analogously as in the proof of [GO02, Theorem 2] we see that
P.(lér,(h) —er (h)| > €) =P_(|S, — nn(Z,)| > ne)
< e~en/liglls=27/2n)

e 2
< e_((;TLZ)_Z) /(2n) Vi > 4C1L .
e(l —e )

Further, let €, = {hy,..., hy( 7.4, ) be the e-cover of Z. Thus, for any h € # there is
h, € 6. such thatdy, (h, h;) < e. We now have,

N(e,# dg)
P, <sup €, (h) —er(h)| > 4£€> <P, ( U { sup |€r,(h) —er,(h)| > 4Le })

heZ i=1 he{h:dg(h,h;)<e}

N(e,# dg)
< Z P, < sup |, (h) — er,(h)| > 4i€> .
hef

i=1 h:dg(h,h;)<e}
For h € {h : dg,(h, h,) < €}, from (A2), it follows that
|ér ,(h) —er,(h) — €, (h,) +er (k)| <2Lpy(h,h;) < 2Le.

Thus,

he{h:dg (h,h;)<e}

P, ( sup |ér, (h) — er (h)| > 4ie> <P, (lé,(h) —er (h)| > 2Le)

eLn(1—e €2 2
< () e 2T (?ClL oy
e(l —e <
which implies
, _ 2
_ (L= ) am)
(2.4) P, ( sup |€,(h) —er (h)| > 4Le ) < N(e, #,dy)e L

hex
forall n > 2C,L/Le(1 — e™).
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Finally, set € := 4Le, let A€ be the e-ASEM algorithm for 7, and fix 6 € (0, 1). Then,
P, <sup |ér,(h) —er (h)]| < e> >1-6 Vn > n,(g, 0).
hex
Consequently, for all n > n,(¢, 6) it follows that with probability at least 1 — o,
er (ANZ,, ..., Z,_))) < et (h 7 ) +els

< érn(h(Zo,---,Zn_l)) + 5¢/4
<é&,(A(Zy, ..., Z, ) +6e/4
< inf &
< }}gf ér,(h) + 10e /4

t, (h) + 5¢/2

ér,(h)+11e/4

er (h;) + 15¢ /4

<er (h)+4¢

< opt () + Se,

IANIA A
>

where by ;) € G i, h € # is such that er, (h) < opt, (%) + €, and h; € B, ;1 such that
dy (B h) < e/4L. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We again follow the proof of [GO02, Theorem 2]. Fori > 0and z € Z,
set

D, :=g(Z)-E,[g(Z) | Z,,....Z,_\1 =8(Z) - E,_[8(Z))]
Recall that the function g(z) is given by eq. (2.1). Since E[D,] = O foralli > 0, {D,};5,is a
martingale difference sequence. Using Markov property and eq. (2.3) we get

S,—nm(Z,) = Y. D;+g(Z) - 8(Z,) < Y D; +2gll.
i=1 i=1

From this it follows that
E, [e?S1men)] < eMlelo [e927:1 D,-]
= e?lel_ [692;:1] D [P0 ] Z,, ..., Zn_l]] :
Since |D,| < 2|gll,. applying [DGL96, Lemma 8.1] with expectation conditional to
Zy,....Z, ,a=-2|gl|l, and b = 2||g]||, gives us
E, [ | Zy..., Z,y] < o20%lglZ,

Iterating this procedure results in
E [39 Y D,-] < 32"92llglli
. .

Hence, we have
_ 2115112
E, [?Snm)] < et 2 el

Using Markov’s inequality, we get

E [ee(Sn—nn(fh))] L
z e
P (Sn _ nﬂ(fh) > ng) < < e2nllgll 0"+ C2llgllo—ne)d

z

ebne
Notice that if we define D, as

D, :=E,[s(Z)| Zy ..., Zi_y| — 8(Z)
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and repeat the same steps, we would get
P, (n7i(£,) - S, > ne) < Xl +Clelo-ne0
z n = - *
Therefore

P. (IS, —nm(¢,)| > ne) =P, (S, —nm(£,) > ne) + P, (n7(£),) — S, > ne)

2 92 .
< 2e2lSIZ 0+l =)0

z

This relation holds for all # > 0. The best bound is obtained for # that minimizes the function
0 — 2n||g||2092 +(2||gll, —ne)b. It is easy to see that the value of 8 that minimizes this function
is

_ne—2Jgll.,
! 4nlgllZ,
Hence,
(ne - 2|Igll.)
I]:"Z(|Sn—n7'[(fh)| ZI’IE) SZeXp <—W .
Using eq. (2.2), for every n > % we get
> 2C,L \°
(ne - 2||g||°o) > | ne — —o< )

This, together with 8n||g||2, < 8rCL*(1 — e2)72 gives
_ (ne — 2llgll)? < (e =2C, L(1 - e )12 _ _ (ne(1 — e %) —2C,L)
8nligl, = 8nCZLA(1 —e )2 8nC2L? '

Therefore,

(ne(1 —e=C2) — 2C, L)2>

P_(|S —nm(Z,)| > ne) <2exp| —

Combining this with relations ér,(h) —er_(h) = i(Sn —nm(¢,)) and er_(h) > m (recall that for

every h € # it holds that er_(h) > m), we get that for every n > ﬁ it holds

|ér,(h) —er (h)|
[P’Z< T > € SIP’Z<|Sn—n7T(fh)| Zma/ﬁ)
( (ne/m(1 — e C2) — 2C1L)2>
<2expl| — )

8nC12L2

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and denote with €, ;; = {hy, hy, ..., hy (/1 94, ) the g/ L-cover of .
By subadditivity, we have

P.| sup |67, (1) — er+(B) >e | < N(e/iz’%’d%})ﬂj’ sup |67, (1) — er«(B) > ¢
“\ hew ver,(h) B B “\ e, ver.(h) )

where %, := {h : dy(h,h)) < €/L}. Our goal now is to provide an upper bound for the
summands on the right hand side. Since it can happen that €r,(h) > er_(h) and €r,(h) < er_(h),
we will inspect expressions er(h) — €r,(h) and €r,(h) — er_(h) separately.

Part I: er_(h) — ér,(h). Forn € (0, 1), define
@(h) = (1 — nler,(h) —€r,(h).

i=1
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For any h € 7, we have that

P(h) = p(h) = (1 = n)(ery(h) —er(h)) + (€, (h) — & ,(h))

n—1
<-n /Z £, - 2, @)r@z) + 2 ¥ |6,,(2) - £,2)|
j=0

< @2 -mne,

where we used assumption (A2), more precisely, we used that

12~ £,(2)| < Lz (hh) < L- % =
Hence, if sup,cq. $p(h) > 26(2—n), then ¢(h;) > e(2—n), ie. fori € {1,2,..., N(e/L,%,ds))}
we have

P, (¢(h) > 2 ~1m) 2 P, <sup p(h) > 262~ 11)> .

L hG/mf,-

2'g N
=1 g

=1,

er.(h) < M. Setting n := ¢/er (h;) and taking

Recall that for every h € # it holds m <
0<e<2m/3, we get

I =P_ (1 —mer(h)—é,(h) > e2—1n))

€
P, | er (h,) —ér, (h)>£+8<2_ern(hi)>>

er (h;) —ér (h) e e
( er (h ) \/W ( er (h;) >>
(er oh) =, (h) e (3- £>)
er (h) \/_ m
er (h;) —ér (h) Te
In a similar fashion one can obtain

r.(h) —ér, (h
IZ Z I]:DZ Sup € 7T( ) rn( ) Z M ';‘ j'mg ]
hex;  sJer (h) m3/

I
)

IA
e

I/\

Since I, > I,, we have

p (& (h;) —¢er (h) Te sup er,(h) — ¢€r,(h) S M+am_
: Ver (h) 3\/_ hewt,  AJer (h)y ~ mP '
Part 2: ér,(h) —er,(h). For n € (0, 1), define

d(h) := &, (h) — (1 + ner, (h).

Analogously as in Part I, we obtain

ér,(h) —er (h) M +4m er,(h) —er (h; ) 3e
P, sup > € <P,
hex;  qJer (h) m ver, (h;) \/
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Since (M + 6m)/m3/? > (M + 4m)/m3/?> and 3/\/M > 7/(3\/ M), we get
|ér,(h) —er (W)| _ M +6m
P, | sup > . €
hedt, ver.(h) m

h) — ér,(h ,(h) — er(h
SPZ<Sup er(h) = ér,(h) M+6m£>+[pz<sup G, () = ero(h) M+6mg>

new, e () M wew, Afer .y mP

IA

. <|erﬂ<h,.)—ér,,<h,.)|> 7e )w (lérn(h,-)—ern<h,~>| L e )
: Ve () 3WMm/) T Ver(h)  3yM
s2uﬂ>z('er“(h")_ér”(h")| > ¢ )

Ver (h) 3VM

Setting €’ := m3/%¢ /(M + 6m), we have

ér (h) —er_(h
P, sup| () x )l > €
hedt ver, (h)
N(e/L,% dg) |ér (h) —er (h)l
< Y P sup =¢
~ hed, ver, (h)
N(e/L,% dg) 3
ér,(h)—er_(h
i Pz<sup| W(h) —er ( )|>M+6m£/>

e, Afer (hy M

(25) J\f(lz/li,?/,dyf) A
<y e, ( jr, () —erah)] | 7¢ )
= Ver(h) 3VM
N (e/ L3 d3) <7e’n \/E(l —-e ) -2C, L>2
=4 Z:' =P 72MnC2L>
<AN(e/L, I, d,) e 080,
where

Tm*(1 — e~©)

67/ M(M +6m)C,L

< |ét,(h) — er (h)| )
P, | sup >e | <6,
heit ver.(h)

g o _domia -Gy
' T2M(M + 6mpRCRL?

and &

Hence, to have

it suffices to have
AN (e/L, % ,dg) e 815 % < 6,

which is equivalent to

1 AN (e/L, % ,dy)
nza<§2£+log< 8/6 7[>>,

and this is exactly what we wanted to prove. U
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.. [ €
£ = -,
1+ -
a

where € > 0 is the one from the statement of this result. Using
2C,Ly/1+1/a 2C, L

n2z = ;
Ve(/mAD(A —e©)  E&(/mA (1 —e©)
together with eq. (2.5) we get

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Define

r (h) — h _ 2
|]:DZ sup |ern( ) erﬂ( )| >¢ )< 4N (g/L, %’ dy/) e—.fls n+§2£.
hegr ver.(h)

Hence, we obviously have

er,(h) —¢r, (h) S

Ver (h)

We now follow the proof of [AB99, Theorem 5.8]. Suppose that
(2.7) er (h) —ér, (h) < &éy/er (h).

Then, for @ > 0 from the statement of this result (arbitrary, but fixed) we have two cases.

Case I: If er (h) < (1 + 1/a)?*&? then eq. (2.7) implies

(2.6) P, <EI he # . 5) < 4N (g/i’ %,d%) o-GEnHEE

er (h) < ér,(h)+ & (1 + é) )

Case 2: If er, (h) > (1 + 1/a)?&> then & < y/er,(h)/(1 + 1/a). Hence, from eq. (2.7) it follows

that
a

er (h) < ér,(h)+ -er_(h),

a+1
which is equivalent to

er (h) < (14 a)ér,(h).
Therefore, we have just showed that eq. (2.7) implies

er,(h) < (1 + a)ér,(h) + & (1 + é) = (1 + @)ér,(h) +&.

Combining this with eq. (2.6), we get

P.(3he % : ery(h)> (1 +a)ér,(h) + ) <P, <a he g SO 5)

Ver (h)

<4N (E/L,,d;) e et

4N c? 7.4 £ - — £ £
= ey — exp| =& - —— -n+é,- ,
IVitija bl i+l

and this is clearly less than or equal to 6 for

12
a+1 1 & 1/2 4N<L 1‘H/Of’%,(:'%)

al, € Vi+l/a 0

which is exactly what we wanted to prove. U
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3. APPENDIX

In this section, we prove the auxiliary result used in the construction of the example satisfying
condition (A3).

Lemma 3.1. Let {X,},., be a Markov chain on X with transition kernel Py(x,dX), and let
S 1 X = f(X) €Y be measurable. The family of random variables { f (X )}, is a Markov

chainon Y if {f‘l({y})}yef(x) forms a family of atoms for { X}, on Y f (X)), ie. forany
y€ f(X)and x|, x, € f~'({y}),

Py (x,, f7H(B) = Px(x,, f~'(B)).
In that case, transition kernel of { f(X,)},s¢ is given by

P(y, B) = Px(x, f~'(B))
forye f(X)yand x € f~'({y))

Proof. By assumption, { X}, is defined on (Q, F, P ), . Now, on (€2, F) define a family of
probability measures {®,} ., by P (f(X,) € B) :=P (X, € f7'(B)) forn >0,y e f(X)
and x € f~!({y}). By assumption, {[Iﬁ’y} yerox 18 well defined, and the assertion now follows
directly. 0
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