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Abstract

In stochastic contextual bandit (SCB) problems, an agent se-
lects an action based on certain observed context to maxi-
mize the cumulative reward over iterations. Recently there
have been a few studies using a deep neural network (DNN)
to predict the expected reward for an action, and the DNN
is trained by a stochastic gradient based method. However,
convergence analysis has been greatly ignored to examine
whether and where these methods converge. In this work,
we formulate the SCB that uses a DNN reward function as
a non-convex stochastic optimization problem, and design a
stage-wise stochastic gradient descent algorithm to optimize
the problem and determine the action policy. We prove that
with high probability, the action sequence chosen by this al-
gorithm converges to a greedy action policy respecting a local
optimal reward function. Extensive experiments have been
performed to demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of
the proposed algorithm on multiple real-world datasets.

Introduction

The multi-armed bandit is an interactive machine learning
problem and has received tremendous research interest for
decades, e.g., (Auer, Cesabianchi, and Fischer 2002; Fil-
ippi et al. 2010; Gopalan, Mannor, and Mansour 2014). The
stochastic contextual bandit (SCB) problems contain a se-
quence of rounds ¢, where the agent observes a context
dy € R™ (for ng € I) which consists of features about all
actions and can be regarded as a sample from an unknown
distribution that is fixed when shifted in time, e.g., user in-
formation in news recommendation system (Li et al. 2010).
Then the agent selects an action a; from K choices (e.g., K-
arms) to get the reward 74, o, € [0, 1], which is i.i.d. drawn
from an unknown but fixed distribution with the expectation
modeled by the reward function defined below.

Definition 1 (Reward Function) There exists a real-
valued vector x* € R™ and a reward function f(d;x*) s.t.
Sorall actions a; € {1,2,..., K} and context d; ~ D,

Erdt,at [Tdhat |dt7at] = fat(dt;x*)v (D
where f,,(dy; x*) € [0,1] is the al" output of f(dy; z*).
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Note that the context d can be continuous but there are dis-
crete and a finite number (K) of actions. The agent’s goal is
to minimize the cumulative regret

T
Zt:l ETd,a [T(it,a(’;t |dtv a:(lt] —Tdy,aes ()

where T is the total number of rounds, and azt is the optimal
action that maximizes the expected reward E,., _ [r4,q|d, al.

To minimize the cumulative regret, the agent needs to bal-
ance between selecting potentially optimal action to learn
its reward distribution (Exploration) and choosing the action
with the highest estimated expected reward (Exploitation),
a.k.a. the Exploration vs. Exploitation. Earlier studies on
SCB problems focus on SCB with a linear reward function,
which has been well understood both theoretically and em-
pirically (Auer 2002; Dani, Hayes, and Kakade 2008; Foster
et al. 2018; Liu et al. 2018). However, the assumption of a
linear reward function may not be satisfied for many real-life
problems. Later, many research efforts have been devoted to
SCB with a more relaxed assumption on the reward function.
In particular, SCB with a deep neural network (DNN) mod-
eled reward function or called deep SCB have attracted great
interest, because of the DNN’s powerful expressiveness for
complicated real-world problems (Allesiardo, Féraud, and
Bouneffouf 2014; Collier and Llorens 2018; Zhou, Li, and
Gu 2020; Kveton et al. 2020).

For deep SCB, one may naturally adopt adaptive action
policies, which have been successfully employed in SCB
with a simple reward function, e.g., a linear or general-
ized linear reward function. In such policies, the exploration
schedule can be dynamically updated based on the observed
contexts, selected actions and received rewards in previous
rounds. Then the computational complexity generally de-
pends on the dimensionality of the learnable parameters and
the contexts, which, however, are often very high for DNNs
(because of its power in modeling high-dimensional data).
Therefore, it is still not clear how to use adaptive action poli-
cies for DNN based on SCB in an efficient way to enable its
scalability to large DNNs. For example, recently (Zhou, Li,
and Gu 2020) designed a powerful adaptive action policy for
deep SCB, but the complicated matrix calculations to update
the action policy still make it applicable to small DNNs.

Moreover, although almost all deep SCB algorithms train
the DNN-realized reward function with stochastic gradient
based methods, rigorous analysis has seldom been given to



examine whether and where the DNN and the action policy
converge. That is, there is no guarantee that these deep SCB
algorithms can learn a stable reward function or effective
action policy. Recently (Sokolov et al. 2016b) showed that
parameters in the DNN converge to a stationary point, but it
remains open to examine the quality of the converged reward
function and convergence of the action policy.
Contributions. We propose a stage-wise stochastic gradient
descent (SGD) for SCB (SSGD-SCB), which exploits adap-
tive action policies in an efficient manner and enjoys prov-
able convergence on the action policy 7 and reward function
f. Our main results are summarized as follows.

We design an efficient adaptive action policy for deep SCB
by dividing contexts into sub-regions, and counting and ex-
ploiting how many times an action has been chosen within
each sub-region. We then devise a stage-wise SGD method
to train the DNN. In this way, the adaptive action policy in
SSGD-SCB can be updated incrementally rather than from
full history records, and thus does not require complicated
matrix calculations, such as those in (Zhou, Li, and Gu 2020;
Kveton et al. 2020), so it can be scalable to large DNNSs.

For ease of theoretical analysis, we relax SCB to a non-
convex stochastic optimization problem, in which the adap-
tive action policy makes the variance of the stochastic gra-
dients grow along the rounds. It thus motivates us to stage-
wisely reduce the learning rate to account for the growing
variance of stochastic gradients. We prove that SSGD-SCB
can find a local minimizer under mild regularity conditions,
corresponding to a local optimal reward function. The ac-
tion policy converges to a greedy policy observing the local
optimal reward function with high probability. If a stronger
condition is assumed for the objective function, we prove
that the action policy converges to one which is within an
e-neighborhood of the global optimal action policy.

We have performed extensive experiments to confirm that
SSGD-SCB achieves the best cumulative regret compared
with state-of-the-art algorithms, and its fitted reward func-
tion has the best generalization performance.

Related Work. The agent in SCB can establish and op-
erate on different forms of reward functions, including
linear functions and nonlinear functions represented by
DNNs. The upper confidence bound (UCB) algorithm
(Auer, Cesabianchi, and Fischer 2002) was first applied to
the contextual bandit problem with a linear reward func-
tion in LINREL(Auer 2002). Since then, many efficient or-
dinary linear algorithms have been proposed (Dani, Hayes,
and Kakade 2008; Chu et al. 2011; Agrawal and Goyal 2013;
Agarwal et al. 2014; Foster et al. 2018), and the linear re-
ward functions are also extended to generalized linear mod-
els (GLMs) (Li, Lu, and Zhou 2017; Jun et al. 2017; Abeille,
Lazaric et al. 2017; Kveton et al. 2019). Some of these algo-
rithms, called agnostic algorithms (Agarwal et al. 2014; Fos-
ter et al. 2018), solved the SCB problem by converting it into
an optimization problem that can be effectively solved by
an existing optimization oracle (solver). However, for SCB
problems that correspond to difficult-to-solve optimization
problems, new optimization oracles are needed.

Compared with linear and generalized linear models,
DNN is more powerful to fit the high dimensional context
such as images or board configurations of board games.
DNNs have been used to find a low-dimension representa-
tion of the raw context for SCB algorithms with a linear
reward function (Liu et al. 2018; Riquelme, Tucker, and
Snoek 2018). DNNs have also been used to directly rep-
resent the expected reward function to result in deep SCB
methods (Allesiardo, Féraud, and Bouneffouf 2014; Collier
and Llorens 2018; Zhou, Li, and Gu 2020; Kveton et al.
2020). For deep SCB, there have been static action policies
such as the e-greedy policy in NeuralBanditl (Allesiardo,
Féraud, and Bouneffouf 2014) and noise-added greedy pol-
icy in DeepFPL (Kveton et al. 2020). In these policies, the
calculation of action distribution (as a policy) is independent
of the information collected in previous rounds. Recently
(Zhou, Li, and Gu 2020) proposed an adaptive action policy
for deep SCB, but it suffers high computational complexity.
Based on full gradients, a convergence analysis was given
by presenting an upper bound on the expected cumulative
regret. In this paper, we analyze the convergence of the pro-
posed method based on stochastic gradients, which is much
more practical than full gradients in the training of DNNS.
Organization. The remainder of this paper is structured
as follows. In the problem setting section, we formulate
the SCB into an optimization problem and then propose
SSGD-SCB to solve the optimization problem in the next
section. After that, theoretical properties of SSGD-SCB are
discussed in the section of theoretical analysis. Finally, we
present the experimental results in the section of experi-
ments, and conclude the paper with a brief discussion on the
future work in the section of conclusions and future work.

The Problem Formulation

In this section, we formulate an upper bound on the expected
cumulative regret which can be optimized by stochastic gra-
dient based methods. All proofs of lemmas and theorems are
deferred to the Appendix A.
Notation. We use || - || to denote the 2-norm of vectors. The
notation O(-), (+), O(+) are used to hide constants which
do not rely on the setup of the problem parameters and the
notation O(-), (), O(:) are used to additionally hide all
logarithmic factors. The operator E, [-] represents taking the
expectation over the random variable listed in the subscript,
while VAR, [-] calculates the corresponding variance, and
V f(+) is the full gradient.

We start from defining an objective function F'(x) when
feedback for all actions can be observed.

Definition 2 (The Objective Function with Full Feedback)
Suppose that after observing the context d, the agent gets
all candidate actions’ rewards (i.e., the full feedback). The
objective function is

F(x) =Eq 25:1 Em,a [(fu(d7 x) - Td,a)2|d7 CL].

It is calculated as the expected squared error between the es-
timated action reward and the actual reward rg ,. A smaller
objective F'(x) corresponds to a better estimation of f(d; x).
Furthermore, the global minimizer of F'(x) corresponds to



the * used in Definition 1, forming the optimal reward func-
tion f(d;z*). Lemma 1 characterizes this result.

Lemma 1 z* in Eq. (1) is a global minimizer of F(x). With
x = x*, we have F(z*) = Eq4 25:1 VAR, .[rd.ald, al.

We now establish the connection between the expected cu-
mulative regret Eq.(2) and F'(z) in Lemma 2.

Lemma 2 Suppose in the t'" round, the agent estimates the
reward of actions with f(d;,xt), where x is inferred from
the history H;—1 = {dr,ar, 74, a,, 6|7 € {1,2,...,t—2}},
where & is the set of all other information the agent ob-
serves at round T, e.g., random variables used in the action
policy. Let af = argmax, fo(ds, xt). The expected cumula-
tive regret in Eq. (2) can be upper bounded by

Sy Pr(ay # a;) + 2VK Y[ By, ,/F(w,) — F(a%).

3
In Eq. (3), the first term is the regret incurred due to the ex-
ploration of the agent’s action policy and rg o« — rg,q, < 1
because r € [0, 1]. For example, when the e-greedy policy
is used, the probability in this term becomes e. The second
term represents the error of the agent’s estimation on the
expected action reward measured by F'(z) in Definition 2.
Thus, minimizing Eq. (2) can be relaxed to minimizing its
upper bound, or equivalently F'(x). Since the agent can only
observe the selected action’s reward at each round, it does
not have the full feedback to compute F'(x) during the iter-
ative process and thus can only minimize F'(x) with H;_1.
The regret produced by the second term heavily relies on
the agent’s exploration measured by the first term. For exam-
ple, if the agent does not conduct much exploration, F'(x+)
can not be efficiently decreased with the unbalanced actions
and rewards in the history H;_1. To simplify the interaction
between these two terms, we focus on a set of action poli-
cies in which actions will be selected with a probability that
is bounded in terms of ¢, as shown in Assumption 1.

Assumption 1 At ¢ € {1,2, ..., T}, for any d; ~ D and
Hi, m(ag | dy, He—1) > Q(f%), where C > 0.

Remark 1 Assumption 1 is a mild assumption because ™ >
0 is a probability, and this decreasing lower bound ap-
proaches 0 as the number of rounds increases, and it can
find a proper constant in ) that does not limit the agent’s
exploration (the first term in Eq. (3)).

We can then use the Inverse Propensity Scoring (IPS) to

build a corrected stochastic gradient g, as shown in Lemma
3. Thus, we can use SGD methods to decrease F'(z:) by
moving x;_1 in the opposite direction of g.
Lemma 3 (Inverse Propensity Scoring) At round t €
{1,2, ..., T}, for any dy ~ D, and a; € {1,2,..,,K},
the loss for selecting a, is defined as lg, o, (%;7d,,0,) =
(faf, ('I; df) - Tdt7(lf,)2' Let

9@ He) = sz Vidia (@57d,0,), @)

where V1 is the gradient of | with respect to x. Under As-
sumption 1, we have that
(1) The stochastic gradient g is an unbiased estimate of

the full gradient VF(x), i.e., By, §(z; Hy) = VF(2).
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Figure 1: A simple SCB problem showing the effect of
action policy on the variance of IPS corrected stochastic
gradient g. Here, D contains two contexts, d; = 2 and
do = b, both are uniformly sampled. In each round, the
agent can select either a; or ao. The reward of rg, 4, 7d; a5
Tdy,a, and rq, 4, are randomly drawn from unif(0.2,0.8),
unif(0.55, 0.85), unif(0.3, 0.9) and unif(0, 0.2) respectively.
The reward functions are f,, (d;x) = 0.2sin?(dz) +
0.8¢~ ()" and far(d;z) = 0.8sin®(dz) + 0.2¢~(d)*
where © € R is the learnable parameter. (a) F'(x) of this
model, and the star marks the position used in Fig. 1(b). (b)
The variance of g under different 7 (or Pr(selecting ay)).

(2) The element-wise variance of g is upper bounded by
K
]Edt Za:l ETdt,atc ||Vldt,ll(x; Tdt,a) ||2
For notation convenience, we will use §:(x) to represent
g(x; Hy) in the sequel.

Lemma 3 shows that the IPS corrects the stochastic gradi-
ent VI by dividing it by 7(a; | d¢, H¢—1) to reach an unbi-
ased estimate of VF'(x), but this correction step causes the
variance of stochastic gradients to approach infinity when
7 goes to 0 at certain a. Specifically, when the SCB shifts
from the exploration to exploitation stage, the action policy
m transits from the initial stage of evenly choosing among
actions to later stages of selecting a specific action where the
probabilities 7 for other actions approach 0, as shown in Fig.
1. However, for SGD to converge, the variance of stochastic
gradient needs to be upper bounded. (Ge et al. 2015; Allen-
Zhu 2018). When employing SGD methods to solve SCB,
although one may use a fast decaying learning rate to re-
solve the increasing variance, this could result in a very slow
convergence rate (Johnson and Zhang 2013). Therefore, it is
unclear how to find a balance between the decaying speed of
the learning rate and the drifting speed of action policy from
exploration to being greedy.

The Proposed Method

In this section, we develop the stage-wise SGD for SCB
(SSGD-SCB). Stage-wise SGD has been studied in non-
convex optimization and widely used in training DNNs
where the step size when moving along a negative stochastic
gradient takes multiple values at different stages of the opti-
mization process. The method uses a relatively large learn-
ing rate in the first stage, and gradually decays it in subse-
quent stages. It has been shown that stage-wise SGD helps
alleviate the learning-rate-dilemma: a fixed large learning
rate is prone to jump out of local minimizer neighborhood



Algorithm 1: SSGD-SCB

1: Input: The initial point x;, the number of rounds 7} in

the first stage, the noise scale Ny, the initial learning

rate 779, and parameters w and C. According to Remark

4,wesetv:1,,5:;—}landﬁ:0.5.

2: fors=1to S do

3 Ty =Tys?

4: forn=1to T, do

5: //Action Selection

6: The context dj s ) is revealed

7: Csn = argmaxy, fr(dr(sn); T1(s,n))
8: for k = 1to K do

9: Calculate 7(k|d(s,n), Hi(sn)—1)
10: end for

11: ar(sm) ~ TCldrsmys Higs,n)—1)
12: //Backpropagation

13: Tdr(amysar(s.my 18 TEVEaled

14: Nl(s,n)Jrl,a,cs," = NI(sm),a,cs,n +1
15: Update x (s n)+1 using Eq. (8)

16:  end for

17: end for

while a small learning rate results in very slow convergence
(Zhu et al. 2018).
Notations. Before describing the SSGD-SCB method, we
define some notations. Let 75 = Tys?Y be the number of
rounds in the s'” stage (s € {1, ..., S}) where Ty, is the initial
number of rounds and v € [1, 00) is a hyper-parameter con-
trolling the rate of increasing round numbers along stages.
Note that we control T according to our theoretical analysis
in Theorem 1. Let I (s, n) be the total number of rounds that
have been performed at the n'" rounds of the s** stage.

In every round, SSGD-SCB performs two major tasks: ac-
tion selection and backpropagation.
Action Selection. Here by dividing observed contexts into
clusters, we develop an efficient action selection policy
which can adapt the exploitation scheme based on how often
an action is visited in the cluster which the current context
belongs to. As a warm-up, we first present a simple adaptive
action policy below:

Us,n,a; a = arg mI?X Us,n,k;
Ws,n,a =

Usina

sw )

else,

0.05_ (1= 5% ) Wsna

Ks05r 21{;1 Wenk

&)
where Us n.o = fa(dl(s,n);xl(s,n))v and w € (gvoo) and
k € (0,v) are tuning parameters. The policy g is a con-
vex combination of the exploration probability % and the
exploitation probability W ,, o /(D) Wi n,x) With a combi-
nation coefficient of 0.055~°-5%, By this definition, 7y has a
lower bound 7293~ for any action and this lower bound de-
creases along stages as controlled by x which is a constant.
It is easy to check that 7 satisfies Assumption 1.

When s increases, mg will drift from a more even chance
of choosing actions to a more greedy policy which selects
the action with the largest estimated reward. To shift to
choose the action with the largest estimated reward, the pa-

Tl'o(a | dl(s,n)vHI(s,n)71> =

rameter w controls the weight decay of other actions. Thus,
7o can dynamically balance the exploration and exploita-
tion. However, if Us .o = fa(d(sn); T1(s,n))s it does not
utilize the history of action selection in previous rounds.

Inspired by the effective multi-armed bandit algorithm -
UCBI1 (Auer, Cesa-Bianchi, and Fischer 2002) that balances
exploration and exploitation via the visit number of actions,
we form a new exploitation term incorporating the history
action visits. We first group observed contexts according to
the action that gives the largest reward estimated at the re-
spective round:

¢ = argmaxy, [ (ds; T4), (©)

so d; belongs to cluster ¢ (as one of the K clusters). Thus,
for the current context dy s ), which belongs to cluster c; ,,,
we count the number of times, Ny(s n),a,c, ., » a0 action a has
been visited before the round I(s,n). We can revise Us ,, 4
to incorporate N7(s n),a,c, ,, according to Eq. (7). Note that
the bookkeeping of ¢; ,, and Ny 1) a.c, ,, i performed iter-
atively.

(Cres Nigs,n)heses,n)”
+C k\/lN tolsn  (7)
I(s,n),a,cs.n

where 5 € (0,0.5) and C € [0,00) are hyperparam-
eters weighting the action-visit term. Eq. (7) provides a
mechanism to adapt the exploitation before becoming com-
pletely greedy based only on f,(d(sn); Z1(sn)). The ac-
tions with a smaller visit number will have a greater chance
to be explored. At last, we calculate the final action policy
7(-|d1(sm)> Hi(s,n)—1) With the new U ,, o in Eq. (5). Al-
gorithm 1 summarizes all the steps. If there exists an action
that has been visited less than a threshold, frequently visited
actions will only be selected with low probability until the
visit numbers of all actions pass the threshold. Formal de-
scriptions are given in Lemma 4 (see Appendix A for the
proof).

Lemma 4 For a cluster cg p, if there exists an action with
C? (ki Nigs,m) b esn)””

C2K+2CVK+1 , the
action with the largest visit number will be selected by
7 with probability O(s~%%), while the action with the
largest U, ,, o, will be selected with probability greater than
(1-0.0550-5%)s*

sY+K—1

Us,n,a = fa(dl(s,n); xl(s,n))

its visit number smaller than

Backpropagation. In the n'" round of s stage, after tak-
ing the action a;(, ), the agent observes the corresponding
reward r'd; . . ar ..., SSGD-SCB then updates its parame-
ters as follows. First, the visit count of aj,,,) is increased
by one. Then the stochastic gradient §;(,,,,)(Z1(s,n)) is com-
puted based on the context dl(s,n), the reward Tdr (e )@ (am)>
and 7(aldr(s,n), Hi(s,n)—1) in Eq. (4). Finally,the parame-
ters (s ») can be updated in a SGD step:

L1(s,n)+1 = LI(s,;n) — n(‘i(gl(s,n) (‘rl(s,n)) + Ms), )]

where 7, = I is the learning rate decaying from initial

K
N9, and Ny = 2 zﬂﬁfﬁw is a noise term where w is a vector

of noise drawn from standard Gaussian and Ny is a hyper-
parameter controlling the magnitude of noise. Since k < v



(see Eq.(5)), i decays faster than the growth of the variance
of stochastic gradients over rounds. Because our optimiza-
tion problem is non-convex, there can be saddle points (i.e.,
VF(z) = 0, but = is not a local extremum). Prior work
(Ge et al. 2015) has informed that adding proper noise to the
stochastic gradient can help escape from strict saddles. The
noise needs to be small enough without incurring a sharp in-
crease in the variance of gradients, which we prove that the
variance caused by this noise is smaller than that due to di-
viding by 7. The noise N, = O(s?) increases along stages
because if a fixed small noise is used, it will be hard in later
stages to escape strict saddles when 7, is very small.

Theoretical Analysis

When the reward function f is represented by a DNN, the
objective F'(z) is non-convex. It is NP-hard to find a global
minimizer of a non-convex problem or even to approximate
a global minimizer (Jain and Kar 2017), especially when
we cannot assume properties such as PL-condition (Yuan
et al. 2019) or o-Nice condition (Hazan, Levy, and Shalev-
Shwartz 2016) (for which an approximate optimal solution
can be found in polynomial time). Under mild conditions,
the SGD method can be proved to reach just a stationary
point for non-convex optimization.

Given that SCB is not only non-convex but also a stochas-
tic optimization process, it becomes even more challenging
to analyze convergence, so it has hardly seen any prior work
discussing where SCB algorithms converge. Under four as-
sumptions (see below), we prove that SSGD-SCB can find a
local minimizer of F'(z), corresponding to a suboptimal re-
ward function f and a sub-linear expected local cumulative
regret. Before introducing the concept of local cumulative
regret, we first give our Assumption 2 on F(z). Then we
define the local optimal convergence used in the subsequent
analysis in Definition 4.

Definition 3 ((«, 7, €, §)-Strict Saddle) A rtwice differen-
tiable function F(x) is («,,¢€,0)-strict saddle, if for any
point x, at least one of the following conditions is true:
1IVF(@)]| > e

2. The minimum eigenvalue of V*F(x) is smaller than a
fixed negative real number .

3. There is a local minimizer x' such that ||z — || < 6,
and the function F(x') restricted to 26 neighborhood of '
(|lz" — 2t < 28) is a-strongly convex (see Appendix for
definition).

Assumption 2 ((Ge et al. 2015)) The  objective  func-
tion with full feedback, F(x), is an L-smooth, bounded,
(cv, 7, €,0)-strict saddle function, and has p-Lipschitz
Hessian (see Appendix for definition).

Definition 4 Let t' be a fixed round number. The event of
local optimal convergence can be defined as ¢t = {With
L > 0, for any round t > t' and any history Hy, there
exists a local minimum of F(z) marked as ™t such that
lwe — ™| < O(3) < 0}

For a deterministic optimization problem, one may argue
that a method converges to any local minimum. For SCB,
Definition 4 is more strict because it does not allow x to

jump among different local minimums over the stochastic
process after a certain number of rounds is reached. Because
of the stochasticity of stochastic gradients, this is difficult
to guarantee (Kleinberg, Li, and Yuan 2018). Conditioned
on &', \/F(z;) — F(z*) in Eq. (3) can be upper bounded
by \/|F(z:) — F(z*v)| + /F(z*) — F(z*). The sec-
ond term of this upper bound measures the regret produced
by the difference between the loss of local and global mini-
mizers. This difference is inaccessible to the agent, and thus
we focus on examining the local cumulative regret:

Sy [Prac # af) + By, 2y/K[F () — F(2?0)]].

The local cumulative regret measures the transition speed of
the action policy from exploration to exploitation (the first
term) and the convergence rate of the current loss to the lo-
cal optimal loss (the second term). With Assumptions 2-4,

conditioned on the event th/, we can show that if the local
cumulative regret is sub-linear, the action policy selected by
SSGD-SCB approaches (in expectation) to a policy defined
by the local optimal reward function over rounds. This is ob-
tained by discussing the expected mismatching rate defined
in Definition 5. We show that the mismatching rate has a
zero-approaching upper bound, as shown in Lemma 5 (see
Appendix B for the proof). As an extension, if F'(z) is con-
vex, SSGD-SCB can reach a sub-linear expected cumulative
regret by achieving a zero-approaching expected mismatch-
ing rate with the optimal policy, as discussed in Remark 3.

Assumption 3 Denote the set of local minimizers of F(x)
as X. For any 2! € X, given any sampled context d;,
the largest output in f(dy;x') is unique. In other words,

ifaﬁi = argmaxye(1 2, x} fo(de; @), then fo(dy;at) #
ot (dis z') for any a # aﬁi.

2l

dg
Remark 2 Assumption 3 is a variant of the Assumption
3 used in a Thompson Sampling based contextual bandit
algorithm (Gopalan, Mannor, and Mansour 2014) which
assumes a convex loss function and the largest output in
f(dy; x*) (where x* is a global optimizer) is unique. We deal
with a non-convex loss so we assume that the largest reward
output for a local minimizer is unique.

Assumption 4 ((Lu, Pal, and Pal 2010)) The gradient of f
is bounded. In other words, AM; € R} such that Vd ~ D,
Vo ~ R" and¥a € {1,2,..., K}, |V fo(z;d)|| < /Mjy.

Definition 5 (Expected Mismatching Rate) Ler X be the

set of local minimizer of a non-convex F(x), the expected
local optimal mismatching rate is

l
. T 1(ad,3éax )
B [mingrex (i = 7)),
where T is the total number of rounds, and aﬁi =
arg maxy, (fx(d¢; 21)).
Lemma 5 With Assumptions 2-4, conditioned on the event

et if the expected local regret is sub-linear, the ex-
pected mismatching rate defined in Definition 5 has a zero-
approaching upper bound.



Remark 3 If F'(x) is a convex function, the expected mis-
matching rate can be defined for a global minimizer of F (x).
The mismatching rate is the upper bound of expected cumu-
lative regret averaged over T

SSGD-SCB for Non-Convex Objectives. We analyze the
convergence of SSGD-SCB in two steps. First, based on As-
sumptions 2 and 5, Theorem 1 characterizes that if the stage
number is large enough, = can reach and be captured at a
local minimizer with high probability. We then prove con-
vergence of the action policy by examining the mismatching
rate in Theorem 2. All proofs are provided in Appendix B.

Assumption 5 for any context d, action a and solution x,
IM e RS, |Vigq(z)||* < M2

Theorem 1 Under Assumptions 2 and 5, for any ¢ € (0, 1),
there exists a large enough stage s' such that with probabil-
ity at least 1 — (, for Vs > s and¥n € {1,2, ..., Tos*"}, we
have ||z 1(5.n) — 2|2 < O(s5? log nTlg) < 8, where z* is
a local minimizer of F(x).

With €, defined in Definition 4, Theorem 1 shows that
Pr(¢!(s"T:)) > 1 — ¢. With Assumptions 2-5, conditioned
on ¢1 (Sl’Ts'), we show that the mismatching rate between

the actions taken by SSGD-SCB and the policy defined by a
local minimizer z! will converge to 0 as 7' — oo.

Theorem 2 Under Assumptions 2-5, if S is large enough,
with probability at least 1 — (, the expected mismatching
rate is bounded as follows:

l
. S T,s2 Larsmy7#ag,, )
E[mmx"ex(zszl Zn(:1 >S5 To;(z — )}

where A = min(%, (1 —28)(1 + 2v), (28 — 1)(1 + 2v) +
K — V).

< O(3x),

Remark 4 By setting v = 1 and assuming § = (1 —

26)(142v) = (28-1)(142v)+k—v, we can set k = 0.5,
and then = % in an implementation of Algorithm 1. Then
we have A = 0.25. Note that when the exploration parame-

ter C'in Eq. (7) equals 0, the upper bound is (9(501,25 ).

Remark 5 With an additional structural assumption on
F(z), i.e. o-nice, a variant of SSGD-SCB can achieve a zero
approaching expected mismatching rate, in which X is a set
of e-optimal solution (F(x') — F(z*) < ¢). Besides, if F'(x)
is a strongly convex function, SSGD-SCB can achieve a sub-
linear expected cumulative regret. These two cases are dis-
cussed in Appendices E and F.

Experiments

We have performed extensive experiments to confirm the
effectiveness and computational efficiency of the proposed
method, SSGD-SCB with a DNN reward function. Another
set of experiments have also been conducted for SSGD-SCB
with a linear reward function.

Datasets. We use the CIFAR-10 dataset (Simonyan and Zis-
serman 2014), which has been widely used for benchmark-
ing non-convex optimization algorithms. It consists of 60/
32 x 32 RGB images from 10 classes. Considering that
it does not include noise in the image label, we construct

a noise-added version of CIFAR-10, called CIFAR-10+N,
by correctly marking the labels of 80% samples while ran-
domly marking the labels of the rest 20% samples. For both
CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-10+N data, 50K samples are se-
lected as the training set Dy, While the rest 10K samples
form the test set Dyq;.

Experimental Methods. At each round ¢, an image is ran-
domly sampled from the training set followed by an aug-
mentation with random crop (4x4 region) and horizontal
flip to increase its diversity, and then used as the context
dy. Next, the agent selects an index of class as the selected
action ay, and then the label corresponding to a, is revealed
as the reward r4, ,,. We denote the i'" sample as (d;, [;),
where d; is the i*" image and I; = [l;1,li2,...,li k]| is
its one-hot encoded label. For simplicity, we use the aver-

T
age cumulative regret (ACR), 1 — w, as an esti-
mation of the expected cumulative regret. With the test set,
we measure the generalization performance of the reward
function on the reward of the optimal action and the rewards

of all candidate actions, respectively by top-1 test accuracy,
l

i,arg maxy fr(d;;x¢) Af o

D (i) e Dk and the out-of-sample min
diswe)—1s])2
squared error (MSE), Z(di,li)eDmt Hf(}{ib\pistf” .

Baseline Algorithms. We compared SSGD-SCB with a
DNN realized reward function against five baseline algo-
rithms: (1) e-greedy policy, a basic SCB algorithm where the
agent selects actions, either greedily with probability 1 — ¢
or randomly with probability €; (2 and 3) Bandit structured
prediction with Expected Loss (EL) and Cross-Entropy (CE)
minimizations (Sokolov et al. 2016a), originally used in the
field of interactive Natural Language Processing; (4) Neu-
ral Linear (NL) (Riquelme, Tucker, and Snoek 2018), which
learns the action policy via the linear Thompson sampling
algorithm using the representations of the last hidden layer
of a DNN as input; and (5) DeepFPL (Kveton et al. 2020), a
recent algorithm using multiple DNNs to model the reward
function and determine action policy. In addition, we com-
pare the generalization performance of SSGD-SCB with a
supervised learning method, in which all actions’ rewards
are available to the agent in each round. The reward func-
tions of the above algorithms are modeled by a variant of
VGG-11 with batch normalization, which contains 9 weight
layers and ~ 9.2 million learnable parameters (see Ap-
pendix C for the detailed structure and the hyper-parameter
settings). We implement all the algorithms in PyTorch and
test on a server equipped with Intel Xeon Gold 6150 2.7GHz
CPU, 192GB RAM, and an NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPU.

Results. In the simulation of 15 million rounds, we record
the average accumulate regret, the out-of-sample MSE and
top-1 test accuracy in every 750K round, and compare the
results averaged over six runs. As shown in Fig. 2(a,d),
SSGD-SCB consistently attains the lowest average cumula-
tive regret amongst all tested algorithms, demonstrating the
empirical effectiveness. Furthermore, the reward function of
SSGD-SCB has the best generalization capability in terms
of the out-of-sample MSE and top-1 test accuracy amongst
all tested SCB algorithms, as shown in Fig. 2(b,c,e,f). Com-
pared to the DNN under supervised learning, SSGD-SCB
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Figure 2: Average cumulative regret, out-of-sample MSE and top-1 test accuracy of SSGD-SCB on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-
10+N. EL and CE have no out-of-sample MSE because rather than fitting rewards of actions, they learn action policy directly.

Dataset SSGD-SCB NL DeepFPL

CIFAR-10 15.25 £0.08 35.92+0.11 21.52+0.05
CIFAR-10+N 15.25+0.08 36.02+£0.04 33.89 £0.11

Table 1: Elapsed time (in seconds for 5 x 10* rounds) for
SSGD-SCB, NL and DeepFPL.

results in similar out-of-sample MSE and top-1 test accu-
racy, but uses only the selected action’s reward instead of
all actions’ rewards. We observe that NL has a good perfor-
mance in predicting the reward of the optimal action (top-
1 test accuracy) but fails to estimate other actions’ rewards
(the out-of-sample MSE) in Fig. 2(b,c). This might be due
to it uses limited exploration in the large-scale DNN tested
in our experiment.

Finally, Table 1 summarizes the running time of the three
top-performed algorithms, SSGD-SCB, DeepFPL and NL,
in Fig. 2. SSGD-SCB consumes the smallest running time,
consistent with our expectation on its computational effi-
ciency. For comparison, both training multiple DNNs at the
same time in DeepFPL and updating Bayesian estimates in
NL are computationally expensive. Note that for DeepFPL,
3 DNNs are used in the CIFAR-10 data while 5 DNNs are
used in the CIFAR-10-N data.

SSGD-SCB with a Linear Reward Function. In this ex-
periment, we use the CIFAR-10, Microsoft MSLR-WEB30k
(MSLR) and Yahoo! Learning to Rank Challenge V2.0 (Ya-
hoo) (Foster et al. 2018) as the datasets to evaluate SSGD-
SCB and five baseline algorithms, including One Against
All (OAA) (supervised learning), e-greedy, Greedy, Bag-
ging, and Cover in the Vowpal Wabbit system (Langford,

Li, and Strehl 2019). To estimate the cumulative regret, we
use the progressive validation loss (PVL), which has been
widely adopted in the linear contextual bandits literature
(Agarwal et al. 2014; Bietti, Agarwal, and Langford 2018).
As shown in Fig. 2(b) in Appendix C, SSGD-SCB achieves
much lower PVL than the baseline algorithms, and even
comparable to the supervised learning in the Yahoo data. In
the other datasets, we do not observe a clear trend on the
curves of different algorithms. More details can be found in
Appendix C.

Conclusions and Future Work

In this work, we propose a stage-wise SGD algorithm for
deep neural network realized SCB problems and solve the
high computational complexity incurred by using an adap-
tive action policy. Based on stochastic gradients, we provide
the first theoretical analysis of the convergence on the ac-
tion policy and reward function. Extensive experiments have
been performed to demonstrate that the proposed algorithm
achieves both better generalization performance and a lower
cumulative regret compared to the state-of-the-art baseline
algorithms. In the future, we will study how to improve the
optimization oracles, e.g., by replacing SGD with more ad-
vanced optimizers. It will be also interesting to investigate
how to add more action-specific layers in the deep neural
network to improve estimations of the actions’ rewards. Fi-
nally, rather than clustering contexts with the estimated re-
wards, more complicated clustering approaches may be em-
ployed to improve the performance of exploration.
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Appendix A. Proofs Cited in Sections 2 and 3

Definition 1 (Reward function) There exists a real-valued vector x* € R™ and a reward
function f(d;x*) s.t. for all actions ay € {1,2,..., K} and context d;,

]ETdt,at [Tdt,at | dt, CLt] = fat (dta :E*)a (1)

where fa,(dy; x*) € [0,1] is the al output of f(dy;x*).

Definition 2 (The Objective Function with Full Feedback) Suppose that after ob-
serving the context d, the agent gets all candidate actions’ rewards. The objective function

with full feedback is
F(2) = Ea >0 By, [(falds 2) = 7,0)* | d.a].

Lemma 1 z* in Eq. (1) is a global minimizer of F(x). With x = z*, we have F(z*) =
Eq 3N | VAR, [ra.|d,a].

Proof
EdZErd (fald; ) = 144)% | d, a]
—Edz (z;d) = 2fa(w; d) fa(z™;d) + Epy [rda|d aH
(2)
=Eq Z [fa(@;d) = 2fa(x; d) fa(a*;d) + (Bry[raald, a))* + VARy, ,[raq | d, a]]
K
=Eq Y _ [(fa(w;d) — fa(2*;d))> + VAR, [r4a|d.a]]].
a=1
Eq. (2) shows that the global minimum of F(x) can be found when x = x*. [ ]

Lemma 2 Suppose in the t* round, the agent estimates reward of actions with f(ds, x¢),
where x; is inferred from the history Hi—1 = {dr,ar,74, a,,é |7 € {1,2,...,t —2}}, where
&- is the set of all other information the agent observes at round T, e.g., random variables
used in the action policy. Let af = argmax, fq(di, x1). The expected (over Hr) cumulative
regret can be upper bounded by

Sy Pria # af) + 2VEK Y By, /F(m) — Fa*). (3)
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Proof The upper bound on the expected cumulative regret is

T
EHT [Z ]ET‘dya [rdt,agt | dt, azt] - Tdt,at | HT}
t=1
T
= Z Edtht—lvatvrdt,at7’”dt,a;t [Tdua;t - Tduat]
t=1

T
<> Bar ev,00map 0, 74,03, [L(as = argmax fo(di; 1)) (rdyay — Tdr.ar)]
t=1

T
+ Z ]Edtth—luatv"'dt,at77‘dt7a§t [1(a; # arg mélx fa(dy; Jct))(rdt,af}t - Tdt:at)]

t=1
T T
<Y Pr(a# argmax fo(di o) + Y By ty 1,4y a0y v, — Tdra, | 0 = argmax fo(dy; )]
t=1 t=1 k
Ezxploration Ezploitation

(4)
In Eq. (4), the first term calculates regrets caused by the exploration and the second one
represents those caused by the exploitation. For the second term, we further have

T
> B 1174007005, Tdeay, — Tdsar | 0 = argmax fo(de; )]
t=1 ‘

T
= ZEdtﬂ‘lt—h?‘dt,atﬂ“dt,aZt [rdt,af;t - fa(’jlt (de; ) + fazt (de; 1) — far (di; 1)
t=1

+ fat(dt;l't) — Tdi,a¢ |Gt = argm(?x fa(dt; iUt)]
T

< Z Edt,Ht,lErdt,a;t i Tdvas, = Jay (di;20)) + (fa (di; 20) = Ty a0) | diy He1, ar = argmax fo(dy; 1))
=1

T K
<2 ZEdt,Ht,l Z \/(Erdtya [fi(de; 20) = ray0 | diy a, Hia])?
t=1 a=1

T K
<2 Fa, 0,0 Y VE [(feld; 20) = ra0)? | desa, He1] — VAR, [raa | disal
t=1 a=1

T K K
§2\/E2Edt,ﬂt71 ZET‘dt,a [(fk:(dta l't) - Tdt,a)Q | dt, a, Htfl] - Z VAerba [Tdt,a | dta Cl]
t=1 a=1

a=1

T K K
VKD Egiy o |Bay Y By [(fr(dis20) = 7a,0)% | diya, Hy 1] —Eg, Y VAR, [ra,al di,dl
t=1 a=1

a=1
(5)
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The last inequality in Eq. (5) holds because of the Jensen’s inequality. Then we substitute
Eq. (5) into Eq. (4). With

K
F(x) =Eq Z]E'Td,a [(fa(d; T) — rd,a)Q ’ d, CL],

a=1

K
F(z*) =Eq» VAR, [r4aldal,

a=1

we have
T

E'HT [Z ETd,a [rdt,a";t ’dh ajlt] — Tds,aq ‘ HT]
t=1

T T
gZPr(at;ﬁa:)—i—Q\/ﬁzEth F(xt)_F(x*)
t=1 t=1

Assumption 1 Att € {1,2,...,T}, for any di ~ D and Hi—1, w(as|dy, Hi—1) > Q(t%),
where C > 0.

Lemma 3 (Inverse Propensity Scoring) At round t € {1,2,...,T}, for any d; ~ D,
and a; € {1,2,..., K}, the loss for selecting a; is defined as lg, q,(%;7d.a,) = (far(@;di) —
Tdy ). Let

gl M) = mv%,at (T3 7dyar)s (6)

where V1 is the gradient of I with respect to x. Under Assumption 1, we have that

(1) The stochastic gradient § is an unbiased estimate of the full gradient VF(x), i.e.,
Ey, g(z;He) = VF(2).

(2) The element-wise variance of  is upper bounded by Bq, S5 _| Erdt,atcHVldt,a(:c; Tdpa)|*-

For notational convenience, we will use g¢(x) to represent g(x; Hy) in the sequel.
Proof First, we have

E'Htg(x; Ht)

=Ed, 1, st T dy ay 9(x; M)
1

:Edt,Ht_l,amdt,at mﬂ(at | di, Hi—1)g (75 He)

K
=Eq, » Ery . [Viga(®;7d,a) | di, a]
a=1

=VF(z).
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As for the element-wise variance, let §(zy; Hy)[i] be the i element of gy, (), we have

VARHtg(ZL‘t; /Ht) [’L]

IVlia(2;74,0) |12

S]Edtyﬂtflvatfdt,a[ 71'2(a | dt77‘zt—1) ]

[Via(a; Tdt,a)llﬁ
TF(a ‘ dt, Ht—l)

=Ed, Hy 1ray0|

Lemma 4 For a cluster csy, if there exists an action with a visit number smaller than
c? (Zi{:l NI(s,n),k,csyn)Qﬁ
C2K+20VK+1
probability @(i%), while the action with the largest Us,, o will be selected with probability

S

Q(s¥).

, the action with the largest visit number will be selected by w with

Proof In cluster csp, let @ = arg maxy Ni(spn) ke, and A be the set containing all actions
02(25:1 NI(S,'”)JC,CSJL)

]
whose visit numbers are less than . In the n'* round of the st stage,

C2K+2CVEK+1
for any cluster cs , we have
K
1
Nl(s»n)’al(s,n)zcsyn Z E Z NI(Svn)vkcha”. (7)
k=1

Based on Eq. (7), forVa € {1,2,..., K}\a, when

Cz(szzl NI(Svn)7k7cs,n)2B < Cz(zf:l NI(57H)7k705,n)25

NI s, S — ’
(s,m),a,cs, C?K +20VK +1 [C\/E(Zle Nl(s,n),k,cs,n)gié 4 1]2

we have

K

K
— N s,n C ﬁ
C(Zkﬁv omben)” 5 OVR(S Nigamon, )4 +1
1

K
Eq>(7) C (Zkil NI(S,H),k,CS,n)B

= N

+ 1.

s,n),a,csyn k:]. Szn)zaﬂcs,n
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Therefore, if A # @, based on the action selection policy of SSGD-SCB, there ezists an
ac{l,2,...,K}\a s.t. a =argmaxy U, ) and

Pr(a is selected | cs )
005 (1= )W,

= + S
Ks> Zszl Wk
e
o Us,n,asw + (K - 1)Us,n,a
_ 0.05yw
>(1 S% )S .
T+ K -1
Pr(a is selected|cs )
0.05 (1= "2 )Wina
= =+ KS
K82 Zk}:]. WS?”vk
< 0.05 1
T Ks? 7(];]::2“

0.05 1
<04
T Ks2  s¥

+
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Appendix B. Definitions of a-strongly Convex, L-smooth and p-Lipschitz
Hessian

Definition 3 (a-strongly Convex) A differentiable function F(x) is a-strongly convex
for o> 0 if for any points x and y, F(y) > F(z) + VF ()" (y — ) + §ly — =|*.

Definition 4 (L-smooth) A differentiable function F(x) is L-smooth if there exists an L
such that for any x and y, F(y) < F(z) + VF(2)T(y — 2) + 5|y — z|°.

Definition 5 (p-Lipschitz Hessian) A twice differentiable function F(x) has p-Lipschitz
Hessian if there exists a p > 0 such that for any points x and y, |V2F(y) — V2F(z)| <

plly — x|
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Appendix C. Proofs Cited in Section 4

Definition 6 ((a,7,¢,0)-strict saddle) A twice differentiable function F(x) is (o, 7, €,0)-
strict saddle if for any point x, at least one of the following conditions is true:

1. |[VF(z)|| > e

2. The minimum eigenvalue of V2F(x) is smaller than a fived negative real number .

3. There is a local minimizer x' such that ||z — z!|| < 6, and the function F(z') restricted
to 28 neighborhood of x! (||’ — 2'|| < 26) is a-strongly convez.

Assumption 2 (?) The objective function with full feedback F(x) is an L-smooth, bounded,
(a0, v, €,0)-strict saddle function, and has p-Lipschitz Hessian.

Definition 7 Let t' be a fized round number. The event of local optimal convergence can
be defined as €' = {With L > 0, for any round t > t' and any history Hy, there exists a
local minimum of F(z) marked as x*v such that ||z; — 27 || < O(t%) < 0}.

Assumption 3 Denote the set of local minimizers of F(z) as X. For any x' € X, given
any sampled context dy, the largest output in f(dy; l) is unique. In other words, if aﬁi =

argmaxre(12,.. K} fk(dt;ffl)} then fo(d; @ ) # f (du ) for any a # aﬁi-

Assumption 4 The gradient of f is bounded. In other words, There exists a My € R
such that Vd ~ D, Yz ~ R"™ and Va € {1,2,..., K}, ||V f.(z;d)| < \/ﬁf

Definition 8 (Expected mismatching rate) Let X be the set of local minimizer of a
non-convex F(x), the expected local optimal mismatching rate is

l
. 1(aq,#aj.)
EHT [mlnmleX(thl tT o )] )

where T is the total number of rounds and aﬁi = arg maxy (fi(dg; 21)).

Lemma 5 With Assumptions 2-4, conditioned on the event €, if the expected local regret
is sub-linear, the expected mismatching rate has a zero-approaching upper bound.
Proof Conditioned on €', we have

Ey; [ min Z 1(a; # adt
aleX 4=

SE’HT Z (It ;é adt ]

T
'H- /
<t 4+ Y By, [1(ar #af, )] 8)
t=t'+1
/ d th/
<t + Z Ed, ;1,00 [l(at # ag,
t=t'+1
T H
<t' + Z Ed, 1, . [PT(at # ag, ' |Ht71’dtﬂ-
t=t’'+1

)]
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Then we have

T
Hyr
E : Edtthfl [Pr(at 7& aﬁt ' |Ht—17dt)]
t=t/+1

T
2
= Z Ea, 31, , [Pria: # af, ", a; = arg max fr(de; ze) | Heo1,dy)
t=t'+1

Hyr
+ Pra; # ag, ", ar # arg max Si(de; @) | Moo, dy)] 9)

T
H,
< Z Eg, 3, , Priag, © # argmgxfk(dﬁxt) | Hi—1,ds)
t=t/+1

T
+ Z Eg, 1, Pr(a; # arg max Si(des o) | Hoor, di)].
t=t'+1

Then we give the upper bound of ZtT:t,H Edt’HFlPr(ai{t/ # argmaxy, fr(de; xe) | Hi—1,dy).

T
Hyr
Z Eg, 3, , Priag, © # argm]ilek(dt;ﬂit) | Hi—1,dt)
t=t'+1

< Z Eq, Z Pr(fi(dyxe) > fagﬂf’ (des ) | dy)
k{12, KPag " '

We further have
Pr(fr(de; ) > f o, (diyae) | di)
ag,
=Pr(fe(di; ze) — Efe(di;ze) + Efe(disze) > f wy (diywe) —Bf s, (dis o) + Ef a0, (disae) | dy)
%d; %, %,

Efaﬁt/ (dt§ 907:) - Efk(dt; CUt)

<Pr(filds; ze) — Bfy(dis ) > — 5 | dr)

E fi(de; @) — Efaﬁt/ (dg; xt)
+ Pr(f n,(dgxe) —Ef a, (dy o) < - | dy).
ag, ag,

2
(11)
Following the idea of Lemma 7 and the definition of the event €', for any action k €
{1,2,..., K}, we have

IE [fu(ze:dy) — fula™;de) | di] | < O(ae — 2™ |)), (12)
VAR(fr(w; dy)|de) < O(|ze — 2 ||?). (13)
Then define A such that

A = mm Hyr (E[f Hyr (dt;xq‘[t/)] —E[fa(dt;xﬂt/)]).
t,a;éait Ag,
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According to Assumption 3, we have A > 0. When t is large enough, based on Eq. (12), we
Ef Hy (desee) =B fi (desae)

have %4 > % Therefore, according to Chebyshev’s inequality and Eq.

(13), we can bound the first term of Eq. (11) by

Ef s, (di; i) — Efi(di; v0)

Pr(fildes ) — Efldes ) > — 2 () < Oz — o™ ). (1)

If F(x) is a (a,7,€,0)-strict saddle function, we know that for large enough t, x; is in the
strongly convex region of F(x) and we further have

K|F(x;) — F(a")

) < O K F(a) — F))).

(15)
The last inequality holds because |F(xy) — F(a™")| < K. Following this proof, the second

term of Eq. (11) has the same upper bound. Combine Egs. (8), (9) and (15) together, we
have

O([lei—a™"|2) < O(|F(z)—F(@™")]) = O

T
E min ( Zl (a ak
HT Sex! t 7& dt

t=1
T
<o+ Y Pr(af" | # argmax fi(dy; 2,)) (16)
N t=t +,1T |
+OEw 3 E(F@m) - FH)).
t=t/+1

It means that if the expected local regret is sub-linear, the expected local optimal mismatching
rate has a zero-approaching upper bound. |

Remark 1 If F(z) is a convex function, the expected local optimal mismatching rate is the
upper bound of expected cumulative regret averaged over T .

10
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Proof If F(x) is a convex function, we have X' = {*}. Then we get

T !
Epip [ min (3 Haa # ag,) )]

zleX! =1 T
T 1(a; # a®)

:EHT[Z tT & ]
t=1

—ZEHt at#adt)]

1(ar # af))
— ZEdt:Ht—lyat [%]
=1

I (rdt,a:l - Tdt,at)
>) E [ c ]
dt, Ht—1,0¢,7dy a4 Td,, a T

t=1 ¢
T E?‘dt a Tdm — Tdg,at
- Z By, | T
t=1

T
1
:TE,HT Z []Erdt’a:lt Tdt,a:lt - Tdt,at]

Assumption 5 Vd ~ D, Va € {1,2,...,K} and Yz € R", AIM € R}, ||[Vig.(z)||* < M2

Lemma 6 Based on Assumption 5 and Lemma 3, in the nt" round of the s stage of
SSGD-SCB, we have

E[gl(s,n) (xl(s,n)> +-/\/’5] = VF(xI(s,n))a
Hgl(s,n) (xl(s,n)) - VF(xI(s,n)) +~/V:9||2 = O(Sn)7
E||§I(s,n) (:El(s,n)) - vF(xI(s,n)) +NS||2 = G(SH)'
Proof In the n'" round of the st stage, with aresm) €1{1,2,..., K}, Lemma 3 shows that

Eg[(s,n)(ml(s,n)) = VF(xI(s,n))
Then according to the definition of N, we have
E[N] =0,
ING]l = Nos?.
With s (ag(sm)|di(smys Hi(sm)—1) = 0.055 2 K~ and [|Via, .\ arom @rism)I? < M2,

we have
Ks2

0.05

[N

Hv (s,m) aI(Sn)( ](s,n))” :O(S )

Hgl(s,n ( (s,m) )H =

11
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Therefore, we have

Hgl(s,n)( I(s, )) VF(xI (s,n) ) +N||
<I1gr(s,m) (@r(s,my) |l + HVF(SUIM |+ NGl

N (17)
SHgl(s,n) (xl(s,n))H + ” ZEd}(s,n)#dl(s,n),avzf(s 1),a1(s,n) (xl (s,n) )H + HN H
a=1

Considering that | Ns| = Nos2 and E[N;] = 0, we have

Eugl(s,n) (xl(s,n)) - VF(xI(s,n)) +~/V:9||2
:]Eugl(s,n)(xl(s,n)) - VF(:EI(S,TL))"2 + EHNSH2

=El|g1(s.n) (@16, 1> = EIIVEF (15,0 I* + EIING |
K

=By oy BH 1 ny Z ETdI(S,n)’a
a=1

Hvzl(s,n),a (1'[(5,71) ; Tdﬂsyn) ,a) ||2
ms(aldr(sn), Hi(sn)—1)

— E|VF(zr(s,m) I + E[N]?

=0(s").

Theorem 1 Under Assumptions 2 and 5, for any ¢ € (0,1), there exists a large enough
stage s such that with probability at least 1 — (, for Vs > s’ and Vn € {1,2,...,Tys*"}, we
have ||z 15 n) — 2|2 < O(s" "V log nTIC) < 8, where 2% is a local minimizer of F(z).

Proof The proof of Theorem 1 can be found in Appendiz E.

Lemma 7 In SSGD-SCB, if k —v < 0 and

L),

T — 2512 < 0O V1o
H I(s,m) H = ( gUsC

under Assumption 4, for any action a and context d, the expectation and the variance of
fa(T1(sn);d) can be bounded by

IE [ fu(r(simy; d) — fala®';d)|d] | < O(s*F log® 772),
VAR(fa(z1(5.my: d)]d) < O(s" log ;C)

12
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Proof In roundt € {1,2,...,T}, for any action a, according to Mean Value Inequality,
we have

”fa(xl (s,m) ) fa( )H2

=l /0 Vol o) + s = 2 ) d) dhP sy — 2|

1
<( /O IV fa@rom + B 15y — 2°); ) 1) 215 — 2 |

where h € [0, 1].
Then we have:

E[ll fo(@1(sm; d) = fa(z™; )| | d]

E[( /0 IV Furomy + 1oy — 2°); d) [|AR) |2 100y — 2 12| d]
1 ) (18)
NsC

1
nsC)

<M;O(s" Vlog

=0(s"""log

Eq. (18) means that

B[ fo(@r(sm:d) = fale™ )| | d]
~[E | fa@1om3 d) = fal@”';d) |d] [+ VAR[fa(@r(s )i d) = fule'sd) |d]

1
<0(s" “lo ,
a ( 8 TIsC)
which yields
/ K—v 1
E | fa(@1smid) = fula”:d) | d] | < O™ log"? —). (19)
nsC

Besides, Eq. (18) also shows that

[Hfa(xl(sn ) fa($ d)” ‘d]
=E[fa(x1(s.m); d)° Id]+E[fa(I 1d)? | d] — 2E[fa(@ (s )fa( “;d)|d]
B[ fo(@r(smyi )2 | ] + fal@” )2 — 2E[fa(@1my; ) | ]fa(:r d) (20)

1
<O(s" lo )
o ( gﬁsC)

Based on Eq. (20), the variance of fo(%(sn);d) can be bounded by

VAR [fa(xl (s,n) ) |d]
_]E[fa(‘r[(s n) ) |d] [fa(xl (s,n) ) |d]

<2E[ftl(x[ (s,n) ) ‘d]fa(x d) fa(xs ,d) [fa(.T[ (s,n) ) ‘d] + O( R= leg 771

1
nsC)'

<O(s" " log

13
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With Eqs. (20) and (21), we complete the proof of Lemma 7. [ |

Theorem 2 Under Assumptions 2-5, if S is large enough, with probability at least 1 — (,
the expected local optimal mismatching rate is bounded by

ZS_ Tos?
A = min(§,w, (1 -28)(1+2v), (26 - 1)(1+

where B € (0,0.5), v>1, k € (0,v), and w > 0.

Proof When C # 0, although we can get the upper bound of the expected mismatching
rate by calculating the upper bound of the local cumulative regret, as shown in Lemma 5, we
directly calculate the upper bound of the expected mismatching rate. According to Theorem

1, we have PT(QEI(S/’TS’)) >1— (. Conditioned on &"13)  we have

. (ar(s,n)#af d o -
B [mingre (05, 2707 - nenly] < (),
1+ 2v

S Tys?v

1

E a[(s,n) 7é ail(s,n))
HI(&Tg) r{“n Z Z S 2
wGXslnl ZS_TSU

His! Tor)
a] (s,n) 7& d[(sn)

)]

TOSQU

)

SIE7‘11(5 Tg) [Z
s s=1 n=1 Zs:l TOSQU

(s 1) !

For the sake of simplicity, we simplify agu ) as apes - Then we have

S l
Z I(s,n) 7é a[(&n))]
s=1 n=1 Zf— TOSzU

2v
Zs 1T082U Zs s'4+1 ZTO <Pr<a1(syn) # alI(s,n))
Zs 1 T082U ZS:I TOSZU

In the above equation, Pr(arsn) 7 alI(s n)) can be bounded by

T()SQU

Pr(al(s,n) 7é alI(s,n))
Spr(al(s,n) 7& al](sm)v Q(s,n) 7& arg mzax Us,n,i) + Pr(al(s,n) 7& al](sm)v Ap(s,n) = arg mzax Us,n,i)

SPT(CLI(S,n) 7é al[(s,ny ar(s,n) 7é arg mzaX Us,n,i) + P’f’(al(s,n) 7é al[(s,n) ‘ Ay(s,;n) = arg mzax Us,n,i)-
First, we give the upper bound of Pr(ay(sn) # alI(&n), ar(sn) 7 argmax; Us i)

Pr(arsn) # alI(sm), Ar(s;n) 7 AT max Usn,i)

<0.05s%’”“ N 1
=T K max;(Us n,i)s¥ (22)
maric{i,2,..., K}\argmaxi(US,n,i)(Us'n’i)
0.05s2 1
LU0s 2 — -0 mam( E—w)
ST T =06 )

14
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We then bound Pr(aj(s ) # alI(S n) | ar(smy = argmax; Us ;).

Based on the conclusion of Lemma 7, conditioned on €', fors > s andVa € {1,2,...,K},
we have

K

Elfa(@r(smid) = fala”;d) | d]| < O(s"7");
VAR [fo(@ (s, d) |d] < O(s"7"),
We define A as

/ ’

A= mins,n,a;ﬁaé[( y (E [fall(sm) (dI(s,n); z° )] —E [fa(dl(s,n);xs )] ) (23)
According to Assumption 3, A > 0.
For the sake of simplicity, let
( f:l Nl(s,n),k,cs,n)ﬁ
€sn,a = C s
NI(s,n),a,cs,n

Then we have

Pr(al(s,n) # als,n | A(s,;n) = argmax Us,mi)
< Z Pr(fk(dl(s,n); xl(s,n)) + esm,k > falI(s ) (dl(s,n);'xl(s,n)) + ep’n’all(s n))

ke{l,...,K}/{alI(&n)}
= > Pr(fe(drsny Tresm)) — Efe(drsn) Tresm)) + Efe(drs,n)i Tr(s,n)) — sk

kE{L---,K}/{alI(s,n)}

+ 2€s,n,k > falI(s (dl(s,n); x](s,n)) —Ef, l[( >(d1(s,n); x](s,n)) + Efall(s (dl(s,n); xI(s,n)) + €s.n,al )

n) a s,m n) I(s,n)

< Z [P?"(fk(dl(s,n); xl(s,n)) — Efk(d](s,nﬁ x](s,n)) > es,n,k)
ke{l,...K}/{af, .}

+ Pr(2eg 1 > EfazI(S " (dr(sm)s T1(s,m)) — Efk(drgsn)i Tresm)))

+ Pr(falus (dl(s,n);wl(s,n)) - Efal

n) I(s,n) )] ’

(dl(s,n);xl(s,n)) < _es,n,all(s’n)
(24)

In order to bound Eq. (24), fork € {1,2,..., K}, we first bound Pr(fi(d(sn); Tr(sn)) —
Efi(dr(sm); T1(s,n)) = €sn,k)- Following the conclusion of Lemma 7 and Chebyshev’s Inequal-

ity, we can get an upper bound:

Pr(fk(dl(s,n); mI(s,n)) - Efk(dl(s,n); xl(s,n)) > es,n,k)
:Edj(s’n)PT(fk(dl(s,n);xl(s,n)) - Efk(dl(s,n); xl(s,n)) > €s,nk ’dl(s,n))

O FTY)N, sn c ~ S
S Ej ) I( 5 )JC: s,n2 S O(SR—U)(Z T082)1—2B (25)
(Zk’:l NI(S,n),k’,cs,n) g s=1

S@((82v+1)1—2ﬁsn—v)
S@(S(QU—H)(I—QB) Sm—v)'

15
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Similar to Eq. (25), we have Pr(f, L (dl(s 03 T1(sm)) "Bt (dr(sn); T1(sim)) < —€4p 0t

I(s n) "(s,m)

@(8(2v+1)(172ﬁ)sﬁiv) As fOT PT(2€S nk > Ef ! (dI(s,n)7 I(s,n)) - Efk(dl(sm);xl(s,n)))y

I(,s n)
with k # alI(S ny > s' and n € [Tys*], we have

Pr(2e$,n,k > EfalI(s ) (dl(s,n); xl(s,n)) - Efk(dl(s,n) ) xl(s,n)))
SEdI(SYn)NDPT(Qes,n,k > Ef“ll(s ) (dl(s,n); xI(s,n)) - Efk(dl(s,n);$1(s,n)) | dl(s,n))
<Euy, D Pr2eani > Efyr  (digsnyia”) = Efeldresmiz™) = O(s") | dygsm)

( k’ 1NI(sn)k Csn)ﬁ

AV N[(s,n),k,cs,n

402 (Zé(/:l NI(Sﬂ)yklvcsm)B

SEdl(s,n)NDPr(QC > A - O(S z ) ’dl(s n))

SEdI(SYn)NDPT(NI(s,n),k,CS,n < (A _ @(S ru ))2 ‘ dl(s,n))
(5(55(2v+1))
S]Edf(s,n)NDPT(*NI(S,TL)mt,cs,n < (A— @(SKEU»Q dl(s,n))~

There exists a stage s, such that when s > sy, (A —O(s"z ))2 > ATQ. It means that when
Ni(smyaesn > O(S"HY), (26)

we have
Pr(zes,n,k > Efall(s ) (dl(s,n);wl(s,n)) - Efk(dl(s,n); m[(s,n))) =0,

which yields

Pr(ag(smn) # alI(s,n) |ar(s;m) = argmax Us n i) < @(8(21;-1—1)(1—2#?)5:@—1;)‘ (27)

Let s > max(sy,s’). With Eqs. (22), (26) and (27), we have:

iTi I(sn) 7& al[(s,n))]

s=1 n=1 Zf:l TOSQU
et pys + Z TOES: Pr{arism # iy m)
— S v v

Es:l T082 s=maz(s1,s')+1 n=1 Zs:l T052 (28)
e A(SB(2u+1) S Tos* 7A¢ o(20+1)(1-28) k—v
SO(Smaac(T,—w)) (I)(Si?) + Z O<S - 23 )
Zs 1 Tos™ s=maz(s1,s')+1 n=1 2 o= Tos™

S(9(Smin(%,(1—25)(1—&—21}),(25—1)(1—&—21})—;@—4—1}) )

When C =0, Pr(aj;n) # al nl@rsmy = argmax; Us ;) can be bounded following the proof

of Egs. (10), (11) and (14), then we can get the upper bound O(W) [ |
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Appendix D. Experiment Settings of SSGD-SCB and Baseline
Algorithms

As shown in Fig. 1 of this appendix, the reward function of SSGD-SCB is modeled by a
variant of VGG-11 with batch normalization. Compared to the original version of VGG-11
with batch normalization, fully connected layers are removed except one with ten outputs,
and the softmax layer is replaced by a sigmoid activation function.

In Fig. 1, Conv3-i means the kernel size of the convolutional layer is three and the
number of outputs is ¢. Besides, padding and stride of all convolutional layers are 1. The
kernel size, stride, and padding of max-pool layers are 2, 2, and 0, respectively. Finally,
Fully Connected Layer-10 means that the number of the fully connected layer outputs is
10.

The hyper-parameters of SSGD-SCB and four baseline algorithms are given as follows.

1. SSGD-SCB. According to Remark 2, we let x be 0.5, and further set v and S as
1 and 0.4583. For Ty, C, Npy, and w, a grid search is conducted over {1000,5000},
{0.01,0.05,0.1}, {0.1, 0.001, 0.0001, 0.00001} and {0.5,1} respectively. Besides, we
test an additional hyper-parameter configuration, in which C' is halved for each of the
first ten stages.

2. e-greedy policy. In our experiment, a grid search is conducted on € over {0.05,0.1,0.15},
and the reward function is modeled by the DNN used in SSGD-SCB. Following ?’s
work (?), weighted regression onto all actions is used in the e-greedy policy.

3. DeepFPL. According to the paper proposing DeepFPL (?), we set the variance of
noise as 1. The DNN used in DeepFPL is identical to that used in SSGD-SCB. For
the number of neural networks M, a grid search is conducted over {3,5,10}, and the
best M will be selected.

4. EL and CE. The lower bounds of probability to select actions in EL and CE are set as
0.005. Because the outputs of EL and CE are a probability distribution rather than
predicted rewards, the DNNs used in EL and CE are identical with that of SSGD-
SCB except that the last layers of DNN in EL and CE are a softmax layer and the
out-of-sample MSE of these two algorithms are not presented in the following result.

5. Neural Linear (NL). Considering that the original version of Neural Linear is hard
to be deployed to complex deep learning SCB problems. In our experiments, we
implement an online version of Neural Linear: the DNN model generating the input
of the Bayesian linear model will be updated every 50K rounds. After each update,
instead of all observed history, a forward pass will be performed on history information
collected within the latest 50K rounds to generate the training dataset for the Bayesian
linear model. The hyper-parameters of NL follow (?), i.e., « = 3, § = 3 and A = 0.25.

For all algorithms mentioned above, the momentum is not used, and a grid search is
performed over the learning rates {0.05, 0.01, 0.005, 0.001}. Except SSGD-SCB, we also
test the performance of these algorithms with a decaying learning rate (the learning rate is
halved every 1,500K rounds). Besides, in order to reduce the variance of the gradient, the
tech of Mini-Batch Gradient Descent is applied to these five algorithms. Specifically, instead

17
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Figure 1: The DNN used in SSGD-SCB.

of updating parameters in every round, gradients are summed up and then the average is
used to update parameters every 64 rounds.

In addition, we compare generalization performance of SSGD-SCB with DNN trained
by CIFAR-like datasets under supervised learning. The structure of DNN is identical to
that used in SSGD-SCB. The model is trained and tested with the dataset of CIFAR-10
and CIFAR-10+N. The size of minibatch is 64, and SGD is used to fit the model. A grid
search over {0.05,0.01,0.005,0.001} is conducted on the learning rate and the learning rate
is halved every 1,500K rounds (30 epochs). Note that the test set is used to tune parameters
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in this model since we would like to find the best top-1 test accuracy the DNN can get under
supervised learning.

For SSGD-SCB with a linear reward function, the algorithm is implemented as will
be shown in Appendix F. Note that we add the [?-regularization to F(z), which results
in a strongly convex objective function. The hyper-parameters x, v and § are set to 0.2,
0.4 and 0.45, respectively. According to the definition of As, we have As = 5. Consid-
ering that As is small, in this experiment we simply run SSGD-SCB from s = 1 instead
of s = 6. For the other hyper-parameters w, C, the weight of [?-regularization and the
learning rate 7y, a systematic grid search is conducted over the values, resp., {0.2,0.4},
{0.01,0.05,0.1}, {0.0005,0.005,0.05} and {0.1,0.05,0.01,0.005,0.001,0.0005,0.0001}. The
hyper-parameters of the baseline algorithms follow ?’s work (?). The results of this simu-
lation are shown in Fig. 2.

1

10" 102 10®° 10* 10° 10° 10" 102 10°  10* 10° 10° 10° 102 10° 10* 105
# of rounds # of rounds # of rounds
(a) MSLR (b) Yahoo (c) CIFAR-10

Figure 2: Progressive validation loss of SSGD-SCB with a linear reward function.
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Appendix E. Detailed Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.

In the following proof, || - || denotes the 12 norm of vectors and spectral norm of matrices.
For the sake of simplicity, let x5, = =1(s ) and sy = Gr(sn) +Ns — VF(255). Then for
better understanding, the conclusion of Lemma 6 is simplified as:

E[&s,n + VF(ms,n)] = VF(ws,n);
||£S,nH2 < 037
7”303 < IEHfs,nH2 < 057

where 7. € (0,1) and o5 = sZ 0.

The proof of Theorem 1 consists of two steps. First, following the idea of Lemmas 15-18
in the paper of Noisy Stochastic Gradient ? under the relaxed assumption (The Remark
of Lemma 16 in ?7), Lemmas 8-12 show that in each stage, if the number of stage s is large
enough, with probability at least 1 — %, x will enter the strongly convex region at least once
within ©(s%Y~"log %) steps with ||[VF(z)|| < O(s"2 ).

Then in Lemma 13, we show that after entering the strongly convex region whose local

minimizer is ¢ with |[VF(z)|| < O(s' 7 ), if stage s’ is large enough, with probability at
least 1 — %, for Vs > s and Vn € {1,2,...,Tps*"}, we have ||zs, — %[> < O(s* " log ﬁ)

Lemma 8 With any point x4, € R™ that is |VF (xzs) | > sT2 V/2n003 L where ns < %
and sz \/277008L <'e, after one round we have:

E[F (xs,n—‘rl) ‘ws,n] - F (ms,n) S I —
Proof

E[F ($57n+1) |xs,n] - F(x&n)

<VF (l‘s,n)T E [l‘s,n—&-l — Tsn

L
xs,n] + §E[”xs,n+l - xs,n‘|2|xs,n]
L
=VF (x&n)TE[ — s (VE (zsn) + &sn) ‘xsn] + §E[H —1s (VF (2sn) + &sn) H2|33s,n]

Ln? Ln?o?
<= (= ) IVF )l + 5%

Ln?o?

Lemma 9 Let F(z) be the local second-order approzimation of F(x) around x,. Let
H(z) be the hessian matriz of F(z) in z. With |VF (zs,)] < 572 V2002 L < € and
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Amin (H (z)) = —v0 < 7, with probability at least 1 —O(s73Y), the following inequalities hold
forall0 <t < O(sY):

L,

IVE(Zs )l < O(s™ »

- 1
H$S,n+t Ls n” < O( 10g —).

S

Proof
Supposing that with An, Eq. (29) is satisfied.
An—2 n An—1
D (Lt ne)T < 5= < Y (1+n990)™ (29)
7=0 r/07s 7=0

According to assumption, F(x) is L-smooth. Therefore, we have vy < L. Based on this
\/> 1 Ng

conclusion and Eq. (29), with ns < min(¥3—, TQ,YO), we have
An—1 An—2 m 3n
D @ +m90)7 =14+ 14070 > L+n) <1+ 5 — < . (30)
=0 =0 T?"’yons TTVO"?S
1475 2An_q
Based on Egs. (29) ,(30) and Z o (14 n570)%7 %, we have
n +2 3rin +2
x(ns:;() )1 < (14 o) < ”C(ZZ% )11, (31)
2
. —sE—ns10An 20570 An M0 An
Substitute 2 (V2= < (1 4 nsy0) ™70 < e gnto Eq. (31), we get An =

O(sY).

For ease of presentation, we~7"efer to the hessian matric H(xsy) as Hsp. With Egs.
(29), (30) and An = O(s), [|[VF(Zsntan)ll and [|Zsn+an — Tsnll can be bounded.

For VF(Zsnt+an), we have

IVE (@5t an)l

:HVF(‘%S n— 1+An) Hs n(«%s,n+An - js,nflJrAn)H

_”VF($5n 1+An ) sn(vp(i‘s,n—l—&-An) + gs,n—l—i-An)H
:H(I - nsHs,n)VF(xsn 1+An) nsHS,ngs,n—l—&-AnH
An—1 (32)
=|(I - USHS,H)AnVF(xS,n) —nsHsp Z (I — UsHs,n)An_l_Tfs,n+-rH
7—_Aon—l
<|I(I - nsHs,n)AnVF(xs,nw + 1nsHs Z (I - WSHS,n)An_l_Tfs,n—i-TH-
7=0

For the first item of Eq. (32), based on Eq. (31), we have

(1 — nsHs,n)AnVF(xS,n)H <(1+ 77870)A 52 \/ 2770‘70[’ O(
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For the second item, we first have

An—1
Z ||773Hs,n(1 - nsHs,n)An_l_Tgs,n+T|’2
7=0

An—1
<ol Y L1+ neyo)? AT (33)
=0

=L%0%n? Z (1+7n57)%" < O(s").

Therefore, based on Azuma—Hoeffding inequality, with a small enough ns, for each dimen-
sion of nsH anAn Y — NsHs )" V"€ ir, which is marked as (nsH. anAn NI -
nsHs,n)An 1= Tgs,nJrT)l; we have
An—1 1
Pr(‘(nsHs,n Z (I - nsHs,n)An_l_Tfs,n+T)i| > 0'57735 log i)
7=0
1

2 2
—205ns log s

<2€ Efggl(UsHs,n(lf”lsHs,n)Ani177§s,n+7—)12

7203 s log2 T%s

An—1 —1—
<2€E7-:no s Hs,n (1—ns Hs,n) A7 1 Tfs,n+7—H2

o 1
<o) < o) = 0(s~).

Therefore, we have

An—1
1 1
Pr([nsHsn Z (I - nsHS,n)An YT | > oy log 77) < O(n3). (34)

=0 S

The next step is to bound ||Tsptan — Tsnll:

[Z5.nt-an = Ts.nll

An—1
= —ns Z [VF(i'S,n—i-T) + és,n-&-T] |
7=0
An—1 An—17-—1 An—1
:” —7s Z (I_nsHs,n)TVF(xsn +775Hsn Z Z I ns sn T = ng n+i — s Z fs n—&-TH
=0 =1 =0
An—1 An—2 An—2—1 4 An—1
=1l — s — Nstlsn Ts,n Nstlsn —Nstlsn) Ssn+r — s s,n+1
| (I = nsHypn) VF(25,) +njH (I —nsHsn)'€ Eontrll
7=0 7=0 1=0 7=0
An—1 An—2 An—1
=l —ns Z (I = nsHsn)"VE(zs0) — 1 Z (I - UsHs,n)An_T_l = D&sntr —Ns Z sl
=0 7=0 =0
An—1 An—1
SHns Z (I - nsHs,n)TvF<xs,n)H + Hns Z (I - nsHs,n)An_T_lgs,n—i—T”-
7=0 7=0
(35)
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For the first item of Eq. (35), we have

An—1
75 Z (I = nsHspn) " VE(zs0)|

=0

An—1
1 An _ 1 Eq.(31) K—v
<2 Z(umrnzazLS\/Q( FIA0 = g M 0575,
Ts70

7=0

For the second item of Eq. (35), following the idea of Eq. (34), we first have

An—1
S 10 = 0eHoa )3T | < O(57).
7=0
We then have
An—1 1
Pr(|ns Z (I - USHS,n)An_T_lfs,n—i-T’ > 05772'5 log 77) < O(S_4v)~ (36)
7=0 S

With Eqgs. (34) and (36), we have

t—1

- 1 _
Pr(Vt <= An,|nsHs Z(l — N H ) T | > 005 log 77—) <O(s73),
7=0 s
t—1 1
Pr(vt <= An, |ns Z(l - nsHs,n)t_T_lgs,n+T’ 2 03772'5 log 777) < 0(3_3v)'
7=0 s

Finally, with probability larger than 1 — O(s73Y), for all t < ©(sY), we have

K—v 1
2 log 7)7

Ts

va(fs,n-s-t)H < O(s

~ k=v 1
Hxs,n+t _$57n|| S O(S 2 log 7)
S

Lemma 10 Based on the definition of Lemma 9, for allt < ©(s"), with probability at least
1—0Om?), we have:

(A K—v 1
|VF@onid) = VEGoni0)|| < O™ 10g? )

- _ 1
|Zsnit = Tonpel < O log? —).
S
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Proof With H,, = H(xsyn) and Hg,,y = Hspyye — Hsy , we have

VF(xs,n—th)

:(1 — nsHS,n)VF(xs,anl) - nsHs,ngs,nthfl - nsH;,n-i—t—l(VF(-ts,nth*l) + §S,n+t*1) + 037”+t71’
As,n+t

:VF(JJSJL_H) - vp(fs,n-‘rt)

=(1 = s Hy ) Ayt — nSHé,n—l-t—l [Asynﬁ,l + VF(JE&nthfl) + §s,n+t—1] +0snvt-1,

where
1
es,n—i—t—l = / [H (Is,n+t—l +h (l‘s,n—&-t - xs,n—i—t—l)) - Hs,n+t—l] dh - (xs,n—I—t - xs,n—i—t—l) .
0
Then define events Rs pit and €, pqy as

- 1 5 1
Rontt = {VT <t HVF(xS,n—f—T)H < 0(087725 log 77)7 Hxs,n—f—T - msn” < 0(05772'5 log 77)}:
S S

1
Const = {97 <11 Aunsrl < Ouotn,log” )},

S

Conditioned on Repyi—1 and €, ppy1, with t < O(s), we have

|Zs,n+t — Tsnttl]

t—1 t—1
=|| [xsm —Ns Z[VF(338,TL+T) + gs,n+-r] — ZTsn T s Z[VF(ifs,n+r) + fs,n+r] I
7=0 7=0
t—1 ~ t—1 1
=ns| Z[VF($S,n+T) — VF(Zspir)]|| = 0| Z Aspir| < O(NC’?% log® 77)
7=0 7=0 s

By Hessian smoothness and conditioned on Rsnit—1 and €, pnqi—1, we have

HHé,nthfl” = HHS,TL-H—l - Hs,n”
Sp”‘rs,n—l-t—l - xs,n”

Sp(”xs,n—i-t—l - j's,n—l—t—lH + Hjs,n—l—t—l - xs,n”)

<O(uoznslog? o) O T log ) =O(s 7 log 1),

s Ns

18-t < Sllzsnss = Tomial?

P g 2
<305 (18t + IV @m0l + € nre-1l]
=O(s"2).
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In summary, we have the following bound

_ 1
(1 - USHS,n)AS,anlH < O(ps™™" 10g2 17*)7

S

~ _ 1
s Hy i1 (Dsnti—1 + VE(Esnre-1))]| < O(s"* log? —),
UE (37)
_ 1
75 HY g -1 €smri—1]] < O(s" 17V log 777)’
S

18s.ne-1]] < O(s"727).

Let filtration Fsp+t = 0 {&s 1, Esntt}, based on Eq. (37) and E[gs,nth_lySs,nth_z] =
0, we have

E |:|| A37n+t ||21ﬁs,n+t71r\|€s,n+t71 ’3’57”+t72]

_ 1
< [(1 + WSVO)QHAS,H-H—l H2 + O(:U’Smi v 10g4 7)] ]‘ﬁs,n+t71m€s,n+t71 .

s

Define

_ _ 1
Gs,n,t = (1 + ns'YO) 2 [HAs,nthH2 + aSQH 2 10g4 7] .

S
The next step is to prove Gy is supermartingale. When ns is small enough and « is large
enough, we have
E [Gs1n7t1ﬁs,n+t—lmes,n-kt—l ‘357n+t_2:|

_ _ 1 _ 1
é(]‘ + ”7570) 2 [(1 + nS’YO)QHASyn‘Ft*lHQ + O(SQH 3 10g4 7) + a’82’€ 2 10g4 7:| ]‘-ﬁs,n+t71r\|€s,n+t71

s Ns

_ ] _ 1
S(l + 775')’0) 2 [(1 + HSVD)QHAsm—H—l H2 + (1 + O(f))aswi 2 10g4 77] ]‘ﬁs,n+t71r\|€s,n+t71
S

_ - 1
<(1+0570) " [(1 + 1570) 2| Asnst—1 ] + (1 + ns70)%as® >V log? 77] Ly st 1M Camre

s

§G57n7t_1 1ﬁs,n+t71m€s,n+t71 S Gs,n,t—l 1ﬁs,n+t72m€s,n+t72 °

Besides, cs ptit—1 is used to bound the following equation:

‘Gsynvt ]‘ﬁs,n+t—1m€s,n+t—1 - E [Gsvnytlﬁs,n-kt—lm@s,n+t—1 ‘Ss,n—f—t—Q]
<N Asmtll® = E[1 st [Fsmrt—2l 10 i1 mpes

1
§0(52ﬁ_2.5vl‘510g3 777) = Cs,n+t-

S

Let

A57n+t S Gs’nyt]‘ﬁs,ﬂA—t—lmes,n—Q—t—l - Gs:nytfl1ﬁs,n+t—20€s,n+t—2 g Bs,nth- (38)

25



Zuu, LIANG, ZHU, LI, B1

With the definition of csntt, we have Byt — Ag it < 0(32”_2‘5“u10g3 77%) Based on the
definition of Rs ntt and €5 1¢, we have

PT(Gsyn’t1ﬁs,n+t—1m€s,n+t—1 - GS,TLO > O(l) 2, 7)

:Pr(Gsynyt ]‘Rs,n+tflm€s,n+t71 2 CS

<O(n?).

If u> C, we have

_ 1
Pr <ﬁs7n+t—1 N QEs,n—‘,—t—l N {”As,n—i-tnz 2 /14252“ v 10g4 77})
s
>

~ 1
2k—2 4
S‘PT(G’Sv"’IHt1ﬁs,n+t71ﬁes,n«ktfl — CS " U/’L log 7)

Ns

<O(n?).

In equation mentioned above, Pr <€s,n+t—1 N {HAs,n+tH2 > (25220 ogt n%}) can be ex-

pressed as follows:

B 1
Pr (Qfs,n+t—1 N {||As,n+1t\2 > p?s* 2 Jog? })

S

_ 1
=Pr (ﬁs,nthl N st,nthfl N {||As,n+t‘|2 > ,1112‘92"i v 10g4 77})
s

#Pr(Ronse 1 €ia 0 { Al 2 25 2 gt )
<O (1) + P (Rsnti1) <O ().
Finally, Pr (€, 1) can be bounded by
Pr (€ 4+
—Pr (€anse 1 {1l 2 O togt 1)) 4 Pr @oiioa)
<0 (775’) + Pr(€spnqi—1) -

Because P (@s,n) =0, we have P (@s,nJrAn) <0 (773) u

Lemma 11 Based on Lemmas 9 and 10, for An < ©(sY), with probability 1 — O(n?), we
have:

EF (s pnian) — EF(z5,) < O(=s"").
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Proof Since the Hessian matriz of F(x) is p-Lipschitz, we have:

F(:Es,n+t) gF(ZL‘s,n) + VF($s,n)T ($s,n+t - xs,n)

1
+ §($s7n+t - xs,n)THs,n(l's,n—&-t - xs,n) + g Hxs,n—&-t - xs,nHB .

Let 6 = Tsntan — Tspn and 0 = Ts iy An — TspntAn, We have:

F(xs,n+An) - F(xs,n)

_ 1 - . _
< [TF @) 64 6) 4 56+ 0 Hnl+0) + £15 4 0

_ [VF(azsm)Tg 4 ;STHS,HS} + [VF(xs,n)T(s T H, 6+ %5Tﬂs,n5 + 815+ 5”3] .

Let €opre = {¥r < 4 l|esmir = ol < O (572 log &) [Famtr = Tamrll < O (57 V1og? 1) |-

According to Lemma 10, we have Pr(€spny) > 1 — O(n3). Denote A = VF(xs,)75 +
%5TH57,15 and A = VF(25,)76 + 0T Hs 6 + %6THS7n5 + &0 + §|13, we have

EF(xS,n—&-An) - F(xs,n)
=E [F(msm—l-An) - F(ivs,n)} 1€s,n+An +E [F(xs,n—&-An) - F(xs,n)] 1g

SEAl@s,n+An + EAl@n«kAn + E[F(:Bsyn“l’An) - F(xsyn):l]‘é

s,n+An

s,n+An
:EA -+ EAl@s,n-&-An =+ E [F (.%'57n+An) — F (.%'SVn)] 1@57n+An — EAlEs,anAn.
Since
S = fs,n—&—An — Ts,n
An—1 An—1
=—1s Z (I - nsHs,n)TVF(xs,n) —7s Z (I - nsHs,n)An_T_lgs,nJrTa
7=0 7=0
EA can be bounded by
~ An—1
EA = — nVF(250)" > (I =nsHp) VEF(24,)
7=0
1 An—1 An—1
+ 577§VF(338,H)T Z (I = nsHsn) Hsn Z (I = nsHs )" VF(2sn) (39)
7=0 7=0
1 An—1 An—1
+ E [777.3 éZn+T(I - nSH&n)AniT?lHS,n (I - nsHs,n)AniTilgs,n-&-T] .
2 )
7=0 7=0
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When no is small enough, the summation of the first two terms in Eq. (39) is smaller than
0 (Section 6.5 in ?), with ns < +, we get

EA < Zz: )\z Z 1 - 7]5 7, 27 E(§§n+‘r£8,n+7)

2 2 T—
o 1—(1=X
< 7782 : > A A(, /’\Z‘S — 017 E (1+7570)?
_)\iG{)\h...,)\nx}\—’yo Zns 778 =
2 2 [ -1 Eq.(29) 2
Ns0s | Na — 1 2 27 q Ns0s
< — Y < s
=75 e Yory 2 (14 ns70) ] < 5

For other terms, since F(-) is a bounded function, we have:

- 1 -
EAle, . n, =E [VF(xs,n)Ta + 0T Hy 6 + §(sTHs,na + gﬂd + 5”3] le

s,n+An
1.5(k—v) 1.5(k—v) 3 1 2k—2v 4 1 6 1.5(k—v) 3 1
<O(s log? ) +O(s log® —) + O(s log" —) + —-O(s log® —)
Ns s Ns p Ns
1
<O(Sl.5(nfv) 10g3 )
With the bounded F(z) and
An—1 An—1 (30)
175 Z (I — nsHS,n)An_T_lfs,n—&-TH < A |2ns Z (14 ns70)7s . O(s2),
7=0 7=0
we have
E[F (zsn+an) = F (z0)] 1g, . — IE]U@S‘HM
.. _
= [F (ws,n-i-An) - F (.Z‘(])] 1@s,n+An —E |:VF($S,n)T5 + §5THSJL(S 1@s,n+An
<E [F (ws,n-i-An) —F (‘TO)] 165,n+An + E[O(Sﬁ)lésynJrAn]

SO (SN72U) .
Finally, we have:

EF(zsn+an) —EF(2sy) < O(=s"7").

Finally, we can finish the first step with Lemma 12.

Lemma 12 Under Assumption 2, if SSGD-SCB employs Gr(s n),a;(s,n) +N to update T(s,n);
in stage s € {1,2,...,8} of SSGD-SCB, for any ¢ € (0,1), there exists a large enough stage
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s such that with probability at least 1 — %, x will enter the strongly convexr region at least

once within ©(s"2? log %) steps. When x enters the strongly convex region in round Ty 1,

IVF(zsz,,)ll <O(s"2 ).
Proof Let

Lo1 = {z: min(|[VF()||,€) > s 7 1/2n02L},

Loz ={z:||VF(2)| <577 \/2m003L < € Amin (H (2)) <7},
Es,3 = {iL' [y ¢ 5371,1' ¢ 5372}.

Define a stochastic process {15;} s.t. 7,1 =1, and

Teit] = Tsi T 1, Ls,rs 4 € Ls,l U »6573;
s,i+1 —
Ts,i +T (-737-371-)7 Ts,rs S £5,27

where T(xs -, ;) = O(s").
According to Lemmas 8 and 11, we have:

E [F (xsvTS,i+1) - F (xsﬂ's,i) |J"8,Ts,i € [’5,1]
E [F (x87751i+1) —F (xsﬂ's,i) |x8,7's,i € 68,2]

<-Q (Snf2v) ’
< —=Q(s"7Y).
Therefore, we have

E[F (2sryi0) = F (Tsr,) [Tsm, & Loa] < = (Teit1 — 7o) Qs"2).
Define event €, ; = {ﬂ] <, Tsq,,; € £573}. We have

EF (Tory 1) Lo, o — EF (sr,,) L.,
=EF (mS’T&Hl) 1€s,¢+1 —EF (acsmg’iﬂ) 1@5@ +EF (acs,TS,iH) 1@5@ —EF (xsﬁs,i) 1@“.
<—B-E[le,, ., —le,,| +E[F (2r,.4,) — F (zr,,) [€si] - Pr ()
<—B-E[le,,,, — le,,] = (Toip1 — 764) Q (s"72Y) Pr(€,,).

Based on the definition of €s;, Pr(€s;) < Pr(€s;_1). By summing up over i, we have:
EF ($S,Ti+1) 1@s,i+1 —F ($8,1) <B- (TS,iJrl - 1)Q (SK_QU) pr (esﬂ')'

Since EF (w5, )le,, — F(v51) > —2B, when 75; = @(S,?%), Pr(&g;) will be smaller than

%. By repeating this process log2/( times, the algorithm will enter Ls3 at least once with
probability at least 1 — % Note that after entering Ls3 in round Ty, |VF(vs,,)| <

K—v

O(s 7). [ ]

Based on Lemma 12, we are able to complete the proof of Theorem 1 with Lemma 13.
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Lemma 13 If in the T, round of s/t

of F(x) whose local minimizer is 25 and is captured by the local minimizer in terms of

IVF(zsr, )| < O(s'"7"). If the stage s' is large enough, v > 1 and k < v, with probabil-

ity at least 2,%,fwe have

5 A-%)

stage, x enters the 26 strongly conver region

1
nsC

Proof According to Lemma 12, Ty 1 < O(s""72V log%). Let Ts o = [%] If s’ is large
enough, we have

o 1+ T08I2U - Ts’,l — TSI’Q > 0.

Vs > s +1 and Vn € [Tps?], ||©sn — 2% ||? < s Vool log < 62

o Vs> s Tps?” —Tso > 0.

o Vs>, ()Y < (55)FTV < 15.

2 K—v 1
VFE(zg T, <o, |—————ps = \/nooglog”? < ad. 40
IVF G I < 0[5 rseons™ Viboulog™ L (40)

%

27, Eq. (40)

! 2 K—v 1
lzg 7, —a*|| < | —————ns"" 2 /nooglog”® <. (41)
i 2+ ()Y N¢

Then with b € {1,Ty 1}, we define event €y, as

o Vs>,

Based on the property of a-strongly convex, with |[VF(zy 1, )|II* < O(s'
means that

o Ifte|0,Ts2), VT € [b,b+1,

/ BV 0.5 1
Tsr — T° H < ps z (/Moo log™ o= <4,

o Ift€ [Tso,Tos*" —b+1],Y7 € [b+ Ts2,b+ 1],

Define Fsprt = {€s1, -+ &sprt ) When ns < 15, we have

2 K—v
< J————u(s+1) 2z /noglog”®
2+ (F)i v ( )

S/

Tsr—T <0

775+1C

Sl
Tsb+t — L

IE’

2
1€s,b,t71 |'S:S,b+t—2:|

- 2
=K ) LTsp+t—1 — s (VF (xs,bthfl) + és,bthfl) —® H ‘gs,b+t2:| 16571“,1

IA

! 2 /
‘ Tsprt—1 — T H — M VF (25p41-1)" (xs,b+t_1 -’ ) + 02 (IVF (2o ppe-1)1* + 02E[|Espre-1 1] | Lo,y

112
<[0-2na+ 22 [rapris = 4Bl ] e
(

<[ = ns@)[@spret — 2" |* + 8" *Uniod] e, ., - (42)
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Therefore, we have

Lsb+t —

ol

<1 —nsa) U

2 2
! 2 778 US 1
x ’gs,b+t72 a Esbt—1

2
— % 1€sbz—1‘
o ,

!
S
LTsp+t—1 — L

Define Gpy = (1 — nsax) "t (‘

S/
Tsp+t — X

«

2
o
— %S), we have

E [Gopile,y, o |Sspri—2] < Gopp—ile,,, 1 < Gspiile,,, o-
Furthermore, conditioned on §sptt—2, with a large enough s, we have

‘Gsvb:t]‘es,b,tfl - E [Gsvbvtles,b,t—l ‘337b+t72] }
(1 = nse) " [2nsll€spre—1lllTspri1 — 2% = sV (@spre—1) | +02€2 51—y + 0202
(1= ns0) ™ [252 U nooo(||spre—1 — 2% || + |57 0V E (2 pe-1) ||) + 25" 2 ndod]

1
(1= nea) ™ - 8us™ 19Vl 552 1005 —
nsC

IN TN

IN

Similar to Eq. (38), we define

057,5:16,us” 1.5v 15 210g

Z 1- NsC : (43)
T=1

According to Azuma’s inequality, with probability smaller than O(n2), we have

1 1
Gspile,,, 1 > V10¢s 4 log? <

+ Gs,b,Ov
778C>

which can be rewritten as

If the stage number is large enough, we have

12 2

g
) + Gs,bp) + s =
(6

s
Lsp+t — L

1
> (1 — 150)"(V10cs 4 log% ( c
s

16
(1— S_lr]goz)tcs,t < g,us”_“noag log®?
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2(—F— )V ’
Then with 1 — % >0, let p* = (557)" “(lﬁr,u—i- F—— >+ 1), We further
2+(9 +1) 2+(sl+1)
get
1 ‘ 1 1 775(72
(1= s moa)" (V10cs ¢ log? < > +Gspo) + —=
Ns¢ (€7
2
1
<(1 - s na)t(v 10cs ¢ log% < > + Gspo) + f5%s log
nsG a S
16410 1 2 1
<( ps™ " Unoos log +(1- silnoa)th,b’g) + 0595 log
« NsG « nsG
s . 16y10 2 B 1 (GE) el 1
s + S )us" oo log — + ~H——"log
5 o 2+ (3%7) U o 1€
1
2 _K—v 2
=p~s"" Ynyog log —.
0 nsc
Therefore, for t < T2, we have
s’ 2 2 _Kk—v 2 1 5
Pr{€&p:-1N ‘ Tspit — T > 1”s" " "noog log e < O(n3). (44)
S
Note that when t € {Ts2,Ts2+1,... ,Tos? — Ts1+ 1}, with
1 xT
Ve > 1, (1 — ) < 6_1,
T
if s is large enough and Tso = [12-28= log2-| we get
1 2
(1-— S_Unooz)t(\/ 10cs ¢ log% ( ) + Gano) + NsO
775< «
16v/10 1 Ts2e 2 1 2
<( + (=) —/M)Msﬁfvnoag log + 595 log
« e 24 (sfz_l)'ﬂfv nsC « nsC
<(16 10 + ! pp(s + 1) st noog log ! + G B2/ log !
-« 2+ (7 +1) - s+ 70 "¢ (s+ )Y a Ns+1G
/ / ! 2
$ K—v 16+/10 1 K—v 2 1 § k—v Ns+10541 1
= + s+1 o5 lo + lo
(8/+1) ( o 2_}_(&’%)& UM)/’L( ) 100 108 S+1< (8/+1) o g778+1<
:(1 — M)}LQ(S + 1)n—v7700_2 log + 1)’{ Y MQ(S + 1)n—vn00_2 log
2+ () Ol 2+ (Sil)“—” P g
2
=(——— )1 (s + 1)* “noog log :
2+ (o) O neC
(45)

Based on Eq. (45) and following the idea of Eq. (44), for Tos®> —b+ 1>t > Ty we get

Pr (Qfs’bﬂg_l N {‘

s/
Tsb+t — L

2 2 2 - 2 1 5
> (————— )pu(s + 1)" Ungoj log < O(nd).
G oy W 0 modlos o)

(46)
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If 68’7TS/,17T05’2“+1—TS/,1 holds, at the beginning of stage s' + 1, we get

The last inequality of Eq. (47) holds because of the assumption that s’ is large enough.
Based on Eqs. (44) and (46), we can calculate Pr(€y 1, g9z 7, 41)

/12 1
Toi1a— || < pPmoog (s’ + 1)V log —— < 6%, (47)
Ns'+1€

PT(68/,TS/’l,T()S/QU—TS/,l-i-l)

=1—Pr(€yr, ms2-1, +1)

"2 2. 2 - =
—1 = Pr(€yr,  mre 1, (M lesmeein =27 I > w2mood(s' +1)°7)) = Pr (€, mwo,, )
>1 — O(Tos™"n2) — Pr <@s’,TS/ 1,0)
21 _ O(T S/Q’U 5)
With a large enough s', we get O(Tps™?'n5) < §'=2V. Similarly, for stage s' + 1, we have

-2
PT(QES/+1,17TO(S+1)2U‘eslyrg/,lvTOSIQU_Tg/,lJ’_l) Z 1 — (S/ + ].) v.
Then for any stage s > s’ + 1, we have
2
Pr(esylyTOSQU|€S—1,1,To(s—1)21}) 2 1 — S U.

Wlth the deﬁmtzon Of P?"( s/ T/ 1,Tos’2” T , 1+1) PT(QES"‘FLLTO(S'FUQU ’65/:T5/,1:T05/2U_T5/,1+1)

and Pr(&; 1 7,520 |€,_ 11Ty (s—1) 21)), if v > 1 we have

PT(QS/7T/ Tos2v—T +1 m( 65717’11 82)) = = . = -l '
it O[] €)= Bmn =02 e

Remark 2 According to Assumption 5, |VF (z)|| has a fixzed upper bound, although the
bound might be larger than that calculated based on the condition of L-smooth of VF(x).
With a large enough s', we can still get

Vs > s +1 and Vn € [Tos™], ||zsn — 272 < O(s"7)

without the assumption of L-smooth of VF(x).
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Appendix F. SSGD-SCB with o-nice F(x)

With an additional structural assumption on F(z), i.e. o-nice, a variant of SSGD-SCB,
0-SSGD-SCB, can achieve a zero approaching expected mismatching rate, in which X is a
set of e-optimal solution (F(z!) — F(z*) < ¢).

At the end of stage s’, we stop increasing the stage number and visit number of ac-
tions, and then update x with the GradOptg algorithm (7). After running GradOptg
for O(s"2V=2%) rounds, we start the (s’ + 1) stage of SSGD-SCB. In the following stages,
SSGD-SCB is implemented as in Section 3 except that x was updated by

LI(s;n)+1 = LI(s;n) — ns(gl(sm) ($I(s,n) + 5“))? (48)
where u is randomly sampled from a unit Euclidean ball/sphere in R™*, § = w,
— 2 20/ - 2 1 o 1 24/2
€= 042+(/57')H,UM (s' + 1)F~noo? log o iaC and ag = mm{idiam(’c), Ja diam () }

s'+1
Before conducting the theoretical analysis, we first give the definition of o-nice and the

necessary assumption. In our definition, strongly convex is measured by « rather than o in
(?). In the following proof, we will use a-strongly convex instead of o-strongly convex.

Definition 9 (o-nice (?)) Define the a smooth version of F : R™ — R as Fy(x) =
Eup[F(x+d"u)], where B is an unit Euclidean ball/sphere in R™. With the convex set K,
a function F : K — R is said to be a-nice if the following two conditions hold:
(1) Centering property: For every § > 0, and every xj, € argmingei Fy(x), there exists
xg,/Q € arg mingex F5//2(x), such that:
5/
5 — X || < =
s =] < 3

(2) Local strong convexity of the smoothed function: For every &' > 0 let ry = 3¢,
and denote x5, = arg minyex Fy(x), then over By, (xg,), the function Fyg(x) is a-strongly-
convez, where By, (X},) is the Buclidean r5-ball/sphere in R™* centered at xj,.

Assumption 6 z* defined in the reward function belongs to the convex set K defined in
Definition 9.

Lemma 14 Based on Assumption 6, according to Lemma 6, if we stop increasing the num-
ber of stage, the noise added stochastic gradient (Gr(sn)(T1(sn) + 0u)) will be upper bounded

by a fized number, which is marked as G. Then according to Assumption 5, we know that
F(z) is Lo-Lipschitz Continuity. For the sake of simplicity, with L = max(Lo,G), F(z) is
L-Lipschitz Continuity and Gr(sn)(T1(sn) + 0u) is L bounded. Then we have

vx € K ; ‘Fy(x) - F(x)’ <o'T.

Proof

N

Fy(x) = F(x)| = [Euns[F(x + 'w)] - F(x)|
< Eyp[|F(x + §'u) — F(x)]]
< Eus[Z]5"u]]

< L§
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Lemma 15 After running GradOptg for @(8’2“*2”) rounds, following Lemma 5.1 and

Theorem 5.1 in (?), as § = w, oy = min{Qfdi;m(lC)’\/aji\;?n(K)}’ and € =

aﬁ/ﬂ(s’ + 1)* Vnoos log C < 1, with probability at least 1 — %,
s/+1

asg has the following two pr’opertzes:
(1) The smoothed version Fy is a-strongly convex over K,, = KN B (:):5, 1.5(5’), and
x5 € K

i G i 2 2
(Q)F(;/(l'sl) — F(ch,) < 045/ /8 S 9 W,U,Q(S/ + 1) 77000 log n ’+1C

the output

Based on the Assumption 6, if F'(x) is a o-nice function. We have the following conclu-
sion:

Theorem 3 At the end of stage s, if we stop increasing the stage number and visit number
of actions, and then update x with the algorithm of GradOptg (7). After running GradOptg
for ©(s2V=25) rounds, we stop GradOptq, start the (s’ + 1) stage of SSGD-SCB and
then update x with Eq. (48). Then with probability at least 1 — , we can achieve a zero
approaching expected mismatching rate, in which X is a set of O(s"""V)-optimal solution
(F(ah) - F(z7) < O(s")).
Proof Based on Lemma 15 and the property of strongly convex, with probability at least
1-— f, we have

#M2(8/ + 1) Yool log .
224 ()Y 07 ny €

When we start the (s' + 1) stage of SSGD-SCB, with the added noise in Eq. (48), the

smoothed function Fy(z) is a-strongly convex when |28 — 2% |> < O(s"7Y), where x}, is
the corresponding local minimizer in the strongly convex region. Then following Lemma 13
and Remark 2, conditioned on (1) and (2) in Lemma 15, with pmbability at least 1 — 5, for

any s > s, we have ||zs, — x5 < ﬁ#zsﬁ Ungod log - 7.c- Based on Assumption
/+1

5, the gradient of F(x) is bounded, thus we have

«@ . ~ - 2
Slleg — 25 1? < Fy (@) — F(af) < ad”/8 <

- - 2 1
Fyi (s, F(x O(, | —————u2s"~vngo? log . 49
By (@an) = Fap)| < <\/2+(8+1) = log ) (49)
Following the proof of Theorem 2, with probability at least 1 — , we can get a zero
approaching expected local optimal mismatching rate.

. . . diam(K .
Besides, following Lemma 1/, with §' = %, oy = mm{ﬁdiim(l@ f(?l\z{r;(lC)}
and € = aﬁuz(s’ + 1) Vnood log 7=~z <1, we have
s/+1
. — 2
|F5/($*) — F(ZU*)‘ < (S/L < ZQHSI)K’UMQ(S/ + 1)I€7’U7’]00'(2) log n ,_,'_1(.
s'+1 s

(50)

Fy(aG) — F@G)| < 6T < &2 (s’ + 1) Voo log ——.

42+ (F)v Ns'+1€
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Based on Eqs. (49) and (50), with a large enough s', for any s > s, we have

|[F(zsn) = F(a*)] < O((s' +1)"7).
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Appendix G. SSGD-SCB with Strongly Convex F(x)

When F(x) is strongly convex, we propose a simplified version of SSGD-SCB, called SGD-
SCB. It shares the same principles as SSGD-SCB except for three differences below. First,
each stage contains only one round in SGD-SCB. That is, there are no stages but only
rounds. Second, noise N; is no longer needed, thus z;+1 can be updated by

Tep1 = T — N - Ge (). (51)

Third, according to the convergence analysis of SGD-SCB we will show, we can start ¢ =
1+ As in the first round and iall the way move up to T 4+ As, where As is the minimum
positive integer greater than 2v — 1 (for v < 1 in SGD-SCB).

In the following, we first summarize SGD-SCB in Algorithm 1 and then show in Theorem
4 that the expected cumulative regret of SGD-SCB averaged over 1" will converge to zero.

Algorithm 1: SGD-SCB

1: Input: Initial point z;4 s, the number of rounds Ty in the 1** phase, decay factor v,
w and k, exploration parameter 3 and C', Ny = 0 and initial learning rate 7.

2: Calculate As = [2% —1]

3: fort=1+As toT + As do

4:  //Action Selection

Context d; is revealed

¢t = argmaxy, f(dg; )

for k=1to K do
Calculate 7g(k|ds, Hi—1)

end for

10: ag ~ Ws(“dt, Ht_1)

11: //Backpropagation

12: rg,q is revealed

13: Nt+1,a,ct = Nt,a,ct +1

14:  Update z¢4; with Eq. (51)

15: end for

Lemma 16 Based on Lemma 3, Assumption 5 and the strong-convezity of F(x), with a
suitable ny, we have E||ziins — 2% < O*™Y) in SGD-SCB, where x* is the globally
optimal solution of F(x).

Proof By the definition of a-strongly convex, we have
P(2") = F(ziras) 2 (VE(@iras) 2" = zieas) + 52" — ool
F(zins) = F(2%) 2 (VF(2"), xppas —27) + gllx* —aiy sl
We then have

(VF(z14as) — VE(@) , 2ppns — %) = (VE(@i1as) s Trras — %) > af|zias — )% (52)
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According to Lemma 3 and Assumption 5, let G = %. We have

E[gt+AS,at+A5 (:I"t“rAS)] = VF(:Bt‘FAS)v
El|ge+as,aryas(@eras)|? < (¢ + As) G2

Then we have

E([lzasi1 — «*[)
=E(||z¢+as — 77t+As§t,at(CUt+As) - x*H?)
<E(|wtras — 2*|1%) = 204 asE(VF (2e1as) , Tr4as — %) + 074 AsE(|Gerasiars a, (@ras)[)?)
<(1 = 20mi 1 a8)E(l|zras — 2*[1?) + nfpas(t + As) G,

Let
Cy = maz{(As + 1)"""|x11as — 2%, G*/a?}.
We have o
E — ) < —F .
(Ilereas = =1%) < oo s
With ng = é, under SGD-SCB, it is easy to see that
E(l|ze+as1 — 2*||)
2 (t+ As)”
_( (t+AS)U> (Hl‘t+A € H )+ a2(t+A5)2U
<(1- 2 ) Cy (t+ As)”
- (t+ As)v/ (t + As)v—r  (t + As)2v 9
1 C
<(1 - g
=( (t+ As)v ) (t+ As)v—r
1 C
<(1 - Z
=( t+ As) (t+ As)v=r
1 C
<(1_— g
=1 t+ As+ 1) (t + As)v=r
1 C
<(1— V—K g
<( t+As+1) (t + As)v=r
_ Cy
C(t+ As+1)vr]
Therefore, we have
C C
E([|lzr4as —2*[?) < . <

(t+ As)yvr = o’

Lemma 17 In the t'" phase of SGD-SCB, based on Assumption 4, if

E(|lwesas — 2*)%) < O(),
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with context d, for any action a, the expectation and variance of fo(xiyas;d) can be bounded
by

B fal(@irasid) — fula™sd) |d]| < O %),

VAR [fa(wrrasid) | d] < O(t™*).

Proof The proof is similar to that of Lemma 7. |

Theorem 4 Let T be the total number of rounds in SGD-SCB and a; be the action selected
by SGD-SCB at round t. Under Assumptions 5, 3, 4, and the strong-convexity of F(z), if
As = [2% — 1], the expected x*-mismatching rate of SGD-SCB is bounded by

T
1 E[r x —r ]
T — dt+As,adt+As di4As Ot +As
<O(Tmax(—%,—26—!—&—1}-‘,—1,25—1,—0.}))

Y

which goes to 0 when T — oo.

Proof
For the sake of simplicity, let Ay = Ta,, 5, a o T Tdiask: Va € {1,2,...,K} and
t+As
vt e {1,2,...,T}, we have Ay <1 and A¢ g =0. Let K; ={1,2,.. .,K}\a’c"lt+A and
t S

+As
define the policy of SGD-SCB as wc (- | dy,t). We have

E[Tdt+A57 - Tdt+AS7at+As:|

.
a
ditAs

T

WE

o~
Il

1

K
E[Z Z At,kl(at—i-As = k?)]

t=1 k=1

> Pr(aas =k|k#aj, )
=1 kek,

Nl =

<

Nl =

We further have

Pr(aiias = k|k # ag,, )

=Pr(atias =k, aryns # arg m?X Utvas,i |k # CLZHAJ

+ Pr(aiins = k, apyns = arg max Uitasi |k # ag,, )
Similar to the proof of Eq. (22) in Theorem 1, we have
Pr(airas = k,ai4ns # argmaxUsppns 14| k # a:}H_AS) < O((t—{—As)ma:c(—%’—w)) < O(tmax(—%,—w))_
7
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For the second term, we have

Pr(airns = k,ap4ns = arg max Uitasi |k # ag,, )

)

<Pr(fe(ditas; Tevas) +etras ik > far  (diras; Teias) + et4as1ay
t+As t+As

<Pr(fi(ditas; Teras) — Efe(digas; Te4as) > €t4as1,k) (53)

+PrQ2eceasip > Bfay | (derasizeens) = Efi(diasi 2rras))

).

+ Pr(fa:;tJFAs (dt—&—As; xt+As) - Efa§t+AS (dt—&—As; xt—l—As) < _et+As,1,a2t+As

For the first and third terms in Eq. (53),

Pr(fi(ditas; irns) — Efu(diras; Tiras) > €4ns1,k)
=Eg, aiDPr(fe(diyas; veras) — Efe(diyas; Teras) > epasik | diras)

< Ol(fn,U)Nt+As,k,Ct+As,1 S O(tn—v)Tl—Qﬂ
(Zk’:l Nt+A57k/7Ct+As,1 )2/8
<O(T1=2P¢r=v),
For the second term in Eq. (53), with A defined in Eq. (23), we have

Pr(2eiias1e > Efa;,  (divasi Teras) = Efi(diras; Teras))
(di+as; Trras) — Efi(diras; Trras) | divas)

<Ed, D Pr(2€1 4 A5k > Efagﬂrm
(dirasiz®) — Efp(disasiz™) — Ot 2 )| diras)

<Edy 0o Pr(2€04 0516 > Efay, |

K
/I N !/ ﬁ K—v
(Zk} =1 t+A37k 7Ci+As,l) > A o O(tT) |dt+AS)

SEd SNDPT 20
4C (T fioy Nivas o ann)?
=Ed,, n,~DPT(Nttasaceias, < (A — O(t%));% -
o(T?
( nzv ‘ dt)
(A-0@t=))?

’ dt+As)

SEdt+ASNDPT(Nt+A87a7Ci+AS,1

= 4, Therefore, when NiyAsacoing: >

With a large enough t, we have A — O(t"z ) 5

o(1%),
Pr(2eqias1e > Efar,  (divasi Teras) = Bfi(divas; treas)) =0,

which yields
Pr(aiyas =k, a4 ns = arg max Upraslk # ajpas) < O(TH2570),

Therefore, we have
T E Td * —Td
s as di, o, ~ Tdevasarias) < O(Tmar(—5 ~2Btr—v ] 26-1,-w))

T

t=1
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