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Abstract

We study the offline contextual bandit problem, where we aim to acquire an optimal

policy using observational data. However, this data usually contains two deficiencies: (i)

some variables that confound actions are not observed, and (ii) missing observations exist

in the collected data. Unobserved confounders lead to a confounding bias and missing

observations cause bias and inefficiency problems. To overcome these challenges and

learn the optimal policy from the observed dataset, we present a new algorithm called

Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy learning, which forms the reward function as

the solution of an integral equation system, builds a confidence set, and greedily takes

action with pessimism. With mild assumptions on the data, we develop an upper bound

to the suboptimality of CAP for the offline contextual bandit problem.

1 Introduction

Contextual bandit is a mathematical framework that models the decision-making problem under

uncertainty. In specific, in a contextual bandit, the agent chooses an action based on an observation

(also known as the context), and observes a random reward that depends on the observation and

the action taken. Such a framework finds wide applications in areas such as healthcare (Raghu

et al. (2017); Prasad et al. (2017); Komorowski et al. (2018)), robotics (Pinto and Gupta (2016)),

and computational advertising (Bottou et al. (2013)). Typical online policy learning algorithms

require many interactions between the agent and the environment. However, in various applications

of offline contextual bandit, e.g., autonomous driving (Shalev-Shwartz et al. (2016)) and healthcare
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(Gottesman et al. (2019)), collecting online generated data could take too much cost and be unethical.

On the other hand, there are many historically recorded dataset for tasks where policy learning

could be applied. For example, driving data generated by human (Sun et al. (2020)) and medical

records (Chakraborty and Murphy (2014)). Therefore, in this work, we study the offline policy

learning problem, aiming to learn an optimal policy from previously collected dataset and require

no interactions with the environment.

To learn the optimal policy from an offline dataset in real-world practice, three challenges

must be addressed: confounding effects, partially missing observations, and partial data coverage.

Confounding effects arise because it is often impossible to conduct randomized controlled trials or

collect all necessary covariates. (Pearl, 2009; Hernán and Robins, 2010). For instance, medical data

may intentionally omit a patient’s health condition and medical history due to privacy concerns.

(Brookhart et al., 2010). In this example, the hidden information serves as the confounders. To

address this, the power of side observations is used to adjust for unobserved confounders.

However, key information like side observations or context are often subject to partial missingness

due to various reasons such as privacy concerns, attrition, or experimental errors. For example,

lab test results that serve as side observations may be lost due to inability to conduct the tests

or failure to store the results. Even worse, as the causes of missing observation problem vary, the

missing pattern might be either at random or not at random (Rubin, 1976; Yang et al., 2019).

When the partial missingness is at random, the full data distribution is identifiable and multiple

methods can provide reasonable estimates (Qu and Lipkovich, 2009; Seaman and White, 2014).

On the other hand, missingness not at random is a more challenging issue, since the missingness

mechanism can depend on other factors or even the missing value itself. In this work, we aim to

handle the challenge of side observations missing not at random.

The last main challenge is the partial coverage of the actions in the offline dataset. the

observational dataset is collected beyond the control of the learner, and the action space can usually

be too large for sufficient exploration. This means that conditions on full coverage of the action

space by the data set in order to learn a good interventional policy usually fails to hold in real world

practice (Fujimoto et al., 2019; Fu et al., 2020). In this paper, we therefore explore the question:

Is it possible to design a provably efficient algorithm for offline learning confounded contextual

bandit problem with side observations and missing values under mild assumptions on the dataset?

Our answer to this question is affirmative. Fortunately, there are methods that can help us

accurately estimate the value of a policy from offline data affected by unobserved confounders if we

have access to some side observations. Two typical examples of side observations we explore in this

work are instrumental variables (IV) (Baiocchi et al. (2014); Wong (2021); Chen et al. (2011)) and

proxy variables (PV) (Miao et al. (2018a)). Informally, IVs are variables that affect the reward only
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through the action, while PVs serve as negative control for the confounding effects. Therefore, we

investigate the use of side observations to mitigate the confounding bias in this paper.

For the partially missing observation challenge, we consider the case where both the context

of the bandit and the side observations collected in the offline dataset are subject to missingness

not at random. Let us take the missingness of context X for example. Let RX denote the binary

missingness indicator for X. We assume that X is totally missing if RX “ 0. The key idea we

adopt to overcome the missingness issue is using the distributional information of the outcome

to compensate for the missingness in the contexts or oberservations under certain completeness

conditions. Similar ideas can be found in (Yang et al., 2019; Ding and Geng, 2014), though they

consider a different setting with missing elementary values in a vectorized random variable. To

address the challenges of confounding effects and non-random missing observations, we present a

new approach that formulates the policy evaluation problem as solving an integral equation system

(IES) with bridge functions. We demonstrate that the solution to the IES preserves the conditional

average treatment effect (CATE), which enables us to further optimize the policy. In contrast to

conventional causal methods that rely only on summary statistics such as the expectation of the

outcome, our method leverages the full distributional information of the outcome.

Given the limitations of finite samples and incomplete coverage of the action set in our offline

dataset, we incorporate the principle of pessimism into our approach for learning the optimal

policy (Jin et al., 2021; Buckman et al., 2020; Xie et al., 2021). In order to do pessimistic policy

optimization, We must quantify the uncertainty in estimating the CATE from the IES. To do so,

we propose a Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy optimization algorithm, which has two

components: the uncertainty quantification step for estimating the CATE from the IES, and the

policy optimization step based on the uncertainty quantification result. In the CAP algorithm, the

IES is solved by reducing the moment restriction equation system to a minimax problem via Fenchel

duality. After the uncertainty quantification step, the CAP algorithm takes greedy policy based on

the confidence set constructed.

Our contribution can be summarized in three perspectives. First, we developed a general

framework to model the contextual bandit problem with confounded offline dataset and missing

observations not at random. Under this framework, we derive a novel integral equation system

(IES) for identification. Second, We convert the IES to a minimax optimization problem, whose

solution respects the CATE and the loss function of the minimax optimization problem paves the

way for uncertainty quantification. We emphasize that when the side observations are likely missing

and the conditional moment restrictions form a system of equations rather than a single equation,

it is non-trivial to select a proper way to do uncertainty quantification. Finally, we propose a

Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy optimization algorithm and prove that our algorithms

achieves fast statistical rate of sub-optimality for contextual bandit with side observations serving as
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instrumental variable and proxy variables. To the best of our knowledge, this paper is the first one

proposing a provably efficient algorithm for offline confounded contextual bandit with observations

missing not at random.

1.1 Related Works

Offline reinforcement learning. Literatures on offline reinforcement learning, especially those

on pessimistic algorithms, are related to our work (Antos et al. (2007); Munos and Szepesvári (2008);

Chen and Jiang (2019); Liu et al. (2020); Zanette (2021); Xie et al. (2021); Yin and Wang (2021);

Rashidinejad et al. (2021); Zhan et al. (2022); Yin et al. (2022); Yan et al. (2022)). The major

difficulty of offline reinforcement learning is the distribution shift between the policy generating the

collected data and the class of target policies. To overcome the distribution shift problem, we have

to incorporate pessimism (Jin et al., 2021; Xie et al., 2021; Buckman et al., 2020; Uehara and Sun,

2021).

Causal inference. A series of previous works in causal inference address adjusting the confounding

bias via use of side observations like instrumental variables (Chen et al., 2011, 2021; Chen and Qiu,

2016; Bennett et al., 2019, 2023; Wong, 2021; Athey and Wager, 2019) or proxy variables (Bennett

and Kallus, 2021; Pearl, 2009; Miao et al., 2018a; Lee and Bareinboim, 2021). Among these works,

Pearl (2009); Miao et al. (2018a); Lee and Bareinboim (2021) are most relevant to this paper since

the our framework covers side observations proposed in them. In comparison, these works studied

the identification of certain side observations. As the task in this paper is to learn the optimal

policy, we make further effort to construct confidence sets. Additionally, a large volume of works

discuss the missing observation problem in causal inference (Rubin (2004); Qu and Lipkovich (2009);

Crowe et al. (2010); Mitra and Reiter (2011); Seaman and White (2014); Yang et al. (2019)). Yang

et al. (2019) is particularly related to our work as it discusses identification for the case in which

confounders are missing not at random. The model in Yang et al. (2019) assumes that there is

chance to observe some data of confounders, while we study a model assuming confounders are

completely missing and the side observations are missing not at random.

1.2 Preliminaries

Notations. In this paper, we let ∆pAq denote distributions over A. We denote the inner product

by x¨, ¨y. For any function f , we let Opfq denote Cf and rOpfq to denote Opf ¨ polyplog fqq. We

use calligraphic symbols F and H to represent function classes. We use
E
À and

E
Á to represent the

inequality that holds on some event E .
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Critical radius. We define the localized empirical Rademacher complexity with respect to data

set D “ txiuni“1 and function class F : X Ñ r´c, cs as

RDpη; F q “ E

«

sup
fPF ,}f}Dďη

1

n

n
ÿ

i“1

εifpxiq

ff

.

The critical radius of F on dataset D is defined as any positive solution ηD to RDpη; F q ď η2{c.

Note that the critical radius ηD is also a random quantity.

1.3 Roadmap

In §2 we formalize the problem of policy learning for contextual bandit problem with confounding

bias and missing observations. In §3 we discuss the challenges of policy learning problem shown in §2

and show how these challenges motivate us to develop an algorithm framework named CAP policy

learning to solve them. In §4 and §5 we expand details about the step of constructing confidence set

in the CAP algorithm described in §3. The convergence results for the CAP algorithm are provided

in §6. In §7 we give convergence analysis of the CAP algorithm in an extended policy class. Lastly,

we show that the CAP algorithm could be applied to the linear Dynamic Treatment Regime (DTRs)

problem in §8 and to the one-step linear Partially Observable Markov Decision Process (POMDP)

in §9, both with the sub-optimality guaranteed to converge at a rate of rOpT´1{2q.

2 Problem Formulation

In this section, we formalize the contextual bandit problem with confounding bias and missing

observations. We describe the casual structure of confounded contextual bandit in §2.1, the procedure

of data collecting in §2.2, and the performance metric in §2.3.

2.1 Confounded Contextual Bandit

In this paper we study the offline policy learning in confounded contextual bandit (CCB). Each

trial can be represented by a tuple of random variables

pU,X,A, Y,Oq,

where U P U is the confounder, X P X is the context, A P A is the treatment, Y P R is the

reward, and O P O denotes the side observations. We assume that variables for different trials

are independent and identically distributed. In offline learning, the data is collected through the

observational process, and a newly selected policy is carried out in the interventional process.

The observational process and the interventional process of a CCB with side observations are

depicted in Figure 1. In each trial, there is an unmeasured confounder U which has impacts on
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O, A, X, and Y . As U is not measured, the value of U is not accessible in the data collected. For

example, sensitive information that is not allowed to reveal could be modeled by such unmeasured

confounder. Since U affects all of O, A, X, and Y , the confounder U serves as a common cause for

the model. Context X is coupled with confounder U , and side observations O can be caused by both

confounder U and context X. A treatment A is then selected following some policy πobp¨|U,X,Oq.

After the treatment is carried out, the environment generates a reward Y . Suppose there are T

trials in total, then the full dataset rD, which is distinguished from the dataset D defined later,

can be represented as

rD “ tput, xt, at, yt, otquTt“1.

Then by some missingness mechanism, records of xt and ot in some trials are possibly lost.

Additonally, recall that ut is also unmeasured and thus not included in the dataset. The dataset

collected for policy learning is defined as

D “ tpqxt, at, yt, qotquTt“1,

where qxt either takes the value of xt, if xt is not lost, or takes a special value of None, if xt is lost.

Similarly, qot either takes value of rt or None, depending on whether ot is lost. More details about

the observational process is presented in §2.2.

Given the dataset D collected in the observational process, the goal of policy learning in CCB is

to build a new policy π, which is called the interventional policy. The interventional policy π is

executed in the interventional process. In the interventional process, the unmeasured confounder U

still has impacts on both the context X and the reward Y . As the confounder U is unmeasured,

the agent could only observe the context X and must decide an action A to take only depending on

the context X. The rules for the agent to make decision in the interventional process is modeled

by the interventional policy π : X Ñ ∆pAq. The agent aims to learn an interventional policy π

that maximizes the expected reward. We discuss more details about the interventional process and

performance metric in §2.3.

2.2 Observational Process

The observational process describes how the offline dataset is collected, which is depicted in Figure

1a. In the t-th trial of the observational process, the environment selects put, xt, otq as a realization

of pU,X,Oq according to the prior ppu, x, oq. The agent then conducts a treatment according

to the observational policy πob : X ˆ O ˆ U Ñ ∆pAq. We remark that it is very common for

the observational policy to be confounded by U , which can be understood as the agent’s natural

predilections, e.g., the playing agent in the observational procedure has a preference for certain

treatments due to some hidden causes encoded by U (Bareinboim et al., 2015). After the treatment
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U

X

A Y

O

(a) DAG of the observational process in

CCB

U

X

A Y

O

(b) DAG of the interventional process in

CCB

Figure 1: A DAG illustrating the observational and the interventional process in CCB. Here, the

white nodes represent the observed variables, the light gray nodes represent the variables missing

not at random and the dark nodes represent unmeasured variables. A dashed line means the causal

effect might either exist or not.

is conducted, a reward Y depending on pU,X,O,Aq is received by the agent. The joint distribution

pob in the observational process is thereby given by

pobpu, x, o, a, yq “ ppu, x, oq ¨ πobpa |u, x, oq ¨ ppy |u, x, o, aq. (2.1)

Here we provide two typical examples of side observations in the observational process.

Example 2.1 (Side observations as instrumental variable). In a confounded contextual bandit

with instrumental variable (CCB-IV) shown in Figure 2, O corresponds to instrumental variable Z,

which is assumed to be independent of confounder U and outcome Y . The observational policy is

given by πobpa |u, x, zq.

Example 2.2 (Side observations as proxy variables). In a confounded contextual bandit with

proxy variables (CCB-PV) shown in Figure 3, O corresponds to the negative controls pZ,W q. It is

assumed that W KK A | pU,Xq holds for the outcome proxy W and Z KK pY,W q | pA,X,Uq holds for

the treatment proxy Z. The observational policy is given by πobpa |u, x, zq.

Suppose there are T trials in the observational process and the full dataset is denoted by

rD “ tput, xt, at, yt, otqu
T
t“1. We emphasize that rD is not the dataset that will be used for policy

learning due to the unmeasurement of the confounder ut and the missingness in both the contexts

xt and the side observations ot. We formally discuss the missingness mechanism in the following

paragraph.

Missingness Mechanism. In addition to the unmeasurement of confounder U , we assume that

side observations O and context X in our model are subject to missingness, which extends the
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missingness mechanism in Yang et al. (2019, 2017) where missingness was assumed to be not at

random but independent of outcome Y . We denote the observed dataset as D “ tpqxt, at, yt, qotquTt“1,

where qxt and qot denote the context and the side observations that we truly observe. Let random

variables RX and RO denote the missingness indicators for X and O, respectively. Let rX,t and rO,t

denote realizations of RX and RO in the t-th trial. When rX,t “ 1, the record of xt is not missing

and rX,t “ 0 indicates that the record of xt is lost. We introduce a special dummy value None to

represent a missing record. So qxt takes values in txt,Noneu by the rule of

qxt “

$

&

%

xt if rX,t “ 1

None if rX,t “ 0

In contrast to assuming the observations to be missing randomly (Rubin, 2004; Qu and Lipkovich,

2009; Crowe et al., 2010; Mitra and Reiter, 2011; Seaman and White, 2014), in this paper we study a

more general and challenging setting in which the missingness is not at random, i.e., RX and RO are

not independent of the model pU,X,A, Y,Oq. As RX and RO could be dependent of pU,X,A, Y,Oq,

our results covers the case of malicious adversarial missing. We revisit the previous two examples to

illustrate the missingness.

Example 2.3 (Example 2.1 revisited). In the CCB-IV, we allow RX to be caused by pZ,X,Aq and

RZ to be caused by pZ,Xq.

Example 2.4 (Example 2.2 revisited). In the CCB-PV, we allow RX to be caused by X, RZ to be

caused by pZ,U,A,Xq, and RW to be caused by pW,X,Aq.

Identifying the causal effect in the presence of missingness is nontrivial because the missingness

interferes with the structure of the observational dataset. For instance, when conditioning on RX “ 1

in the CCB-IV, the instrumental variable Z might no longer be independent of the confounder U ,

which leads to failure of conventional identification approaches. More details on the difficulties

brought by the missingness mechanism as well as the method we use to address the missingness

issue will be provided case by case in §4.

2.3 Interventional Process

In the interventional process, an interventional policy is carried out after the model is learned from

the offline dataset. The interventional process is different from the observational process in the

following three aspects:

(i) side observationsO appearing in the dataset are unmeasurable while contextX is fully measurable

in the interventional process;
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(ii) the agent follows an interventional policy π : X Ñ ∆pAq which is independent of U and O

since they are unable to measure in the interventional process;

(iii) context X follows a new marginal distribution rppxq in the interventional process.

Aspect (i) indicates that only the context is revealed to the agent in the interventional process.

Therefore, the interventional policy is context-dependent, as is stated in (ii). We remark that (iii)

can be understood through the idea of a marginal distribution shift in X between the observational

group and the interventional group, which is very common in real-world practice. For example,

when studying the effect of recommended ads’ type (A) on the clicking rates (Y ) with users’ age

(X) serving as the context, we might have an interventional group whose age distribution differs

from the observational group. Another example is the in-context learning paradigm, where the task

specification procedure can be viewed as ”conditioning” the model on a certain context presented

by the input texts/token (Brown et al., 2020; Radford et al., 2019). Following (i)-(iii), the joint

distribution pπin of random variables in the interventional process is given by

pπinpu, x, o, a, yq “ rppxqppu, o |xqπpa |xqppy |u, x, o, aq. (2.2)

Diagrammatic explanations of the interventional process are given in Figure 1b. We see that the

DAG of the interventional model is given by substituting the blue incoming edges to treatment A

encoded by πob in the observational model with the orange incoming edges encoded by π, while the

remaining part of the DAG remains unchanged except for the marginal distribution of X.

Reward function and policy optimization. In the interventional process, the average reward

vπ is defined as

vπ “ Epπin rY s , (2.3)

where Epπin corresponds to the expectation taken with respect to pπin defined in (2.2). Our target is

to find π˚ P Π : X Ñ ∆pX q that optimizes the average reward,

π˚ “ arg max
πPΠ

vπ.

Correspondingly, we define the performance metric as the following sub-optimality,

SubOptpπq “ vπ
˚

´ vπ. (2.4)

In summary, our goal is to design a learning algorithm that returns a policy pπ based on the

offline dataset D collected in the observational process. Here the dataset is subject to unmeasured

confounder and missingness.
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3 CAP Algorithm

In this section, we first investigate the main challenges of such an offline bandit problem, including

the issue of confounding and missing data and also the spurious correlation that arises in the

decomposition of the sub-optimality in §3.1. We then put forward an algorithm framework named

Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy learning in the face of such challenges in §3.2.

3.1 Challenges in the Offline Setting

The offline learning problem in the CCB boils down to the following two questions: (i) how to evaluate

the average reward given an interventional policy; (ii) how to efficiently find an interventional policy

that maximizes the average reward. When trying to answer these two questions, we encounter two

major challenges: (i) confounded and missing data; (ii) spurious correlation in the sub-optimality.

We briefly discuss where these challenges stem from and what technologies we use to overcome these

challenges in this subsection.

Challenges in average reward evaluation: confounded and missing data. The key to

the problem of evaluating the average reward (2.3) in the interventional process is to learn the

conditional average treatment effect (CATE) defined as

g˚px, aq “ Eob rY |X “ x,dopA “ aqs ,

where Eob is an abbreviation for Epob
. Here, the do-calculus dopA “ aq in the condition means that

the expectation is taken with respect to the distribution obtained by deleting πobpa |u, x, oq from

the product decomposition of pob in (2.1) and restricting A “ a. Learning the CATE is important

since the average reward is related to the CATE by

vπ “ Epπin rg
˚pX,Aqs . (3.1)

In the presence of confounding bias (VanderWeele et al., 2008; Jager et al., 2008), learning the

CATE needs tools borrowed from causal inference. To control for the confounding bias, a typical

way is to exploit side observations O in the offline data (Lipsitch et al., 2010; Singh, 2020). Instances

of controlling the confounding bias using side observations are presented in Examples 2.1 and 2.2

where instrumental variable (IV) (Cragg and Donald, 1993; Arellano and Bover, 1995; Newey and

Powell, 2003) or proxy variables (PV) (Tchetgen et al., 2020; Ying et al., 2021) are introduced for

negative controls.

However, our problem is still challenging given the fact that the missingness bias is coupled

with the confounding bias. Note that identification with outcome-independent missingness is rather

trivial in the unconfounded contextual bandit setting with tuple pX,A, Y,RXq where RX is caused
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by pX,Aq. The simplest way is to use the dataset without missingness, i.e., conditioning on RX “ 1

and estimate Eob rY |X “ x,A “ a,RX “ 1s. Such a method is valid since we have RX KK Y | pX,Aq

without confounders. However, in the confounded contextual bandit setting, the causal effect is

identified with the aid of side observations, and some model assumptions related to these side

observations are broken when simply conditioning on pRX , ROq “ 1. Take the CCB-IV case for

instance. The IV independence assumption Z KK U |X is broken by conditioning on RX “ 1 since

RX also depends on confounded action A. As we will show in §4, the CATE learning problem is

addressed by solving a novel integral equation system (IES), in which the integral equations are

coupled together, and the CATE is obtained as the solution to the IES.

Challenges in policy optimization: spurious correlation. We discuss the second question

on how to efficiently optimize the interventional policy. Let g denote an estimation of the CATE

and g˚ denote the exact CATE thereafter. Following (3.1), we define the average reward function

corresponding to g and π as

vpg, πq “ Epπin rgpX,Aqs . (3.2)

It is okay if we simply take a greedy policy pπ that maximizes vpg, πq. However, such a greedy policy

can sometimes be misleading. A little calculation of the sub-optimality helps gain intuition. We

let rppxq “ 1px “ x0q for brevity. By definition of the sub-optimality in (2.4) and the fact that pπ is

greedy with respect to g, we have

SubOptppπq ď xg˚px0, ¨q ´ gpx0, ¨q, π
˚p¨ |x0qy

loooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooon

(i)

`xgpx0, ¨q ´ g
˚px0, ¨q, pπp¨ |x0qy

loooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooon

(ii)

. (3.3)

Note that π˚ in term (i) is intrinsic to the bandit model and does not depend on g. In contrast, pπ

in term (ii) is coupled with the estimated g, which yields the spurious correlation (Jin et al., 2021)

and makes term (ii) hard to control. Bounding term (ii) usually needs strong assumptions on the

”uniform coverage” of the dataset D as in the existing bandit and RL literature (Brandfonbrener

et al., 2020; Tennenholtz et al., 2021; Laroche et al., 2019), which occasionally fails to hold in

practice.

Instead, we adopt the technique of uncertainty quantification and pessimism to cope with the

spurious correlation challenges. Similar techniques have been applied to other problems in the

existing literature (Jin et al., 2021; Uehara and Sun, 2021; Zhan et al., 2022; Rashidinejad et al.,

2021). Our work successfully integrates such techniques with the confounded and missing data

scenarios. Specifically, we first construct a confidence set CID for the estimated g based on the

offline data such that g˚ P CID holds with high probability. If the policy is optimized with respect

to g P CID that minimizes vpg, ¨q, it follows that vpg, pπq ď vpg˚, pπq, and the spurious correlation in
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term (ii) vanishes. Then, the estimated policy is given by

pπ “ arg sup
πPΠ

inf
gPCID

vpg, πq.

Moreover, it is also shown that pessimism can promote exploration (Auer et al., 2008; Azar et al.,

2017) and help weaken the assumptions on the concentrability coefficient or the data coverage

(Buckman et al., 2020).

3.2 Algorithm Outline

Now that we have answered the two questions raised in the last subsection by (i) identifying

the CATE from an integral equation system (IES); (ii) optimizing the policy with a pessimistic

estimator g selected from some confidence set CID. What remains to clarify is how to construct the

confidence set CID based on the IES. As we will show in §5, learning the CATE from the IES can

be alternatively done by minimizing some empirical loss function LDphq on the hypothesis class

H, where h is an estimated solution to the IES. We are then inspired to construct the confidence

set as a level set of H with respect to metric LDp¨q and a threshold eD. The whole procedure is

summarized in the following Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy learning algorithm.

Algorithm 1 Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP) policy learning

Input: dataset D “ tqxt, at, yt, qotu
T
t“1 from the observational process, hypothesis space H, policy class Π,

threshold eD.

(i) Construct confidence set CIDpeDq as the level set of H with respect to metric LDp¨q and threshold eD.

(ii) pπ “ arg supπPΠ infgPCIDpeDq vpg, πq.

Output: pπ.

The IESs for identifying the CATE in both the CCB-IV and the CCB-PV settings are formulated

in §4, and a united form is presented with use of a linear operator T . Based on such a united form,

the loss function LDp¨q and the confidence set CID is constructed using the technique of minimax

estimator. More details about constructing CID are provided in §5.

4 Causal Identification of CATE

In this section, we show how to identify the CATE for CCB-IV and CCB-PV with missingness.

Under certain completeness assumptions, the CATE is learnable through solving an integral equation

system (IES). We also give explanations for the IES in the matrix form and compare the IES to

standard identification equations without missingness to highlight how we address the missingness

issue. A united form for the IES with a linear operator T is provided in §4.3.
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4.1 Identification in Confounded Contextual Bandit with Instrumental Variable

U

X

A Y

Z

(a) DAG of the observational process in

CCB-IV

U

X

A Y

Z

(b) DAG of the interventional process in

CCB-IV

Figure 2: A DAG illustrating the introduction of side observations (O “ Z) in CCB-IV and the

difference between the observational model and the interventional model in CCB-IV. Here, the white

nodes represent observed variables, the light grey nodes represent the variables with missingness

not at random and the dark nodes represent unmeasured variables. A line with arrows at both

ends means that the causal effect going in each way is allowed and therefore, the direction is not

specified.

Instrumental variable (IV) regression is a method in causal statistics for estimating the confounded

causal effect of treatment A on outcome Y . Researchers in economics employ IV to overcome issues

of strategic interaction, e.g., supply cost shifters (Z) only influence sales (Y ) via price (A), thereby

identifying counterfactual demand even though prices are confounded by supply and demand market

forces (Wright, 1928; Blundell et al., 2012).

Our model for confounded contextual bandit with instrumental variable (CCB-IV) is illustrated

in Figure 2. In contrast to the standard IV model without context, we assume the IV to depend on

the context X, for the reason that the IV usually appears as a recommendation of the treatment given

by an advisor based on the current context. The model assumptions for CCB-IV are summarized as

follows.

Assumption 4.1 (Model assumptions for observational process in CCB-IV). We assume that the

following assumptions hold for the observational process of the CCB-IV.

(i) (Structured reward). Y “ fpA,Xq ` ε where ε KK A | pX,Uq;

(ii) (IV completeness). EobrσpX,Aq |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ 0 holds for all z P Z if and only if

σpX,Aq “ 0 holds almost surely;

(iii) (IV independence). For the IV, we assume that Z KK pU, εq |X;
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(iv) (Unconfounded and outcome-independent missingness). We allow RX to be caused by pZ,X,Aq

and RZ to be caused by pZ,Xq.

The model assumption in (i) can be viewed as a generalization of the semi-parametric con-

textual bandits, whose outcome is given by Y paq “ xθ,Xay ` gpXq ` ε when selecting treatment

a (Krishnamurthy et al., 2018). The context X “ pXa1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , Xa|A|q is a tuple and each element

corresponds to a feature for an action. Moreover, ε can be viewed as a treatment-independent noise.

The IV completeness assumption in (ii) ensures that different IV (Z) generates enough variation in

pX,Aq and the IV independence assumption in (iii) ensures that the IV is not confounded and is

independent of the noise. Combining (i) and (iii) we see that the IV is also outcome-independent, i.e.,

Z KK Y | pA,U,Xq. We remark that assumptions (i)-(iii) are standard in the IV literature (Baiocchi

et al., 2014; Newey and Powell, 2003; Singh et al., 2019; Chen and Qiu, 2016; Chen et al., 2011),

and an IV satisfying these assumptions is referred to as a valid IV. Assumption (iv) shows that

the missingness is unconfounded and outcome-independent, since RX and RZ are neither caused

nor have a direct effect on U and Y . We remark that the missingness issue cannot be addressed

trivially by only using the dataset subject to pRX , RZq “ 1. Note that we have pU,Zq Ñ A and

AÑ RX in Figure 2a. Conditioning on RX “ 1 will therefore create an edge between Z and U and

break the IV independence assumption. Fortunately, we have the following theorem to identify the

CATE in the CCB-IV model with missingness.

Theorem 4.2 (IES for CATE identification in CCB-IV). Suppose that Assumption 4.1 holds. If

there exist functions h1 : Y ˆAˆ Z Ñ R and g : Aˆ X Ñ R satisfying,

Eob rh1pY,A,Zq ´ Y |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ 0, (4.1)

Eob rgpX,Aq ´ h1pY,A,Zq |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s “ 0, (4.2)

it follows that gpx, aq
a.s.
“ g˚px, aq where g˚px, aq is the CATE.

Proof. See §B.1 for a detailed proof.

An understanding of Theorem 4.2 in the matrix form. We give a matrix explanation of the

method we use to overcome the confounding and missingness issue in Theorem 4.2. We first study

what happens if there is no missingness issue but just confounding effect. Suppose RZ ” RX ” 1, a

simple Combination of (4.1) and (4.2) gives the following identification equation,

Eob rY |Z “ zs “ Eob rg
˚pA,Xq |Z “ zs , (4.3)

which corresponds to the standard identification in the IV model (Liao et al., 2021, Proposition 3.1).

Since (4.3) is learnable from the dataset without missingness, we can thus overcome the confounding

issue and recover the CATE with the distributional information encoded in the side observation Z.
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For the missingness issue, we remark that additionally conditioning on RZ “ 1 on both sides of

(4.3) still recovers the exact CATE, i.e.,

Eob rY |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rg
˚pA,Xq |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s , (4.4)

which is proved in §B.1. Thus, we just need to focus on the missingness in X. The difficulty

is that we cannot simply evaluate the right-hand side of (4.3) based on the observed data since

pobpx, a | z,RZ “ 1q ‰ pobpx, a | z, pRX , RZq “ 1q. To address the problem of missingness in X, we

have the following observation

P pY, a | z,RZ “ 1q “ P pY |X, a, z, pRZ , RXq “ 1q ¨ P pX, a | z,RZ “ 1q, (4.5)

where P pY |Xq “ tpobpyi |xjquij denotes a matrix of size |Y| ˆ |X | whose element in row i

and column j is pobpyi |xjq. In the following, we use capital P to denote the matrix formed

by matrixing the mass function. We remark that (4.5) is a direct result following the chain

rule and the fact that RX is outcome-independent, i.e., RX KK pY,RZq | pA,Z,Xq. By assum-

ing rankpP pY |X, a, z, pRX , RZq “ 1qq “ |X |, the Moore-Penrose inverse exists and we have

P pX, a | z,RZ “ 1q “ P pY |X, a, z, pRZ , RXq “ 1q:P pY, a | z,RZ “ 1q. Now we can rewrite (4.4) as

Eob rY |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “
ÿ

aPA
gpa,XqP pY |X, a, z, pRX , RZq “ 1q:
looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

“: h1pY, a, zq

P pY, a | z,RZ “ 1q, (4.6)

where gpX, aq “ tgpxi, aqui and P pY, a | z,RZ “ 1q “ tppyi, a | z,RZ “ 1qui are column vectors and

h1pY, a, zq “ th1pyi, a, zqiu is a column vector defined by the under-brace in (4.6). The benefit of

introducing h1 is that h1 can be directly learned from the observed dataset. As a matter of fact,

the definition of h1 leads to (4.2) and plugging h1 into (4.6) gives (4.1). For the bridge function

h1 to exist, we need rankpP pY |X, a, zqq “ |X |, which implies that the conditional distribution

of Y should be informative enough to recover the missing distribution of X. So to overcome the

missingness issue, we additionally exploit the distributional information of the outcome rather than

merely using the average. In the continuous setting, the equivalent condition for h1 to exist can be

expressed as follows.

Remark 4.3 (Condition for the existence of a solution to the IES in Theorem 4.2). A solution

h “ ph1, gq to the IES in Theorem 4.2 exists if and only if there exists a solution h1 to the following

equation,

Eob rg
˚pA,Xq ´ h1pY,A,Zq |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ 0, @pa, x, zq P Aˆ X ˆ Z, (4.7)

where g˚ is the exact CATE. We leave the proof for §B.2.

Such a condition corresponds to the study of the linear inverse problem. It follows from Picard’s

theorem that certain completeness conditions are required (Miao et al., 2018a; Carrasco et al., 2007,

Theorem 2.41). See §D for more details.
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Integral equation system. In the following, we assume that the condition in Remark 4.3 holds.

We remark that (4.1) and (4.2) form an integral equation system (IES), meaning that separately

solving (4.1) or (4.2) alone would not give the correct answer. The reason is that not all h1 satisfying

(4.1) respect (4.2). To illustrate the point, let us consider a special tabular case. Suppose ε “ 0 and

y “ fpx, aq where f is invertible with respect to x for any fixed a. We thus have gpx, aq “ fpx, aq

as the CATE and the independent condition Y KK Z | pX,Aq. It follows from (4.2) that

h1pY, a, zq | Y“y “ gpa,XqP pY |X, a, pRX , RZq “ 1q´1 | Y“y “ gpa, f´1py, aqq “ y,

is the unique solution for h1. However, solving (4.1) alone might give the following solution,

h1py, a, zq “ Eob rY |Z “ z,RZ “ 1s .

Apparently, such a solution does not respect the solution h1py, a, zq “ y given by (4.2). Therefore,

we see that (4.1) and (4.2) are coupled together. What matters about the IES is that we have to

construct the confidence set for h1 and g as a whole instead of using a nested structure. Details for

quantifying the uncertainty that arises from the solving the IES empirically are defered to §5.

4.2 Identification for Confounded Contextual Bandit with Proximal Variable

The idea behind CCB-PV is to identify the causal effect using two auxiliary side observations

Z and W as negative controls to check for spurious relationships in the existence of unobserved

confounder (Singh, 2020; Miao et al., 2018b). The model is depicted in Figure 3. We present the

model assumptions as follows.

Assumption 4.4 (Model assumptions for the observational process in CCB-PV). We assume that

for the CCB-PV with outcome independent missingness, the following assumptions hold for the

observational process,

(i) (PV completeness). For any a P A, x P X , Eob rσpUq |X “ x,A “ a, Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ 0 holds

for any z P Z if and only if σpuq
a.s.
“ 0 holds.

(ii) (PV independence). W KK A | pU,Xq and Z KK pY,W q | pA,X,Uq.

(iii) (Unconfounded and outcome-independent missingness). We assume that RW is caused by

pW,X,Aq, RX is caused by X, and RZ is caused by pZ,U,A,Xq.

We remark that (i) and (ii) in Assumption 4.4 are standard for identification in the PV setting

(Miao et al., 2018b,a; Nair and Jiang, 2021; Cui et al., 2020; Bennett and Kallus, 2021). Here, (iii)

is the unconfounded and outcome-independent missingness assumption, with an exception that Z

is allowed to be confounded. We remark that the missingness issue cannot be addressed trivially
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X

A Y

Z W

(a) DAG of the observational process in

CCB-PV

U

X

A Y

Z W

(b) DAG of the interventional process in

CCB-PV

Figure 3: A DAG illustrating the introduction of side observations (O “ pZ,W q) in CCB-PV and

the difference between the observational model and the interventional model in CCB-PV. Here,

the white nodes represent observed variables, the light grey nodes represent the variables with

missingness not at random and the dark nodes represent unmeasured variables. A dashed line

between two variables means they can either have explicit causal effect or not. A line with arrows

at both ends means that the causal effect going in each way is allowed and therefore, the direction

is not specified.

by conditioning on pRZ , RX , RW q “ 1, since the PV independence assumption W KK A | pU,Xq

no longer holds when conditioning on RW “ 1. Moreover, conditioning on RZ “ 1 also yields a

distribution shift in U , rendering a bias in identifying the CATE. An example of POMDP with such

a missingness mechanism is given in §9. Now, we provide the identification formula for the CCB-PV

as follows.

Theorem 4.5 (IES for CATE identification in CCB-PV). Suppose Assumption 4.4 holds. If there

exist bridge functions h1 : Y ˆAˆ X ˆ Z Ñ R, h2 : AˆW ˆ X Ñ R, h3 : Y ˆAˆ X ˆAÑ R
and g : X ˆAÑ R satisfying,

Eob rh1pY,A,X,Zq ´ Y |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z, pRX , RZq “ 1s “ 0, (4.8)

Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ h1pY,A,X,Zq | pA,W,X,Zq “ pa,w, x, zq, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1s “ 0, (4.9)

Eob

“

h3pY,A,X, a
1q ´ h2pa

1,W,Xq |A “ a,W “ w,X “ x, pRW , RXq “ 1
‰

“ 0, (4.10)

Eob

“

gpX, a1q ´ h3pY,A,X, a
1q |X “ x,RX “ 1

‰

“ 0, (4.11)

for any px, a, z, w, a1q P X ˆAˆZ ˆW ˆA, it follows that gpx, aq
a.s.
“ g˚px, aq where g˚px, aq is the

CATE.

Proof. See §B.3 for a detailed proof.
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The matrix explanation for the CCB-PV is similar to the CCB-IV case. See §A for more details.

We give the following conditions on the existence of a solution to the above-mentioned IES.

Remark 4.6 (Conditions for existence of a solution to the IES in Theorem 4.5). A solution

h “ ph1, h2, h3, gq to the IES in Theorem 4.5 exists if and only if the following three conditions are

satisfied:

(i) There exists a solution h2 to Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y |A “ a,X “ x, U “ us “ 0;

(ii) For any solution h2 in (i), there exists a solution h1 to (4.9) and a solution h3 to (4.10).

The proof is given in §B.4.

Conditions (i)-(ii) also require certain property of completeness, as is discussed in the CCB-IV

case. See §D for more details. Note that (i) is a standard condition in proximal causal learning (Miao

et al., 2018a,b; Cui et al., 2020). In a discrete setting, condition (i) means rankpP pW |U, x, aqq “ |U |,

showing that W should couple enough information from the unmeasured confounder. For h1 and

h3 to exist, we just need rankpP pY |W,a, x, zqq “ |W| and rankpP pY |W,a, xqq “ |W|, implying

that Y couples sufficient information of the missing variable W . Analogue to the CCB-IV case, we

remark that equations in the IES for CCB-PV are coupled and should be solved at the same time.

Pseudo random variable A1. Here in the CCB-PV setting, we encounter an issue concerning a1

that appears in (4.10) and (4.11). Note that (4.10) and (4.11) should hold point-wise with respect

to a1. However, if we treat each a1 P A separately, we need to solve |A| equations, and the problem

becomes intractable as |A| grows larger, or we have a continuous treatment space. To overcome

such a difficulty, we propose to treat a1 as a realization of a pseudo random variable A1, which is

independent of the CCB-PV model and uniformly distributed across the action space. Therefore,

the joint distribution µ including A1 is given by

µpy, a, w, x, z, u, rW , rX , rZ , a
1q “ pobpy, a, w, x, z, u, rW , rX , rZqupa

1q.

Thereby, (4.10) and (4.11) can be written as,

Eob

“

h3pY,A,X,A
1q ´ h2pA

1,W,Xq |A “ a,W “ w,X “ x,A1 “ a1, pRW , RXq “ 1
‰

“ 0, (4.12)

Eob

“

h4pX,A
1q ´ h3pY,A,X,A

1q |X “ x,A1 “ a1, RX “ 1
‰

“ 0. (4.13)

Here, by letting A1 „ upaq, we try to learn an estimator that yields small error in each a1. Moreover,

the dataset D can be easily adjusted by adding an element a1t which is uniformly selected from A
and added to each sample, i.e., D “ tqxt, at, yt, qwt, qzt, a

1
tu
T
t“1. By treating A1 as a pseudo random

variable and a1 as its realization, we transform (4.10) and (4.11) into conditional moment equations,

which facilitates our analysis of the IES in the sequel.
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4.3 United Form for the IES

We summarize the IES discussed in both the CCB-IV and CCB-PV cases into the following united

form

EµkrαkphpXq, Ykq |Zks “ 0, @k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku , (4.14)

where

K denotes the total number of equations in the IES,

h represents the vector of bridge functions to learn, i.e., hpXq “ ph1pX1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , hK´1pXK´1q, gpXKqq

where Xk is the random variable vector that hk depends on and X is a union of tXku
K
k“1,

αk is the linear function that is taken expectation with in the k-th equation of the IES, which

depends on hpXq and random variable vector Yk,

Zk is the random variable vector that is conditioned on in the k-th equation of the IES,

µk denotes the joint distribution for pX,Yk, Zkq and Eµk is the expectation taken with respect to

µk,

We give an example to illustrate the united form in (4.14). Following the IES of CCB-PV in

Theorem 4.5, we have K “ 4, X “
ŤK
k“1Xk “ tY,A,X,Z,W,A1u, Y1 “ Y , Z1 “ tA,X,Zu,

µ1px, a, y, zq “ pobpx, a, y, z | pRX , RZq “ 1q, and α1phpXq, Y1q “ h1pY,A,X,Zq ´ Y . Note that

the joint distribution µk for the variables in each equation can be different. For example, the

joint distribution for (4.8) is conditioned on pRX , RZq “ 1 while the joint distribution for (4.9) is

conditioned on pRW , RX , RZq “ 1. Moreover, let Dk denote the subset data of D corresponding

to the missingness condition in the k-th equation of the IES, e.g., in the CCB-PV case we have

D1 “ tpqxt, at, yt, qwt, qzt, a
1
tq : prX,t, rZ,tq “ 1u, which is a subset of D “ tpqxt, at, yt, qwt, qzt, a1tquTt“1 and

D1 „ µ1. Let FpZkq denotes the functional space on Zk. Since αk is linear, we can define a linear

operator Tk : HÑ FpZkq for the united form of the IES in (4.14) as

Tkhp¨q :“ Eµk rαkphpXq, Ykq |Zk “ ¨s . (4.15)

By letting T hpzq “ pT1hpz1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , TKhpzKqq, the IES in (4.14) can be alternatively expressed as

T hpzq “ 0. (4.16)

Note that the IES (4.16) comprises a series of conditional moment equations, which is hard to solve

with offline data. In the next section, we propose to transform the conditional moment equations

into unconditional moment estimators.
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5 Estimation

In this section, we use the method of minimax estimation to transform the conditional moment

restrictions in the IES into an unconditional moment minimax estimator with respect to LDp¨q. We

then build the confidence set for the CATE as the level set in H under metric LDp¨q and threshold

eD. Based on the confidence set, we integrate pessimism in policy optimization.

RMSE and unconditional moment criteria. We let H “ H1ˆ¨ ¨ ¨ˆHK´1ˆG be the hypothesis

space for h. Following the idea of projected residual mean squared error (RMSE) minimization

(Dikkala et al., 2020), our estimation target is good generalization performance subject to the

following RMSE,

}T h}2µ,2 :“
K
ÿ

k“1

Eµk rTkhpZkqs
2
“

K
ÿ

k“1

Eµk
”

pEµk rαkphpXq, Ykq |Zksq
2
ı

, (5.1)

where T h “ pT1h, ¨ ¨ ¨ , TKhq and µ “ pµ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , µKq. Note that solving the conditional moment

equations (4.16) corresponds to finding the h P H that minimizes the RMSE. However, learning the

causal relationship with conditional moment restrictions is a challenging task. It has been investigated

in the existing literature how to transform conditional moment conditions into unconditional moment

conditions, e.g., methods of importance weighting using conditional density ratio (Kato et al., 2021)

or using linear sieve estimator (Ai and Chen, 2003) where the estimator has a rate of n´1{4. Inspired

by the method of minimax estimation (Dikkala et al., 2020; Duan et al., 2021; Uehara et al., 2021)

with fast rate of n´1{2, we propose to approximate (5.1) with an unconditional minimax estimator.

Specifically, we introduce a test function θk : Zk Ñ R for each linear operator Tk. The function class

for θk is Θk, which we refer to as the dual function class. The unconditional moment loss function

that is used to replace the RMSE in (5.1) is then given by

Lphq “
K
ÿ

k“1

Lkphq, where Lkphq “ sup
θkPΘk

Eµk rαkphpXq, YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
||θk||

2
µk,2

. (5.2)

By assuming the test function class Θk to be star-shaped, we always have Lkphq ě 0 (otherwise by

letting θk “ 0 there is a conflict with the fact that Lkphq takes the supremum over Θk). Note that as

long as Tkh P Θk, the loss function Lp¨q is equivalent to the RMSE }T p¨q}2µ,2, which can be verified

by the property of Fenchel duality (see §D.1 for a detailed proof). Therefore, if we have Tkh P Θk,

we see that any solution to (4.16) is a minimizer to the unconditional moment loss function, i.e.,

h˚ “ arg infh Lphq. In line with (5.2), we define the empirical loss function on the dataset D as

follows,

LDphq “
K
ÿ

k“1

Lk,Dphq, where Lk,Dphq “ sup
θkPΘk

EDk rαkphpXq, YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
||θk||

2
Dk,2,
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where Dk is a subset of D and we have Dk „ µk, as is discussed in §4.3. We also have Lk,Dphq ě 0

following the same argument that Lk,D takes the supremum over the dual function class. Now we

are ready to build the confidence set CIH,D as the level set with respect to the metric LDp¨q and

threshold eD as follows,

CIH,DpeDq “

"

h P H : LDphq ď inf
hPH

LDphq ` eD

*

. (5.3)

Correspondingly, the confidence set for the CATE is given by

CIDpeDq “
!

g P G : Dh P CIH,DpeDq, s.t., g “ hpKq
)

,

where hpKq is the last element of h. Therefore, we have g “ hpKq by noting that the last element

of h is the estimated CATE following both Theorems 4.2 and 4.5. We remark that building the

confidence set is a way to address the aleatoric uncertainty stemming from the data generating

process, as will be shown in Theorem 6.4 that CIH,DpeDq can capture an estimator h˚H with small

realizability error. On the other hand, we can eliminate the spurious correlation in (3.3) with

pessimism on such a confidence set, i.e., greedily selecting the policy that optimizes the pessimistic

average reward function with g P CIDpeDq,

pπ “ arg sup
πPΠ

inf
gPCIDpeDq

vpg, πq,

where v is the average reward function defined in (3.2). Here, we denote by pgπ “ arg infgPCIDpeDq vpg, πq

the estimated pessimistic CATE under the interventional policy π. By plugging in the definition

of LDp¨q and CIDp¨q in Algorithm 1, we obtain the complete Causal-Adjusted Pessimistic (CAP)

policy learning algorithm.

6 Theoretical Results

Let h˚ denote the exact solution to (4.14). We allow the model to be misspecified, i.e., the exact

solution might not be fully captured by the hypothesis space H. To characterize the approximation

error, we pose the following assumption on the realizability of the hypothesis class H.

Assumption 6.1 (Realizability of hypothesis class). Let εH ą 0 be the minimal positive value

such that there exists h˚H “ th
˚
H,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , h

˚
H,K´1, g

˚
Hu P H satisfying,

(i) }T h˚H}µ,2 ď εH, where }T h˚H}µ,2 is the RMSE defined in (5.1).

(ii) supvPV }g
˚
H ´ g

˚}v,2 ď εH, where V “ tv : vpx, aq “ rppxqπpa |xq,@π P Πu.

Here, (i) characterizes the approximation error of h˚H under the metric }T p¨q}µ,2 where µ

represents the distribution in the dataset, and the approximation error in (ii) is the supremum over
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all the possible measure that is realizable by the policy class Π. We remark that h˚H can be softly

viewed as the projection of h˚ onto the hypothesis space H with approximation error εH. We then

pose the following assumption on the compatibility of the test function class Θk.

Assumption 6.2 (Compatibility of test function class). Suppose that for any h P H and for any

k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku, it holds that infθkPΘk }θk ´ Tkh}µk,2 ď εΘ.

We give an example where the test function class has full compatibility. Following the discussion

in Dikkala et al. (2020), we consider a case where Θk lies in a Reproducing Kernel Hilbert space

(RKHS) HKθk
with RKHS kernel Kθk : Zk ˆ Zk Ñ R. If αk lies in another RKHS space HKαk

and

the conditional density function ppX,Yk |Zkq satisfies ppX,Yk | ¨q P HKΘk
, we then have Tkh P HKΘk

,

which means that the dual function class has full compatibility. In addition, we pose the following

assumption on the regularity of function classes H, Θ and linear function αk.

Assumption 6.3 (Regularity). We assume that αk is Lα,1-Lipschitz continuous with respect

to hj and Yk for all j, k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku. We assume that the support of Yk is bounded, i.e.,

}supppYkq}8 ď LY . Moreover, we assume that suphPH ||h||8 ď Lh and supθPΘ ||θ||8 ď Lθ.

We justify the regularity assumption by the examples of CCB-IV and CCB-PV. Following

Theorems 4.2 and 4.5, we see that the continuity of αk is apparent. The regularity of H and Θ is

easy to satisfy by choosing bounded function classes. With bounded reward, it is straightforward

that the linear function αkph, Ykq is globally bounded. Specifically, we can assume that }αk}8 ď Lα.

To characterize the properties of the confidence set Under these assumptions, we first define an

event E as

E “
!

|EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs| ď ηk

´

Lα }θk}µk,2 ` ηk

¯

,

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

,@h P H,@θk P Θk,@k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku
)

. (6.1)

where ηk bounds the maximal critic radius for function classes Qk and Θk with respect to ξ P p0, 1q.

Here, we define function class Qk as

Qk “ tαkphpXkq, Ykqθk : @h P H, θk P Θku .

See §E for calculation of the critical radius in the case of linear function class. We let η2 “
řK
k“1 η

2
k

for simplicity. Now we give the following theorem, which shows that event E holds with high

probability and the confidence set built for uncertainty quantification enjoys some good properties.

Theorem 6.4 (Uncertainty Quantification). Suppose that Assumptions 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 hold. Event

E holds with probability at least 1´ 2Kξ and the confidence set enjoys the following properties on

E ,
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(i). For the h˚H satisfying Assumption 6.1, it holds that LDph
˚
Hq ď 2εH

2 `
`

2L2
α ` 5{4

˘

η2. More-

over, if we set eD ą 2εH
2 `

`

2L2
α ` 5{4

˘

η2, it holds that g˚H P CIDpeDq.

(ii). For all h P CIH,DpeDq, we have,

sup
kPt1,¨¨¨ ,Ku

}Tkh}µk,2
E
À OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p

?
eDq `O pηq .

Proof. See §C.1 for a detailed proof.

Theorem 6.4 shows that event E holds with a high probability. We see from (i) that it is

theoretically guaranteed that h˚H lies within the confidence set by properly setting the threshold eD.

As will be shown shortly after, such a property is vital for the use of pessimism. Property (ii) in

Theorem 6.4 shows that the RMSE for any h P CIH,DpeDq is well controlled on event E . Now we

are ready to present the convergence results for the sub-optimality defined in (2.4). We give the

following theorem on the sub-optimality for the CCB-IV.

Theorem 6.5 (Convergence of sub-optimality for CCB-IV). Suppose that Assumption 4.1 for

the CCB-IV model and the conditions in Remark 4.3 hold. Suppose that Assumptions 6.1, 6.2,

and 6.3 for function classes H and Θ hold. The threshold eD for the confidence set is set to

eD ą 2εH
2 ` p2L2

α ` 5{4qη2. For the marginal distribution of context rp in the interventional process

and the optimal interventional policy π˚, suppose that there exists b1 : Z Ñ R satisfying

Eob rb1pZq |A “ a,X “ x,RZ “ 1s “
rppxqπ˚pa |xq

pobpx, a |RZ “ 1q
. (6.2)

The sub-optimality corresponding to pπ for the CCB-IV is bounded on event E with probability at

least 1´ 4ξ by

SubOptppπq
E
À

2
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨
`

OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq

˘

,

where b2 : Aˆ X ˆ Z Ñ R is defined as,

b2pa, x, zq “ b1pzq
pobpa, x, z |RZ “ 1q

pobpa, x, z | pRX , RZq “ 1q
. (6.3)

Proof. See §C.2 and §C.3 for a detailed proof.

Similarly, the convergence of sub-optimality for CCB-PV is given by

Theorem 6.6 (Convergence of sub-optimality for CCB-PV). Suppose that Assumption 4.4 for

the CCB-PV model and the conditions in Remark 4.6 hold. Suppose that Assumptions 6.1, 6.2,

and 6.3 for function classes H and Θ hold. The threshold eD for the confidence set is set to
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eD ą 2εH
2 ` p2L2

α ` 5{4qη2. For the marginal context distribution rp in the interventional process

and the optimal interventional policy π˚, suppose that there exists b1 : X ˆAˆ Z Ñ R satisfying

Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |X “ x, U “ u,A “ a,RZ “ 1s “
pobpu |xqrppxqπ

˚pa |xq

pobpu, x, a |RZ “ 1q
. (6.4)

The sub-optimality corresponding to pπ for the CCB-PV is bounded with probability at least 1´ 8ξ

by

SubOptppπq À
4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨
`

OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq

˘

,

where b2 : AˆW ˆ X ˆ Z, b3 : W ˆ X ˆAˆA1 and b4 : X ˆA1 Ñ R are defined as

b2pa,w, x, zq “ b1px, a, zq
pobpa,w, x | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpa,w, x | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
.

b3pw, x, a, a
1q “

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqpobpa,w |x,RX “ 1q

upa1qpobpx, a, w | pRW , RXq “ 1q
, b4px, a

1q “
rppxqπ˚pa1 |xq

pobpx |RX “ 1qupa1q
.

Proof. See §C.2 and §C.4 for a detailed proof.

Remarks on the existence of b1. We remark that the existence of b1 in (6.2) and (6.4) are

also related to the linear inverse problem, as is discussed in §D. In the discrete setting, (6.2) is

automatically satisfied if the distribution shift ratio on the right-hand side is globally bounded.

This is because we already have rankpP pZ | pA,Xq, RZ “ 1qq ě |A| ˆ |X | by the IV completeness

assumption and thus the Moore-Penrose inverse P pZ | pA,Xq, RZ “ 1q` exists. Similarly, (6.4) is

also automatically satisfied in the discrete setting following the PV completeness assumption.

Significance of the main theorems. Theorem 6.5 and 6.6 establish the convergence of the sub-

optimality for the CAP algorithm in the offline confounded contextual bandit with missingness. Such

results are achieved by using the minimax estimator, building a confidence set for the CATE, and

integrating pessimism in the policy optimization step. Our theories deal with model misspecification

in the hypothesis space and the dual function class. Moreover, the sub-optimality does not rely

on the “uniform coverage” of the observational dataset, e.g., uniformly lower bounded densities of

visitation measures (Yang et al., 2020; Liao et al., 2020; Duan et al., 2020). This is because the

distribution shift ratio bk only depends on the optimal policy π˚, which is intrinsic to the bandit

model, instead of the whole policy class Π. Therefore, we only require the dataset to “cover” certain

distributions induced by π˚.

Implications of the main theorems. When it holds that η „ rOpn´1{2q (see §E for a calculation

of the critical radius of the linear function class) and εH “ εΘ “ 0, by setting eD „ rOpn´1q, Theorem

24



6.5 and 6.6 indicates that SubOptppπq „ rOpn´1{2q, which corresponds to a “fast statistical rate” for

minimax estimation (Uehara et al., 2021). However, given the fact that the distribution shift ratio

bk also stems from the missingness issue, we require some “compliance” of the data distribution

with missingness in order for bk to be bounded. For instance, we require pobpa, x, z |RZ “ 1q “

Oppobpa, x, z | pRX , RZq “ 1qq for b2 in (6.3) to be bounded. Such a condition is reasonable if we

consider a counterexample where pobpx0 |RZq ą 0 but pobpx0 | pRX , RZq “ 1q “ 0 for x0 P X ,

meaning that x0 is totally missing from the observed dataset D. Therefore, there is no way to learn

the CATE corresponding to x0. On the other hand, following the discussion in §E on the critical

radius of a linear function class, we have ηk „ Op
a

log Tk{Tkq where Tk “ |Dk|. Recall that Dk

may have different size since the conditional moment equations in the IES are subject to different

missingness conditions. Therefore, we also require Tk being of the same order of T for SubOptppπq

to enjoy a fast statistical rate.

7 Extended Policy Class for CCB-PV

Motivation. In the previous discussion, since we assume that the side observations are not

accessible in the interventional process, we restrict our interventional policy to the class π : X Ñ

∆pAq. In this section, we discuss an extension to the setting with accessible side observations in the

interventional process. Note that we have Z KK Y | pX,Aq in the CCB-IV, meaning that including

the side observation Z adds no additional information to the outcome and therefore the policy

class π : X Ñ ∆pAq is good enough. In the CCB-PV setting, however, it is possible to improve

the performance by allowing the interventional policy to also depend on the side observations.

Specifically, we consider an extension of the CCB-PV setting where the interventional policy class is

given by π P Π : X ˆW Ñ ∆pAq. We have to redefine the CATE and average reward function for

the extended policy class by

CATEpa, x, wq “ Ein rY |X “ x,W “ x,dopaqs ,

vπpxq “ Epπin rCATEpA,X,W q |X “ xs , (7.1)

where pπin is given by plugging π “ pa |x,wq into the joint distribution of the interventional process

in (2.2). Following the model in Assumption 4.4, we provide the identification IES as follows.

Theorem 7.1 (IES for CCB-PV with extended policy). Suppose Assumption 4.4 holds. For any

interventional policy π : X ˆW Ñ ∆pAq, if there exist bridge functions h1 : Y ˆAˆ X ˆ Z Ñ R,
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h2 : AˆW ˆ X Ñ R, h3 : Y ˆAˆ X ˆAÑ R and g : X Ñ R satisfying,

Eob rh1pY,A,X,Zq | a, x, z, pRX , RZq “ 1s “ 0,

Eobrh2pA,W,Xq ´ h1pY,A,X,Zq ´ Y πpA |X,W q | a,w, x, z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1s “ 0,

Eob

«

h3pY,A,Xq ´
ÿ

a1PA
h2pa

1,W,Xq | a,w, x, pRW , RXq “ 1

ff

“ 0, (7.2)

Eob rgpXq ´ h3pY,A,Xq |x,RX “ 1s “ 0, (7.3)

it follows that vπpxq
a.s.
“ gpxq where vπ is the average reward.

Proof. See §B.5 for a detailed proof.

Existence of the solution. The conditions for existence of a solution to such an IES is similar

to Remark 4.6, except that the first condition is adjusted by assuming there exists a solution h2

to Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |W,Xq |A “ a,X “ x, U “ us and the rest two conditions are just the

same.

A comparison to Theorem 4.5. The differences between these two versions of identification

formula are in three folds: (i) The identification equations in Theorem 7.1 are policy specific while

those in Theorem 4.5 hold for any interventional policy; (ii) there is no need for introducing a

pseudo variable A1 here since a1 is already marginalized in (7.2); (iii) g corresponds to the average

reward instead of the CATE.

Algorithm. Note that the linear function α, the operator T and the loss function LD should

depend on policy π and we denote them by απ, T π and LπD, respectively. The confidence set is built

for each π by

CIπD “

"

g P G : Dh P H, s.t., g “ hpKq and LπDphq ď inf
hPH

LπDphq ` eD
*

,

Therefore, the estimated policy with pessimism is given by

pπ “ arg sup
πPΠ

inf
gPCIπDpeDq

vpgq, where vpgq “

ż

X
gpxqrppxqdx. (7.4)

Before we give the main theorem, we restate the realizability assumption (Assumption 6.1) as

follows.

Assumption 7.2 (Realizability of hypothesis class for extended CCB-PV). Let εH ą 0 be the

minimal positive value such that there exists hπH “ th
π
H,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , h

π
H,K´1, g

π
Hu P H satisfying,

(i) supπPΠ }T πhπH}µ,2 ď εH
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(ii) supπPΠ }g
π
H ´ g

π}
rp,2 ď εH, where gπ is the exact solution to the identification equations in

Theorem 7.1.

The compatibility assumption can be easily adjusted by assuming that infθkPΘk }θk ´ T π
k h}µk,2 ď

εΘ for any π P Π. The regularity assumption remains the same, except that we also assume }π}8

to be bounded in order to have απk globally bounded. Now we provide the following theorem to

characterize the convergence of sub-optimality for the CCB-PV with extended interventional policy.

Theorem 7.3 (Convergence of sub-optimality of CCB-PV with extended policy class). Suppose

that Assumptions 4.4, 7.2, 6.2, 6.3 hold and the solution to the IES in Theorem 7.1 exists. let

eD ą 2εH
2`p2L2

α`5{4qη2, where η “
řK
k“1 η

2
k and ηk bounds the maximal critic radius for function

classes rQk “ tα
π
k phpXkq, Ykqθk : @h P H, θk P Θk, π P Πu and Θk. Suppose that for any x P X , u P U

and a P A there exists b1 : X ˆAˆ Z Ñ R satisfying

Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |x, u, a,RZ “ 1s “
pobpu |xqrppxq

pobpu, x, a |RZ “ 1q
. (7.5)

The sub-optimality corresponding to pπ for the CCB-PV with extended policy class is bounded with

probability at least 1´ 8ξ by

SubOptppπq À
4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨ pOpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηqq ,

where b2 : AˆW ˆ X ˆ Z Ñ R, b3 : W ˆ X ˆAÑ R and b4 : X Ñ R are defined by

b2pa,w, x, zq “ b1px, a, zq
pobpa,w, x | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpa,w, x | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
,

b3pw, x, aq “
rppxqpobpa,w |x,RX “ 1q

pobpx, a, w | pRW , RXq “ 1q
,

b4pxq “
rppxq

pobpx |RX “ 1q
.

Proof. See §C.5 for a detailed proof.

The arguments are similar except that each action should be “uniformly covered” in the

observational process if we want b1 to be bounded by (7.5), which implies that |A| should be finite

or a bounded set. Moreover, ηk bounds the maximal critical radius for the function class rQk, which

also bounds the critical radius of the policy class Π. In §E.2, such a critical radius is calculated

with linear function class assumptions for the one-step POMDP.

8 Application of CCB-IV: Linear Dynamic Treatment Regimes

Background. Dynamic treatment regimes (DTRs) is an extension of the individualized treatment

rules (ITRs) to multi-steps. Estimating optimal policy can be challenging with unmeasured
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Variable Type Two-step DTRs Observability in D Correspondence to CCB-IV

confounder U unobservable U

context pX1, X2, A1q partially missing X

treatment A2 observable A

outcome Y2 observable Y

IV Y1 observable Z

Table 1: Mapping of variables from the two-state DTRs to the CCB-IV.

confounders in the observational dataset Chen and Zhang (2021); Qi et al. (2021); Zhang and

Bareinboim (2019); Singh and Syrgkanis (2022). We consider a DTRs with two steps, which is

graphically represented in Figure 4.

X1 X2

A1 A2

Y1

Y2

U

(a) DAG of the observational process in

DTR

X1 X2

A1 A2

Y1

Y2

U

(b) DAG of the interventional process in

DTR

Figure 4: A DAG illustrating the DTR model. Note that Y2 depends on the whole trajectory H

In the observational process, at stage i P t1, 2u, the treatment Ai is selected based on the current

state Xi and the historical information tpXj , Aj , Yjqu
i´1
j“1. Then the state transits to Xi`1 and a

reward Yi is generated. At the second state, X2, A2 and Y2 are confounded by an unmeasured

confounder U . Since the first step is not influenced by U , we have Y1 KK U | pX1, X2, A1q. Therefore,

we see that the first state reward Y1 serves as an instrumental variable to A2. Here, we provide

table 1 to illustrate the mapping from this two-stage DTRs to the CCB-IV model. We assume

that Y2 “ fpX1, X2, A1, A2q ` ε where ε KK pA1, A2q | pU,X1, X2q and that Y1 and Y2 are fully

observed, which satisfies the structured reward assumption. For Y1 to function as an IV, we

require that Y1 is complete over pX1, X2, A1, A2q. Additionally, in the observational process, the

missingness indicator RX1 is caused by pX1, A1q and the missingness indicator RX2 is caused by

pX1, A1, X2, A2q. Therefore, the model assumptions for CCB-IV are satisfied. By Theorem 4.2, the
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CATE gpx1, a1, x2, a2q “ Eob rY2 |x1, a1, x2,dopa2qs is identified by

Eob rh1pA, Y q ´ Y2 |Y1 “ y1s “ 0, (8.1)

Eob rgpX,Aq ´ h1pA, Y q | pX,A, Y1q “ px, a, y1q, pRX1 , RX2q “ 1s “ 0. (8.2)

We assume that the solutions h1 and g always exist, which requires certain completeness conditions

for Y2 to restore the missingness in X1 and X2. Here, we let X “ pX1, X2q, A “ pA1, A2q

and Y “ pY1, Y2q in the remaining part of the section for DTRs example. Note that Y2 KK

πob1 | pX1, A1, X2q in the observational settings, since A1 is not confounded. We thereby have

gpx, aq “ Eob rY2 |x, dopaqs. Our optimization target thereby corresponds to maximizing the average

reward function on π “ pπ1, π2q P Π,

vpg, πq “

ż

XˆA
gpx, aqrppx1qpobpx2 |x1, a1qπ1pa1 |x1qπ2pa2 |x1, a1, x2qdxda,

where we assume that pobpx2 |x1, a1q is already known for brevity, although a little extension of

our framework is capable of dealing with unknown pobpx2 |x1, a1q by learning from data. Moreover,

we only consider Y2 as the reward. We remark that, since the first stage is not confounded,

Eob rY1 |x1, dopa1q, x2s can also be easily learned and integrated into the average reward. Now we

pose the following assumptions on the linearity of the DTRs model.

Linear function class. We make the following assumptions to ensure the existence of the bridge

functions and the linearity of our DTRs model.

Assumption 8.1 (Existence of linear bridge functions). We assume that a solution h˚ “ ph˚1 , g
˚q

exists to the IES given by (8.1) and (8.2). Furthermore, we assume that h˚1 , g
˚ fall into the following

function classes,

H1 “ th1 |h1p¨q “ wJ1 φ1p¨q, }w1}2 ď C1, }φ1p¨q}2 ď 1u,

G “ tg | gp¨q “ wJ2 φ2p¨q, }w2}2 ď C2, }φ2p¨q}2 ď 1u,

where φ1 : A ˆ Y Ñ Rm1 and φ2 : X ˆA Ñ Rm2 . Moreover, we assume that h˚1 “ pw
˚
1 q
Jφ1 and

g˚ “ pw˚2 q
Jφ2.

Assumption 8.1 assumes the existence and linearity of h. We remark that it suffices for (i) to

hold if Eob rY2 | y1s is captured by the linear kernel Eob rφ2pX,Aq | y1s, and it suffices for assumption

(ii) to hold if g˚px, aq is captured by the linear kernel Eob rφ1pA, Y q | y1, x, as for any y1 P Y1. In

addition, Assumption 8.1 also suggests that by using H “ H1 ˆ G as the hypothesis class, we have

no realizability error, i.e., εH “ 0. For the linear kernel φ1 and φ2, we continue to assume that their

conditional expectation also falls into some linear spaces.
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Assumption 8.2 (Linearity of dual function class). We assume that the conditional expectations

of kernel φ1 and φ2 with respect to (8.1) and (8.2) satisfy,

(i) Eob rφ1pA, Y q | y1s “W1ψ1py1q, where ψ1 : Y1 Ñ Rd1 , W1 P Rm1ˆd1 .

(ii) Eob rφ1pA, Y q | px, a, y1q, pRX1 , RX2q “ 1s “ W2ψ2px, a, y1q, where ψ2 : X1 ˆA1 ˆ X2 ˆA2 ˆ

Y1 Ñ Rd2 , W2 P Rm1ˆd2 .

(iii) Eob rφ2pX,Aq | px, a, y1q, pRX1 , RX2q “ 1s “W3ψ2px, a, y1q, where W3 P Rm2ˆd2 .

In Assumption 8.2, we remark that if the operator T : FpAˆ Yq Ñ FpY1q defined as Tfpy1q “

Eob rfpA, Y q | y1s is captured by the kernel ψ1py1q, it suffices for W1 to exists. Similarly, it suffices

for (ii), (iii) to hold if the corresponding operators are captured by the linear kernel ψ2px, a, y1q.

Following Assumption 8.2, it holds for the linear operator T that

T1hpy1q “ pw1 ´ w
˚
1 q
JW1ψ1py1q,

T2hpx, a, y1q “
`

pw2 ´ w
˚
2 q
JW3 ´ pw1 ´ w

˚
1 q
JW2

˘

ψ2px, a, y1q,

which suggests that T1h and T2h fall into the following linear function classes,

Θk “ tθk | θkp¨q “ βJk ψkp¨q, βk P Rdk , }βk} ď Dk, }ψkp¨q}2 ď 1u,

where we have D1 ą 2C1 }W1}F and D2 ą 2pC1 }W2}F`C2 }W3}F q. By further letting Θ “ Θ1ˆΘ2,

the dual function space has full compatibility, i.e., εH and εΘ are both zero. By Theorem 6.5, we

have the following corollary to establish the convergence of the sub-optimality for the two-step

linear DTRs.

Corollary 8.3 (Convergence of sub-optimality for linear DTRs). Suppose that Assumptions 8.1

and 8.2 hold. Let eD ą p2L2
α ` 5{4qη2 where η “

ř2
k“1 η

2
k and ηk bounds the critic radius for

function class Qk “ tαkph, ¨qθk : h P H, θk P Θku. Assume that for any x P X and a P A, there

exists b1 : Y1 Ñ R satisfying

Eob rb1pY1q |x, as “
rppx1qpobpx2 |x1, a1qπ

˚
1pa1 |x1qπ

˚
2pa2 |x1, a1, x2q

pobpx1, a1, x2, a2q
.

The sub-optimality of pπ for the two-step DTRs is bounded with probability at least 1´ 4ξ by

SubOptppπq À
´

}b1}µ1,2
` }b2}µ2,2

¯

¨ pO p
?
eDq `O pηqq ,

where b2 : X ˆAˆ Y1 Ñ R is defined by

b2px, a, y1q “
b1py1qpobpx1, a1, x2, a2, y1q

pobpx1, a1, x2, a2, y1 | pRX1 , RX2q “ 1q
.
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As is proved in §E.1, the critical radiuses are of order η1 “ Op
a

pm1 ` d1q log T {T q and

η2 “ Op
a

maxtm1 `m2 ` d2u log T2{T2q, where T corresponds to the size of the whole dataset D
and T2 corresponds to the size of the dataset satisfying pRX1 , RX2q “ 1. Such a result shows that

the convergence rate is of the order Op
a

log T2{T2q if we choose eD “ Oplog T2{T2q. Note that T2 is

the total number of samples that are subject to no missingness, which requires that there should be

a fixed proportion of samples on which we have fully observed contexts and side-observations to

guarantee the fast convergence rate.

9 Application of CCB-PV with Extended Policy Class: One-step

Linear Partially Observable Markov Decision Process

Background. We consider a one-step Partially Observable Markov Decision Process (POMDP)

following the example in (Shi et al., 2021; Uehara et al., 2021). Here, the term ”one-step” means that

we only care about the policy and reward at the first step, but the environment is allowed to transit

into the following steps. The POMDP starts with a pre-observation O´ and the environment transits

into state S. An observation O is generated according to S, and the agent in the observational

process takes an action A according to πob : S Ñ ∆pAq. After the action is conducted, a reward Y0

is received and the environment transits into the following state S` with observation O`. Note

that Y is allowed to depend on O. In the interventional process, since the agent gains no access

to the hidden state, its policy can only depend on the observations. We consider the extended

interventional policy class discussed in §7, i.e., π : O´ ˆO Ñ ∆pAq by viewing O´ as the context

(X in CCB-PV) and O as the outcome proxy (W in CCB-PV). Note that such a policy also captures

the case where the policy only depends on O.

S

O

O´

A

S`

Y

O`

A`

(a) DAG of the observational process in one-

step POMDP.

S

O

O´

A

S`

Y

O`

(b) DAG of the interventional process in

one-step POMDP.

Figure 5: A DAG illustration of the one-step POMDP model.
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Variable Type One-step POMDP Observability in D Correspondence to CCB-PV

confounder S unobservable U

context O´ partially missing X

treatment A observable A

outcome Y observable Y

treatment proxy O` partially missing Z

outcome proxy O partially missing W

Table 2: Mapping of variables from the one-step POMDP to the CCB-PV.

Missingness. Very similar to the DTRs example, we assume that RO is caused by O and A and

RO` is caused by O` and A` in the observational dataset. Note that the pre-observation O´ is

exogenous to the model, it is thereby reasonable to assume that RO´ only depends on O´. A tricky

part is that following the observational policy, we have that A` „ πobpa
` | s`q and S` „ pps` | s, aq.

It thus turns out that RO` is alternatively caused by pO`, S,Aq.

Mapping to CCB-PV. We provide a mapping from this one-step POMDP to the CCB-PV

in Table 2. It is easy to verify that the assumption of PV independence and the assumption of

unconfounded and outcome-independent missingness in Assumption 4.4 both hold for this one-step

POMDP. The PV complete assumption corresponds to assuming that O` is complete over S, i.e.,

for any a P A, o´ P O´, Eob rσpSq | o
´, a, o`, RO` “ 1s “ 0 holds for any o` P O` if and only if

σpS`q
a.s.
“ 0 holds. Such an assumption suggests this should be a non-degenerate MDP, i.e., O` still

contains sufficient information of the hidden state of the previous step. Then following Theorem

7.1, we have the vπpxq identified by

Eob

“

h1pY,A,O
´, O`q | a, o´, o`, pRO´ , RO`q “ 1

‰

“ 0, (9.1)

Eob

“

h2pA,O,O
´q ´ h1pY,A,O

´, O`q ´ Y πpA |O´, Oq | a, o, o´, o`, pRO, RO´ , RO`q “ 1
‰

,

Eob

«

h3pY,A,O
´q ´

ÿ

a1PA
h2pa

1, O,O´q | a, o, o´, pRO, RO´q “ 1

ff

,

Eob

“

gπpO´q ´ h3pY,A,O
´q | o´, RO´ “ 1

‰

“ 0, (9.2)

if the bridge functions exist.

Linear function class. Similar to the linear DTRs example, we characterize the existence of the

bridge functions and the linearity of the one-step POMDP model. We assume that the interventional

policy falls into some linear function class. Specifically, we let Π be a subset of the following linear
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function class,

Π “

#

π

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

πpa | o, o´q “
exp

`

wJ0 φ0pa, o, o
´q
˘

ř

a1PA exp
`

wJ0 φ0pa1, o, o´q
˘ , w0 P Rm2 , }w0}2 ď C0, }φ0p¨q}2 ď 1

+

. (9.3)

Assumption 9.1 (Existence of linear bridge function). We assume that for any π P Π, there

exists hπ,˚ “ phπ,˚1 , hπ,˚2 , hπ,˚3 , gπ,˚q as a solution to the IES (9.1)-(9.2). In addition, we assume that

hπ,˚1 , hπ,˚2 , hπ,˚3 fall into the following linear function classes,

Hk “ thk |hkp¨q “ wJk φkp¨q, wk P Rmk , }wk}2 ď Ck, }φkp¨q} ď 1u, k “ 1, 2, 3,

with hπ,˚k “ pwπ,˚k qJφk.

Assumption 9.1 assumes the bridge functions to exist and fall into some linear function classes.

Now for the corresponding kernels φ1, φ2 and φ3, we assume their conditional moments are captured

by kernel series ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4.

Assumption 9.2 (Linearity of the dual function class). We assume that the kernel φ1, φ2, φ3, ψ4

satisfies

(i) Eob rφ1pY,A,O
´, O`q | a, o´, o`, Ro` “ 1s “W1ψ1pa, o

´, o`q where ψ1 : AˆO´ˆO` Ñ Rd1 ,

W1 P Rm1ˆd1 , and }ψ1p¨q}2 ď 1.

(ii) Eob rφ1pY,A,O
´, O`q | a, o, o´, o`, RO` “ 1s “W2ψ2pa, o, o

´, o`q and Eobrφ2pA,O,O
´q | a, o,

o´, o`, RO`s “ W3ψ2pa, o, o
´, o`q where ψ2 : A ˆ O ˆ O´ ˆ O` Ñ Rd2 , W2 P Rm1ˆd2 ,

W3 P Rm2ˆd2 , and }ψ2p¨q}2 ď 1.

(iii)
ř

a1PA φ2pa
1, O,O´q “ W4ψ3pa, o, o

´q for any a P A and Eob rφ3pY,A,O
´q | a, o, o´s “ W5

ψ3pa, o, o
´q, where ψ3 : AˆO ˆO´ Ñ Rd3 , W4 P Rm2ˆd3 , W5 P Rm3ˆd3 , and }ψ3p¨q}2 ď 1.

(iv) Eob rφ3pY,A,O
´q | o´s “W6ψ4po

´q where ψ4 : O´ Ñ Rm4 , W5 P Rm3ˆm4 , and }ψ4p¨q}2 ď 1.

Consider a linear operator T : FpA,O,O`q Ñ FpA,O´,O`q defined as Tfpa, o´, o`q “

Eob rfpA,O,O
´q | a, o´, o`, Ro` “ 1s. Condition (i) of Assumption 9.2 indicates that the operator

T is captured by the kernel ψ1pa, o
´, o`q. The arguments for conditions (ii)-(iv) are similar. Using

condition (iv) of Assumption 9.2 in conditional moment equation (9.2), it holds for the CATE gπ,˚

that,

gπ,˚po´q “ Eob

“

hπ,˚3 pY,A,O´q | o´
‰

“ pwπ,˚3 qJW6ψ4po
´q,

which implies that gπ,˚ lies in the linear space G “ tw4 P Rm4 : O´ Ñ wJ4 ψ4p¨q, }w4} ď

C3 }W6}F , }ψ4p¨q}2 ď 1u. Therefore, by letting H “ H1 ˆH2 ˆH3 ˆ G be the hypothesis space, we
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have the realizability error εH equal to zero. Combining Assumptions 9.1 and 9.2, it further holds

for the linear operator T π that,

T π
1 hpa, o

´, o`q “ pw1 ´ w
π,˚
1 qJW1ψ1pa, o

´, o`q,

T π
2 hpa, o, o

´, o`q “
`

pw2 ´ w
π,˚
2 qJW3 ´ pw1 ´ w

π,˚
1 qJW2

˘

ψ2pa, o, o
´, o`q,

T π
3 hpa, o, o

´q “
`

pw3 ´ w
π,˚
3 qJW5 ´ pw2 ´ w

π,˚
2 qJW4

˘

ψ3pa, o, o
´q,

T π
4 hpo

´q “
`

pw4 ´ w
π,˚
4 qJ ´ pw3 ´ w

π,˚
3 qJW6

˘

ψ4po
´q.

Therefore, T π
k h falls into the following linear function class

Θk “ tθk | θkp¨q “ βJk ψkp¨q, βk P Rdk , }βk} ď Dk, }ψkp¨q}2 ď 1u, k “ 1, 2, 3, 4,

where we require D1 ą 2C1 }W1}F , D2 ą 2pC1 }W2}F `C2 }W3}F q, D3 ą 2pC3 }W5}F `C2 }W4}F q,

and D4 ą 2pC4 ` C3 }W6}F q. Using H “ H1 ˆ H2 ˆ H3 ˆ G as the hypothesis space and Θ “

Θ1 ˆΘ2 ˆΘ3 ˆΘ4 as the dual function class, we have the following corollary for the convergence of

the sub-optimality for the one-step linear POMDP by Theorem 7.1.

Corollary 9.3. Suppose that Assumptions 9.1 and 9.2 hold. Let eD ą p2L2
α ` 5{4qη2 where

η “
ř2
k“1 η

2
k and ηk bounds the critic radius for the function class Qk “ tα

π
k ph, ¨qθk : h P H, θk P

Θk, π P Πu. Suppose that for any o´ P O´, a P A and o` P O` there exists b1 : O´ ˆAˆO` Ñ R
satisfying

Eob

“

b1pO
´, A,O`q | o´, s, a, RO` “ 1

‰

“
pobps | o

´qrppo´q

pobps, o´, a |Ro` “ 1q
.

The sub-optimality corresponding to pπ for the CCB-PV is bounded with probability at least 1´2Kξ

by

SubOptppπq À
4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨ pO p
?
eDq `O pηqq ,

where b2 : AˆO ˆO´ Ñ R, b3 : O ˆO´ ˆAÑ R and b4 : O´ Ñ R characterize the distribution

shift and are defined by

b2pa, o, o
´q “ b1po

´, a, o`q
pobpa, o, o

´ | pRO´ , RO`q “ 1q

pobpa, o, o´ | pRO, RO´ , RO`q “ 1q
,

b3po, o
´, aq “

rppo´qpobpa, o | o
´, RO´ “ 1q

pobpo´, a, o | pRO, RO´q “ 1q
,

b4po
´q “

rppo´q

pobpo´ |RO´ “ 1q
.

The critical radius is calculated in §E.2. The result can be summarized as η “ Op|A|
a

log T2{T2q,

where T2 corresponds the total number of samples that are subject to no missingness in the

observations pO,O´, O`q. Therefore, we establish the convergence of the sub-optimality for the

one-step linear POMDP.
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Discussion of RKHS Space. We remark that a similar result can also be established for other

function classes, e.g., the RKHS space. Following Proposition 6.3 in Duan et al. (2021), the critical

radius for a RKHS space F with kernel K and bounded norm }f}K ď C is given by,

η “ 2 min
jPN

$

&

%

j

T
` C

g

f

f

e

2

T

8
ÿ

i“j`1

λFi

,

.

-

,

where λFi corresponds to the eigenvalues of the kernel K. If the eigenvalues decay exponentially

with high probability, we can also obtain a fast convergence rate of order Op
a

1{T q.

10 Conclusion

In this work, we propose a provably efficient algorithm CAP for offline confounded contextual bandit

with missing observations. The essential idea of the CAP algorithm is to (i) form an integration

equation system (IES) for identification of the CATE; (ii) reformulate the IES as an unconditional

moment minimax estimator and yield the confidence set from the estimator; (iii) Such an uncertainty

quantification makes it valid to construct a policy taking greedy pessimistic action. To the best of

our knowledge, CAP is the first pessimism-based algorithm solving the offline confounded contextual

bandit with missing observations.
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A A Matrix Explanation for the IES of the CCB-PV

The matrix explanation for CCB-PV is just the same as CCB-IV. Without missingness in W , it can

be easily verified that (4.8)-(4.11) give a reduced integral equation system,

Eob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s “ 0, (A.1)

gpx, a1q “ Eob

“

h2pa
1,W,Xq |X “ x,RX “ 1

‰

, (A.2)

which is consistent with the standard identification equations for the PV model (Miao et al., 2018b,a)

by also ignoring the conditions for RX and RZ . Now, we show how we get around the missingness

of W . We can rewrite (A.1) as

Eob rY |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s

“ h2pA,W,XqP pY |W,a, x, z, pRZ , RX , RW q “ 1q:
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

h1pY,a,x,zq

P pY | a, x, z, pRX , RZq “ 1q, (A.3)

where the equality holds by noting that

P pY | a, x, z, pRX , RZq “ 1q “ P pY |W,a, x, z, pRZ , RX , RW q “ 1qP pW | a, x, z, pRZ , RXq “ 1q,

(A.4)

since RW is only caused by pW,X,Aq. We also rewrite (A.2) as

gpx, a1q “
ÿ

aPA
h2pa

1,W, xqP pY |W,a, x, pRW , RXq “ 1q:
looooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

h3pY,a,x,a1q

P pY, a |x,Rx “ 1q, (A.5)

where the equality holds by noting that

P pY, a |x,RX “ 1q “ P pY |W,a, x, pRW , RXq “ 1qP pW,a |x,RX “ 1q. (A.6)

Here, (A.4) and (A.6) hold by the chain rule and noting that RW KK pY,Z,RZ , RXq | pA,X,W q.

Similar to the matrix explanation for the CCB-IV case, we show that (A.3) with the introduction

of bridge function h1 gives (4.8) and (4.9) while (A.5) with the introduction of bridge function h3

gives (4.10) and (4.11).

B Proof of the Identification for CCB-IV and CCB-PV

B.1 Proof of Theorem 4.2

Under the assumption that there exists h1 and g satisfying (4.1) and (4.2), we prove the conclusion

of Theorem 4.2 that g is a recovery of the CATE of the CCB-IV almost surely in this subsection.
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Proof. We first prove the following two equality, Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rgpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1s and

Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eobr
rfpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1s, where rfpa, xq is by our construction and is shown

to be the exact CATE. Then, with the model assumption for CCB-IV, we can prove that g recovers

the CATE almost surely. We start with Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s and it holds that

Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rEob rY |X,Zs |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob rfpA,Xq ` Eob rEob rε |X,U,Zs |X,Zs |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob rfpA,Xq ` Eob rEob rε |X,U s |Xs |Z,RZ “ 1s , (B.1)

where the first equality holds by noting that RZ KK Y | pX,Zq, the second equality holds by noting

that Y “ fpA,Xq ` ε, and the third equality holds by noting that ε KK Z | pX,Uq and Z KK U |X.

Let rfpa, xq “ fpa, xq ` Eob rε |X “ xs. We continue with (B.1) and obtain

Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rfpA,Xq ` Eob rε |Xs |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob

”

rfpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

. (B.2)

On the other hand, it also holds for Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s that

Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rh1pY,A,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,Zq |A,X,Z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s |Z,RZ “ 1s , (B.3)

where the first equality holds by (4.1) and the second equality holds by noting that RX KK

pY,RZq | pA,X,Zq. Plugging (4.2) into (B.3), it follows that

Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “ Eob rEob rgpA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob rgpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1s . (B.4)

Combining (B.2) and (B.4), we arrive at

Eob

”

gpA,Xq ´ rfpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ 0.

By the IV completeness assumption ((i) in Assumption 4.1), it holds that

rfpA,Xq
a.s.
“ gpA,Xq. (B.5)

Lastly, it remains to characterize the relationship between rf and the exact CATE. In the CCB-IV,

the exact CATE g˚ is given by

g˚px, aq “ Ein rY |X “ x, dopaqs

“ Eob rEob rY |U,X,A “ as |X “ xs ,
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where the first equality holds by the definition of CATE, the second equality holds by noting that

Y KK Z | pA,U,Xq and the definition of do-calculus. Recalling that Y “ fpA,Xq ` ε, it follows that

g˚px, aq “ Eob rEob rfpA,Xq ` ε |U,X,A “ as |X “ xs

“ Eob rfpa,Xq ` Eob rε |U,Xs |X “ xs

“ fpa, xq ` Eob rε |X “ xs ,

where the second equality holds by noting that ε KK A | pX,Uq. Recall the definition that rfpa, xq “

fpa, xq ` Eob rε |X “ xs, by (B.5) we finally obtain

g˚px, aq “ rfpa, xq
a.s.
“ gpA,Xq, (B.6)

which finishes the proof of Theorem 4.2 that if h1 and g exists, g recovers the CATE almost

surely.

B.2 Proof of Remark 4.3

Our proof is given in two folds: (i) we give a proof of the “if” part in Remark 4.3; (ii) we give a

proof of the “only if“ part in Remark 4.3.

“If” part. We first prove the “if” part that it suffices for h1 and g to exist if there exists a solution

h1 to the following equation

Eob rg
˚pA,Xq ´ h1pY,A,Zq |A,X,Z,RZ “ 1s “ 0, (B.7)

where g˚ is the exact CATE.

Proof. Let rgpa, xq “ g˚pa, xq and rh1 be the solution to (B.7). We just need to check that rg and rh1

satisfies (4.1) and (4.2). Note that (4.2) holds directly by (B.7). For (4.1), we see that

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,Zq |A,X,Z, pRZ , RXq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob rEob rg
˚pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s |Z,RZ “ 1s

“ Eob rg
˚pA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1s , (B.8)

where the first equality holds by noting that RX KK pY,RZq | pA,X,Zq and the second equality

holds by (B.7). Note that in the first part, we have already proved that Eob rY |Z,RZ “ 1s “

Eobr
rfpA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1s with rf defined as rfpx, aq “ fpx, aq ` Eob rε |X “ xs (see (B.2)) and that
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g˚px, aq “ rfpa, xq in (B.6). We remark that these two properties hold without any assumption on

the existence of the bridge functions. Therefore, it holds for (B.8) that

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,Zq ´ Y |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ 0,

which justifies that rh and rg satisfy (4.1) and (4.2) and serve as a solution.

“Only if” part. We prove that any solution to the IES in Theorem 4.2 must satisfy (4.7).

Proof. The proof is direct, following the fact that g
a.s.
“ g˚ if h “ ph1, gq satisfies the IES. By (4.2)

we have

Eob rg
˚pX,Aq ´ h1pY,A,Zq |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z, pRZ , RXq “ 1s “ 0.

Noting that RX KK pRZ , Y q |A,X,Z, we thus have

Eob rg
˚pX,Aq ´ h1pY,A,Zq |A “ a,X “ x, Z “ z,RZ “ 1s “ 0.

Thus, we complete the proof of Remark 4.3.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 4.5

Under the assumption that there exists h1, h2, h3 and g satisfying (4.8)-(4.11), we prove that g is a

recovery of the CATE of the CCB-PV in this subsection.

Proof. We remark that h2 corresponds to the value bridge function for identifying a PV model and

h1 and h3 are additional bridge functions to deal with the missingness issue. In the following part,

we first show that Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y |U,A,Xs
a.s.
“ 0 and then prove that gpx, aq “ g˚px, aq. We

start with the conditional expectation Eob rY |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s.

Eob rY |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRX , RZ , RW q “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rh2pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s , (B.9)

where the first equality holds by (4.8), the second equality holds by noting thatRW KK pZ, Y,RZ , RXq | pW,X,Aq,

and the last equality holds by (4.9). We can rewrite (B.9) by additionally conditioning on the

confounder U ,

0 “ Eob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,Xs |A,X,Z,RZ “ 1s ,
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where the last equality holds by noting that pRX , RZ , Zq KK pY,W,RXq | pU,A,Xq and that RX KK

U | pA,X,Zq. By (i) of Assumption 4.4 (i) on the PV completeness, we have that

Eob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,Xs
a.s.
“ 0. (B.10)

Now, it remains to show g “ g˚. For g, we have

gpX, a1q “ Eob

“

h3pY,A,X; a1q |X,RX “ 1
‰

“ Eob

“

Eob

“

h3pY,A,X; a1q |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1
‰

|X,RX “ 1
‰

“ Eob

“

Eob

“

h2pa
1,W,Xq |A,X,W, pRW , RXq “ 1

‰

|X,RX “ 1
‰

, (B.11)

where the first equality holds by (4.11), the second equality holds by noting thatRW KK pRX , Y q | pA,W,Xq,

and the third equality holds by (4.10). We continue with (B.11),

gpX, a1q “ Eob

“

h2pa
1,W,Xq |X

‰

“ Eob

“

Eob

“

h2pA,W,Xq |U,A “ a1, X
‰

|X
‰

a.s.
“ Eob

“

Eob

“

Y |U,A “ a1, X
‰

|X
‰

, (B.12)

where the first equality holds by noting that RX KKW |X, the second equality holds by noting that

W KK A | pU,Xq, and the last equality holds by (B.10). By definition of the CATE, we have

g˚px, aq “ Eob rY |X “ x, dopaqs

“ Eob rEob rY |X,U,A “ as |X “ xs . (B.13)

Combining (B.12) and (B.13), we conclude with

gpx, aq
a.s.
“ g˚px, aq,

which finishes the proof of Theorem 4.5 that if h1, h2, h3 and g exist, g recovers the CATE almost

surely.

B.4 Proof of Remark 4.6

We give a proof of the “if” and “only if” part in Remark 4.6 in this subsection.

“If” part. In this part we prove that it suffices for h1, h2, h3 and g to exist if the following

conditions hold,

(i) There exists a solution h2 to Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y |A “ a,X “ x, U “ us “ 0;

(ii) For any solution h2 in (i), there exists a solution h1 to (4.9).
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(iii) For any solution h2 in (i), there exists a solution h3 to (4.10).

Proof. Let rh2 be a solution to Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y |A “ a,X “ x, U “ us following condition (i).

Let rh1 be a solution to (4.9) with h2 substituted by rh2 by condition (ii) and let rh3 be a solution to

(4.10) with h2 substituted by rh2 by condition (iii). Moreover, we let rg “ g˚. Therefore, we just

need to verify that (4.8) and (4.11) holds for rh1, rh3, and rg. For (4.8), it holds that

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq
ı

“ Eob

”

rh2pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh2pA,W,Xq |A,X,U
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

,

where the first equality holds by noting that RW KK pRX , RZ , Y, Zq | pA,W,Xq, the second equality

holds by noting that rh2 and rh1 satisfy (4.9), and the last equality holds by noting that W KK

pZ,RX , RZq | pA,X,Uq. Following condition (i), we thus have

Eob

”

rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq
ı

“ Eob rEob rY |A,X,U s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rY |A,X,U, Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rY |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s ,

where the second equality holds by noting that Y KK pZ,RX , RZq | pA,X,Uq. Therefore, we verify

that rh1 satisfies (4.8). It remains to check for (4.11). We have for rh3 that

Eob

”

rh3pY,A,X, a
1q |X,RX “ 1

ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh3pY,A,X, a
1q |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

|X,RX “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh2pa
1,W,Xq |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

|X,RX “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

rh2pa
1,W,Xq |X

ı

, (B.14)

where the first equality holds by noting that RW KK pRX , Y q | pA,W,Xq, the second equality holds

by noting that rh2 and rh3 satisfy (4.10), and the last equality holds by noting that RX KK W |X.

Continuing with (B.14), we have

Eob

”

rh3pY,A,X, a
1q |X

ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

rh2pA,W,Xq |A “ a1, X, U
ı

|X
ı

“ Eob

“

Eob

“

Y |A “ a1, X, U
‰

|X
‰

“ Eob

“

Y |X,dopa1q
‰

, (B.15)
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where the first equality holds by noting that A KKW | pX,Uq, the second equality holds by condition

(i), and the last equality holds by the definition of do-calculus. Note that the right-hand side of

(B.15) corresponds to the definition of CATE g˚. Therefore, we verify that rh3 and rg satisfy (4.11).

The proof in this part suggests that following conditions (i)-(iii), rh1,rh2,rh3 and rg are solution to

(4.8)-(4.11), i.e., conditions (i)-(iii) are sufficient for a solution to exist.

“Only if” part. We give a proof that any solution to the IES in Theorem 4.5 must satisfy the

conditions in Remark 4.6.

Proof. The “only if” part is direct if we plug (4.9) into (4.8) and obtain,

Eob rY |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRX , RZ , RW q “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rh2pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s ,

where the second inequality holds by noting that RW KK pY,Z,RX , RZq | pA,W,Xq. Moreover, by

noting that pW,Y q KK pZ,RX , RZq | pU,A,Xq, it follows that

Eob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,Xs |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,Xs |A,X,Z,RZ “ 1s ,

where the last inequality holds by noting that RX is only caused byX. Following the PV completeness

condition, we thereby have,

Eob rY ´ h2pA,W,Xq |U,A,Xs
a.s.
“ 0,

which corresponds to the first condition. The remaining two conditions hold directly by (4.9) and

(4.10). Hence, we complete the proof of Remark 4.6.

B.5 Proof of Theorem 7.1

Under the assumption that the bridge functions h1, h2, h3 and g exist, we prove that g is a recovery

of the average reward vπ.

Proof. Our proof is separated into two steps. (i) First, we prove that h2 satisfies

Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |U,A,Xs
a.s.
“ 0.
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(ii) Then in the second step, we prove that g
a.s.
“ vπ. From (4.9) we have

Eob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRX , RZ , RW q “ 1s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s , (B.16)

where the second equality holds by noting that RW KK pY,Z,RX , RZq | pA,W,Xq. By noting that

pRX , RZ , Zq KK pW,Y q | pA,X,Uq, we further have

Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |A,X,U s |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1s . (B.17)

Following (4.8) and combining (B.16) and (B.17), it follows that

Eob rEob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |A,X,U s |A,X,Z,RZ “ 1s “ 0, (B.18)

where the equality holds by noting that RX is only caused by X. By the PV completeness

assumption, (B.18) implies that

Eob rh2pA,W,Xq ´ Y πpA |X,W q |A,X,U s
a.s.
“ 0. (B.19)

Here we finish the first step.

In the following, we prove g
a.s.
“ vπ. From (4.11), we have

gpXq “ Eob rh3pY,A,Xq |X,RX “ 1s

“ Eob rEob rh3pY,A,Xq |A,W,X, pRX , RW q “ 1s |X,RX “ 1s

“ Eob

«

Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
h2pa

1,W,Xq |A,W,X, pRX , RW q “ 1

ff

|X,RX “ 1

ff

, (B.20)

where the second equality holds by noting that RW KK pRX , Y q | pA,W,Xq and the last equality

holds by (4.10). We can rewrite (B.20) as

gpXq “ Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
h2pa

1,W,Xq |X,RX “ 1

ff

“ Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
Eob

“

h2pa
1,W,Xq |A,X,U

‰

|X,RX “ 1

ff

“ Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
Eob

“

h2pA,W,Xq |A “ a1, X, U
‰

|X,RX “ 1

ff

, (B.21)
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where the second equality holds by RX KKW | pA,X,Uq and the last equality holds by noting that

W KK A | pX,Uq. Plugging (B.19) into (B.21), it follows that

gpxq
a.s.
“ Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
Eob

“

Y πpA |X,W q |A “ a1, X, U
‰

|X “ x,RX “ 1

ff

“ Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
Eob

“

Y |A “ a1, X, U,W
‰

πpa1 |X,W q |X “ x,RX “ 1

ff

“ vπpxq,

where the second equality holds by noting that A KKW | pX,Uq and that RX is only caused by X.

The last equality holds by (7.1), which completes the proof of Theorem 7.1.

C Proof of the Main Results

C.1 Proof of Theorem 6.4

In this section, we prove that event E holds with probability at least 1´ 4Kξ by Assumption 6.3 in

Part I. Then, with Assumptions 6.1 and 6.2, we prove that g˚H P CIDpeDq by showing the upper

bound for LDph
˚
Hq in Part II and show the upper bound for the projected error }T p¨q} for any

h P CIH,DpeDq in Part III.

Part I. We prove that event E holds with probability at least 1 ´ 2Kξ with the help of the

following two technical lemmas.

Lemma C.1 (Lemma 11 in Foster and Syrgkanis (2019)). Assume supfPF }f}8 ď c and f˚ P F .

Let η be the constant such that

Rnpη; starpF ´ f˚qq ď η2{c

Additionally, we assume loss function lp¨, ¨q is L-Lipschitz in the first argument. Then with probability

at least 1´ δ for all f P F ,

|pEnrlpfpxq, zqs ´ Enrlpf˚pxq, zqsq ´ pErlpfpxq, zqs ´ Erlpf˚pxq, zqsq| ď Lηnp}f ´ f
˚}2 ` ηnq,

where ηn “ η ` c0

a

logpc1{δq{n and c0, c1 are universal constants.

Lemma C.2 (Theorem 14.1 in Wainwright (2019)). Let G be a star-shaped and b-uniformly

bounded function class and ηn be any positive solution of Rspη;Gq ď η2{b. Then for any t ě

ηn ` c0

a

logpc1{δq{n, we have

|}g}2n ´ }g}
2
2| ď

1

2
}g}22 `

1

2
t2, @g P G

with probability at least 1´ δ.
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In Lemma C.1, we substitute f for αkph,YkqθkpZkq and f˚ for a zero-like function. We simply

let lpfpxq, zq “ fpxq. For all h P CIH,DpeDq Ď H and θk P Θk, it holds with probability at least

1´ ξ that

|EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs|

ď ηk

´

}αkph,YkqθkpZkq}µk,2 ` ηk
¯

ď ηk

´

Lα }θk}µk,2 ` ηk

¯

, (C.1)

where ηk bounds the critical radius for αkph, YkqθkpZkq. Following Lemma C.2 and substituting g

for θk, it holds also with probability at least 1´ ξ that

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

, (C.2)

where ηk also bounds the critical radius for θk. Recall the definition of E ,

E “
!

|EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs| ď ηk

´

Lα }θk}µk,2 ` ηk

¯

,

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

,@h P H,@θk P Θk,@k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku
)

.

Combining (C.2) and (C.1) and taking a union bound over k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku, it is straight forward

that E holds with probability at least 1´ 2Kξ.

Part II. We prove that g˚H P CIDpeDq if eD ą 2εH
2 ` p2L2

α ` 5{4qη2 by showing the upper bound

for LDph
˚
Hq in this part. For the empirical loss function with respect to h˚H, it holds on E that

Lk,Dph˚Hq “ sup
θkPΘk

EDk rαkph
˚
H,YkqθkpZkqs ´

1

2
||θk||

2
Dk,2

ď sup
θkPΘk

!

|EDk rαkph
˚
H,YkqθkpZkqs ´ Eµk rαkph

˚
H,YkqθkpZkqs|

`
1

2

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ` Eµk rαkph
˚
H,YkqθkpZkqs ´

1

2
||θk||

2
µk,2

)

E
À sup

θkPΘk

!

ηk pLα||θk||µk,2 ` ηkq `
1

4

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

` Eµk rαkph
˚
H,YkqθkpZkqs ´

1

2
||θk||

2
µk,2

)

,

where the last inequality holds by the definition of E . Let Lλkp¨q “ supθkPΘk Eµk rαkp¨,YkqθkpZkqs ´
λ||θk||

2
µk,2

. It then holds for Lk,Dph˚Hq that

Lk,Dph˚Hq ď L1{8
k ph˚Hq ´ inf

θkPΘk

ˆ

1

8
||θk||

2
µk,2

´ Lαηk||θk||µk,2

˙

`
5

4
η2
k, (C.3)
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We further let θλk p¨;hq “ arg supθkPΘk L
λ
kphq. To bridge L1{8

k to L1{2
k , we first study the scaling

property of Lλk . For Lλ1
k phq and Lλ2

k phq where 0 ă λ1 ď λ2, it holds that

Lλ2
k phq “ sup

θkPΘk

Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ λ2||θk||
2
µk,2

“
λ2

λ1
¨ sup
θkPΘk

"

Eµk

„

λ1

λ2
αkph,YkqθkpZkq



´ λ1||θk||
2
µk,2

*

ě
λ2

λ1
¨

˜

Eµk

„

λ1

λ2
αkph,Ykq ¨

λ1

λ2
θλ1
k pZk;hq



´ λ1

›

›

›

›

λ1

λ2
θλ1
k pZk;hq

›

›

›

›

2

µk,2

¸

ě
λ1

λ2
Lλ1
k phq, (C.4)

where the first inequality holds by letting θk “ λ1θ
λ1
k {λ2 where λ1θ

λ1
k {λ2 P Θk is guaranteed by

noting that λ1 ď λ2 and that Θk is star-shaped. Plugging (C.4) into (C.3), we see that

Lk,Dph˚Hq
E
À 4L1{2

k ph˚Hq ´ inf
θkPΘk

ˆ

1

8
||θk||

2
µk,2

´ Lαηk||θk||µk,2

˙

`
5

4
η2
k

ď 4L1{2
k ph˚Hq `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2
k, (C.5)

where the second inequality holds by a simple calculation of the infimum. Summing up (C.5) for

each k, we have

LDph
˚
Hq

E
À

K
ÿ

k“1

4Lkph˚Hq `
ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙ K
ÿ

k“1

η2
k

ď 2 }T h˚H}
2
2,µ `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2

ď 2εH
2 `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2, (C.6)

where the second equality holds by noting that

Lkph˚Hq “ sup
θkPΘk

Eµk rαkphpXq, YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
||θk||

2
µk,2

ď sup
θk

Eµk rαkphpXq, YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
||θk||

2
µk,2

“
1

2
}Tkh}2µk,2 .

The third inequality in (C.6) holds by Assumption 6.1 of the realizability error. By the nonnegtivity

of the metric Lk,Dp¨q, it follows on event E that

Lk,Dph˚Hq ´ inf
hPH

Lk,Dphq
E
À 4L1{2

k ph˚Hq `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2
k,
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and that

LDph
˚
Hq ´ inf

hPH
LDphq

E
À 2εH

2 `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2.

Therefore, by definition of the confidence set in (5.3), with eD ą 2εH
2 ` p2L2

α ` 5{4qη2, it holds on

E that h˚H P CIH,DpeDq and thereby g˚H P CIDpeDq.

Part III. We derive the upper bound for LDphq where h P CIH,DpeDq in this part. We first give

the lower bound on the empirical loss Lk,Dphq. It holds for all h P CIDpeDq that

Lk,Dkphq “ sup
θkPΘk

EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
||θk||

2
Dk,2

ě sup
θkPΘk

!

´ |EDk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs|

´
1

2

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ` Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
}θk}

2
µk,2

)

E
Á sup

θkPΘk

!

´ ηk

´

Lα }θk}µk,2 ` ηk

¯

´
1

4

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

` Eµk rαkph,YkqθkpZkqs ´
1

2
}θk}

2
µk,2

)

. (C.7)

where the second equality holds by the definition of E . Let Θ`k phq “ tθk P Θk : Eµk rαkph, YkqθkpZkqs ą
0u. For any θ`k P Θ`k phq, suppose that Eµk

“

αkph, Ykqθ
`
k pZkq

‰

“ β
›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2
. By definition of θ`k , we

have that β ą 0. We let 0 ă κ ď 1. Note that Θk is star-shaped, and it follows that κθ`k P Θk.

Therefore, by plugging in κθ`k in (C.7), we have for any h P CIH,DpeDq and θ`k P Θ`k phq that

Lk,Dkphq
Ek,3
Á κ

ˆ

β ´
3

4
κ

˙

›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2
´ ηkLακ

›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2
´

5

4
η2
k. (C.8)

Recall the definition of the confidence set CIH,DpeDq. For any h P CIH,DpeDq, it holds that

LDphq ď inf
hPH

LDphq ` eD

ď LDph
˚
Hq ` eD

E
À 2εH

2 `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2 ` eD, (C.9)

where the second inequality holds by noting that h˚H P H and the last inequality follows from (C.6).

By noting that Lk,Dkp¨q ď LDp¨q, we can substitute the left-hand side of (C.8) by (C.9) and obtain

κ

ˆ

β ´
3

4
κ

˙

›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2
´ ηkLακ

›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2
´∆k,D

E
À 0, (C.10)

where

∆k,D “
5

4
η2
k ` 2εH

2 `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2 ` eD. (C.11)
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Note that (C.10) holds for any 0 ă κ ď 1. By letting κ “ mint1, βu, we see that β ´ 3κ{4 ą 0. by

solving the quadratic inequality in (C.10), it holds on event E for all h P CIH,DpeDq and θ`k P Θ`k phq

that

›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2

E
À

b

pηkLακq
2
` κ p4β ´ 3κq∆k,D ` ηkLακ

κ
`

2β ´ 3
2κ

˘ . (C.12)

We consider the following two cases.

Case (i) where β ě 1. If β ě 1, we just plug in κ “ mintβ, 1u “ 1. it holds on E that

›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2

E
À

¨

˝

b

pηkLαq
2
` p4β ´ 3q∆k,D ` ηkLα
`

2β ´ 3
2

˘

˛

‚

2

ď 4

ˆ

b

pηkLαq
2
`∆k,D ` ηkLα

˙2

ď 8
´

2 pηkLαq
2
`∆k,D

¯

, (C.13)

where the first inequality holds by (C.12), the second inequality holds by noting that β “ 1 will

maximize the right-hand side. Rearranging (C.10) with κ “ 1, we have on event E that

Eµk
“

αkph, Ykqθ
`
k pZkq

‰

“ β
›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2

E
À

3

4

›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2
` ηkLα

›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2
`∆k,D

ď 16 pηkLαq
2
` 9∆k,D, (C.14)

where the last inequality holds by the upper bound of
›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2
in (C.13).

Case (ii) where β ă 1. If β ă 1, we just plug in κ “ β. It holds on E that

β
›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2

E
À 2

ˆ

b

pηkLακq
2
`∆k,D ` ηkLα

˙

ď 2
`

2ηkLα `
a

∆k,D
˘

,

which suggests that

Eµk
“

αkph, Ykqθ
`
k pZkq

‰

“ β
›

›θ`k
›

›

2

µk,2

E
À 2

`a

∆k,D ` 2ηkLα
˘ ›

›θ`k
›

›

µk,2
. (C.15)

Combination of Case (i) and Case (ii). Combining (C.14) and (C.15) in these two cases, we

then have on event E for any h P CIH,DpeDq and θ`k P Θ`k phq that

Eµk
“

αkph, Ykqθ
`
k pZkq

‰ E
À max

!

2
`a

∆k,D ` 2ηkLα
˘

}θk}µk,2 , 16 pηkLαq
2
` 9∆k,D

)

“ max
!

CD }θk}µk,2 , C
2
D

)

,
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where CD “ 4ηkLα ` 3
a

∆k,D. Considering the fact that Eµk rαkph, YkqθkpZkqs ă 0 for θk P

ΘkzΘ
`
k phq, it follows for any h P CIH,DpeDq, θk P Θk and k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku that

Eµk rαkph, YkqθkpZkqs
E
À max

!

CD }θk}µk,2 , C
2
D

)

. (C.16)

Recall the definition of the linear operator Tk in (4.15). We let θ˚Θ,kpZk;hq “ arg minθkPΘk }θk ´ Tkh}µk,2.

By (C.16), it then holds for h P CIH,DpeDq that

Eµk
“

TkhpZkqθ˚Θ,kpZk;hq
‰ E
À max

!

CD
›

›θ˚Θ,kphq
›

›

µk,2
, C2

D

)

. (C.17)

For the left-hand side of (C.17), we have

Eµk
“

TkhpZkqθ˚Θ,kpZk;hq
‰

“ Eµk
“

TkhpZkq
`

θ˚Θ,kpZk;hq ´ TkhpZkq ` TkhpZkq
˘‰

ě }Tkh}2µk,2 ´ }Tkh}µk,2
›

›θ˚Θ,kphq ´ Tkh
›

›

µk,2

ě }Tkh}2µk,2 ´ }Tkh}µk,2 εΘ, (C.18)

where the first inequality holds by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the last equality holds by

Assumption 6.2 on the compatibility of the dual function class Θk. For the right-hand side of

(C.17), we have,

max
!

CD
›

›θ˚Θ,kphq
›

›

µk,2
, C2

D

)

ď CD

´

CD `
›

›θ˚Θ,kphq ´ Tkh` Tkh
›

›

µk,2

¯

ď CD

´

CD ` }Tkh}µk,2 ` εΘ

¯

, (C.19)

where the last inequality holds by the triangular inequality and Assumption 6.2. Combining (C.18)

and (C.19) with (C.17), for all h P CIH,DpeDq and k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku, it holds on event E that

}Tkh}2µk,2 ´ pεΘ ` CDq }Tkh}µk,2 ´ CDpCD ` εΘq
E
À 0,

which gives that

}Tkh}µk,2
E
À

1

2

´

a

pεΘ ` CDq2 ` 4CDpCD ` εΘq ` pεΘ ` CDq
¯

ď εΘ ` 2CD

“ εΘ ` 8ηkLα ` 6

d

5

4
η2
k ` 2εH2 `

ˆ

2L2
α `

5

4

˙

η2 ` eD

“ OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq ,

where the first equality holds by definition of CD and the definition of ∆k,D in (C.11). The last

inequality holds by noting that ηk ď η. Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem 6.4.
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C.2 Decomposition of the Sub-optimality with Pessimism

In this section, we study the sub-optimality of the estimated policy pπ with pessimism. The result in

this section will be utilized in §C.3 for the proof of sub-optimality of CCB-IV in Theorem 6.5, §C.4

for the proof of sub-optimality of CCB-PV in Theorem 6.6, and §C.5 for the proof of sub-optimality

of CCB-PV with extended policy class in Theorem 7.3. Recall the definition of pgπ,

pgπ “ arg inf
gPCIDpeDq

vpg, πq, (C.20)

and the definition of pπ,

pπ “ arg sup
πPΠ

inf
gPCIDpeDq

vpg, πq “ arg sup
πPΠ

vppgπ, πq. (C.21)

On the event E defined by (6.1), the regret of policy pπ is given by

SubOptppπq “ vπ
˚

´ vpπ

“ vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q
looooooooomooooooooon

(i)

` vppgπ
˚

, π˚q ´ vppgpπ, pπq
loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

(ii)

` vppgpπ, pπq ´ vpg˚H, pπq
looooooooooomooooooooooon

(iii)

` vpg˚H, pπq ´ v
pπ

looooooomooooooon

(iv)

E
À vπ

˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q
looooooooomooooooooon

(i)

` vpg˚H, pπq ´ v
pπ

looooooomooooooon

(iv)

, (C.22)

where
E
À means that the inequality holds on event E defined in (6.1). Here, (ii) ď 0 holds by definition

of pπ in (C.21) and (iii)
E
À 0 holds by definition of pgπ in (C.20) and the fact that g˚H P CIDpeDq on

event E by Theorem 6.4. Moreover, we show that (iv) is bounded by,

(iv) “ vpg˚H, pπq ´ v
pπ

“

ż

XˆA
pg˚Hpx, aq ´ g

˚px, aqq rppxqpπpa |xqdxda

ď sup
vPV

}g˚H ´ g
˚}v,2 ď εH, (C.23)

where the first inequality holds by the definition of V that V “ tv : vpx, aq “ rppxqπpa |xq,@π P Πu

and the last inequality holds by Assumption 6.1 on the realizability of the hypothesis class. Therefore,

we just need to bound (i). The upper bound for (i) in CCB-IV and CCB-PV are given in §C.3 and

§C.4, respectively.

C.3 Proof of Theorem 6.5

Proof. In this section, we study the estimation error of the average reward function with respect to

the optimal interventional policy π˚ under the CCB-IV setting, i.e., term (i) in (C.22). The error in
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the estimated CATE is given by

Eob

”

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚1pY,A,Zq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚1pY,A,Zq ´
phπ

˚

1 pY,A,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

1 pY,A,Zq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

,

where the second equality holds by (4.2) with h1, g substituted by the optimal bridge functions

h˚1 , g
˚. Note that RX KK pY,RZq | pA,X,Zq, it then follows that

Eob

”

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

h˚1pY,A,Zq ´
phπ

˚

1 pY,A,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

1 pY,A,Zq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

,

“ Eob

”

Y ´ phπ
˚

1 pY,A,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

1 pY,A,Zq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|Z,RZ “ 1
ı

“ ´T1
phπ

˚

pZq ´ Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

, (C.24)

where the second equality holds by plugging in (4.1) for the optimal bridge function h˚1 . A change

of base distribution in term (i) of the sub-optimality (C.22) gives

vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q

“ Eob

„

´

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq
¯

rppXqπ˚pA |Xq

pobpX,A |RZ “ 1q
|RZ “ 1



. (C.25)

By assumption of Theorem 6.5 that there exists b1 : Z Ñ R satisfying

Eob rb1pZq |A,X,RZ “ 1s “
rppXqπ˚pA |Xq

pobpX,A |RZ “ 1q
,

it holds for (C.25) that

vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q “ Eob

”´

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq
¯

Eob rb1pZq |A,X,RZ “ 1s |RZ “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

g˚pA,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pA,Xq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı

b1pZq |RZ “ 1
ı

“ ´Eob

”´

T1
phπ

˚

pZq ` Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq |Z,RZ “ 1
ı¯

b1pZq |RZ “ 1
ı

“ ´Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pZqb1pZq |RZ “ 1
ı

´ Eob

„

T2
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pZq
pobpX,A,Z |RZ “ 1q

pobpA,X,Z | pRX , RZq “ 1q
| pRX , RZq “ 1



.

(C.26)
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where the third equality holds by plugging in (C.24). We define b2 : Aˆ X ˆ Z Ñ R by

b2pa, x, zq “
b1pzqpobpa, x, z |RZ “ 1q

pobpa, x, z | pRX , RZq “ 1q
.

Hence, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (C.26) is further bounded by

vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q ď
›

›

›
T1
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ1,2
}b1}µ1,2

`

›

›

›
T2
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ2,2
}b2}µ2,2

ď

´

}b1}µ1,2
` }b2}µ2,2

¯

max
kPt1,2u

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µk,k

E
À

2
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 pOpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηqq , (C.27)

where the last inequality holds by Theorem 6.4. Now combining (C.23) and (C.27) with (C.22), we

arrive at

SubOptppπq
E
À

2
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨ pOpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηqq ` εH

ď

2
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨ pOpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηqq ,

where the last inequality holds by noting that }bk}
2
µk,2

ě 1, which follows from the non-negativity of

the chi-squared distance, i.e.,

χ2pp, µq “ Eµ
„

p2

µ2
´ 1



“ Eµ

«

ˆ

p´ µ

µ

˙2
ff

ě 0.

Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem 6.5.

C.4 Proof of Theorem 6.6

Proof. In (4.8) and (4.9), h1 serves as the bridge function to overcome the problem of missingness

in W , and h2 is the actual bridge function that we care about. Therefore, we study the difference

between phπ
˚

2 and h˚2 by

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

h˚1pY,A,X,Zq ´
phπ

˚

1 pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

1 pY,A,X,Zq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq ` Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

, (C.28)
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where the second equality holds by (4.9) which states that

Eob rh
˚
2pA,W,Xq ´ h

˚
1pY,A,X,Zq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1s “ 0,

and noting that RW KK pRX , RZ , Zq | pA,X,W q. The third equality holds by the definition of the

linear operator Tk. Now that we have characterized the difference between phπ
˚

2 and h˚2 , it still

remains to see the error in the estimated CATE.

g˚pX,A1q ´ pgπ
˚

pX,A1q

“ Eob

”´

h˚3pY,A,X;A1q ´ phπ
˚

3 pY,A,X;A1q
¯

`

´

phπ
˚

3 pY,A,X;A1q ´ pgπ
˚

pX,A1q
¯

|X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚3pY,A,X;A1q ´ phπ
˚

3 pY,A,X;A1q |A,W,X,A1, pRW , RXq “ 1
ı

|X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

´ T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1q,

where the first equality holds by (4.13) which states that

Eob

“

g˚pX,A1q ´ h˚3pY,A,X,A
1q |X,A1, RX “ 1

‰

“ 0.

The second equality holds also by noting that RW KK pY,RXq | pA,X,W q and the definition of T4 in

the CCB-PV case. We continue with (4.12) which states that

Eob

“

h˚3pY,A,X,A
1q ´ h˚2pA

1,W,Xq |A,W,X,A1, pRW , RXq “ 1
‰

“ 0,

and it holds for g˚pX,A1q ´ pgπ
˚

pX,A1q that

g˚pX,A1q ´ pgπ
˚

pX,A1q

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚2pA
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pA
1,W,Xq |A,W,X,A1, pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

|X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

2 pA
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

3 pY,A,X,A
1q |A,W,X,A1, pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

|X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

´ T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1q

“ Eob

”

h˚2pA
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pA
1,W,Xq |X,A1, RX “ 1

ı

´ Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,A1q |X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

´ T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1q, (C.29)
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where the second equality holds by definition of T3 in the CCB-PV case. Now we plug (C.29) into

(i) of (C.22) and it follows that

(i) “ vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

, π˚q

“

ż

XˆA

´

g˚px, a1q ´ pgπ
˚

px, a1q
¯

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqdxda1

“

ż

XˆA
Eob

”

h˚2pA
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pA
1,W,Xq |X,A1, RX “ 1

ı

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqdxda1

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

paq

´

ż

XˆA
Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,A1q |X,A1, RX “ 1
ı

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqdxda1

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

pbq

´

ż

XˆA
T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1qrppxqπ˚pa1 |xqdxda1

loooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooon

pcq

. (C.30)

To upper bound (b) and (c), we define two ratio functions b4 : XˆAÑ R and b3 : WˆXˆAˆA1 Ñ R
by

b4px, a
1q “

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xq

pobpx |RX “ 1qupa1q
, (C.31)

b3pw, x, a, a
1q “

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqpobpa,w |x,RX “ 1q

upa1qpobpx, a, w | pRW , RXq “ 1q
. (C.32)

For (b), with b3 defined in (C.32) we have

pbq “ ´Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,A1qb3pW,X,A,A
1q | pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

ď

›

›

›
T3
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ3,2
}b3}µ3,2

. (C.33)

Similarly, for (c) with b4 defined in (C.31) we have

pcq “ Eob

”

´T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1qb4pX,A
1q |RX “ 1

ı

ď

›

›

›
T4
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ4,2
}b4}µ4,2

. (C.34)

In addition, it holds for (a) that

paq “

ż

XˆA
Eob

”

h˚2pA
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pA
1,W,Xq |X,A1, RX “ 1

ı

rppxqπ˚pa1 |xqdxda1

“

ż

XˆA
Eob

”

h˚2pa,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pa,W,Xq |X “ x,RX “ 1
ı

rppxqπ˚pa |xqdxda

“

ż

XˆA
Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A “ a, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|X “ x,RX “ 1
ı

¨ rppxqπ˚pa |xqdxda,
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where the second equality holds by noting that A1 KKW,X, and the third equality holds by noting

that RX KKW |X, A KKW | pX,Uq, and pRX , RZq KKW | pA,U,Xq. Now we continue by

paq “ Eob

„

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

¨
pobpU |X,Rx “ 1qrppXqπ˚pA |Xq

pobpU,X,A | pRX , RZq “ 1q
| pRX , RZq “ 1



, (C.35)

which prompts us to introduce another ratio function. Since Z is over-complete over U , there exists

b1 : X ˆAˆ Z Ñ R such that

Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1s “
pobpU |X,Rx “ 1qrppXqπ˚pA |Xq

pobpU,X,A | pRX , RZq “ 1q
. (C.36)

Plugging (C.36) into (C.35), it holds that

paq “ Eob

„

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

¨ Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1s | pRX , RZq “ 1



“ Eob

”´

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq
¯

b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

h˚2pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,A,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

,

where the second equality holds by noting that W KK pZ,RZq | pX,A,U,RXq. Now combining

(C.28), we have

paq “ Eob

„

´

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq ` Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı¯

¨ b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1



“ Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq |A,W,X, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

| pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

` Eob

„

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq
pobpA,W,X | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpA,W,X | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
| pRW , RX , RZq “ 1



,

where the second equality holds by RW KK pZ,RX , RZq | pA,W,Xq. We thereby define b2 : AˆW ˆ

X ˆ Z Ñ R by

b2pA,W,X,Zq “ b1pX,A,Zq
pobpA,W,X | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpA,W,X | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
.
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We then arrive at

paq “ Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb2pA,W,X,Zq | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

ď

›

›

›
T1
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ1,2
}b1}µ1,2

`

›

›

›
T2
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ2,2
}b2}µ2,2

, (C.37)

Combining (C.37), (C.33) and (C.34) with (C.30), we have

vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

q ď

4
ÿ

k“1

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µk,2
}bk}µk,2 ď max

kPt1,2,3,4u

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µk,2

4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 .

Combined with the sub-optimality in (C.22) and the conclusion of Theorem 6.4, it follows that

SubOptppπq ď max
kPt1,2,3,4u

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µk,2

K
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ` εH

E
À

4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨
`

OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq

˘

` εH

ď

4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨
`

OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq

˘

,

which completes the proof of Theorem 6.6.

C.5 Sub-optimality for CCB-PV with Extended Policy Class

For CCP-PV with extended policy class, we define event E by

E “
!

|EDk rα
π
k ph,YkqθkpZkqs ´ Eµk rα

π
k ph,YkqθkpZkqs| ď ηk

´

Lα }θk}µk,2 ` ηk

¯

,

ˇ

ˇ||θk||
2
Dk,2 ´ ||θk||

2
µk,2

ˇ

ˇ ď
1

2

`

||θk||
2
µk,2

` η2
k

˘

,@h P H,@π P Π,@θk P Θk,@k P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Ku
)

,

(C.38)

where η bounds the critical radius for απk ph,YkqθkpZkq and θk. In contrast to the definition in (6.1),

η also bounds the critical radius of the policy class Π. We remark that Theorem 6.4 still holds on

the event defined by (C.38). Similarly, we define the pessimistic pgπ by

pgπ “ arg inf
gPCIπDpeDq

vpgq. (C.39)

The sub-optimality of policy pπ is given by

SubOptppπq “ vπ
˚

´ vpπ

“ vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

q
loooooomoooooon

(i)

` vppgπ
˚

q ´ vppgpπq
loooooooomoooooooon

(ii)

` vppgpπq ´ vpgpπHq
looooooomooooooon

(iii)

` vpgpπHq ´ v
pπ

looooomooooon

(iv)

E
À vπ

˚

´ vppgπ
˚

q
loooooomoooooon

(i)

` vpgpπHq ´ v
pπ

looooomooooon

(iv)

, (C.40)
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where (ii) ď 0 holds by the definition of pπ in (7.4) and (iii)
E
À 0 holds by definition of pgπ in (C.39)

and the fact that gpπH P CIpπDpeDq on event E by theorem 6.4. Following (C.23), we have,

(iv) “ vpgpπHq ´ v
pπ

“

ż

XˆA

´

gpπHpXq ´ g
pπpXq

¯

rppxqdxda

ď sup
πPΠ

}gπH ´ g
π}

rp,2 ď εH.

Similar to §C.4, we give a brief proof to bound (i) in (C.40). We first study the difference between

phπ
˚

2 and hπ
˚

2 by

Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

hπ
˚

1 pY,A,X,Zq ´
phπ

˚

1 pY,A,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

` Eob

”

Eob

”

phπ
˚

1 pY,A,X,Zq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |A,W,X,Z, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

|A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ ´T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq ´ Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

, (C.41)

which is identical to the proof in §C.4 and the equality holds following the same reasons for (C.28).

For the error in the estimated CATE, we have

gπ
˚

pXq ´ pgπ
˚

pXq

“ Eob

”´

hπ
˚

3 pY,A,Xq ´
phπ

˚

3 pY,A,Xq
¯

`

´

phπ
˚

3 pY,A,Xq ´ pgπ
˚

pXq
¯

|X,RX “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

hπ
˚

3 pY,A,Xq ´
phπ

˚

3 pY,A,Xq |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1
ı

|X,RX “ 1
ı

´ T4
phπ

˚

pXq,

where the first equality holds by (7.3) which states that

Eob

”

gπ
˚

pX,A1q ´ hπ
˚

3 pY,A,X,A
1q |X,A1, RX “ 1

ı

“ 0.

The second equality holds also by noting that RW KK pY,RXq | pA,X,W q and the definition of T4 in

the CCB-PV case. We continue with (7.2) which states that

Eob

«

hπ
˚

3 pY,A,Xq ´
ÿ

a1PA
hπ

˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1

ff

“ 0,
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and it holds for gπ
˚

pXq ´ pgπ
˚

pXq that

gπ
˚

pXq ´ pgπ
˚

pXq

“ Eob

«

Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA

´

hπ
˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq

¯

|A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1

ff

|X,RX “ 1

ff

` Eob

«

Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA

phπ
˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

3 pY,A,Xq |A,W,X, pRW , RXq “ 1

ff

|X,RX “ 1

ff

´ T4
phπ

˚

pXq

“
ÿ

a1PA
Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq |X,RX “ 1

ı

´ Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,Xq |X,RX “ 1
ı

´ T4
phπ

˚

pXq, (C.42)

where the second equality holds by definition of T3 in the CCB-PV case. Now we plug (C.42) into

(i) of (C.40) and it follows that

(i) “ vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

q

“

ż

X

´

gπ
˚

pxq ´ pgπ
˚

pxq
¯

rppxqdx

“

ż

X
Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA

´

hπ
˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq

¯

|X “ x,RX “ 1

ff

rppxqdx

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

paq

´

ż

X
Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,Xq |X “ x,RX “ 1
ı

rppxqdx
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

pbq

´

ż

X
T4
phπ

˚

pxqrppxqdx
loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

pcq

. (C.43)

To upper bound (b) and (c), we define two ratio functions b4 : XˆAÑ R and b3 : WˆXˆAˆA1 Ñ R
by

b4px, a
1q “

rppxq

pobpx |RX “ 1q
, (C.44)

b3pw, x, a, a
1q “

rppxqpobpa,w |x,RX “ 1q

pobpx, a, w | pRW , RXq “ 1q
. (C.45)

For (b), with b3 defined in (C.45) we have

pbq “ ´Eob

”

T3
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,A1qb3pW,X,A,A
1q | pRW , RXq “ 1

ı

ď

›

›

›
T3
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ3,2
}b3}µ3,2

. (C.46)

Similarly, for (c) with b4 defined in (C.44) we have

pcq “ Eob

”

´T4
phπ

˚

pX,A1qb4pX,A
1q |RX “ 1

ı

ď

›

›

›
T4
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ4,2
}b4}µ4,2

. (C.47)
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In addition, it holds for (a) that

paq “

ż

X
Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA

´

hπ
˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq ´ phπ

˚

2 pa
1,W,Xq

¯

|X “ x,RX “ 1

ff

rppxqdx

“

ż

X
Eob

«

ÿ

a1PA
Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A “ a, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

|X “ x,RX “ 1

ff

¨ rppxqdx

“ Eob

„

Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

¨
pobpU |X,Rx “ 1qrppXq

pobpU,X,A | pRX , RZq “ 1q
| pRX , RZq “ 1



, (C.48)

where the second equality holds by noting that RX KK W |X, A KK W | pX,Uq, and pRX , RZq KK

W | pA,U,Xq. which prompts us to introduce another ratio function. Since Z is overcomplete over

U , there exists b1 : X ˆAˆ Z Ñ R such that

Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1s “
pobpU |X,Rx “ 1qrppXq

pobpU,X,A | pRX , RZq “ 1q
. (C.49)

Plugging (C.49) into (C.48), it holds that

paq “ Eob

„

Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

¨ Eob rb1pX,A,Zq |X,U,A, pRX , RZq “ 1s | pRX , RZq “ 1



“ Eob

”´

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq
¯

b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ Eob

”

Eob

”

hπ
˚

2 pA,W,Xq ´
phπ

˚

2 pA,W,Xq |X,A,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

,

where the second equality holds by noting that W KK pZ,RZq | pX,A,U,RXq. Now plugging in

(C.41), we have

paq “ ´Eob

„

´

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zq ` Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zq |A,X,Z, pRX , RZq “ 1
ı¯

¨ b1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1



“ ´Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

´ Eob

”

Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq |A,W,X, pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

| pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

“ ´Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

´ Eob

„

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq
pobpA,W,X | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpA,W,X | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
| pRW , RX , RZq “ 1



,
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where the second equality holds by RW KK pZ,RX , RZq | pA,W,Xq. We thereby define b2 : AˆW ˆ

X ˆ Z Ñ R by

b2pA,W,X,Zq “ b1pX,A,Zq
pobpA,W,X | pRX , RZq “ 1q

pobpA,W,X | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1q
.

We then arrive at

paq “ ´Eob

”

T1
phπ

˚

pA,X,Zqb1pX,A,Zq | pRX , RZq “ 1
ı

´ Eob

”

T2
phπ

˚

pA,W,X,Zqb2pA,W,X,Zq | pRW , RX , RZq “ 1
ı

ď

›

›

›
T1
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ1,2
}b1}µ1,2

`

›

›

›
T2
phπ

˚
›

›

›

µ2,2
}b2}µ2,2

, (C.50)

Combining (C.50), (C.46) and (C.47) with (C.43), we have

vπ
˚

´ vppgπ
˚

q ď

4
ÿ

k“1

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µk,2
}bk}µk,2 ď max

kPt1,2,3,4u

›

›

›
Tkphπ

˚
›

›

›

µ,2

4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ,

Therefore, for the sub-optimality given in (C.40), it holds by the conclusion of Theorem 6.4 that

SubOptppπq
E
À

4
ÿ

k“1

}bk}µk,2 ¨
`

OpεΘq `OpεHq `O p
?
eDq `O pηq

˘

,

which completes the proof of Theorem 7.3.

D Completeness Conditions in Linear Inverse Problem

In this section, we discuss existence of a solution h to the following linear inverse problem,

gpc, d, eq “ E rhpA,B,C, dq |B “ b, C “ c, E “ es . (D.1)

Our discussion follows Miao et al. (2018a); Carrasco et al. (2007, Theorem 2.41). Let L2pt, pq

denote the space of all the square integrable functions of t with respect to a distribution pptq,

which yields a Hilbert space with inner product xg, hy “
ş

gptqhptqpptqdt. Let Kb,c denote the

conditional expectation operator:L2pF paqq Ñ L2pF pdqq, Kb,cfpeq “ E rfpAq |B “ b, C “ c, E “ es

for f P L2pa, ppa | b, c, eqq. Let tpλb,c,n, φb,c,n, ψb,c,nqu
8
n“1 denote a singular value decomposition of

Kb,c. By assuming the following four regularity conditions to hold,

(i)
ş ş

fpa | b, c, eqfpe | b, c, aqdade ă 8 for all b, c,

(ii)
ş

gpc, d, eq2ppe | b, cqde ă 8 for all b, c, d,

(iii)
ř8
n“1 λ

´2
b,c,n

ˇ

ˇxgpc, d, ¨q, ψb,c,np¨qypp¨ | b,cq
ˇ

ˇ

2
ď 8 for all b, c, d,

(iv) E rσpEq |A “ a,B “ b, C “ cs
a.s.
“ 0 for all a, b, c if and only if σpeq

a.s.
“ 0,

the solution to (D.1) must exist.
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D.1 Fenchel Duality

By the property of Fenchel Duality, any convex function f can be equivalently written as

fpxq “ sup
ζ
x ¨ ζ ´ f˚pζq,

where f˚ is the Fenchel duality (Borwein and Lewis, 2006). In case of fpxq “ x2{2, the Fenchel

duality is given by f˚pzq “ ζ2{2. Therefore, we can equivalently express }Tkh}2µk,2 as

}Tkh}2µk,2 “ Eµk

«

sup
ζ

TkhpZkqζ ´
1

2
ζ2

ff

.

Note that the supremum is achieved when ζ “ TkhpZkq. By assuming Tkh P Θk, it follows that

}Tkh}2µk,2 “ Eµk

«

sup
θkPΘk

TkhpZkqθkpZkq ´
1

2
θkpZkq

2

ff

.

Following the interchangeability principle (Dai et al., 2017), we can therefore swap the position of

expectation and supremum and obtain

}Tkh}2µk,2 “ sup
θkPΘk

Eµk

„

TkhpZkqθkpZkq ´
1

2
θkpZkq

2



.

E Critical Radius

In this section, we study the critical radius for the linear two-step DTRs and the linear one-step

POMDP using the techniques given in §F.

E.1 Critical Radius for Linear Two-step DTRs

In this section, we calculate the critical radius of the function class,

Qk “ tαkphpXq, YkqθkpZkq : h P H, θk P Θku,

in the two-step DTRs example. We first summarize the linear function classes as follows,

H1 “ tw1 P Rm1 : Aˆ Y Ñ wJ1 φ1p¨q, }w1}2 ď C1, }φ1p¨q}2 ď 1u,

G “ tw2 P Rm2 : X ˆAÑ wJ2 φ2p¨q, }w2}2 ď C2, }φ2p¨q}2 ď 1u,

Θ1 “ tβ1 P Rd1 : Y1 Ñ βJ1 ψ1p¨q, }β1} ď D1, }ψ1p¨q}2 ď 1u,

Θ2 “ tβ2 P Rd2 : X ˆAˆ Y1 Ñ βJ2 ψ2p¨q, }β2} ď D2, }ψ2p¨q}2 ď 1u,

Q1 “ tAˆ Y Ñ ph1pa, yq ´ y2qθ1py1q : h1 P H1, θ1 P Θ1u,

Q2 “ tX ˆAˆ Y Ñ pgpx, aq ´ h1pa, yqqθ2px, a, y1q : h1 P H1, g P G, θ2 P Θ2u.

68



Note that h1pa, yq ´ y can be captured by the following linear function class

U1 “

$

&

%

rw1 “
?

2

«

w1

t

ff

P Rm1`1 : Aˆ Y Ñ rwJ1

»

–

φ1pa,yq?
2

y2?
2LY2

fi

fl , } rw1}2 ď

c

2
´

C2
1 ` L

2
Y2

¯

,

.

-

,

and gpx, aq ´ h1pa, yq is captured by the following linear function class,

U2 “

#

rw2 “
?

2

«

w1

w2

ff

P Rm1`m2 : Aˆ Y Ñ rwJ2

«

φ1pa,yq?
2

φ2px,aq?
2

ff

, } rw2}2 ď

b

2
`

C2
1 ` C

2
2

˘

+

.

By Lemma F.5, the maximal critical radius for Q1 and Q2, which are denoted by η1 and η2,

respectively, are bounded with probability 1´ δ by

η1 ď O

˜

d

2
´

C2
1 ` L

2
Y2

¯

¨
m1 ` d1 ` 1

T1
log

ˆ

T1

m1 ` d1 ` 1

˙

`

d

log p1{δq

T1

¸

,

η2 ď O

˜

d

2
`

C2
1 ` C

2
2

˘

¨
m1 `m2 ` d2

T2
log

ˆ

T2

m1 `m2 ` d2

˙

`

d

log p1{δq

T2

¸

.

E.2 Critical Radius for Linear One-step POMDP

In this section, we calculate the critical radius of the function class

Qk “ tα
π
k phpXq, YkqθkpZkq : h P H, θk P Θk, π P Πu,

in the two-step DTRs example. We first summarize the linear function classes as follows,

Π Ď

#

π

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

πpa | o, o´q “
exp

`

wJ0 φ0pa, o, o
´q
˘

ř

a1PA exp
`

wJ0 φ0pa1, o, o´q
˘ , }w0}2 ď C0, }φ0p¨q}2 ď 1

+

,

Hk “ tw
J
k φkp¨q : wk P Rmk }wk}2 ď Ck, }φkp¨q}2 ď 1u, k “ 1, 2, 3,

G “ tw4 P Rm4 : O´ Ñ wJ4 φ4p¨q, }w4} ď C3 }W6}F , }φ4p¨q}2 ď 1u,

Θk “ tβ
J
k ψkp¨q : βk P Rdk , }βk} ď Dk, }ψkp¨q}2 ď 1u, k “ 1, 2, 3,

Θ4 “ tβ4 P Rm4 : O´ Ñ βJ4 φ4p¨q, }β4} ď D4, }φ4p¨q}2 ď 1u,

Qk “ tα
π
k ph, ykqθkpzkq : h P H, θk P Θk, π P Πu, k “ 1, 2, 3, 4,

Y “

"

f : Y Ñ R | fpyq “ λ ¨
y

LY
, |λ| ď LY

*

.

Here Y can be viewed as an one-dimensional linear function class that y falls into. Notice that

απ1 “ h1 is captured by H1. Therefore, the critical radius of the product function class Q1 is bounded

by

η1 ď O

˜

D1C1

d

m1 ` d1

T1
log

ˆ

T1

m1 ` d1

˙

¸

,
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following Lemma F.5. For απ2 “ h2 ´ h1 ´ Y π, we have

Npt;Q2, }¨}Dq ď N

ˆ

t

3
; th2θ2u , }¨}D

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

3
; th1θ2u , }¨}D

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

3
; tY πθ2u , }¨}D

˙

ď N

ˆ

t

6D2
;H2, }¨}D

˙

N

ˆ

t

6C2
; Θ2, }¨}D

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

6D2
;H1, }¨}D

˙

N

ˆ

t

6C1
; Θ2, }¨}D

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

9D2
; Y , }¨}D

˙

N

ˆ

t

9LYD2
; Π, }¨}D

˙

N

ˆ

t

9LY
; Θ2, }¨}D

˙

, (E.1)

where the first inequality holds by Lemma F.2 on the covering number of summation function class

and the second inequality holds by Lemma F.3 on the covering number of product function class.

Following Lemma F.4 on the covering number for the linear function class and Lemma F.6 on the

covering number of the policy class, (E.1) is further bounded by

logNpt;Q2, }¨}Dq ď a log

ˆ

1`
C

t

˙

,

where a “ 7 maxtm0,m1,m2, d1, d2u and C “ maxt12C2D2, 12D2C1, 12C1D2, 18D2LY , 54LYD2, 18LYD2u.

By Lemma F.7, the critical radius η2 is bounded by

η2 ď O
ˆ

C

c

a

T2
¨ log

T2

a

˙

.

For απ3 “ h3py, a, o
´q ´

ř

a1PA h2pa
1, o, o´q, it is captured by

U3 “

$

&

%

rwJ3

»

–

ř

a1PA φ2pa1,o,o´q?
2|A|

φ3py,a,o´q?
2

fi

fl : rw3 P Rm2`m3 , } rw3}2 ď

b

2
`

|A|2C2
2 ` C

2
3

˘

,

.

-

,

and απ4 is captured by the following linear function class

U4 “

#

rwJ4

«

φ3pa,yq?
2

φ4px,aq?
2

ff

: rw4 P Rm3`m4 , } rw4}2 ď

b

2
`

C2
3 ` C

2
4

˘

+

.

By Lemma F.5 and Corollary 5 of Dikkala et al. (2020), the maximum critical radius for Qk denoted

by ηk is bounded with probability 1´ δ by

η1 ď O

˜

D1C1

d

m1 ` d1

T1
log

ˆ

T1

m1 ` d1

˙

`

d

log p1{δq

T1

¸

,

η2 ď O

˜

C

d

maxtm0,m1,m2, d1, d2u

T2
log

ˆ

T2

maxtm0,m1,m2, d1, d2u

˙

`

d

logp1{δq

T2

¸

,

η3 ď O

˜

D3

d

2
`

|A|2C2
2 ` C

2
3

˘

¨
m2 `m3 ` d3

T3
log

ˆ

T3

m2 `m3 ` d3

˙

`

d

log p1{δq

T3

¸

,

η4 ď O

˜

D4

d

2
`

C2
3 ` C

2
4

˘

¨
m3 `m4

T4
log

ˆ

T4

m3 `m4

˙

`

d

log p1{δq

T4

¸

.
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F Technical Results

Lemma F.1 (Corollary 14.3 in Wainwright (2019)). Let NDpt;BDpδ; F qq denote the t-covering

number of the set BDpδ; F q “ tf P F : }f}D ď δu in the empirical L2pPDq-norm. Then the

empirical version of critical inequality

RDpη;Fq ď η2

C

is satisfied for any η ą 0 such that

64
?
n

ż η

η2

2C

a

logNDpt;BDpη; F qqdt ď
η2

C
.

Lemma F.2 (Covering number for summation class). Let Npt;F , }¨}q denote the t-covering number

of a set F on a metric space equipped with norm }¨} such that the triangle inequality holds. For

function classes F1,F2, let F denote their summation class,

F “ tf | f “ f1 ` f2, f1 P F1, f2 P F2u .

The t-covering number for Q satisfies

Npt;F , }¨}q ď N

ˆ

t

2
;F1, }¨}

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

2
;F2, }¨}

˙

. (F.1)

Proof. Suppose that Θ1 is a t{2-covering of F1, Θ2 is a t{2-covering of F2. We construct

Θ “ tθ | θ “ θ1 ` θ2, θ1 P Θ1, θ2 P Θ2u .

For any f P F , there exist f1 P F1, f2 P F2 such that f “ f1 ` f2. Moreover, by definition of the

covering set, there exist θ1 P Θ1, θ2 P Θ2 such that }f1 ´ θ1} ď t{2 and that }f2 ´ θ2} ď t{2. Let

θ P Θ such that θ “ θ1 ` θ2, it follows that

}f ´ θ} “ }pf1 ` f2q ´ pθ1 ` θ2q}

ď }f1 ´ θ1} ` }f2 ´ θ2}

ď t, (F.2)

where the first inequality holds by the triangle inequality of metric }¨}. It follows from (F.2) that

the product set Θ is a t-covering set of F . Therefore, we conclude that (F.1) holds.

Lemma F.3 (Covering number for product class). Let Npt;F , }¨}q denote the t-covering number

of a set F on a metric space equipped with norm }¨} such that the triangle inequality holds. For

uniformly bounded function classes F1,F2 such that }F1}8 ď C1 and }F2}8 ď C2, let F denote

their product class,

F “ tf | f “ f1 ¨ f2, f1 P F1, f2 P F2u .
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The t-covering number for F satisfies

Npt;F , }¨}q ď N

ˆ

t

2C2
;F1, }¨}

˙

¨N

ˆ

t

2C1
;F2, }¨}

˙

.

Proof. Suppose that Θ1 is a t{2C2-covering of F1, Θ2 is a t{2C1-covering of F2. We construct

Θ “ tθ | θ “ θ1 ¨ θ2, θ1 P Θ1, θ2 P Θ2u .

For any f P F , there exist f1 P F1, f2 P F2 such that f “ f1 ¨ f2. Moreover, by definition of the

covering set, there exist θ1 P Θ1, θ2 P Θ2 such that }f1 ´ θ1} ď t{2C2 and that }f2 ´ θ2} ď t{2C1.

Let θ P Θ such that θ “ θ1 ¨ θ2, it follows that

}f ´ θ} “ }pf1 ¨ f2q ´ pθ1 ¨ θ2q}

ď }f1 ´ θ1} ¨ C2 ` }f2 ´ θ2} ¨ C1

ď t,

where the first inequality holds by the triangle inequality of metric }¨}. It follows from (F.2) that

the product set Θ is a t-covering set of F .

Lemma F.4 (Covering number for bounded linear class). Suppose that F is a bounded linear

function class defined as

F “
!

f | fpxq “ wJφpxq, w P Rd, φ : X Ñ Rd, }φ}2,8 ď 1, }w}2 ď C
)

.

The covering number Npt;F , }¨}Dq with respect to norm }¨}D is bounded by

logNpt;F , }¨}Dq ď d log

ˆ

1`
2C

t

˙

.

Proof. This lemma is a conclusion of Example 5.8 in Wainwright (2019) which states that

logNpt;B, }¨}q ď d log

ˆ

1`
2

δ

˙

,

if B is also a unit ball under norm }¨}. In case of F , we construct a function class S defined as

S “
 

wJφ |
›

›wJφp¨q
›

›

D ď C
(

. (F.3)

It is straightforward that F Ď S. Therefore, it follows from (F.3) that

logNpt;F , }¨}Dq ď logNpt;S, }¨}q ď d log

ˆ

1`
2C

t

˙
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Lemma F.5 (critical radius for product of bounded linear function classes). Consider two linear

function class F1 and F2 defined as

F1 “

!

w1 P Rd1 : X Ñ wJ1 φ1p¨q, }w1}2 ď C1, }φ1p¨q}2 ď 1
)

,

F2 “

!

w2 P Rd2 : X Ñ wJ2 φ2p¨q, }w2}2 ď C2, }φ2p¨q}2 ď 1
)

.

The product space of F1 and F2 is defined as

Q “ tX Ñ f1p¨qf2p¨q : f1 P F1, f2 P F2u ,

and the critical radius of Q is bounded by

η ď 64b

d

d1 ` d2

n
¨ log

ˆˆ

1` 8 max

"

1

C1
,

1

C2

*˙

n

642pd1 ` d2q

˙

,

where b “
a

C p8 maxtC1, C2u ` Cq and C “ C1C2.

Proof. Note that we always have }f1p¨q}8 ď }w1}2 }φ1p¨q}2 ď C1 for any f1 P F1. It also holds that

}f2p¨q}8 ď C2 and that }q}8 ď C1C2 “ C for any q P Q. The critical radius η for Q then satisfies,

RDpη;Qq ď η2

C
. (F.4)

Let NDpt;BDpη;Qqq denote the t-covering number of the set BDpη;Qq “ tf P Q : }f}D ď ηu in the

empirical L2pPDq-norm. Then the empirical version of critical inequality (F.4) is satisfied for any

η ą 0 such that

64
?
n

ż η

η2

2C

a

logNDpt;BDpη;Qqqdt ď η2

C
. (F.5)

Such a property holds by Corollary 14.3 in Wainwright (2019). By definition of BDpη;Qq, it holds

directly

logNDpt;BDpη;Qqq ď logNDpt;Qq

ď logND

ˆ

t

2C2
;F1

˙

` logND

ˆ

t

2C1
;F2

˙

ď logND

ˆ

t

2C2
;SDpC1;φ1q

˙

` logND

ˆ

t

2C1
;SDpC2;φ2q

˙

,

where we define SpC;φq “
 

w P Rd : w P Rd,
›

›wJφp¨q
›

›

D ď C
(

. Here, the second inequality holds by

Lemma F.3 and the last inequality holds by noting that F1 P SpC1;φ1q and F2 P SpC2;φ2q. Note

that the norms corresponding to SpC;φq and covering number ND are both }¨}D. Thereby applying

Lemma 5.7 in Wainwright (2019), it follows that,

logNDpδ;SDpC;φqq ď d log

ˆ

2C

δ
` 1

˙

.
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Therefore, we show that

logNDpt;BDpη;Qqq ď d1 log

ˆ

4C2

t
` 1

˙

` d2 log

ˆ

4C1

t
` 1

˙

.

The left hand-side of (F.5) is bounded by

64
?
n

ż η

η2

2C

a

logNDpt;BDpη;Qqqdt ď 64
?
n
η

d

logND

ˆ

η2

2C
;BDpη;Qq

˙

ď
64
?
n
η

d

d1 log

ˆ

8CC2

η2
` 1

˙

` d2 log

ˆ

8CC1

η2
` 1

˙

ď
64
?
n
η

d

pd1 ` d2q log

ˆ

8C max tC1, C2u

η2
`
C2

η2

˙

, (F.6)

where the last inequality holds by noting that η ă C. Therefore, an upper bound for the critical

radius is given by plugging (F.6) into (F.5),

64
?
n
η

d

pd1 ` d2q log

ˆ

8C max tC1, C2u

η2
`
C2

η2

˙

ď
η2

C
. (F.7)

A little transformation of (F.7) gives

a log
b2

η2
ď
η2

b2
,

where

a “

d

C

8 maxtC1, C2u ` C

642

n
pd1 ` d2q, b “

a

C p8 maxtC1, C2u ` Cq. (F.8)

By assuming that a ă 1{2, we see that η “ b
b

a log 1
a satisfies (F.8). Therefore, the critical radius η

is upper bounded by

η ď 64b

d

d1 ` d2

n
¨ log

ˆˆ

1` 8 max

"

1

C1
,

1

C2

*˙

n

642pd1 ` d2q

˙

ď O

˜

C

d

d1 ` d2

n
log

ˆ

n

d1 ` d2

˙

¸

.

Lemma F.6 (Covering number for the policy class Π in (9.3)). For the policy class

Π Ď

#

π

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

πpa | o, o´;w0q “
exp

`

wJ0 φ0pa, o, o
´q
˘

ř

a1PA exp
`

wJ0 φ0pa1, o, o´q
˘ , w0 P Rm0 , }w0}2 ď C0, }φ0p¨q}2,8 ď 1

+

,

the covering number Npt; Π, }¨}Dq is bounded by,

logNpt; Π, }¨}Dq ď m0 log

ˆ

1`
6C0

t

˙

.
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Proof. For simplicity, let ζpa, τ ;wq “ exppwJφ0pa, o, o
´qq where τ “ po, o´q. For w and w1 with

bounded quadratic norms, the policy difference of such a softmax policy class can be bounded by

ˇ

ˇπpa | τ ;wq ´ πpa | τ ;w1q
ˇ

ˇ

ď
|ζpa, τ ;wq ´ ζpa, τ ;w1q|

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ` ζpa, τ ;w1q |

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ´

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq|

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq ¨

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q

. (F.9)

Without loss of generality, we assume that
ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ď

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq. Therefore, (F.9) can be

further bounded by

ˇ

ˇπpa | τ ;wq ´ πpa | τ ;w1q
ˇ

ˇ

ď
|ζpa, τ ;wq ´ ζpa, τ ;w1q|

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq

`

ř

a1 |ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ´ ζpa1, τ ;wq|
ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq

ď
|ζpa, τ ;wq ´ ζpa, τ ;w1q|

max tζpa, τ ;wq, ζpa, τ ;w1qu
` 2 ¨

ř

a1 |ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ´ ζpa1, τ ;wq|

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq `

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q

ď
|ζpa, τ ;wq ´ ζpa, τ ;w1q|

max tζpa, τ ;wq, ζpa, τ ;w1qu
` 2 ¨

ř

a1 |ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ´ ζpa1, τ ;wq|

ř

a1 max tζpa1, τ ;wq, ζpa1, τ ;w1qu
, (F.10)

where the second inequality holds by noting that
ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;wq ě

ř

a1 ζpa
1, τ ;w1q ě ζpa, τ ;w1q. For

given w1, w2, recall the definition of ζ and assume without loss of generality that ζpa, τ ;w1q ě

ζpa, τ ;w2q. We have

|ζpa, τ ;w1q ´ ζpa, τ ;w2q|

max tζpa, τ ;w1q, ζpa, τ ;w2qu
“ 1´ exp

 

pw2 ´ w1q
Jφ0pa, τq

(

ď
ˇ

ˇpw1 ´ w2q
Jφ0pa, τq

ˇ

ˇ .

Plugging the result into (F.10), we conclude that

ˇ

ˇπpa | τ ;wq ´ πpa | τ ;w1q
ˇ

ˇ ď 3
›

›pw ´ w1qJφ0p¨, τq
›

›

8
,

which further yields

›

›πp¨ | ¨;wq ´ πp¨ | ¨;w1q
›

›

D ď
›

›πp¨ | ¨;wq ´ πp¨ | ¨;w1q
›

›

8
ď 3

›

›pw ´ w1qJφ0p¨, ¨q
›

›

8
. (F.11)

Following (F.11), the covering number of Π with respect to norm }¨}D is upper bounded by

Npt; Π, }¨}Dq ď N

ˆ

t

3
;F , }¨}8

˙

ď N

ˆ

t

3
;S, }¨}8

˙

,

where F “ tf | fpa, τq “ wJφ0pa, τq, }w}2 ď C0, }φ0pa, τq}2,8 ď 1u and S “ twJφ0pa, τq |
›

›wJφ0pa, τq
›

›

8
ď C0u. The second inequality holds by noting that F Ď S. Thus, by Exam-

ple 5.8 in Wainwright (2019) and noting that the covering number and function class S are equipped

with the same norm }¨}8, we conclude that

logNpt; Π, }¨}Dq ď m0 log

ˆ

1`
6C0

t

˙

.
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Lemma F.7 (Bounding critical radius with covering number). If the covering number of C0-

uniformly bounded function class F satisfies Npt;F , }¨}Dq ď a log p1` C1{tq, the maximal covering

number of F converges at a rate of Op
a

pa log T q{T q, where C “ maxtC0, C1u and T is the size of

D.

Proof. The critical radius η for F then satisfies,

RDpη;Fq ď η2

C0
.

We denote an η-ball in the empirical L2pPDq-norm by BDpη;Fq “ tf P F | }f}D ď ηu. By Corollary

14.3 in Wainwright (2019), an upper bound for η is given by the following inequality,

64
?
T

ż η

η2

2C0

b

logNpt;BDpη;Qq, }¨}Dqdt ď
η2

C0
.

Since BDpη;Fq Ď F , the critical radius η is further bounded by the following inequality

64
?
T

ż η

η2

2C0

b

logNpt;F , }¨}Dqdt ď
η2

C0
.

Noting that logNpt;F , }¨}Dq ď a logp1` 2C1C0{η
2q for t P pη2{2C0, ηq, we thus have η bounded by

64
?
T
¨ η ¨

d

a log

ˆ

1`
2C0C1

η2

˙

ď
η2

C0
. (F.12)

For simplicity, we use C “ max tC0, C1u to replace C0, c1 and conclude that η is bounded by

2048a

T
¨ log

ˆ

1`
2C2

η2

˙

ď
η2

2C2

satisfies (F.12). As T Ñ8, we have T ě p
?

2´ 1q2048a. Thereby, it is easy to verify that

η0 “ 64C ¨

d

a

T
log

ˆ

1`
T

2048a

˙

satisfies (F.12) and we conclude that η „ OpC
a

pa log T q{T q.
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