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Abstract—Wireless connectivity promises to unshackle virtual
reality (VR) experiences, allowing users to engage from any-
where, anytime. However, delivering seamless, high-quality, real-
time VR video wirelessly is challenging due to the stringent
quality of experience requirements, low latency constraints,
and limited VR device capabilities. This paper addresses these
challenges by introducing a novel decentralized multi task fair
federated learning (DMTFL) based caching that caches and
prefetches each VR user’s field of view (FOV) at base stations
(BSs) based on the caching strategies tailored to each BS. In
federated learning (FL) in its naive form, often biases toward
certain users, and a single global model fails to capture the
statistical heterogeneity across users and BSs. In contrast, the
proposed DMTFL algorithm personalizes content delivery by
learning individual caching models at each BS. These models are
further optimized to perform well under any target distribution,
while providing theoretical guarantees via Rademacher complex-
ity and a probably approximately correct (PAC) bound on the
loss. Using a realistic VR head-tracking dataset, our simulations
demonstrate the superiority of our proposed DMTFL algorithm
compared to baseline algorithms.

Index Terms—Virtual reality, decentralized learning, fairness,
multi task federated learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Virtual reality (VR) technology is poised to transform the
way users engage with their surroundings, with the global VR
market expected to exceed 435 billion USD by 2030 [1]. Re-
alizing this potential, however, hinges on addressing a major
challenge, which is ensuring reliable connectivity and high-
quality user experiences over inherently unstable wireless
channels [2].

VR applications heavily depend on 360◦ immersive video
technology to create compelling user experiences [3]. While
current video coding techniques often tailor streaming to
user attention and field of view (FOV) [4], delivering real-
time, tile-based FOV content remains a major challenge. The
steps involved in detecting, retrieving, and transmitting the
appropriate tiles for a user’s FOV can introduce considerable
latency, an issue that worsens as the number of users grows.
This latency can critically degrade the user experience, making
it hard to meet stringent delay requirements. Among them,
proactive caching of VR content at the network edge stands
out as a particularly promising solution to improve delivery
efficiency and reduce latency [5], [6].

Much of the existing research on VR content delivery
concentrates on enhancing the throughput of wireless VR net-
works through advanced wireless resource allocation methods.

For instance, the work in [7], proposes an iterative algorithm
for optimizing wireless transmission in multiplayer interactive
VR gaming frameworks using mobile edge computing (MEC),
which employs a truncated first-order Taylor expansion of
the objective function, which is progressively refined through
iterative updates. Similarly, [8] introduces a two-phase method
for associating VR users with mmWave access points, the
first phase applies a graph-theoretic assignment technique,
followed by optimization using geometric programming.

To the best of our knowledge, leveraging a decentralized
multi-task fair federated learning (DMTFL) framework for
VR content delivery while explicitly accounting for the users’
FOV requests, and promoting fairness among users has not yet
been explored within the wireless communications domain.
Motivated by this gap, we tackle the caching problem through
a decentralized learning framework, without relying on prior
statistical assumptions about the request sequence. This paper
proposes a novel wireless VR network architecture empow-
ered by MEC. Our proposed DMTFL algorithm enables
personalized caching strategies at each BS, ensuring equitable
service quality and robustness even under non-independent
and identically distributed (non-iid) user request patterns.

To this end, we present a unified framework with rigorous
theoretical guarantees and introduce a DMTFL based caching
algorithm. The fairness aspect ensures that caching strategies
are not biased toward particular BSs or user distributions,
enabling equitable service quality across the network. Mean-
while, the multi-task aspect allows the proposed DMTFL
algorithm to learn separate caching models for each BS,
thereby providing personalized and locally optimized strate-
gies tailored to the data and user demands at each BS. Further,
to theoretically justify the performance of the proposed decen-
tralized caching strategies, we incorporate tools from statis-
tical learning theory, specifically the probably approximately
correct (PAC) framework.

Furthermore, we use Rademacher complexity as a measure
of function class capacity, quantifying the ability of our
learning algorithm to generalize beyond the observed samples.
This approach enables us to formally establish a bound
(Theorem 1) that ensures the proposed algorithm not only
performs well on the training data but also offers reliable
guarantees on future requests, which is crucial for robust
VR content delivery. Simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm can substantially improve communication
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Fig. 1: Tiled FOV representation based on a user’s FOV within the
equirectangular (EQR) projection of a 360◦ VR scene

performance.
II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider B BSs denoted by the set B =
{1, 2, . . . , b, . . . , B} and U users denoted by the set U =
{1, 2, . . . , i, . . . , U}. In this decentralized setting, BSs com-
municate and exchange models through limited-capacity links.
Following a similar approach to [9], we assume that only
a portion of the full 360◦ VR video is requested by a user
referred to as the FOV. To facilitate processing, the 360◦ video
is projected onto a two-dimensional plane and divided into
F = N ×P tiles. The user requests a subset of tiles from the
set F = {1, 2, . . . , f, . . . , F}, as illustrated in Fig. 1.
We denote the set of users connected to the b-th BS as Ub.
Let the feature vector for the b-th BS for the f -th FOV
(eg. past demand, FoV history, etc.) be denoted as xb,f . The
total demand for the f -th FOV at the b-th BS is given by
yb,f , where yb,f serves as the target label. To evaluate the
VR video quality, we use the mean squared error (MSE)
metric. Let cb,f be the binary indicator representing the f -
th cached FOV at the b-th BS, and define the MSE for
the f -th FOV from the b-th BS as eb,f = (cb,f − yb,f )

2.
Furthermore, to account for data heterogeneity, the data across
devices is assumed to be non-iid, and are drawn from an
underlying distribution Db associated with the b-th BS, with
each Db =

(
(xb,i, yb,i), . . . , (xb,mb

, yb,mb
)
)

of size mb, which
which captures the local data at the b-th BS, including user
FOV requests. Let D = {D1, . . . ,DB} represent the set of
all distributions of the BSs.

In this work, we propose a novel algorithm, which we
call DMTFL, where each BS learns a personalized caching
vector ϕb by minimizing its local empirical loss while also
incorporating information from neighboring BSs to promote
fairness and avoid bias toward any particular BS. Formally,
each BS employ a DMTFL based caching strategy given by
ϕb, where ϕb = [ϕb,1, ϕb,2, . . . , ϕb,F ] denotes the caching
strategy employed at the b-th BS for the f -th FOV. Let
Φ = {ϕ1,ϕ2, . . . ,ϕB} ⊂ RF×B be the set of all caching
strategies. The effectiveness of the caching scheme is evalu-
ated using the following loss function:

Lb(ϕb) = E(x,y)∈Db

∑
f∈F

ϕb,f log10(eb,f ). (1)

For the ease of notation, we denote
E(x,y)∈Db

∑
f∈F ϕb,f log10(eb,f ) = E(x,y)∈Db

ℓ(hϕ(x),y),
where ℓ is the loss function that combines the caching

strategy and the mean squared error, and hϕ(x) represents
the caching policy predicted indicator vector for the given
features.

Our primary goal is to evaluate the performance of the
proposed algorithm by minimizing the loss function. The
formal definition of the DMTFL algorithm is given later
in Section III. It is important to recognize that employing
a naive federated learning (FL) approach typically leads to
learning a single, shared caching strategy across all BSs
(i.e., ϕb would be same across the BSs). While FL offers
the advantage of leveraging local datasets and computation
at edge BSs with minimal communication overhead, it also
introduces specific challenges. In its standard form such as
FedAvg [10] or FedProx [11], classical FL aims to train
a single global model using data distributed across numer-
ous, potentially millions of remote devices. This approach
often overlooks the unique characteristics and contributions
of individual BSs. When models are trained independently
at different BSs with heterogeneous data distributions, the
resulting statistical relationships may vary significantly. As
a result, aggregating these into a single global model can lead
to suboptimal performance and reduced inference accuracy.

Another key problem in FL is that of fairness. In many
practical cases, the resulting learning models can exhibit bias
or lack fairness [12]. A key reason these concerns arise is
that the target distribution for which the FL model is learned
is often unspecified. To account for fairness, we consider an
agnostic FL setting, where the caching strategy is optimized
for any possible target distribution formed by a mixture of
the BS distributions. Thus, to address these limitations, our
work adopts a personalized FL (also known as multi-task FL)
as well as fair FL (also known as agnostic FL) framework
that learns separate models for each BS, explicitly accounting
for any target distribution in the federated setting. Instead
of tailoring the caching strategy to a particular distribution,
which risks misalignment with the target, we formulate an
agnostic and more robust objective. In this setting, the target
distribution is modeled as an unknown mixture of the dis-
tributions Db, b = 1, . . . , B, that is Dw =

∑B
b=1 wbDb for

some w ∈ ∆B , or any w in a subset Λ ∈ ∆B , where ∆B

stands for the simplex over B. Given that the mixture weight
w is unknown, we must design a solution that is robust across
all possible w values within the simplex. This consideration
naturally leads to the following optimization problem.

min
ϕ1,ϕ2,...,ϕB

sup
w∈Λ

{
θΦ,w =

B∑
b=1

wbLb(ϕb,Db)

}
, (2)

where the coefficients satisfy
∑B

b wb = 1, and w =
(w1, . . . , wB). Note that to address the problem above, each
BS first estimates its local loss Lb(ϕb) using the empirical
average L̂b(ϕb,Db). This estimate relies entirely on the BS’s
own data, which, if limited, can be quite noisy and lead to poor
performance. A practical way to mitigate this issue is to also
incorporate information from neighboring BSs, particularly
when their data distributions are similar. In the ideal case of
iid data across devices, simply averaging all estimates works
well. However, in non-iid scenarios, treating all neighbors
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Fig. 2: Decentralized multi-task fair federated learning

equally can degrade the accuracy of the loss estimate. A more
refined approach is to assign carefully chosen weights to each
BS’s data, allowing the loss estimate to better reflect the true
local distribution. Once these optimal weights are determined,
the overall model becomes significantly more robust and
personalized. The caching strategy can be personalized by
assigning distinct weights to each BS, as demonstrated in [13].
This results in the following optimization problem, which is
solved in a distributed manner.

min
ϕ1,...,ϕB

sup
w∈Λ

{
θ̂Φ,w,α(D) =

B∑
b=1

wb

B∑
i=1

αb,iL̂b(ϕi,Db)

}
,

(3)
where the coefficients satisfy

∑B
i αb,i = 1, and α =

{α1, . . . ,αB}, and αb = {αb,1, . . . , αb,B}. Our approach
explicitly accounts for spatial heterogeneity across devices and
further incorporates this heterogeneity into the weighting of
each loss metric. The main contribution of this paper is to
derive a PAC bound on the difference θΦ,w− θ̂Φ,w,α(S). The
subsequent section delves into the details of this distributed
& fair multi-task FL based caching strategy.

III. DMTFL ALGORITHM

Drawing on distributed and multi-task learning principles, we
introduce a decentralized multi-task structure where each BS
learns a personalized caching vector that accounts for both
local user demands and cross-BS fairness considerations. As
illustrated in Fig. 2, we adopt a fair and multi-task FL frame-
work, where each BS learns its own personalized caching
model using local data. By modeling the target distribution
as an unknown mixture and allowing separate models per
BS, this approach effectively captures statistical heterogeneity
across BSs. Consequently, it ensures that caching decisions
are both tailored to local data characteristics and robust to
distributional shifts, thereby promoting fairness and improving
overall system efficiency. As depicted in Fig. 2, data collection
across the network is non-iid, with variations in both data
distribution and volume among BSs. In order to state the main
result, we first introduce the following three key quantities:
(i) Rademacher complexity, (ii) minimum ϵ-cover, and (iii)
discrepancy, each defined below.

Definition 1. (Minimax weighted Rademacher complexity):
The Rademacher complexity for a given set of caching strategy
Φ for a given w ∈ Λ is defined as

Rw(Φ)= E
D1,.,DB

σ

[
sup

ϕb∈Φ,
α∈∆B

B∑
b,i=1

wbαb,i

mb

mb∑
j=1

σbi,j ℓ
(
hϕ(xb,j), yb,j

)]

where Db =
(
(xb,i, yb,i), . . . , (xb,mb

, yb,mb
)
)

is a sample of
size mb and σbi,j is a collection of Rademacher variables,
that is uniformly distributed random variables taking values
in {−1, 1}. max weighted Rademacher complexity is defined
as RΛ(Φ) = maxw∈ΛRw(Φ).

Definition 2. (Minimum ϵ cover): The set {c1, . . . , cd} is said
to be an ϵ-cover of Λ with respect to the ℓ1-distance if Λ ⊆⋃d

i=1 B(ci, ϵ), where the ℓ1 ball is defined as B(ci, ϵ) := {z ∈
Λ : ∥z − ci∥1 < ϵ}. The minimum ϵ-cover, denoted by Λϵ, is
an ϵ-cover of Λ with the smallest possible cardinality d.

Definition 3. (Discrepancy): The discrepancy between two
data distributions Di and Dj corresponding to the BS i and j,
respectively, measured using the loss function l : Y×Y → R+

is defined as vi,j = supϕ |Li(ϕ)− Lj(ϕ)|
The first term above represents the average loss at the ith

BS, while the second term corresponds to the average loss
at the jth BS. Their difference quantifies how distinct the
two data distributions are with respect to the parameter ϕ.
By maximizing over ϕ, we obtain the worst-case difference.
When the data at the two BSs are iid, the discrepancy is
zero. Conversely, if the data distributions differ significantly,
the discrepancy will be large. A straightforward approach
to incorporate this into an algorithm is to assign higher
weights α when the discrepancy is small. In what follows,
we present a theoretical result that offers a principled method
for selecting these weights systematically. Specifically, the
following theorem establishes a PAC bound on the difference
between the true average loss in (2) and its empirical esti-
mate in (3), leveraging the definitions introduced above. By
providing these theoretical guarantees, our proposed algorithm
offers both practical benefits and a deeper understanding of
its effectiveness in handling dynamic FOV request patterns.
A. Theoretical Guarantees & Proposed Algorithm

In this subsection, we present a high probability bound on
the performance of the proposed DMTFL algorithm. This
analysis offers insights into selecting appropriate weights and
optimizing the sequence of caching policies over time.

Theorem 1. (PAC Bound) Assuming the loss function is
bounded, i.e., ℓ(a, b) < H,∀a, b ∈ Y then for any ϵ > 0,
with probability at least 1− δ, δ > 0, the following holds:

θΦ,w ≤ θ̂Φ,w,α(D) + 2RΛ(Φ) +H P(w,α) +HBϵ, (4)

where P(w,α) =

√
1
2

∑B
b=1

∑B
i=1

(
wbαb,i

mb

)2

log
(

|Λϵ|
δ

)
+ 1

H

∑B
b=1

∑B
i=1 wbαb,ivbi, vbi denotes the discrepancy, and

Λϵ is the minimum ϵ-cover of Λ.

Proof: See Appendix A.

Remark 1. The covering parameter ϵ can be chosen moder-
ately (e.g., 0.1), since the PAC bound depends only logarith-
mically on |Λϵ|, ensuring practical feasibility even for large
B.

Theorem 1 establishes a high-probability lower bound on the
term θΦ,w − θ̂Φ,w,α(D). Our goal is to optimize the caching



strategy, by carefully selecting the coefficients αb,i, and ϕb,
such that left hand term in Theorem 1 is minimized. To
achieve this minimization, we solve the following problem
as shown below

min
ϕ1,...,ϕB

α

{
Θ̂Φ,w,α = θ̂Φ,w,α(D)

+

B∑
b=1

ρb||ϕb||2 +H P(w,α)

}
.(5)

Algorithm 1 DMTFL Algorithm

1: procedure PROPOSED DMTFL
2: Initialize vb,i = 1, ϕ0

b , α0
b,i, ∀ b, i

3: for t = 1, 2, . . . , T do
4: for b = 1, 2, . . . , B do
5: for i = 1, 2, . . . , B do
6: for n = 1, 2, . . . , N do and b ̸= i
7: Broadcast ϕn

b to devices b and i
8: Obtain sub-gradients, and losses

from the BS b and i respectively
9: Update vnb,i

vnb,i = |L̂(ϕn
b ,Db)− L̂(ϕn

b ,Di)|
10: Gradient ascent on ϕb

ϕn+1
b = ϕn

b + µ∂ϕ(∆b,i(ϕ
n
b ))

11: end for
12: end for
13: Gradient descent on ϕb

ϕt+1
b = ϕt

b − η∇ϕb
Θ̂Φt,w,αt

14: Gradient descent with projection step on α

αt+1
b ← Π∆B

(
αt
b − υt∇αb

Θ̂Φt+1,w,αt

)
15: end for
16: Broadcast ϕb to all BSs
17: end for
18: Output final {ϕT

b }Bb=1 and {αT
b,i}Bb,i=1

19: end procedure

Note that the above minimization problem requires knowledge
of the discrepancy values, but since each BS only has access to
its local data, these discrepancies must be estimated collabo-
ratively in a distributed setup. Thus, the minimization problem
described in (5) must be addressed in a distributed manner,
with minimal communication overhead between nodes. To
enable this, BSs must approximate the discrepancies and
use these estimates as proxies when designing the proposed
DMTFL algorithm. As the discrepany terms are not directly
observable, we utilize their estimates instead. To obtain these
estimates, we employ a distributed gradient ascent algorithm,
the steps of which are summarized in Algorithm 1. It is
noteworthy to mention that the described implementation of
DMTFL (Algorithm 1), provides the valuable flexibility to
compute the estimates of individual caching strategies in a

distributed manner across the network, with computations
performed locally at each BS.
From the definition of the discrepancy the proposed DMTFL
algorithm essentially requires to solve

vi,j = sup
ϕ
|Li(ϕ)− Lj(ϕ)|, (6)

for all the BSs. Since the true expected losses Li(ϕ) and
Lj(ϕ) are not directly accessible, they are approximated using
their estimates denoted by L̂i(ϕ) and L̂j(ϕ) respectively. A
natural approach to tackling this maximization problem is to
apply a distributed gradient ascent algorithm. Algorithm 1
outlines the distributed implementation of this approach to
estimate the discrepancies across the BSs. However, the pres-
ence of the absolute value in the discrepancy definition means
that the gradient does not exist at all points. To overcome this
issue, a generalized subgradient is used instead of the standard
gradient as shown below.
∂ϕ(∆b,i(ϕ))=(

∇L̂(ϕ,Db)−∇L̂(ϕ,Di)
)
1{L̂(ϕ,Db)>L̂(ϕ,Di)}

−
(
∇L̂(ϕ,Db)−∇L̂(ϕ,Di)

)
1{L̂(ϕ,Db) ≤ L̂(ϕ,Di)}.

Since the algorithm employs a subgradient ascent approach,
convergence to a local maximum is ensured under standard as-
sumptions, following classical results in non-convex optimiza-
tion [14]. By leveraging this subgradient approach, each of the
BS can iteratively refine its local estimate without requiring
exact gradients, thus enabling an efficient and communication-
friendly distributed estimation procedure.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

To validate the performance of the proposed algorithms,
datasets from [15] are utilized. The dataset comprises tracked
head movements of 50 users while watching a catalog of 10
HD 360◦ YouTube videos. A 100◦×100◦ FOV is considered,
and to build the tiled-FOV, the equirectangular projection
of each of the video frames is divided into N × P tiles.
The proposed DMTFL-based algorithm is compared with the
following benchmark methods:

• FedAvg Algorithm: The central BS gathers the gradients
from each BS’s local loss to train a global model that
minimizes the overall loss across all BSs [10].

• FedProx Algorithm: FedProx algorithm extends FedAvg
by adding a proximal term to the local objective at each
BS [11].

• Heuristic Caching: In this caching algorithm, it selects
and caches the tiles with the highest overall global
request frequency (i.e., most popular tiles across all
users), regardless of individual user or BS preferences.

Fig. 3 illustrates the impact of the cache size of the BS
on the average cache hit. As depicted in the figure, a clear
trend emerges, indicating that as the cache size of the BS
increases, the average cache hit naturally increases. It is clear
from Fig. 3 that the proposed algorithm performs better than
the baseline algorithms, demonstrating the benefit of using
the proposed algorithm. For instance, the average cache hit
for the algorithm is at least 55% higher as compared to the
benchmark algorithms.
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Fig. 4 illustrates the minimum per-BS cache hit rate, which
serves as a fairness indicator by highlighting the worst-served
BS in the network. Unlike average or aggregate metrics,
this measure directly captures the performance experienced
by the most disadvantaged BS. A higher minimum hit rate
indicates that the algorithm is effectively avoiding bias toward
data-rich or majority BSs, aligning with the FL fairness
objective of providing balanced and equitable performance
across all BSs. As seen in the Fig. 4, the proposed DMTFL
algorithm achieves a significantly higher minimum per-BS hit
rate compared to baseline methods, demonstrating its superior
fairness properties.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper tackles the critical challenge of VR content caching
in highly dynamic and adversarial environments, leveraging
the power of the FL framework. By explicitly addressing
the challenges of statistical heterogeneity and fairness across
BSs, the proposed approach enables personalized caching
strategies tailored to each user’s FOV demands. Further-
more, we established rigorous theoretical foundations through
Rademacher complexity analysis and derived a PAC bound on
the loss given by Theorem 1, providing strong generalization
guarantees. The numerical results demonstrate the superior
performance of our proposed algorithm compared to existing
baseline methods, highlighting its effectiveness in handling
future demands of dynamic VR content delivery. While this
paper demonstrates the potential of the proposed DMTFL
algorithm, several important aspects remain open for future in-
vestigation. Evaluating communication and computation over-
head in practical MEC environments, especially as the number
of BSs increases, is also a crucial direction. Furthermore, the
proposed framework can also be extended to emerging music
metaverse applications, where immersive VR environments
are further enriched with dynamic music content. Finally,
extending the framework to account for dynamic user mobility
and BS associations will be considered in future work.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Consider Db = {(xb,1, yb,1), (xb,2, yb,2), . . . , (xb,mb
, yb,mb

)},
which represents the set of data samples at the BS b. Each
BS b is assumed to have caching strategy ϕb ∈ RF , for b =
1, 2, . . . , B. Let Φ = {ϕ1,ϕ2, . . . ,ϕB} ⊂ RF×B denote the
collection of all caching strategies across the BSs. The weights
ϕb at the BS b are optimized using the loss function

Lb(ϕb) := E(xb,yb)∼Db

[
l(hϕb

(xb), yb)
]
.

The weighted sum of the average losses across all the BS in
the network is given by

θΦ,w =

B∑
b=1

wbLb(ϕb)

(a)
=

B∑
b,i=1

wbαb,iLi(ϕb) +

B∑
b,i=1

wbαb,i

[
Lb(ϕb)− Li(ϕb)

]
,

(b)
= θΦ,w,α +

B∑
b=1

B∑
i=1

wbαb,i

[
Lb(ϕb)− Li(ϕb)

]
,

(c)

≤ θΦ,w,α +

B∑
b=1

B∑
i=1

wbαb,ivb,i

where (a) follows from adding and subtracting the term∑B
b=1

∑B
i=1 wbαb,iLi(ϕb), and using the fact that

∑B
b=1 wb =

1, and
∑B

i=1 α
B
b,i = 1, (b) follows from using the definition

of θΦ,w,α =
∑B

b=1

∑B
i=1 wbαb,iLi(ϕb), and (c) follows from

the definition of discrepancy between two BSs b and i, i.e.,
vb,i = supϕ |Li(ϕ) − Lj(ϕ)|. Thus, the above can be upper
bounded as follows:

θΦ,w ≤ θΦ,w,α +

B∑
b=1

B∑
i=1

wbαb,ivb,i. (7)

Note that θ̂Φ,w,α =
∑B

b=1 wb

∑B
i=1 αb,iL̂b(ϕi,Db) is an

estimate of the term θΦ,w,α. Let Υ(D) = supϕ∈Φ

(
θΦ,w,α −

θ̂Φ,w,α(D)
)
. Let us consider two sets of samples, D′

b =
{D′

1, . . . ,D′
B} and Db = {D1, . . . ,DB}, which differ in ex-

actly one data point. Specifically, let this differing element be
(x′

b,i, y
′
b,i) ∈ D′

b and (xb,i, yb,i) ∈ Db, where b ∈ {1, . . . , B}
and i ∈ {1, . . . ,mb}. To apply McDiarmid’s inequality [14],
it is necessary to bound the following difference:

Υ(D′)−Υ(D) = sup
ϕ∈Φ

(
θΦ,w,α − θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)

)
− sup

ϕ∈Φ

(
θΦ,w,α − θ̂Φ,w,α(D)

)
(a)

≤ sup
ϕ∈Φ

[(
θΦ,w,α − θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)

)
−
(
θΦ,w,α − θ̂Φ,w,α(D)

)]
≤ sup

ϕ∈Φ

(
θ̂Φ,w,α(D)− θ̂Φ,w,α(D)′

)
≤ sup

ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

wbαb,i

[
L̂b(ϕi,Db)− L̂b(ϕi,D′

b)
])

(b)

≤
B∑

b,i=1

wb

mi
αb,iH,

where (a) follows from the properties of the supremum, while
(b) follows from the fact that the loss is assumed to be



bounded. Applying McDiarmid’s inequality for any δ > 0
and ϕ ∈ Φ, it can be shown that the following holds with
probability at least 1− δ,

θΦ,w ≤ θ̂Φ,w,α(D) + ED[Υ(D)]

+H

√√√√1

2

B∑
i=1

( B∑
b=1

wb

mi
αb,i

)2
log(

1

δ
).

Therefore, by the union over Λϵ, and by definition of Λϵ, for
any w ∈ Λ, there exists w′ ∈ Λϵ such that θ̂Φ,w,α(D) ≤
θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)+HBϵ. In light of this, with probability of 1−δ,
the following holds

θΦ,w ≤ θ̂Φ,w,α(D) + ED[Υ(D)] +HBϵ

+H

√√√√1

2

B∑
i=1

( B∑
b=1

wb

mi
αb,i

)2
log(
|Λϵ|
δ

). (8)

For the term ED[Υ(D)], we have the following

ED[Υ(D)] = E
D

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

(
θΦ,w,α − θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)

)]
= E

D

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

ED′
(
θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)− θ̂Φ,w,α(D)

)]
(a)

≤ E
D,D′

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

(
θ̂Φ,w,α(D′)− θ̂Φ,w,α(D)

)]
≤ E

D,D′

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

mb∑
j=1

wbαb,i

mj
[ℓ(hϕ(x

′
b,i), y

′
b,i)

−ℓ(hϕ(xb,i), yb,i)]

)]
≤ E

D,D′,σ

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

mb∑
j=1

σbi,jwbαb,i

mj
[ℓ(hϕ(x

′
b,i), y

′
b,i)

−ℓ(hϕ(xb,i), yb,i)]

)]
(b)

≤ E
D′,σ

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

mb∑
j=1

σbi,jwbαb,i

mj
[ℓ(hϕ(x

′
b,i), y

′
b,i)]

)

+ E
D,σ

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

mb∑
j=1

σbi,jwbαb,i

mj
[−ℓ(hϕ(xb,i), yb,i)]

)]

≤ 2 E
D,σ

[
sup
ϕ∈Φ

( B∑
b,i=1

mb∑
j=1

σbi,jwbαb,i

mj
[ℓ(hϕ(xb,i), yb,i)]

)]
≤ 2RΛ(Φ)

where (a) follows from the Jensen’s inequality, and (b) fol-
lows from the standard Rademacher complexity upper bounds
and from the definition of minimax weighted Rademacher
complexity, and σbi,j is the Rademacher random variable.
Using the above result in 8, we get the following

θΦ,w ≤ θ̂Φ,w,α(D) + 2RΛ(Φ) +HBϵ

+H

√√√√1

2

B∑
i=1

( B∑
b=1

wb

mi
αb,i

)2
log(
|Λϵ|
δ

). (9)

Next, substituting (9) in (7), we get the following:

θΦ,w ≤ θ̂Φ,w,α(D) + 2RΛ(Φ)+HBϵ+

B∑
b=1

B∑
i=1

wbαb,ivb,i

+H

√√√√1

2

B∑
i=1

( B∑
b=1

wb

mi
αb,i

)2
log(
|Λϵ|
δ

). (10)

This proves the theorem.
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