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A bstract

W estudy thepropertiesoftheM DL (orm ax-

im um penalized com plexity) estim ator for

Regression and Classi�cation,where the un-

derlying m odelclass is countable. W e show

in particulara �nite bound on the Hellinger

lossesundertheonlyassum ption thatthereis

a \true" m odelcontained in the class. This

im plies alm ost sure convergence ofthe pre-

dictive distribution to the true one ata fast

rate. Itcorrespondsto Solom ono�’scentral

theorem ofuniversalinduction,howeverwith

a bound thatisexponentially larger.

K eyw ords. Regression,Classi�cation,Se-

quence Prediction,M achine Learning,M in-

im um Description Length, Bayes M ix-

ture,M arginalization,Convergence,Discrete

M odelClasses.

1.Introduction

Bayesian m ethods are popular in M achine Learning.

So it is naturalto study their predictive properties:

How dotheybehaveasym ptoticallyforincreasingsam -

ple size? Are loss bounds obtainable,either for cer-

tain interesting lossfunctionsoreven form oregeneral

classesoflossfunctions?

In thispaper,weconsiderthetwo m aybem ostim por-

tantBayesian m ethodsforprediction in thecontextof

regression and classi�cation.The�rstoneism arginal-

ization:G iven som e data and a m odelclass,obtain a

predictive m odelby integrating overthe m odelclass.

This Bayes m ixture is \ideal" Bayesian prediction in

m any respects,howeverin m any casesitiscom puta-

tionallyuntractable.Therefore,acom m onlyem ployed

m ethod istocom puteam axim um penalized com plexity

orm axim um a posteriori(M AP)orm inim um descrip-

tion length (M DL)estim ator.Thispredictsaccording

to the \best" m odelinstead ofa m ixture. The M DL

principle is im portant for its own sake,not only as

approxim ation ofthe Bayesm ixture.

M ost work on Bayesian prediction has been carried

outforcontinuous m odelclasses,e.g.classeswith one

free param eter # 2 R
d. W hile the predictive prop-

erties ofthe Bayes m ixture are excellent under m ild

conditions [CB90,Hut03b,G G vdV00,Hut04],corre-

sponding M AP or M DL results are m ore di�cult to

establish.ForM DL in the strong sense ofdescription

length,the param eterspace has to be discretized ap-

propriately (and dynam ically with increasing sam ple

size)[Ris96,BRY98,BC91].A M AP estim atoron the

otherhand can be very bad in general. In statistical

literature,som e im portant work has been perform ed

on the asym ptoticaldiscovery ofthe true param eter,

e.g.[CY00]. Thiscan only hold ifeach m odeloccurs

no m orethan oncein theclass.Thusitisviolated e.g.

in the case ofan arti�cialneuralnetwork,where ex-

changing two hidden unitsin the sam e layerdoesnot

alterthe network behavior.

In thecaseofdiscrete m odelclasses,both lossbounds

and asym ptotic assertions for the Bayes m ixture are

relatively easy to prove, com pare Theorem 2. In

[PH04a],corresponding resultsforM DL were shown.

The setting issequence prediction butotherwise very

general. The only assum ption necessary is that the

true distribution iscontained in the m odelclass. As-

sertions are given directly for the predictions, thus

thereisnoproblem ofpossibly undistinguishablem od-

els. In order to prove that the M DL estim ator (pre-

cisely,the static M DL estim atorin term sof[PH04a])

hasgood predictiveproperties,weintroduce an inter-

m ediate step and show �rst the predictive properties

ofdynam icM DL,whereanew M DL estim atoriscom -

puted foreach possiblenextobservation.

In this paper,we willderive analogousresultsforre-

gression and classi�cation. W hile results for classi-

�cation can be generalized from sequence prediction

by conditionalizing everything to the input, regres-
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sion is technically m ore di�cult. Therefore the next

section,which dealswith the regression setup,covers

the m ajor part ofthe paper. Instead ofthe popular

Euclidian and K ullback-Leiblerdistancesform easur-

ing prediction quality weneed to exploittheHellinger

distance.W e show thatonline M DL convergesto the

truedistribution in m ean Hellingersum ,which im plies

\rapid" convergence with probability one. Classi�ca-

tion is brie
y discussed in Section 3, followed by a

discussion and conclusionsin Section 4.

2.R egression

W eneglectcom putationalaspectsand study theprop-

ertiesofthe optim alBayesm ixture and M DL predic-

tors.W hen a new sam pleisobserved,theestim atoris

updated. Thus,regression is considered in an online

fram ework: The �rst input x1 is presented,we pre-

dicttheoutputy1 and then observeitstruevalue,the

second inputx2 ispresented and so on.

Setup. Consider a regression problem with arbi-

trary dom ain X (we need no structuralassum ptions

at allon X ) and co-dom ain Y = R. The task is to

learn/�t/infera function f :X ! Y,orm ore gener-

allyaconditionalprobabilitydensity�(yjx),from data

f(x1;y1);:::;(xn;yn)g.Form ally,wearegiven a count-

able classC ofm odelsthatarefunctions� from X to

uniform ly bounded probability densities on R.Thatis,

C = f�i :i� 1g,and thereissom eC > 0 such that

0� �i(yjx)� C and

Z 1

� 1

�i(yjx)dy = 1 (1)

foralli� 1;x 2 X ; and y 2 Y:

Each � induces a probability density on R
n for n-

tuples x1:n 2 X n by �(y1:njx1:n) =
Q n

t= 1
�(ytjxt).

Thenotation x1:n forn-tuplesiscom m on in sequence

prediction. Each m odel� 2 C is associated with a

prior weight w� > 0. The logarithm log2w� has of-

ten an interpretation asm odelcom plexity.W erequire
P

�
w� = 1. Then by the K raft inequality,one can

assign to each m odel� 2 C a pre�x-code oflength
dlog2w�

e.

W eassum ethatan in�nitestream ofdata(x1:1 ;y1:1 )

isgeneratedasfollows:Eachxtm aybeproducedbyan

arbitrary m echanism ,while yt issam pled from a true

distribution � conditioned on xt. In order to obtain

strong convergenceresults,wewillrequirethat� 2 C.

Exam ple 1 Take X = R and Clin1�
�= fax + b +

N (0;�2) :a;b 2 Q g to be the class oflinear regres-

sion m odels with rationalcoe�cients a,b,and inde-

pendentG aussian noiseof�xed variance�2 > 0.That

is,Clin1� = f�a;b;� :a;b2 Q g,where

�a;b;�(x;y)= ��2(y� ax� b)= 1p
2��2

e
� 1

2� 2
(y� ax� b)

2

:

Alternatively, you m ay consider the class Clin1� �0
=

f�a;b;� :a;b;� 2 Q ;� � �0g for som e �0 > 0,where

also the noise am plitude is part of the m odels. In

thefollowing,wealsodiscusshow to adm itdegenerate

G aussiansthatarepointm easuressuch asClin1� 0 .

Thesetup (1)guaranteesthatallsubsequentM DL es-

tim ators[(9)and (10)]exist.However,ourresultsand

proofsgeneralizein severaldirections.First,fortheco-

dom ain Y we m ay choose any �-�nite m easure space

instead ofR,sinceweneed only Radon-Nikodym den-

sitiesbelow.Second,the uniform ly boundednesscon-

dition can berelaxed,iftheM DL estim atorsstillexist.

Thisholdsforexam plefortheclassClin1� 0 (seethepre-

ceding exam ple),ifthe de�nition ofthe M DL estim a-

torsisadapted appropriately (see footnote 2 on page

4). Third,the results rem ain valid for sem im easures

with
R
� � 1instead ofm easuresand

P
w� � 1,which

ishowevernotveryrelevantforregression(butforuni-

versalsequence prediction). In order to keep things

sim ple,wedevelop allresultson thebasisof(1).Note

�nally that the m odels in C m ay be tim e-dependent,

and weneed noteven m akethisexplicit,sincethetim e

can be incorporated into X (xt = (x0t;t)2 X 0� N =

X ). In this way we m ay also m ake the m odels de-

pend on the actualpast outcom e, if this is desired

(xt = (x01:ty1:t� 1)2 X 0� � Y � = X ).

The case ofindependent G aussian noise as in Exam -

ple 1 is a particularly im portant one. W e therefore

introducethe fam ily

F
G auss

� =

n

C = f�i;�ig
1
i= 1 :�i(x;y)= (2)

��2

i

�
y� fi(x)

�
;�i � �0 > 0;fi:X ! R

o

:

of allcountable regression m odelclasses with lower

bounded G aussian noise.Clearly,Clin1� ;Clin1� �0
2 F G auss

�

is satis�ed. Sim ilarly F G auss � F G auss
� denotes

the corresponding fam ily withoutlowerbound on �i.

Then Clin1� 0 2 F G auss nF G auss
� .

W e de�ne the Bayes m ixture,which for each n � 1

m apsan n-tuple ofinputsx1:n 2 X n to a probability

density on Rn:

�(y1:njx1:n)=
X

�2C

w��(y1:njx1:n)=
X

�2C

w�

nY

t= 1

�(ytjxt)

(3)

(recall
P

�
w� = 1). Hence,the Bayesm ixture dom -

inates each � by m eansof�(� jx1:n)� w��(� jx1:n)for

allx1:n. For � 2 C and xn 2 X ,the �-prediction of



yn 2 R,thatisthenu-probability density ofobserving

yn,is

�(ynjx1:n;y< n)= �(ynjxn):

This is independent of the history (x< n;y< n) =

(x1:n� 1;y1:n� 1). In contrast,the Bayes m ixture pre-

diction or regression,which is also a m easure on R,

dependson the history:

�(ynjx1:n;y< n)=
�(y1:njx1:n)

�(y< njx< n)
=

P

�
w�

Q n

t= 1
�(ytjxt)

P

�
w�

Q n� 1

t= 1
�(ytjxt)

:

(4)

This is also known as m arginalization. O bserve that

the denom inator in (4) vanishes only on a set of�-

m easurezero,ifthetruedistribution � iscontained in

C.Undercondition (1),the Bayesm ixture prediction

is uniform ly bounded. It can be argued intuitively

that in case ofunknown � 2 C the Bayes m ixture is

thebestpossiblem odelfor�.Form ally,itspredictive

propertiesareexcellent:

T heorem 2 Let� 2 C,n � 1,and x1:n 2 X n,then

nX

t= 1

E

Z �p
�(ytjx1:t;y< t)�

p
�(ytjx1:t;y< t)

�2
dyt (5)

� lnw � 1
� :

E denotes the expectation with respect to the true

distribution �. Hence in this case we have E :::=
R
:::�(dy< t). The integralexpression is also known

assquare Hellinger distance.Itwillem ergeasa m ain

toolin the subsequentproofs. So the theorem states

thaton any inputsequence x< 1 the expected cum u-

lated Hellingerdivergenceof� and theBayesm ixture

prediction is bounded by lnw � 1
� . A closely related

resultwasdiscovered by Solom ono� ([Sol78])foruni-

versalsequence prediction,a \m odern" proofcan be

found in [Hut04]. This proofcan be adapted in our

regression fram ework.Alternatively,itisnotdi�cult

to give a proofin a few lines analogous to (14) and

(15)by using (12).

W eintroducetheterm convergence in m ean Hellinger

sum (i.m .H.s.) for bounds like (5): For som e pre-

dictive density  ,the  -predictions converge to the

�-predictionsi.m .H.s.on a sequence ofinputsx< 1 2

X 1 ,ifthere is R > 0 such that H 2
x< 1

(�; ) � R,

where

H 2

x< 1

(�; )=

1X

t= 1

E[h2t]with (6)

h2t =

Z �p
�(ytjx1:t;y< t)�

p
 (ytjx1:t;y< t)

�2
dyt:

Convergencei.m .H.s.isa very strong convergencecri-

terion.Itassertsa�niteexpected cum ulativeHellinger

lossin the�rstplace.Iftheco-dom ain Y is�niteasfor

classi�cation (seeSection 3),then convergencei.m .H.s.

im pliesalm ostsure (a.s.) convergence ofthe (�nitely

m any)posteriorprobabilities.Forregression,thesitu-

ation ism orecom plex,sincetheposteriorprobabilities

are densities,i.e.Banach space valued. Here,conver-

gencei.m .H.s.im pliesthatwith �-probability onethe

squarerootsofthepredictivedensitiesconvergeto the

squarerootsofthe�-densitiesin L2(R)(endowed with

the Lebesgue m easure). In otherwords,h2t converges

to zero a.s.:

P

�

9t� n :h2t � "

�

= P

� [

t� n

�
h2t � "

	�

(7)

�
X

t� n

P
�
h
2

t � "
�

�
1

"

1X

t= n

Eh2t
n! 1
�! 0

holdsby the union bound,the M arkov inequality for

all"> 0,and H 2
x< 1

< 1 ,respectively,whereP isthe

�-probability.Ifthe densitiesareuniform ly bounded,

then also the di�erences ofthe densities (as opposed

to thedi�erenceofthesquareroots)convergeto zero:

 (ytjx1:t;y< t)� �(ytjx1:t;y< t)
t! 1
�! 0 in L2(R)a.s.

M oreover,the�nitebound on thecum ulativeHellinger

distances can be interpreted as a convergence rate.

Com pare the parallelconcept \convergence in m ean

sum " [Hut03b,PH04a,Hut04].

M D L P redictions. In m any cases,the Bayes m ix-

ture isnotonly intractable,buteven hard to approx-

im ate. So a very com m on substitute is the (ideal)

M DL1 estim ator,also known as m axim um a posteri-

ori(M AP) or m axim um com plexity penalized likeli-

hood estim ator. G iven a m odelclass C with weights

(w�)and a dataset(x1:n;y1:n),wede�nethetwo-part

M DL estim atoras

�� = ��
(x1:n ;y1:n )

= argm ax
�2C

fw��(y1:njx1:n)g and

%(y1:njx1:n) = m ax
�2C

fw��(y1:njx1:n)g (8)

= w�� �
�(y1:njx1:n):

Note that we de�ne both the m odel�� which is the

M DL estim ator and its weighted density �. In our

1
There issom e disagreem entabouttheexactm eaning

ofthe term M D L.Som etim esa speci�c priorisassociated

with M D L,while we adm itarbitrary priors. M ore im por-

tantly,when coding som e data x,one can exploitthe fact

that once the m odel�
�
is speci�ed,only data which lead

to them axim izing elem ent�
�
need to be considered.This

allows fora shorterdescription than log
2
�
�
(x).Neverthe-

less,theconstruction principle iscom m only term ed M D L,

com pare forinstance the \idealM D L" in [VL00].



setup (1), the M DL estim ator is wellde�ned, since

allm axim a exist2. M oreover, %(� jx1:n) is a density

but its integralis less than 1 in general. W e have

%(� jx1:n) � w��(� jx1:n), so like �, % dom inates each

� 2 C.Also,%(� jx1:n)� �(� jx1:n)isclearby de�nition.

Ifwe use �� for(sequentialonline)prediction,thisis

the static M DL prediction:

%static(ynjx1:n;y< n)= ��
(x< n ;y< n )

(ynjxn): (9)

Thisisthecom m on way ofusing M DL forprediction.

Clearly,thestaticM DL predictorisa probability den-

sity on R. Alternatively,we m ay com pute the M DL

estim ator for each possible yn separately,arriving at

the dynam ic M DL predictor:

%(ynjx1:n;y< n)=
%(y1:njx1:n)

%(y< njx< n)
: (10)

W e have %(ynjx1:n;y< n)� ��
(x1:n ;y1:n )

(ynjxn)foreach

yn,which showsthatundercondition (1)thedynam ic

M DL predictor is uniform ly bounded. O n the other

hand, %(ynjx1:n;y< n) � ��
(x< n ;y< n )

(ynjxn) holds, so

the dynam ic M DL predictor m ay be a density with

m assm ore than 1. Hence we m ustusually norm alize

itforpredicting:

�%(ynjx1:n;y< n)=
%(y1:njx1:n)

R
%(y1:njx1:n)dyn

: (11)

Both fractionsin (10)and (11)arewell-de�ned except

fora setofm easure zero. Dynam ic M DL predictions

are in a sense com putationally (alm ost) as expensive

asthe fullBayesm ixture.

C onvergence R esults.O urprincipalaim istoprove

predictive properties ofstatic M DL,since this is the

practically m ostrelevantvariant.To thisend,we�rst

need toestablishcorrespondingresultsforthedynam ic

M DL.Precisely,the following holds.

T heorem 3 Assum e the setup (1).If� 2 C,where �

isthe true distribution,and H 2
x< 1

(� ;� )isde�ned asin

(6),then for allinputsequences x< 1
2 X 1 we have

(i) H 2

x< 1

(�;�%)� w � 1
� + lnw � 1

� ;

(ii) H 2

x< 1

(�%;%)� 2w � 1
� ; and

(iii) H 2

x< 1

(%;%static)� 3w � 1
� :

2
Fora m odelclasswith G aussian noise C 2 F

G auss
(2),

wem ay dispose oftheuniform boundednesscondition and

adm it e.g. also C
lin1

� 0
. In order to com pute the M D L esti-

m ator,we m ust then �rst check ifthere is nonzero m ass

concentrated on (x1:n;y1:n),in which casethem assiseven

oneand thecorresponding m odelwith thelargestweightis

chosen.O therwise,theM D L estim atorischosen according

to the m axim um penalized density.Allresultsand proofs

below generalize to thiscase.

Sincethetriangleinequality holdsfor

q

H 2
x< 1

(� ;� ),we

im m ediately conclude:

C orollary 4 Given the setup (1)and � 2 C,then all

three predictors �%,%,and %static converge to the true

density � in m ean Hellinger sum , for any input se-

quence x< 1 . In particular,we have H 2(�;%static) �

21w � 1
� .

W e willonly prove(i)ofTheorem 3 here.The proofs

of(ii)and (iii)can besim ilarly adapted from [PH04a,

Theorem s 10 and 11], since the Hellinger distance

is bounded by the absolute distance:
R �p

�(y)�
p
�(y)

�2
dy �

R �
��(y)� �(y)

�
�dy follows from (

p
a �

p
b)2 � ja � bjfor any a;b 2 R (this showsalso that

the integralh2t in (6)exists).In orderto show (i),we

m ake use ofthe fact that the squared Hellinger dis-

tanceisbounded by the Kullback-Leibler divergence:

Z �p
�(y)�

p
�(y)

�2
dy �

Z

�(y)ln
�(y)

�(y)
dy (12)

forany twoprobability densities� and � on R (seee.g.

[BM 98,p.178]).So weonly need to establish thecor-

responding bound fortheK ullback-Leiblerdivergence

and show

D x(�k�%) :=

nX

t= 1

E

Z

�(ytjx1:t;y< t)ln
�(ytjx1:t;y< t)

�%(ytjx1:t;y< t)
dyt

� w � 1
� + lnw � 1

� (13)

for alln � 1. In the following com putation,we take

x< 1 to be�xed and suppressitin thenotation,writ-

ing e.g.�(ytjy< t)instead of�(ytjx1:t;y< t).Then

D x(�k�%) =
X

t

E ln
�(ytjy< t)

�%(ytjy< t)
(14)

=
X

t

E

�

ln
�(ytjy< t)

%(ytjy< t)
+ ln

R
%(y1:t)dyt

%(y< t)

�

:

The �rstpartofthe lastterm isbounded by

X

t

E ln
�(ytjy< t)

%(ytjy< t)
= E ln

nY

t= 1

�(ytjy< t)

%(ytjy< t)
(15)

= E ln
�(y1:njx1:n)

%(y1:njx1:n)

� lnw � 1
� ;

sincealways
�

%
� w � 1

� .Forthesecond part,uselnu �

u � 1 to obtain

E ln

R
%(y1:t)dyt

%(y< t)

�
X

t

E

�R
%(y1:t)dyt

%(y< t)
� 1

�



=

Z
�(y< t)(

R
%(y1:t)dyt� %(y< t)

%(y< t)
dy< t

� w
� 1
�

�Z

%(y1:t)dy1:t�

Z

%(y< t)dy< t

�

:

If this is sum m ed over t = 1:::n, the last term is

telescoping. So using %(;)= m ax� w� � 0 and % � �,

weconclude

X

t

E ln

R
%(y1:t)dyt

%(y< t)
� w

� 1
�

�Z

%(y1:n)dy1:n � %(;)

�

� w � 1
�

Z

�(y1:n)dy1:n (16)

= w � 1
� :

Hence,(14),(15),and (16)show together(13). 2

W e m ay for exam ple apply the result for the static

predictionsin a G aussian noiseclassC 2 F G auss.

C orollary 5 LetC 2 F G auss
� [see (2)]then the m ean

and the variance ofthe static M DL predictions con-

verge to their true values alm ost surely. The sam e

holds for C 2 F G auss. In particular, if the vari-

ance of all m odels in C is the sam e value �2, then
P

t
2
�
1 � exp(�

(g
�
(xtj:::)� f(xt))

2

8�2 )
�
� 21w � 1

� , where

f(xt) is the m ean value of the true distribution and

g� = argm infif
1

n� 1

P n� 1

t= 1
(yt� fi(xt))

2 + 2�2 lnw
� 1

i g

isthe m ean ofthe M DL predictor.

For C 2 F G auss
� ,alm ost sure convergence holds since

otherwise the cum ulative Hellinger distances would

be in�nite,see (7). This generalizes to C 2 F G auss;

com pare the footnote 2 on page 4. In the case of

constantvariance,the cum ulative Hellingerdistances

can be explicitly stated as above. Note that since

1 � exp
�
�

(g
�
(xtj:::)� f(xt))

2

8�2

�
�

(g
�
(xtj:::)� f(xt))

2

8�2 for

sm all(g�(xtj:::)� f(xt))
2,thisim pliesconvergenceof

g� to f fasterthan O ( 1p
t
)iftheconvergenceism ono-

tone. M oreover,deviations ofa �xed m agnitude can

only occur�nitely often.

Com pared with the bound for the Bayes m ixture in

Theorem 2, M DL bounds are exponentially larger.

The boundsare sharp,asshown in [PH04a,Exam ple

9],thisexam plem ay bealso adapted to theregression

fram ework.

3.C lassi�cation

Theclassi�cation setup istechnically easier,sinceonly

a�niteco-dom ain Y hastobeconsidered.Resultscor-

responding to Theorem 3 and Corollary 4 follow anal-

ogously.Alternatively,one m ay conditionalize the re-

sults for sequence prediction in [PH04a]with respect

to the input sequence x< 1 , arriving equally at the

assertions for classi�cation. The results in [PH04a]

areform ulated in term sofm ean (square)sum conver-

genceinstead ofHellingersum convergence.O n �nite

co-dom ain,these two convergence notionsinduce the

sam etopology.

T heorem 6 LetX be arbitrary and Y be a �nite set

of class labels. C = f�i : i � 1g consists of clas-

si�cation m odels, i.e. for each � 2 C, x 2 X and

y 2 Y we have �(yjx)� 0 and
P

y
�(yjx)= 1. Each

m odel� isassociated with a prior weightw� > 0,and
P

�
w� = 1 holds. Let the M DL predictions be de-

�ned analogously to (8),(9) and (10) (the di�erence

being thathere probabilities are m axim ized instead of

densities). Assum e that � 2 C, where � is the true

distribution.Then for each x< 1 2 X 1 ,

1X

t= 1

E
X

y2Y

�p
�(yjxt)�

p
%static(yjx1:t;y< t)

�2
� 21w � 1

� ;

1X

t= 1

E
X

y2Y

�

�(yjxt)� %static(yjx1:t;y< t)

�2
� 21w � 1

�

holds. Sim ilar assertions are satis�ed for the norm al-

ized and the un-norm alized dynam ic M DL predictor.

In particular, the predictive probabilities of allthree

M DL predictors converge to the true probabilities al-

m ostsurely.

The second bound on the quadratic di�erences is

shown in [PH04a]. The assertions aboutalm ost sure

convergencefollowsasin (7).

4.D iscussion and C onclusions

W e have seen that discrete M DL has good asym p-

totic predictive properties. O n the other hand, the

lossboundsforM DL areexponentialcom pared to the

Bayes m ixture loss bound. This is no proofartifact,

asexam plesareeasily constructed wherethebound is

sharp [PH04a].

This has an im portant im plication for the practical

useofM DL:O neneed to choosetheunderlying m odel

classand the priorcarefully.Then itcan be expected

thatthepredictionsaregood and convergefast:thisis

supported by theoreticalargum entsin [Ris96,PH04b].

The Bayesm ixture in contrast,which can be viewed

asavery large(in�nite)weighted com m ittee,alsocon-

vergesrapidly with unfavorable m odelclasses,butat

highercom putationalexpenses.

O ne m ight be interested in other loss functions than

theHellingerloss.Fortheclassi�cation case,a bound

on theexpected errorloss(num berofclassi�cation er-

rors)ofM DL m ay bederived with thetechniquesfrom



[Hut04],using the bound on the quadratic distance.

[Hut03a]givesalsoboundsforarbitrary lossfunctions,

howeverthisrequiresa bound on theK ullback-Leibler

divergenceratherthan thequadraticdistance.Unfor-

tunately,this does nothold for static M DL [PH04a].

Forthe regression setup,analysisofother,m ore gen-

eraloreven arbitrary lossfunctions iseven m ore de-

m anding and,asfarasweknow,open.

Considering only discrete m odelclassesiscertainly a

restriction,since m any m odelsarising in science (e.g.

physicsorbiology)arecontinuous.O n theotherhand

there areargum entsin favorofdiscrete classes.From

a com putationalpointofview they arede�nitely su�-

cient.Realcom putersm ayeven treatonly�nitem odel

classes. The class ofallprogram s on a �xed univer-

salTuring m achine is countable. It m ay be related

to discrete classesofstochastic m odels by the m eans

ofsem im easures,this is one ofthe centralissues in

Algorithm icInform ation Theory [LV97].
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