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A bstract

W e study the propertiesoftheM DL (orm ax—
Inum penalized com plexity) estim ator for
R egression and C lassi cation, where the un—
derlying m odel class is countable. W e show
In particulara nite bound on the Hellinger
Jossesunder the only assum ption that there is
a \true" m odel contained In the class. This
In plies alm ost sure convergence of the pre—
dictive distrdbution to the true one at a fast
rate. Tt corresponds to Solom ono ’s central
theorem ofuniversalinduction, howeverw ith
a bound that is exponentially larger.

K eywords. Regression, Classi cation, Se—
quence P rediction, M achine Leaming, M in—
Inum Description Length, Bayes M ix—
ture, M arginalization, C onvergence, D iscrete
M odel C lasses.

1. Introduction

Bayesian m ethods are popular n M achine Leaming.
So i is natural to study their predictive properties:
How do they behave asym ptotically for increasing sam —
pl size? A re loss bounds obtainable, either for cer—
tain interesting loss functions oreven form ore general
classes of loss functions?

In this paper, we consider the two m aybe m ost in por-
tant B ayesian m ethods for prediction in the context of
regression and classi cation. The st one ism arginal-
ization : G iven som e data and a m odel class, cbtain a
predictive m odel by integrating over the m odel class.
This Bayes m ixture is \ideal" B ayesian prediction in
m any respects, however In m any cases it is com puta—
tionally untractable. T herefore, a com m only em ployed
m ethod isto com pute am axim um penalized com plexity
orm axim um a posteriori (M AP) orm inin um descrip—
tion ength M D L) estin ator. T his predicts according
to the \best" m odel instead of a m ixture. The MD L
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principle is inportant for its own sake, not only as
approxin ation of the Bayesm xture.

M ost work on Bayesian prediction has been carried
out for continuous m odel classes, e g. classes w ith one
free param eter # 2 R%. W hile the predictive prop—
erties of the Bayes m xture are excellent under m ild
conditions [CRB 90, [Hut03b), |GG vdV 00, I[Hut04]], corre—
soonding MAP or MDL results are more di cul to
establish. ForM DL in the strong sense of description
Ength, the param eter space has to be discretized ap—
propriately (@nd dynam ically w ith ncreasing sam ple
size) R1s96,BRY 98,[BC91l]l. A M AP estin ator on the
other hand can be very bad in general. In statistical
literature, som e in portant work has been perform ed
on the asym ptotical discovery of the true param eter,
eg. CYO00]. This can onl hold if each m odel occurs
no m ore than once In the class. Thus it isviclated eg.
In the case of an arti cial neural network, where ex—
changing two hidden units in the sam e layer does not
alter the netw ork behavior.

In the case of discrete m odel classes, both lossbounds
and asym ptotic assertions for the Bayes m xture are
relatively easy to prove, compare Theorem . In
P H04a], corresponding results forM DL were shown.
T he setting is sequence prediction but otherw ise very
general. The only assum ption necessary is that the
true distrbution is contained in the m odel class. A s
sertions are given directly for the predictions, thus
there isno problem ofpossbly undistinguishablem od-
els. In order to prove that the M DL estin ator (pre—
cisely, the static M D L estin ator in tem s of [PH.04a])
has good predictive properties, we introduce an inter—
m ediate step and show rst the predictive properties
ofdynam icMDL,whereanew M DL estin ator is com —
puted for each possble next observation.

In this paper, we w ill derive analogous results for re—
gression and classi cation. W hilk 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 deals with the regression setup, covers
the m a pr part of the paper. Instead of the popular
Euclidian and K ulback-Lebler distances for m easur-
ing prediction quality we need to exploit the H ellinger
distance. W e show that online M D L. converges to the
true distrbution in m ean H ellinger sum , w hich im plies
\rapid" convergence w ith probability one. C lassi ca—
tion is brie y discussed in Section [3, ollowed by a
discussion and conclusions in Section [4.

2. R egression

W e neglect com putationalaspects and study the prop—
erties of the optim al Bayesm ixture and M D L, predic—
tors. W hen a new sam ple is observed, the estin ator is
updated. Thus, regression is considered in an online
framework: The st Input x; is presented, we pre—
dict the output y; and then observe is true value, the
second input x, is presented and so on.

Setup. Consider a regression problem wih arbi-
trary domain X We need no structural assum ptions
at allon X ) and codomain Y = R. The task is to
kam/ t/infer a function £ : X ! Y, orm ore gener—
ally a conditionalprobability density (yk), from data
f&1;y1)7 0% &y ;¥n )9. Fom ally, we are given a count—
able class C ofm odels that are functions from X to
uniform ¥ bounded prokability densities on R . That is,

C=f;:1 1lg,and therrissomeC > 0 such that
Z
0 ivk) C and

foralli

iyRdy=1 (1)
1

1;x2X;andy2 Y:

Each induces a probability density on R" for n-
tuples x1:m 2 X" by  @inFin) = 5 GKe).
T he notation x;1, rn-tuples is comm on in sequence
prediction. Each model 2 C is associated wih a
prior weight w > 0. The logarithm log,w has of-
Een an Interpretation asm odel com pkexity. W e require

w = 1. Then by the K raft nequality, one can
assign to each model 2 C a pre x-code of length
d:lo e

W .

W eassum ethat an In nite stream ofdata 11 ;y1a )
isgenerated as follow s: E ach x¢ m ay be produced by an
arbitrary m echanian , whilke y¢ is sam pled from a true
distribution conditioned on x:. In order to obtain
strong convergence results, we w illrequire that 2 C.

Example 1 Take X = R and c™! = fax + b+
N (0; 2) :a;b2 Qg to be the class of lnhear regres-
sion m odels w ith rational coe cients a, b, and inde-
pendent G aussian noise of xed variance 2 > 0. That

is,cl = £ aP  :5;b2 Qg,where
b= s2t—_e T
2 2

(y ax b)?

abi x;y) = 2y ax

A tematively, you may consider the class C*! =
£ 3% sa;b; 2 Q; og Prsome o > 0, where
also the noise am plitude is part of the m odels. In
the llow ing, we also discusshow to adm it degenerate
G aussians that are point m easures such as C'%'.

The setup [l) quarantees that all subsequent M DL es—
tin ators [[@) and [[0)]exist. H owever, our resuls and
proofsgeneralize in severaldirections. F irst, forthe co—
doman ¥ wemay choose any - nite measure space
nstead ofR, since we need only R adon-N kodym den-—
sities below . Second, the uniform Iy boundedness con—
dition can be relaxed, iftheM D L estin ators still exist.
Thisholds for exam ple fr the class C*! (see the pre—
ceding exam ple), ifthe de nition ofthe M DL estim a—
tors is adapted appropriately (see otnote[d on page
@ . Third, the results rem ain valid £r sem in easures
w ith 1 nstead ofm easuresand w 1,which
ishow evernot very relevant for regression (put foruni-
versal sequence prediction). In order to keep things
sin ple, we develop all results on the basis of [Il) . Note
nally that the m odels In C m ay be tin e-dependent,
and we need not even m ake thisexplicit, since the tim e
can be ncorporated into X e = 1) 2 X° N =
X ). In thisway we may also m ake the m odels de-
pend on the actual past outcom e, if this is desired
e = (Xg,«CYl:t 1)2x° Y =X).

T he case of Independent G aussian noise as n Exam —
plk [ is a particularly in portant one. W e therefore
Introduce the fam ily

n

FGauss szi; ing:

1 &X7y) = @)

o
cy fi® ;i 0> 0;fiX ! R
of all countable regression m odel classes with lower
bounded G aussian noise. C larly, Ch'“l;Ch‘“}] 2 f Gauss
is satis ed. Similarly F ¢auss F €39S denotes
the corresponding fam ily w thout lower bound on ;.
T hen ch’r(x)l 2F G auss nF Gauss.

W e de ne the Bayes m ixture, which for each n 1
m aps an n-tupl of nputs X1, 2 X" to a probability
density on R" :

X X v
MnKin) = W ViaKinm) = w (e Ke)
2C 2C t=1
b &)
(recall w = 1). Hence, the Bayes m ixture dom -
nates each by meansof ( #) w ( x&,) Pr

allx;,. For 2 C and x, 2 X, the -prediction of



Vn 2 R, that isthe nu-probability density of observing
Yn, IS

0o KimiY<n) = (h¥n):
This is independent of the history &<np;V<n) =
®1n 17¥1m 1). In contrast, the Bayes m ixtuire pre—
diction or regression, which is also a measure on R,
depends on the history:

p 0.

. m. n _ . )
h KimiY<n) = & ?(1 )= B w \thxll (Ytj,)(t :
0 Ken) =1 W Ke)

4)

This is also known as m arginalization. O bserve that
the denom inator n M) vanishes only on a set of -
m easure zero, if the true distrbution is contained in
C. Under condition [), the Bayesm ixture prediction
is uniformm Iy bounded. It can be argued nntuitively
that In case of unknown 2 C the Bayesm xture is
the best possblem odel for . Fom ally, its predictive
properties are excellent:

Theorem 2 Let 2C,n 1,andx;, 2 X", then

w 2
p p 2
E VeXKieiv<t) GEKieiv<r) dve )
t=1
nhw ':

E denotes the expectation with respect to the true
gjstt:buu'on Hence in this case we have E ::: =

dy<+). The integral expression is also known
as square Hellinger distance. It w illem erge as a m aln
tool in the subsequent proofs. So the theorem states
that on any input sequence x.1 the expected cum u-
lated H ellinger divergence of and the Bayesm xture
prediction is bounded by hw *. A clsely related
result was discovered by Solom ono ([Sol/8]) for uni-
versal sequence prediction, a \m odem" proof can be
found in Hut04]. This proof can be adapted in our
regression fram ew ork. A fematively, it is not di cult
to give a proof in a &w lines analogous to [[4) and
@3 by using [3).

W e introduce the term convergence in m ean Hellinger
sum (im H .s.) fr bounds lke [): For some pre—
dictive density , the -predictions converge to the

“predictions im H s.on a sequence of inputs x<; 2

X!, ifthere isR > Osuch that H  (; ) R,
w here
®
HZ (i )= Eh{lwih ®)
A t=1
2 P . P . 2
hf = (Ve Kixiv<t) (VeKitiy<t) dye:

Convergence im H s. is a very strong convergence cri-
terion. tassertsa niteexpected cum ulative H ellinger

lossin the rstplace. Ifthecodomamn Y is nieasfor
classi cation (see Section[3), then convergence im H s.
Inplies alm ost sure (@s.) convergence of the ( niely
m any) posterior probabilities. For regression, the situ—
ation ism ore com plex, since the posterior probabilities
are densities, ie. Banach space valued. Here, conver—
gence im H s.inpliesthat wih -probability one the
square roots of the predictive densities converge to the
square roots ofthe -densities in L2 R) (endowed w ith
the Lebesgue m easure). In other words, h? converges
to zero a s.:

P 9t n:hi " =

P htZ: n

t=n

holds by the union bound, the M arkov inequality for
all"> 0,andH? < 1 ,respectively, whereP isthe

“probability. If the densities are uniform ¥ bounded,
then also the di erences of the densities (@s opposed
to the di erence ofthe square roots) converge to zero:
0 mL?R)as.

. . £ 1
VeXKitivat) VeKieiv<e) !

M oreover, the nitebound on the cum ulative H ellinger
distances can be interpreted as a convergence rate.
C om pare the parallel concept \convergence in m ean
sum " Hut03b, P H 044, H1t04].

M DL Predictions. In m any cases, the Bayes m ix—
ture is not only intractable, but even hard to approx—
Inate. So a very common substitute is the (ideal)
MDL! estin ator, also known asm axinum a posteri-
ori MAP) or maxinum ocom plexity penalized lkeli-
hood estin ator. G ven a m odel class C w ith weights
W ) and adata set X145 ;V1n), wede ne the twopart
M DL estin ator as

= Kimivim) aIngaé{fW (Vi ¥1n )9 and
$WYinKin) = mzaécfw ©in Kin)g ®)
= w (YI:nj’ilzn):

N ote that we de ne both the m odel which is the
M DL estin ator and its weighted density In our

! There is som e disagreem ent about the exact m eaning
oftheterm M D L. Som etin es a speci ¢ prior is associated
wih MDL, while we adm it arbitrary priors. M ore in por—
tantly, when coding som e data x, one can exploit the fact
that once the m odel is speci ed, only data which lead
to the m axim izing elem ent need to be considered. T his
allow s for a shorter description than log, (x). Neverthe-
Jess, the construction principle iscommonly tetmed M D L,
com pare for instance the \idealM DL" in .L0Q].



setup [l), the M DL estin ator is well de ned, sihce
all maxina exist?. M oreover, %$( Kn) is a density
but its integral is less than 1 in general. W e have

$( Xn) w ( ®n), 0 ke , % dom inates each
2C.Al0,%( ®n) ( ) isclarby de nition.
Ifwe use for (sequential online) prediction, this is

the static M D L prediction :

%static (Yn

KiniY<n) = (X<n;y<n)(Ynj’<n): 9)

This is the comm on way ofusing M D L. for prediction.
C learly, the staticM D L predictor is a probability den—
sity on R. A ltematively, we may com pute the MDL
estin ator for each possbl y, separately, arriving at
the dynam ic M D L predictor:

. W10 Kim)
% (Vo Kiniven) = (10)
% (Y<nK<n)

W e have % (yn KiniV<n) (le;ylm)(Ynj(n) or each
Va » which show s that under condition [I) the dynam ic
M DL predictor is unifom Iy bounded. On the other
hand, % Kimiv<n) (1 3v- o) ¥n¥n) holds, so
the dynam ic M DL predictor m ay be a density with
massmore than 1. Hence we m ust usually nom alize
it for predicting:

B %(Y1:nj’<1:n) .
%(Y1:nj’<1:n)dYn

SWnKiniY<n) = 11
Both fractions in [[0) and [Ml) are wellde ned except
for a set of m easure zero. D ynam ic M D L. predictions
are In a sense com putationally (alm ost) as expensive
as the fullBayesm xture.

C onvergence R esults. O urprincipalain isto prove
predictive properties of static M D L, since this is the
practically m ost relevant variant. To thisend, we rst
need to establish corregponding resuts forthe dynam ic
M D L. P recisely, the follow ing holds.

Theorem 3 Assumethesetup [l). If 2 C, where
is the true distrioution, and H 2 ) isde ned as in

X< 1 ( ;

[@), then or all input sequences .., 2 X! we have

@  HI (% wl+hw '
(i) 2 ;%) 2w '; and

X<

(i) HZ @& 3w l:

2Foram odelclass w ith G aussian noise C 2 F ¢3S ),
wem ay dispose of the uniform boundedness condition and
adm i eg. also Ch‘él . In order to com pute the M DL esti-
m ator, we must then rst check if there is nonzero m ass
concentrated on (X1:n ;Vim ), I which case them ass is even
one and the corresponding m odelw ith the largest weight is
chosen. O therw ise, theM D L estim ator is chosen according
to the m axin um penalized density. A 1l results and proofs
below generalize to this case.

q
Since the triangle inequality holds for

Inm ediately conclude:

HZ  (; )we

Corollary 4 Given the setup [) and 2 C, then all
three predictors %, %, and $%%2™ mnverge to the true

density in mean Hellinger sum , or any input se—
quence x.1 . In particular, we have H ? ( ;%St¥)
21w I,

W ewillonly prove (i) of T heorem [@ here. T he proofs
of (ii) and (iii) can be sin ilarly adapted from [PH044,
Theoram s 10 and 11], since the H ellin distance
is bounded by the absolute distance: )
@) dy @) ) dy Hlows fom ( a
5)2 B bjbrany a;b2 R (this shows also that
the integralh? in [@) exists). In order to show (1), we
m ake use of the fact that the squared Hellinger dis—

tance is bounded by the K ulback-Leblkr divergence:
Z Z
p

J— 2 (y)
v) ) dy V) Ih——dy (12)
)
for any two probability densities and onR (seeeg.

BM 98, p. 178]). So we only need to establish the cor-
responding bound for the K ulbadck-Lebler divergence
and show

Z
xn Vi3 .
o . Kieivat)
Dx (k% = E (Ve RKixiv< t)h#dﬁ
1 S VeKixiv<t)
w '+ nw ! 13)
foralln 1. In the Pllow ing com putation, we take
X<1 tobe xed and suppress it in the notation, w rit—

ngeg. (t¥<t) nstead of (yeKi+i;y<t). Then
X

Dy (k%) = E el 14)
N % Ve <) =
_* g (edee) | 3G1odve
5 (Ve<t) 5 Y<t)

t
The rstpart ofthe last tem is bounded by
»

X ' '
EIn _ (Yt:l}{< t) - E n _ (Yt:.}{< t) 15)
N % (Ye<t) ey sGl<e)
- En (Yl:n?.’(l:n)
%(Y1:n j‘l:n)
nw l;

sincealwaysy w 1. For the second part, use hu

u 1 to obtain
R
% (Y1+)dye
%(y<tﬁ
X E % (y1:)dye
% (V<)

Enh



7 R
V<o) S@1e)dye S (Y<t)
= Q(Y ) dY<t
z <ty
w ! % (Y1)dy1e % (V< £)dy< ¢

If this is suammed over t = 1 :::n, the last temm is

telescoping. Sousing $(;) = max w 0 and % ,
we conclude
x 5 gia 2
% Y1)dy
Eh— " w ! S@a)dna %56G)
£ % (V< t)
Z
W ' (in)dyim 1e)
= w l:
Hence, [[4), [[[), and [[d) show together [[3J). 2

W e may for exam ple apply the result for the static
predictions in a G aussian noise class C 2 F 6 2auss,

Corollary 5 Let C 2 F ®23% [see [A)] then the mean
and the variance of the static M DL predictions con-—
verge to their true valies almost surely. The same
hods for C 2 F©®3SS_ In particular, if the vari-

ce of allmodels in C is the same valie 2, then
21 exp( M) 2lw !, where
f (x¢) is the mean vglue of the true distribution and
g = amgming f—5 Lll e fi&e)?+ 2 2hw,'g
is the m ean of the M D L predictor.

For C 2 F ¢3S am ost sure convergence holds since
othemw ise the cum ulative Hellinger distances would
be in nie, see [@). This generalizes to C 2 F ©¢3auss;
com pare the footnote @ on page . ™ the case of
constant variance, the cum ulative H ellinger distances

can be explicitly stated as above. Note that since

jizr) £ 2 jiz) £ 2
1 (g (xeJem) (xt)) (g (thg)2 (xt)) or

2
anall @ Gej::?) E:;E (2:))?, this in plies convergence of
g to f fasterthan O (pl—E) if the convergence is m ono—
tone. M oreover, deviations of a xed m agnitude can
only occur niely often.

Com pared w ih the bound for the Bayes m ixture in
Theorem [, MDL bounds are exponentially larger.
T he bounds are sharp, as shown In [PHO04a, Exam ple
9], this exam plem ay be also adapted to the regression
fram ew ork.

3.C lassi cation

T he classi cation setup is technically easier, since only
a niecodomain Y hastobe considered. R esults cor-
responding to T heorem [@ and C orollary[d follow anal
ogously. A tematively, one m ay conditionalize the re—
sults for sequence prediction in PH04a] w ith respect
to the Input sequence %<1 , arriving equally at the

assertions for classi cation. The results in [PH044]
are orm ulated in temm sofm ean (square) sum conver—
gence Instead of H ellinger sum convergence. On nite
co-dom aln, these two convergence notions induce the
sam e topology.

Theorem 6 LetX ke arbitrary and Y be a nite set
of clhss blkels. C = £ ; : 1 1lg consists of clas—
si cation m odels, ie. for each 2 C, x 2 X and
y2 Y wehave (%) Oand , ¥ = l.Each
1 odel is associated with a prior weight w > 0, and
w = 1 holds. Let the MDL predictions ke de—
ned analbgously to [d), [@) and [[0) (the di erence
leing that here probabilities are m axin ized instead of

densities). Assume that 2 C, where is the true
distribution. Then reach x.; 2 X!,
® X p p 2

E (Y Xe) gstatic (YXitivet) 21w 1;
t=1 y2Y

® X . 2

E ke PG Rieiver) 21w !
t=1 y2Y

holds. Sim ilar assertions are satis ed for the nom alt-
ized and the un-nomm alized dynam ic M D L. predictor.
In particular, the predictive prolkabilities of all three
M DL predictors converge to the true prokabilities al
m ost surely.

The second bound on the quadratic di erences is
shown in PHO04a]. The assertions about aln ost sure
convergence Hllows as in [d).

4.D iscussion and C onclusions

W e have seen that discrete M DL has good asym p—
totic predictive properties. On the other hand, the
Jossbounds forM D L are exponential com pared to the
Bayes m ixture loss bound. This is no proof artifact,
as exam ples are easily constructed where the bound is
sharp PHO044].

This has an inportant in plication for the practical
use ofM D L : O ne need to choose the underlying m odel
class and the prior carefully. Then it can be expected
that the predictions are good and converge fast: this is
supported by theoretical argum ents in [R.1s96, [P H 04b].
The Bayes m xture In contrast, which can be viewed
asa very large (In nite) weighted com m ittee, also con—
verges rapidly with unfavorable m odel classes, but at
higher com putational expenses.

O ne m ight be interested in other loss functions than
the H ellinger loss. For the classi cation case, a bound
on the expected error loss (hum ber of classi cation er—
rors) ofM D L m ay be derived w ith the techniques from



Hut04], using the bound on the quadratic distance.
Hut03a] gives also bounds for arbitrary loss functions,
how ever this requires a bound on the K ulback-Lebler
divergence rather than the quadratic distance. Unfor-
tunately, this does not hold for static M DL [PHO04al.
For the regression setup, analysis of other, m ore gen—
eral or even arbitrary loss functions is even m ore de—
m anding and, as far aswe know , open.

Considering only discrete m odel classes is certainly a
restriction, since m any m odels arising In science (9.
physics or biology) are continuous. O n the other hand
there are argum ents in favor of discrete classes. From

a com putationalpoint ofview they arede niely su —

cient. Realcom putersm ay even treatonly niem odel
classes. The class of all program s on a xed univer—
sal Turing m achine is countable. It may be related
to discrete classes of stochastic m odels by the m eans
of sam in easures, this is one of the central issues In
A gorithm ic hform ation T heory [LV 97].
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