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W e propose new bounds on the error of leaming algorithm s in
tem s of a data-dependent notion of com plexity. The estin ates we
establish give optin al rates and are based on a local and em pirical
version of R adem acher averages, in the sense that the R adem acher
averages are com puted from the data, on a subset of functions w ith
gn all em pirical error. W e present som e applications to classi cation
and prediction with convex function classes, and w ith kemel classes
in particular.

1. Introduction. E stin ating the performm ance of statistical procedures
is usefill for providing a better understanding of the factors that in uence
their behavior, as well as for suggesting ways to In prove them . A though
asym ptotic analysis isa crucial rst step tow ard understanding the behavior,

nite sam pl errorboundsare ofm ore value asthey allow the design ofm odel
selection (or param eter tuning) procedures. T hese error bounds typically
have the follow ing form : w ith high probability, the error of the estin ator
(typically a function In a certain class) isbounded by an em pirical estin ate
of error plus a penaly tem depending on the com plexity of the class of
functions that can be chosen by the algorithm . The di erences between the
true and em pirical errors of fiinctions in that class can be viewed as an
em pirical process. M any tools have been developed for understanding the
behavior of such ob fcts, and especially forevaluating their suprem a| which
can be thought of as a m easure of how hard i is to estin ate functions in
the class at hand. T he goal is thus to obtain the sharpest possible estin ates
on the com plexity of function classes. A problem arises since the notion of
com plexity m ight degpend on the (unknown) underlying probability m easure
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according to which the data is produced. D istribbution-free notions of the
com plexity, such as the Vapnik {C hervonenkis din ension [B5] or the m etric
entropy R8], typically give conservative estin ates. D istrdbution-dependent
estin ates, based for exam ple on entropy numbers in the L, P ) distance,
where P is the underlying distrloution, are not usefulwhen P isunknown.
Thus, i is desirable to cbtain data-dependent estin ates which can readily
be com puted from the sample.

O ne of the m ost Interesting data-dependent com plexity estin ates is the
so—called R adem acher average associated w ith the class. A though known for
a long tin e to be related to the expected suprem um ofthe em pirical process
(thanks to sym m etrization inequalities), was rstproposed asan e ective
com plexity m easure by K oltchinskii [L5], Bartlett, Boucheron and Lugosi
[l] and M endelson R5] and then further studied In [B]. Unfortunately, one
of the shortcom ings of the R adem acher averages is that they provide glolal
estim ates of the com plexity of the function class, that is, they do not re ect
the fact that the algorithm w ill lkely pick functions that have a an all error,
and in particular, only a sm all subset of the function classwillbe used.A s
a result, the best error rate that can be ocbtained via the globalR adem acher
averages is at least of the order of 1= n Wheren isthe sam ple size), which
is suboptin aln som e situations. Indeed, the type of algorithm s we consider
here are known in the statistical literature asM -estin ators. They m inin ize
an em pirical loss criterion n a xed class of functions. They have been
extensively studied and their rate of convergence is known to be related
to the m odulus of continuiy of the em pirical process associated w ith the
class of functions (rather than to the expected suprem um of that em pirical
process). Thism odulus of continuity is well understood from the em pirical
processes theory view point (see, eg., B3, 34]).A Iso, from the point of view
of M -estim ators, the quantity which determm ines the rate of convergence is
actually a xed point ofthism odulusofcontinuiy.R esults ofthis type have
been cbtained by van de Geer [31, 32] (am ong others), who also provides
nonasym ptotic exponential inequalities. Unfortunately, these are In tem s
of entropy (or random entropy) and hence m ight not be useful when the
probability distribution is unknown.

T he key property that allow s one to prove fast rates of convergence is
the fact that around the best fiinction In the class, the variance of the incre—
m ents of the em piricalprocess [porthe L, (P ) distance to thebest function] is
upper bounded by a linear function of the expectation of these increm ents.
In the context of regression w ith squared loss, this happens as soon as the
functions are bounded and the class of functions is convex . In the context of
classi cation, M amm en and T sybakov have shown 20] that this also hap—
pens under conditions on the conditional distribbution (especially about its
behavior around 1=2).T hey actually do not require the relationship between
variance and expectation (ofthe Increm ents) to be lnearbut allow form ore
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general, pow er type Inequalities. T heir resuls, ke those of van de G eer, are
asym ptotic.

In orderto exploit thiskey property and have nite sam plbounds, rather
than considering the R adem acher averages of the entire class as the com plex—
ity m easure, it is possible to consider the R adem acher averages of a an all
subset of the class, usually the intersection of the class w ith a ball centered
at a function of interest. These local R adem acher averages can serve as a
com plexity m easure; clearly, they are alw ays an aller than the corresponding
global averages. Several authors have considered the use of local estim ates
of the com plexiy of the function class in order to obtain better bounds.
Before presenting their resuls, we introduce som e notation which is used
throughout the paper.

Let X ;P ) beaprobability space.D enoteby F a class ofm easurable func-

distrbuted according to P . Let 1;:::; 5 be n Independent Radem acher
random variables, that is, mdependent random variables for which Pr( ;=
1)=Pr( ;= 1)=1=2.
Fora function £ :X ! R,de ne
1x 1%
Ppf=—-  £Xj); PE=EfX); Rpf=— if &)

n n
=1 =1

Fora classF , st

RyF = supR,f:
f2F

conditioned on all of the other random variables. T he R adem acher average
ofF isER,F ,and the em pirical (or conditional) R adem acher averages of F'
are

1 X

E RpyF = —-E sup iFX)Ki5%X,

n - fr
Som e classical properties of R adem acher averages and som e sin ple lemm as
(Wwhich we use often) are listed In Appendix A 1.

T he sin plest way to obtain the property allow ing for fast rates of conver-
gence is to consider nonnegative uniform ly bounded functions (or lncrem ents
w ith respecttoa xed nullfunction).In thiscase, one trivially hasforall f 2
F ,Var[f] <P f.Thisisexploited by K oltchinskii and Panchenko [L6], who
consider the case of prediction w ith absolute loss when functions in ¥ have
values in [0;1] and there isa perfect function £ in theclass,thatis,P £ = 0.
They introduce an ierative m ethod involving local em pirical R adem aISher
averages.They rstoonstructa function , (r)= cqRpff :P,f 2rg+c rx=n+
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c3=n, which can be com puted from the data. For f§ de ned by $§ = 1,
fi1= n @), they show that wih probability at keast1 2N e ¥,
pf iy + §;
n

where f is a m inin izer of the am pirical error, that is, a function n F
satisfying Pnf= nfrop Prf. Hencoe, this nonincreasing sequence of local
R adem acher averages can be used as upper bounds on the error of the
em piricalm inin izer £ . Furthem ore, if , is a concave function such that

( r) E R ,ff2F :P,f rg, and if the number of iterations N is at
least 1+ dlog, log, n=xe, then w ith probability at least 1 N e *,

By ct+l;
n

where r isa solution ofthe xed-point equation % r)= r.Combiing the
above resuls, one has a procedure to obtain data-dependent error bounds
that are of the order ofthe xed point of the m odulus of continuiy at 0 of
the em pirical R adem acher averages. O ne 1im itation of this resul is that it
assum es that there isa function £ in theclasswith P £ = 0.In contrast,we
are Interested in prediction problem swhere P £ is the error of an estim ator,
and in the presence of noise there m ay not be any perfect estin ator (even
the best In the class can have nonzero error).

M ore recently, Bousquet, K oltchinskii and P anchenko [9] have cbtained a
m ore general result avoiding the iterative procedure. T heir resul is that for
functions w ith values in [0;1], w ith probability at least 1 e ¥,

t+ loglogn

1) 8f2F Pf cP,f+¢f + —2 2" ;
n

where £ isthe xedpointofa concave function , satisfying , (0)= 0 and
lq(pT:) E Ryff2F Pof rg:

Themain di erence between this and the resuls of 16] is that there is no
requirem ent that the class contain a perfect function. H owever, the local
R adem acher averages are centered around the zero function instead of the
one that m inin izes P £. A s a consequence, the xed point £ cannot be
expected to converge to zero when infepp P £> 0.

In order to rem ove this lin itation, Lugosiand W egkam p [19] use localized
R adem acher averages ofa an allballaround them inin izer £ ofP, .However,
their result is restricted to nonnegative finctions, and in particular fiinctions
w ith values in £0;1g. M oreover, their bounds also nvolve som e global In—
form ation, In the form of the shatter coe cients Sy X {1) of the function
class (ie., the cardinality of the coordinate profctions of the class F on
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the data X {1). They show that there are constants ¢;;c such that, with
probability at keast 1  8=n, the em piricalm inim izer f satis es

Pf mfPf+ 20, @#);
f2F

w here
S

b A logn ]ognq A
hw@)=c E Ry,ff2F :P,f 16P,f+ 15rg+ T+ P,f+r

n

and £, = ¢ (logSy K ')+ logn)=n. The lin iation of this resul is that #,
has to be chosen according to the (am pirically m easured) com plexity of the
whole class, which m ay not be as sharp as the R adem acher averages, and
in general, isnot a xed point ofbn . M oreover, the balls over which the
R adem acher averages are com puted In b contain a factor of 16 in front
oanfA.As we explain later, this lnduces a lower bound on bn when there
isno function wih P £ = 0 in the class.

Tt seam s that the only way to capture the right behavior in the general,
noisy case is to analyze the increm ents of the em pirical process, in other
words, to directly consider the functions £ f . This approach was st
proposed by M assart P2]; see also R6]. M assart introduces the assum ption

Varly ®) Y ®X) d&(EEf) B PY);

w here ¢ isthe lossassociated w ith the finction £ [in otherwords, s X ;Y ) =
Y X );Y ), which m easures the discrepancy in the prediction m ade by £, d
isa pseudom etricand £ m Inin izes the expected loss. (T he previous resuls
could also be stated in temn s of Joss functions, but we om itted this in order
to sin plify exposition. H ow ever, the extra notation is necessary to properly
state M assart’s result.) This isa m ore re ned version of the assum ption we
m entioned earlier on the relationship between the variance and expectation
of the increm ents of the em pirical process. It is only satis ed for som e loss
functions and function classesF .U nderthisassum ption,M assart considers
a nondecreasing finction  satisfying

X
xry E sup Pf Pf Pof+Prf j+ c—;
£2F ;A2 (£;£ )2 ¢ n

such that (r)=p T isnonincreasing (we refer to this property as the sub-root
property later in the paper).Then, w ith probability at kast 1 e ¥,

X
12) 8f2F PY¥Y PY% cr +— ;

n
where r isthe xed point of and cdependsonly on B and on the uni-
form bound on the range of functions In F . It can be proved that In m any
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situations of Interest, thisbound su ces to prove m Inin ax rates of conver—
gence for penalized M -estin ators. M assart considers exam ples where the
com plexity term can bebounded using a prioriglobal nform ation about the
function class.) However, the m ain lim itation of this resul is that it does
not Involve quantities that can be com puted from the data.

Finally, as we m entioned earlier, M endelson 6] gives an analysis sin ilar
to that ofM assart, in a slightly less generalcase (W ith no noise in the target
values, ie., the conditional distrdbution of ¥ given X is concentrated at
one point). M endelson introduces the notion of the star-hull of a class of
functions (see the next section for a de nition) and considers R adem acher
averages of this starhull as a localized m easure of com plexity. H is results
also involve a priori know ledge of the class, such as the rate of grow th of
covering num bers.

W e can now spell out our goal in m ore detail: in this paper we com —
bine the Incram ent-based approach ofM assart and M endelson (dealing w ith
di erences of finctions, or m ore generally w ith bounded realvalued func-
tions) with the em pirical local R adem acher approach of K oltchinskii and
Panchenko and of Lugosiand W egkam p, In order to obtain data-dependent
bounds which depend on a xed point of the m odulus of contihuity of
R adem acher averages com puted around the em pirically best function.

Our rst main resul (Theorem 3.3) is a distrbution-dependent result
Involving the xed point r of a local R adem acher average of the starhull
of the class F . This show s that functions w ith the sub-root property can
readily be obtained from R adem acher averages, whilke in previous work the
appropriate functions were obtained only via global inform ation about the
class.

The secondm ain result (T heorem s4.1 and 4 2) isan em piricalcounterpart
ofthe st one, where the com plexiy isthe xed point ofan em pirical local
R adem acher average. W e also show that this xed point isw ithin a constant
factor of the nonem pirical one.

Equipped w ith this resul, we can then prove (T heoram 54) a fully data—
dependent analogue ofM assart’s result, w here the R adem acher averages are
localized around the m inim izer of the em pirical loss.

W e also show (Theoram 6.3) that In the context of classi cation, the
local R adem acher averages of star-hulls can be approxin ated by solving a
weighted em pirical errorm Inim ization problem .

Our nalresul (Corollary 6.7) concems regression with kemel classes,
that is, classes of functions that are generated by a positive de nite ker—
nel. T hese classes are w idely used In Interpolation and estim ation problem s
as they yield com putationally e cient algorithm s. O ur resul gives a data—
dependent com plexity term that can be com puted directly from the eigen—
values ofthe G ram m atrix (them atrix whose entries are values of the kemel
on the data).
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T he sharpness ofour resuls isdem onstrated from the fact that we recover,
In the distrdbbution-dependent case (treated in Section 4), sin ilar resuls
to those of M assart P2], which, in the situations where they apply, give
the m Inin ax optin al rates or the best known resuls.M oreover, the data—
dependent bounds that we obtain as counterparts of these resuls have the
sam e rate of convergence (see Theorem 42).

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Section 2 we present som e prelin -
nary results obtained from concentration inequalities, w hich we use through-
out. Section 3 establishes errorboundsusing localR adem acher averages and
explains how to com pute their xed points from \global inform ation" (e4g.,
estim ates of the m etric entropy or of the com binatorial din ensions of the
Indexing class), In which case the optin al estin ates can be recovered. In
Section 4 we give a data-dependent error bound using em pirical and local
R adem acher averages, and show the connection between the xed pointsof
the em pirical and nonem pirical R adem acher averages. In Section 5 we ap—
ply our results to loss classes. W e give estin ates that generalize the results
of Kolchinskii and Panchenko by elim inating the requirem ent that som e
function In the class have zero loss, and are m ore general than those of
Lugosi and W egkam p, since there is no need have In our case to estin ate
global shatter coe cients of the class.W e also give a data-dependent exten—
sion of M assart’s resul where the local averages are com puted around the
m inin izer of the am pirical loss. F inally, Section 6 show s that the problem
of estim ating these local R adem acher averages In classi cation reduces to
welghted em pirical risk m Inin ization. It also show s that the local averages
for kemel classes can be sharply bounded In tem s of the eigenvaluies of the
G ram m atrix.

2. Prelim lnary results. Recall that the starhull of F around fy is de—
ned by

star® ;f0)= ff+ E £9):£2F; 2 D;1llo:

T hroughout this paper, we w illm anjpulate suprem a of em pirical processes,
that is, quantities of the form supsyy P £ Prf).W e willalways assum e
they are m easurabl w ithout explicitly m entioning i. In other words, we
assum e that the class F and the distrbution P satisfy appropriate (m ild)
conditions for m easurability of this supremum We refer to [11, 28] for a
detailed account of such issues).

T he follow Ing theorem isthem ain resul of this section and is at the core
of all the proofs presented later. It show s that if the functions in a class
have an all variance, the m axin al deviation between em pirical m eans and
true m eans is controlled by the R adem acher averages of F . In particular,
the bound im proves as the largest variance of a class m em ber decreases.
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Theorem 2.1. Let F ke a clss of functions that map X into [;b].
A ssum e that there is some r> 0 such that orevery £ 2 F , Var[f X ;)] r.
Then, for every x > 0, wih probability at last 1 e %,

r

) 2rx 1 1 x
sspPf PLf) inf 201+ )ER,F+ —+ b a) —+— — ;
£2F >0 n 3 n

and with probability at last 1 2e %,
sup P £ Pnf)
£2F
r !
. 1+ 2rx 1 1 1+ b4
inf 2—ER,F+ —+ b a) - +—+—— —
201 1 n 3 2 @1 ) n

M oreover, the sam e resuls hold for the quantity supey,r Pnf P £).

T his theorem , which is proved in Appendix A 2, is a m ore or less direct
consequence of Talagrand’s inequality for em pirical processes [30]. H ow ever,
the actual statem ent presented here is new in the sense that it displays the
best known constants. Indeed, com pared to the previous result of K olchin—
skiiand Panchenko [L6]which wasbased on M assart’s version ofTalagrand’s
nequality R1], we have used the most r2 ned concentration inequalities
available: that of Bousquet [7] for the supremum of the em pirical process
and that ofBoucheron, Lugosiand M assart b] forthe R adem acher averages.
This last inequality is a powerfiil tool to obtain data-dependent bounds,
since it allow s one to replace the R adem acher average (W hich m easures the
com plexity of the class of functions) by is em pirical version, which can be
e ciently com puted In som e cases.D etails about these nequalities are given
In Appendix A 1.

W hen applied to the full function classF , the above theoram isnotusefuil
Indeed, w ith only a trivial bound on the m axin al variance, better resuls
can be obtained via sin pler concentration i alities, such as the b%md_ed
di erence nequality 23], whichwould allow rx=n tobereplacedby x=n.
However, by applying Theoram 2.1 to subsets of F or to modi ed classes
obtained from F ,m uch better resultscan be cbtained.H ence, the presence of
an upperbound on the variance in the square root term is the key Ingredient
of this resul.

A Jast prelim inary resul that we w ill require is the follow Ing consequence
ofTheorem 2.1,which show sthat ifthe localR adem acher averages are sm all,
then balls in L, P ) are probably contained in the corresponding em pirical
balls e, n Ly P,)]wih a slightly larger radiis.

Corollary 2.2. LetF be a class of functions thatmap X into [ b;b]
with b> 0. For every x > 0 and r that satisfy

11 x
r 10ER,ff:f2F;Pf%® rg+ ;
n
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then with probability at last 1 e %,

ff2 F P £? rg ff2F P, £ 2rg:

Proof. Since the range of any function in the sst F, = ff2:f 2 F ;
P f? rgiscontahed n D;F], it ©llow s that Var[f? X ;)] P £f? PP £?
Kr.Thus, by the rstpartofTheorem2l1 wih = 1=4), w ith probability
atleastl e *,every f2 F, satis es
S

) 5 5 5 2Frx  13K’x
P,f r+ —ER,ff“:f2F ;P £f rg+ +
2 n 3n
5 5 5 r lebx
r+ —ER,ff°:f2F ;P £ rg+ — +
2 2 3n
5 r lefx
r+ SWER,ff :f2F ;P £f rg+ 5+ 3
n

21;

where the second inequality ollows from Lemma A 3 and we have used,
in the second to last inequality, Theorem A .6 applied to  (x) = x° (with
Lipschitz constant 2b on [ b;b]).

3. Error bounds wih local com plexiyy. In this section we show that
the Radem acher averages associated w ith a sm all subset of the class m ay
be considered as a com plexiy term in an error bound. Since these local
R adem acher averages are always an aller than the corresponding global av—
erages, they lead to sharper bounds.

W e present a general error bound nvolring local com plexities that is ap—
plicable to classes ofbounded functions forw hich the variance isbounded by
a xed linear function of the expectation. In this case the localR adem acher
averagesarede nedasER,ff 2 F :T (f) rgwhereT (f) isan upperbound
on the variance foypically chosen asT ()= P f2].

There is a tradeo between the size of the subset we consider in these
local averages and its com plexity; we shall see that the optim al choice is
given by a xed point ofan upperbound on the localR adem acher averages.
T he functions we use as upper bounds are sub-root functions; am ong other
usefil properties, sub-root finctions have a unique xed point.

Definition 3.1. A function :0;1)! [0;1 ) is subxoot if it is non—
negative, nondecreasing and ifr7 (r)= r isnonincreasing orr> 0.

W e only consider nontrivial sub-root fiinctions, that is, sub-root functions
that are not the constant fiinction 0.
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Lemma 3.2. If :0;1)! ;1 ) isa nontrivial sub—root finction, then
it is continuous on ;1 ) and the equation (r) = r has a unigue positive
solution. M oreover, if we denote the solution by r , then orallr> 0, r

(r) ifand only ifr r.

Theproofofthislemm a isin Appendix A 2.In view ofthe lemm a, wew ill
sin ply refer to the quantity r as the unique positive solution of (r) = r,
or asthe =xed point of

31. Errorlounds. W e can now state and discuss them ain result ofthis
section . Tt is com posed of tw o parts: in the st part, one requires a sub-root
upper bound on the localR adem acher averages, and in the second part, it
is shown that better results can be obtained when the class over which the
averages are com puted is enlarged slightly.

Theorem 3.3. LetF ke a class of functions with ranges in R;b] and
assum e that there are som e fiinctionalT :F ! R* and som e constantB such
that orevery £ 2 F ,Var[f] T (£) BPf.Let e a subxootfinction and
¥kt r bethe xed point of

l.Assume that satis es, oranyr «r,

(rx) BERJff2F T (f) xg:

Then, with ¢ = 704 and ¢ = 26, for any K > 1 and every x > 0, with
prokability at last 1 e %,

aK x (11 a)+ oBK
8f2F Pf P f+ —r + Al a)+ oBK),
1 B n
A lso, with prokability at kast 1 e %,
K+ 1 K x (11 a)+ oBK
8f2F P, f pry 2K, XU1b a)* GBK),
K B n
2. If, iIn addition, for £ 2 F and 2 [0;1], T ( £) 2T(f),andjf

satis es, orany r r,
(r) BER,ff 2 star® ;0):T (£) xg;

then the sam e results hod true with ¢ = 6 and ¢, = 5.

T he proof of this theoram is given in Section 32.

W e can com pare the resuls to our starting point (Theorem 2.1). The
In provem ent com es from the fact that the com plexiy tem , which was es—
sentially sup, (r) n Theorem 2.1 (ifwe had applied it to the class F di-
rectly) isnow reduced to r , the xed point of . So the complexity tem
is always sn aller (later, we show how to estin ate r ). On the other hand,
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there is som e loss since the constant in front of P, £ is strictly larger than 1.
Section 52 will show that this isnot an issue in the applications we have in
m ind.

In Sections 5.1 and 52 we investigate conditions that ensure the assum p—
tions of this theorem are satis ed, and we provide applications of this result
to prediction problem s. T he condition that the variance is upper bounded
by the expectation tums out to be crucial to cbtain these resuls.

T he idea behind Theorem 33 originates in the work ofM assart R2], who
proves a slightly di erent version ofthe rstpart.Thedi erence isthatwe
use localR adem acher averages instead of the expectation of the suprem um
of the em pirical process on a ball. M oreover, we give am aller constants. A s
far aswe know , the second part of Theorem 3.3 isnew .

311. Choosing the function . Notice that the function cannot be
chosen arbitrarily and has to satisfy the sub-root property. O ne possble
approach is to use classical upperboundson the R adem acher averages, such
as D udly’s entropy Integral. T his can give a sub-root upperbound and was
used, for exam ple, in [16] and in R2].

However, the second part of Theorem 3.3 indicates a possible choice for

, ham ely, one can take as the local Radem acher averages of the star-
hull of F around 0. The reason for this com es from the follow ing lemm a,
w hich show sthat ifthe class is starshaped and T (f£) behaves as a quadratic
function, the R adem acher averages are sub-root.

Lemma 3.4. Ifthe classF is starshaped around £ (which m ay depend

on the data), and T :F ! R* is a (possibly random ) fiinction that satis—

es T ( f) 2T (£) forany £ 2 F and any 2 [;1], then the (random)
function de ned forr 0 by

)= E RLfE2F :T (€ £) xg

issubmotand r7 E (r) is also sub-root.

This Jemm a is proved in Appendix A 2.
N otice that m aking a class starshaped only increases i, so that

ERLff 2 star® ;fo):T (£) rg ER,ff2F :T (f) rg:

However, this ncrease In size is m oderate as can be seen, for exam pl, if
one com pares covering num bers of a class and is starhull (see, eg. R6],
Lemma 4.b5).
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312. Some consequences. A s a consequence of Theoram 3.3, we obtain
an errorbound when F consists ofuniform Iy bounded nonnegative functions.
N otice that in this case the varance is trivially bounded by a constant tin es
the expectation and one can directly use T (£)= P £.

Corollary 3.5. LetF ke a clhss of functions with ranges in [0;1]. Let
ke a sub—root function, such that forallr O,

ER,ff2F :Pf rg x);

and ktr bethe xedpointof .Then, foranyK > 1 and every x> 0, with
prokability at ast 1 e *, every £ 2 F satis es

K x 11+ 26K )
Pf — P, f+ 7048Kr + ———— "
K 1 n

A lso, with prokability at kast 1 e *, every £ 2 F satis es

K+1 x 11+ 26K )
Pf+ 704K r + ——:

P, f
n

Proof. When £2 [0;1], wehave Var[f] P f so that the resulkt ollows
from applying Theorem 33wih T (f)=P £f.

W e also note that the sam e idea as in the proof of Theorem 3.3 gives a
converse ofC orollary 2 2, nam ely, that w ith high probability the intersection
ofF wih an empiricalballofa xed radius is contained in the Intersection
of F wih an L, (P ) ballw ith a slightly larger radius.

Lemma 3.6. LetF ke a clss of fuinctions thatmap X into [ 1;1].Fix
x> 0. If

26x
r 20ER,ff :f 2 star@® ;0);P £2 rg+ —;
n

then with probability at last 1 e %,
ff 2 star@® ;0) :P,£2 rg £f2 star® ;0):P £2 2rg:

T his resul, proved In Section 32, willbe usefiil In Section 4.

313. Estimating r from glblal inform ation. T he error bounds involve

xed points of finctions that de ne upper bounds on the localR adem acher
averages. In som e cases these xed points can be estin ated from global
Informm ation on the function class. W e present a com plete analysis only in
a sinpl case, where F' is a class of binary-valued functions wih a nie
VC -din ension.
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Corollary 3.7. LetF bkea chssoff0;1lgvalued functionsw ith VC -dim en—
sion d< 1 .Then or allK > 1 and every x > 0, with prokability at last
1 e *, every f2F satis es

K X
P£f Ppf+ KX —M+ —
K 1 n n

The proofis In Appendix A 2.

The above resul is sin ilar to results obtained by Vapnik and Chervo—
nenkis B5] and by Lugosiand W egkamp (T heorem 3.1 of [19]). H owever,
they used inequalities for weighted em pirical processes indexed by nonnega—
tive functions.O urresultshavem ore exibility since they can accom m odate
general functions, although this is not needed In this sim ple corollary.

T he proof uses a sin ilar line of reasoning to proofs n 6, 27]. C learly,
it extends to any class of realvalued functions for which one has estin ates
for the entropy Integral, such as classes wih nite psesudo-din ension or a
com binatorial dim ension that grow sm ore slow Iy than quadratically. See 26,
27] for m ore details.

N otice also that the rate of logn=n is the best known.

314. Prooftechniques. Before giving the proofsofthe resultsm entioned
above, ket us sketch the techniques we use. T he approach has is roots in
classical em pirical processes theory, w here it was understood that the m od—
ulus of continuiy of the em pirical process is an in portant quantiy here

plays this role) . In order to obtain nonasym ptotic results, two approaches
have been developed:the st one consists of cutting the classF Into sm aller
pieces, w here one has control of the variance of the elem ents. T his is the so-
called peeling technique (see, eg., Bl, 32, 33, 34] and references therein).
T he second approach consists of weighting the functions In F by dividing
them by their variance.M any resuls have been obtained on such weighted
em pirical processes (see, eg., R8]).The results of Vapnik and Chervonenkis
based on weighting B5] are restricted to classes of nonnegative fiinctions.
A 1so, m ost previous resuls, such as those of Pollard 28], van de G eer [32]
or Haussler [13], give com plexity tem s that nvolve \global' m easures of
com plexity ofthe class, such as covering num bers. N one of these results uses
the recently introduced R adem acher averages as m easures of com plexity.
It tums out that it is possble to com bine the peeling and weighting ideas
w ith concentration inequalities to obtain such resuls, as proposed by M as-
sart In R2], and also used (for nonnegative fiinctions) by K olchinskii and
Panchenko [16].

T he idea is the follow ing:

@) Apply Theoram 2.1 to the class of functions ff=w (f) :£ 2 F g, where
w 1is som e nonnegative weight of the order of the variance of £ . Hence, the
functions in this class have a sn all variance.



14 P.L.BARTLETT,O.BOUSQUET AND S.MENDELSON

(o) Upper bound the Radem acher averages of this weighted class, by
\peeling o " subclasses of F according to the variance of their elem ents,
and bounding the R adem acher averages of these subclasses using

() U sethe sub—rootproperty of ,sothatits xed pointgivesa comm on
upper bound on the com plexity of all the subclasses (up to som e scaling).

(d) Finally, convert the upper bound for finctions In the weighted class
into a bound for functions in the Iniial class.

The idea ofpee]jng| that is, of partitioning the class F into slices where
functions have variance w ithin a certain range| is at the core of the proofof
the rst part of Theorem 33 [see, eg. (31)]. However, i does not appear
explicitly in the proofofthe second part. O ne explanation is that when one
considers the star-hull of the class, it is enough to consider two subclasses:
the functionswith T (f) r and the oneswith T (f)> r, and this is done
by introducing the weighting factor T (£) _ r. This idea was exploited In
the work of M endelson R6] and, m ore recently, n [4]. M oreover, when one
considers the set F, = star® ;0) \ fT (f) rg, any function £f°2 F with
T (£% > rwillhave a scaled down representative in that set. So even though
it seem s that we look at the class star( ;0) only locally, we still take Into
acocount allof the functions n F  (w ith appropriate scaling).

32. Proofs. Before presenting the proof, ket us st introduce som e ad—
ditionalnotation.G iven aclassF, > landr> 0,ktw (f)=m infr k.k2
N;r ko7 (f)g and set

r
Gp= ——f:xf2F
w ()
Noticethatw (f) 1r,sothatG, f f£:f2F; 2 D;llg= star® ;0).De ne

Vr+= supPg Pp,g and V, = supP,g Pg:
g2Gr g2Gy

For the second part of the theorem , we need to Introduce another class of
functions,
& T oF
S ’
and de ne

V) = supPg Pn,g and V, = supP,g Pg:
g2Gr g2Gr

Lemma 3.8. W ith the above notation, assum e that there is a constant
B>0suchthatorevery £f2F ,T(f) BPf.FixK >1, > 0andr> 0.



LOCAL RADEMACHER COMPLEXITIES 15

IfV) r=( BK), then

8f2F Pf 1Pnf+
Also, ifV, r=( BK ), then
K+ 1 r
8f2F P,.f Pf+

Sim ilrly, ifK > 1 and r> 0 are such that V' r=@BK ), then

r
8f2F Pf P, f+ —:
1 BK
Also, ifV, r=BK ), then
K+ 1 r
8f2F P,f Pf+ —:
BK

Proof. Noticethat orallg2 G,,Pg P,g+ V) .Fixf2F andde ne
g=rf=w (f).When T (f) zr,w(f)=r, sothat g= f.Thus, the fact that
Pg P,g+ V) mplesthatPf P f+ VS P f+ r=(BK).

On the other hand, if T (f) > r,tl'lenw(f)=rkwj1:hk>0andT(f)2

c * 1;r ¥1.M oreover, g= f= ¥,Pg P,g+ V,,and thus

Pf P,f .
Tk k r *

Using the fact that T (£) > r ¥ !, i ©llow s that

Pf Pof+ "V <P.f+ TE)WV =r P,f+PFfXK:

r

R earranging,

r
P, f< P f+ —
K 1" K 1° BK

T he proof of the second resul is sim ilar. For the third and fourth results,
the reasoning is the sam e.

Pf

Proof of Theorem 3.3, first part. Let G, be de ned as above,
where r is chosen such that r r , and note that functions in G, satisfy
kg Pagk: b ashce0 r=w(f) 1.Also,wehaveVarlg] r.Indeed, if
T (£) r,then g= f,and thusVarlg]l= Varff] r.Othemwise,when T (f)>
r, g= f=* (where k is such that T ()2 ( ¥ ';r ¥]), so that Varg]=
VarffE 2 r.

Applying Theoram 2.1, forallx > 0, with probabiliy 1 e %,

r

+ 2rx
V, 2@+ )ER,G,+ —+ b a)
n

1 1
__I.__
3

S
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Let F x;y) = ff 2 F :x T (f) vyg and de ne k to be the snallest
integer such that r ¥*! Bb.Then
r

ER,Gy ERJF ©O;r)+ E sup Ryf
£2F @pp W ()
Xk r
ER,F O;r) + E sup
3=0 f2F (x I;r j+l)W (f)

R, f

= ER,F (0;r)+ E sup R,f
=0 f2F (r J;r 3+ 1)

3 (r j+1):

P_
By our assum ption it follow s that for 1, () (r).Hence,

and taking = 4, the m’ght—hand side Fﬁper bounded by 5 (r)=B .M ore—

over, orr r, (r) r=r (r )= rr ,and thus
r
+ 001+ Yp— 2rx 1 1 x
v ——— 7€+ —+4+ b a) —+— —:
B n 3 n

SetA =100+ ) T=B+  ZxmmandC = b a)@=3+ 1= )x=n, and note
thatv) A" r+C.

W e now show that r can be chosen such that V' r=( BK ). Indeed,
consider the largest solution rg of A- r+ C = r=( BK ). It satis es p
2A°B%K?=2 r andry (BK)?°A%+2 BK C,sothatapplyingLemma 3.8,
it ollow s that every £ 2 F satis es

K
Pf — P, f+ BKAZ?+ 2C
K 1

r

K 2 , 200+ ) 2xr 2x
= —P,f+ BK 1000+ )"r=B“+ + —
K 1 B n n
1 1 x
+ b a —-+— —:
3 n

P
Setting = 1=10 and usingLemm a A 3 to show that 2xr =n Bx=(n)+
5r =(@2B ) com pltes the proof of the rst statem ent. T he second statem ent
is proved in the sam e way, by considering V, instead ofV/ .
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Proof of Theorem 3.3, second part. Theproofofthisresul uses
the sam e argum ent as for the rst part. H owever, we consider the classG,
de ned above. One can easily check thatG, ff 2 star® ;0):T (£) xg,
and thusER ,G% (r)=B .Applying Theoram 2.1 to Gy, i follow s that, for
allx> 0, wih probability 1 e %,

r

2@+ )

A (r) + 2rx+(b a) v 2
* B n

Wl
S5 X

The reasoning is then the same as for the st part, and we use in the
very last step that 2xr =n Bx=n+ r =2B ), which gives the disgplayed
constants.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Themap 7 ? isLipschitz with constant 2
when isrestricted to [ 1;1].Applying Theorem A .6,

26
3B2) r 10ER,f£%:f2 star@® ;0);P £2 g+ —0:
n

Clearly, if £ 2 F, then £f2 maps to ;1] and Varff?] P £2. Thus, T heo-

rem 2.1 can be applied to the class Gy = frf?=@ £f? _ r):f 2 F g, whose

functions have range In [0;1] and variance bounded by r. T herefore, w ith
probability at least 1 e ¥, every £ 2 F satis es

r

Pf? p,f? 2rx

1
20+ )ER G+ —+ =+
Pf2 r ( JER2Cs n 3

1

S

J O —
Select = 1=4 and notice that 2rx=n r=4+ 2x=n to get

Pf? P,f? 5 r 19x
————————  —ER,Gy+ —+ —:

Pf2 «r 2 2 3n
Henoe,oneejtherhasPf2 r,orwhenPf2 r, sihce it was assum ed that
Pnf2 r,

) £2 5 r 1%

Pf® r+ — —ER.G,+ -+ —
r 2 4 3n
Now, ifg2 Gy, there exists £y 2 F such that g= rf02=CPf02_r).IfPf02 r,
then g= f2.0n the other hand, if P £2 > r, then g= rfZ=p £fZ = fZ with
f; 2 star( ;0) and P £/ 1, which show s that

ER,Gy ER,ff?:f2 starf ;0);P £% rg:

Thus, by 32),P f2  2r,which concludes the proof.
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4. D ata-dependent error bounds. The resuls presented thus far use
distrbution-dependent m easures of com plxity of the class at hand. In—
deed, the sub-root fiinction of Theoram 3.3 is bounded in tem s of the
R adem acher averages of the starhull of F , but these averages can only be
com puted if one know s the distrdbution P . O therw ise, we have seen that it
ispossibl to com pute an upperbound on the R adem acher averages using a
prioriglobal or distribution—free know ledge about the com plexity ofthe class
at hand (such asthe VC -din ension) . In this section we present errorbounds
that can be com puted directly from the data, w ithout a priori inform ation.
Instead of com puting , we com pute an estin ate, b, ofit.The function 2,
isde ned using the data and is an upperbound on  w ith high probability.

T o sim plify the exposition we restrict ourselves to the case w here the func—
tions have a range which is sym m etric around zero, say [ 1;1]. M oreover,
we can only treat the special case where T (f) = P £2, but this is a m fnor
restriction as In m ost applications this is the function of interest [ie. for
which onecan show T (f) BP f].

41. Results. W enow present them ain result ofthis section, which gives
an analogue of the second part of T heoram 3.3, with a com pltely em pirical
bound (ie., the bound can be com puted from the data only).

Theorem 4.1. LetF ke a clhss of functions with ranges in [ 1;1] and
assum e that there is som e constant B such that orevery £ 2 F ,P £f2 BP f.
Let P, e a suboot fiinction and kt £ be the xed point of ©, . Fix x> 0
and assum e that bn satis es, Pranyr ¢,

b 2 COX
n ) oE Ryff 2 starE ;0) :P,f 2rg+ ?;

where ¢ = 2(10_B) and = ¢ + 11.Then, orany K > 1 with probability
atkastl 3e %,

6K X (11+ 5BK )
8f2F Pf P f+ —p + — 7,
K 1 B n
A Iso, with prokability at kast 1 3e ¥,
K+1 6K x(11+ 5BK)
8f2F P, f PE+ & —————
n

A lhough these are data-dependent bounds, they are not necessarily easy
to com pute. T here are, how ever, favorable Interesting situations w here they
can be com puted e ciently, as Section 6 show s.

It isnaturalto wonder how close the quantity £ appearing in the above
theoram isto the quantity r ofTheoram 3.3.The next theorem show s that
they are close w ith high probability.
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Theorem 4.2. LetF ke a clssof functions with ranges in [ 1;1]. Fix
x> 0 and oconsider the sub—root finctions

(r) = ER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P £ rg

b 2 OX
n ()= ¢qE R,ff 2 starE ;0) :P, £ 2rg + T;

with xed pointsr and f , respectively, andwith ¢ = 2(10_B ) and ¢ = 13.
Assume thatr ox=n, where c3= 26__ (& + 2¢;)=3. T hen, with probability
atlast1l 4de %,

r ¢t 9@+ cl)zr :

Thus, wih high probability, £ is an upper bound on r and has the
sam e asym ptotic behavior. N otice that there was no attem pt to optin ize
the constants In the above theorem . In addition, the constant 9 (1 + cl)2
(equal to 3969 if B 10) In Theorem 42 does not appear In the upper
bound of Theorem 4.1.

42. Proofs. The idea ofthe proofs is to show that one can upperbound

by an em pirical estin ate W ith high probabiliy). T his requires tw o steps:
the st one uses the concentration of the R adem acher averages to upper
bound the expected R adem acher averages by their em pirical versions. T he
second step uses C orollary 2 2 to prove that the ballover w hich the averages
are com puted Wwhich isan L, (P ) ball] can be replaced by an em pirical one.
T hus, bn isan upperbound on , and one can apply Theorem 3.3, together
w ith the follow ing Jem m a, which show show xed pointsofsub-root functions
relate when the functions are ordered.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that ;bn are subroot. Let r (resp. £ ) be the
xed point of  (rsp. P,). If or 0 1 we have 2, (@) r)
B, ), then

2p r b

Proof. Denoting by £ the xed point of the sub-root fiinction b,
then, by Lenma 32 ¢ r £ . Also, since bn is sub-root, bn( 22
b ¢)= ¢ ,whihmeans P,(%2) 2¢ .Hence Lenma 32 yilds
r 29 .
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Consider the sub-root fiinction
@ ax,

C
1) = EIERnff2 star® ;0) P £2 rg+ —— ==,
n
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with xed point x.Applying Corollary 22 when r 1 (r), i ollow s that
w ith probability at kast 1 e %,

ff 2 star@® ;0) :P £2 rg f£f 2 star® ;0) :P,£2 2rg:

U sing this together w ith the rst lnequality ofLemmaA 4 wWith = 1=2)
show s that if r 1 (r), w ith probability at least 1  2e %,

c o c
1 (@)= ElERnff 2 star ;0) :P £2 rg+ & al)x
n

X
akE R,ff 2 starE ;0) :P £2 rg+ hchis
n

2 OX
akE R,ff 2 star@E ;0) :P,f 2rg+ —
n

n (£):
Choosing r= r;, Lenm a 4.3 show s that w ith probability at least 1  2e %,
@41 r f:
Also, orallr O,
1) BER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P £2? rg;

and so from Theorem 3.3, with probability at least 1 e *, every £ 2 F
satis es

6K 1 11+ 5BK )x
Pof+ + :
1 B n

Pf

Combining thiswih (4.1) givesthe rst result.The second resul is proved
In a sin iflarm anner.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Consider the functions

C o a)x
@) = ElERnff 2 star@ ;0) £ g+ 2 U
n

X
, (€)= ER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P £2 rg+ L;
n

and denote by r; and r, the xed pointsof ; and ;, respectively. The
proofofTheorem 4.1 show sthat w ith probability at least 1 2e *,r; £ .

Now apply Lemm a 3.6 to show that ifr 2 (r), then w ith probability at
least1 e %,

ff 2 star® ;0) :Pnf2 rg ff 2 star@ ;0):P £2 2rg:
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U sing this together w ith the second inequality of LemmaA 4 wWih = 1=2)
show s that if r 5> (r), with probability at least 1 2e %,

b 2 OX
h )= ¢qE R,ff 2 starF ;0) :P,f 2rg+ T

b 2 &X
ca 2E R,ff 2 star® ;0):P,f rg+ —
n
P 5 (075:4
g 2E R,ff 2 star® ;0):P £ 2rg+ —
n
P_
3 2 2 (C2 + 2C1)X
TCIERnff 2 star® ;0) :P £ 2rg+ ——
2 o+ 2g)x
3aER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P £ rg+ ———
n

3 2();

w here the sub—root property was used twice (In the rst and second to last
nequalities). Lemm a 4 3 thus gives £ 9r, .

A Iso notice that orallr, (r) 1 (¥), and hence r r; .M oreover, for
all r (r) hencer r sx=n), @ <o &+ r,sothat (@)
G+ 1r=(@@+1) ().Lemma 43 mpliesthatr, @+ cl)zr .

5. Prediction w ith bounded loss. In this section we discuss the applica-
tion of our resuls to prediction problem s, such as classi cation and regres—
sion . For such problam s there are an input space X and an output space Y,
and the product X Y is endowed with an unknown probability m easure
P .For exam pl, classi cation corregoonds to the case where Y is discrete,
typically Y = £ 1;1g, and regression corresoonds to the continuous case,
typically Y = [ 1;1].N ote that assum ing the boundedness of the target val-
ues is a typical assum ption In theoretical analysis of regression procedures.
To analyze the case of unbounded targets, one usually truncates the values
at a certain threshold and boundsthe probability ofexceeding that threshold
(see, eg., the techniques developed in [12]).

and dentically distribbuted (iid.) pairs sam pled according to P .A loss func—
tion “:¥Y Y ! [D;l]isde ned and thegoalisto nda function £:X ! Y
from a classF thatm inin izes the expected loss

E=E‘EX)Y):

Since the probability distribbution P is unknown, one cannot directly m ini-
m ize the expected loss over F .

T he key property that is needed to apply our resuls is the fact that
Var[f] BPf (orP f? BP f to dbtain data-dependent bounds). Thiswill
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trivially be the case for the class £ :f 2 F g, as all its functions are uni-
form Iy bounded and nonnegative. T his case, studied in Section 5.1, is, how —
ever, not the m ost Interesting. Indeed, it is when one studies the excess risk
r ¢ that our approach show s is superiority over previous ones; w hen
the class £ ¥ g satis es the variance condition (and Section 52 gives
exam ples ofthis), we obtain distrdbution-dependent boundsthat are optim al
in certain cases, and data-dependent bounds of the sam e order.

51. Genemral resuls without assum ptions. De ne the Pllow ing class of
functions, called the Ioss class associated with F @

=¥ 2Fg= £xy)T YE®)y)iE2Fg:

N otice that ¥ isa class of nonnegative functions. A pplying Theorem 4.1 to
this class of functions gives the ollow Ing corollary.

Corollary 5.1. Fora ss function ‘:Y Y ! [0;1], de ne

b 5 13x
h ()= 20E R,ff 2 star(¥% ;0) :P,f 2rg + T;

with xed point # .Then, for any K > 1 with prokability at kast 1 3e %,

K X 11+ 5K)
8f2F PY — P ,%¥+6KLt + —m:
K 1 n

A natural approach is to m nim ize the em pirical loss P, ‘¢ over the class
F . The follow ing result show s that this approach leads to an estim ate w ith
expected loss near m inim al. How close it is to the m Inin al expected loss

depends on the value of them Ininum , as well as on the localR adem acher
averages of the class.

Theorem 5.2. Fora lbss function ‘:Y Y ! [;1],de ne (r), bn (r),
r and? asin Theorem 51.LetL = infrrr P ‘% .Then there is a constant

c such that with probability at last 1 2e *, theminimizer £ 2 F of P, %
satis es

p
P‘f L +c( L xr+r):

A lso, with prokability at ast 1 4e ¥,

P‘fA L +c( L £ +¢£):

T he proof of this theoram is given In Appendix A 2.
T his theorem has the same avor as Theorem 42 of 19]. W e have not
used any property besides the positivity of the functions in the class. This
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Indicates that there m ight not be a signi cant gain com pared to earlier re-
sults (asw ithout further assum ptions the optin al rates are known) . Indeed,
a carefil exam nation of this resul show s that when L. > 0, the di erence
between P %, and L is essentially of order r .For a class of £0;1gvalued

functions w ith VC -din ension d, for exam ple, this would be P dlogn=n.0n
the other hand, the resul of [19] ism ore r@ ned since the R adem acher av—
erages are not localized around 0 (@s they are here), but rather around the
m inin izer ofthe em pirical error itself. U nfortunately, the an allballin [19]is
notde nedash t Pj's+ rbutasP;,’s 16P, et r.Thism eansthat In
the general situation where L. > 0, since P, does not converge to 0 w ith
increasing n (as it is expected to be close to P ' which itself converges to
L ), the radius of the ballaround ‘f (which is 15P, ‘f+ r) willnot converge
to 0. Thus, the localized R adem acher average over this ball w ill converge
at speed d=n.In other words, our Theorem 52 and Theoram 42 of [19]
essentially have the sam e behavior. But this is not surprising, as it is known
that this is the optin al rate of convergence in this case. To get an in prove—
m ent In the rates of convergence, one needs to m ake further assum ptions on
the distrloution P oron the classF .

52. Im proved resuls for the excess risk. Consider a loss function “ and
function class F that satisfy the follow ing conditions.

1. For every probability distrbbution P there isan £ 2 F satisfylngP Y =
jrlffZF P ‘f .

2. There isa constant L such that ‘isL-Lipschiz in its st argum ent: or
ally;v1:i¥2,

J@uy) @iy)] LI ek
3. There is a constant B 1 such that for every probability distribbution
and every £ 2 F,

P@E f£)> BP(y Y):

T hese conditions are not too restrictive as they arem et by severalcom m only
used regularized algorithm s w ith convex losses.

N ote that condition 1 could be weakened, and one could consider a func—
tion which isonly close to achievingthein mum ,w ith an approprate change
to condition 3. T hisgeneralization is straightforward, but it would m ake the
results Jess readable, so we om it it.

Condition 2 im plies that, orallf 2 F,

Py Y%)? L?P(E £ )2

Condition 3 usually ollow s from a uniform convexiy condition on ‘. An
in portant exam ple isthe quadratic Ioss “7;y%) = ¢ v9?,when the fiinction
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class F is convex and uniform Iy bounded. In particular, if f (x) y3j2 [0;1]
forallf 2 F ,x2 X and y2 Y, then the conditions are satis edwih L = 2
and B = 1 (see [L8]). 0 ther exam ples are described In R6] and In R].

The rst result we present is a direct but Instructive corollary of T heo—
rem 33.

Corollary 5.3. LetF keachssoffinctionswith rangesin [ 1;1]and
¥t ‘e a oss function satisfying conditions 1{3 alove. Let f e any ekem ent
of F satisfying P, "¢ = infror Py . Assume is a sub-root function for
which

r) BLERff2F :L°P (f £ ) rg:
Then forany x> 0 and any r (r), with prokability at kast 1 e *,

b ) 705£+ (1L + 27B )x
£ £ B n )
Proof. OneappliesTheoram 33 ( rstpart) totheclss } ‘f wih

T (f)= L%P (f f )? and usesthe fact thatby T heorem A .6, and by the sym —

m etry ofthe R adam achervariabks, LER , ff :L°P (f f )2 rg ERLfY%

‘e L2P (F £ )2 rg.The resul follow s from notjcjngtl'latPn(‘fA )

0.

Instead of com paring the loss of £ to that of £ , one could com pare
it to the loss of the best m easurable function (the regression function for
regression function estin ation, orthe Bayes classi er for classi cation).The
techniques proposed here can be adapted to this case.

U sing Corollary 53, one can (wih m inorm odi cation) recover the resuls
of R2] for m odel selection. T hese have been shown to m atch the m Inin ax
results In various situations. In that sense, C orollary 5.3 can be considered
as sharp.

Next we tum to the m ain result of this section. It is a version of C orol-
lary 53 wih a fully data-dependent bound. T his is obtained by m odifying

In three ways: the R adem acher averages are replaced by em pirical ones,
the radius of the ball is In the L, P,) nom instead ofL, P ), and nally,
the center of the ball is f instead of f .

Theorem 5.4. LetF ke a convex class of functionswith range in [ 1;1]
and ket ‘e a loss function satisfying conditions 1{3 above. Let £ be any
ekement of F' satisfying P s = Inferr Ppr.De ne

b ()= . 22 X,
(CNB)] @)= cE RL,ff2F P, (f £) c3rg+ ;
n
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where ¢; = 2L B _ 10L), o = 11L%+ ¢ and c3 = 2824+ 4B (11L + 27B )=c, .
Then with probability at least 1 4e %,

705 (11L + 27B )x
_r + —

14

Py ¢) o

where £ isthe xed point of b,

Remark 5.5. Unlke Corollary 5.3, the classF in Theorem 54 has to
be convex. T his ensures that it is starshaped around any of is elem ents
(which implies that bn is sub-root even though £ is random ). However,
convexity of the loss class is not necessary, so that this theoram still applies
to m any situations of interest, In particular to reqularized regression, w here
the finctions are taken In a vector space or a ball of a vector space.

Remark 5.6. A lthough the theoram is stated w ith explicit constants,
there isno reason to think that these are optin al. T he fact that the constant
705 appears actually is due to our failure to apply the second part of The—
orem 33 to the initial loss class, which is not starshaped (this would have
given a 7 Instead).H owever, w ith som e additionale ort, one can probably
obtain m uch better constants.

A swe explained earlier, although the statem ent of Theorem 54 is sin ilar
to Theorem 42 in [19], there isan In portant di erence in the way the localt
ized averages are de ned:in our case the radius is a constant tim es r, while
In [L9] there is an additional term , nvolring the loss of the em pirical risk
m inin izer, which m ay not converge to zero. H ence, the com plexity decreases
faster in our bound.

T he additional property required in the proof of this result com pared to
the proof of Theorem 4.1 is that under the assum ptions of the theorem , the
m Inin izers of the em pirical loss and of the true loss are close w ith respect
to the L, P ) and the L, P,) distances (this has also been used in R0]
and [B1, 32]).

Proof of Theorem 5.4. De nethe finction as

c o o)X
52) () = EIERnffZ F:L?P (f f)> rg+ & akx,
n
N otice that since F is convex and thus starshaped around each of itspoints,
Lenma 34 mpliesthat issub—root.Now, forr (r) Corollary 53 and

condition 3 on the loss function im ply that, w ith probability at least 1 e ¥,

(11L + 27B)B sz.

63) L?P (¢ £)° BL?P (, ) 705L°r+
n
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D enote the right-hand sideby s.Slnces r r ,thens (s) by Lemm a32),

and thus
11L°x
n

T herefore, C orollary 2 2 applied to the class LF yieldsthat w ith probability
atleastl e %,

s 10L°ER,ff2F :L°P (f £ )? sg+

fE2F;L°P (f £)° sg fEf2F;L°P,(E £ )% 2sg:
This, combined with (5.3), in plies that w ith probability at least 1 2e %,

(11L + 27B )Bx
n

P, £)* 2 705r+

11L + 27B )B
2 705+ —— 13
&

w here the second Inequality ollow s from r (r) ox=n.De nec= 2(705+

(11L + 27B )B =) .By the triangle nequality in L, P, ), if (5.4) occurs, then
any £ 2 F satis es

A qd?— in

Po(E £ ( Pn(E £)2+ P, £)?)

Appealing again to Corollary 22 applied to LF as befre, but now for
r (r), it follow s that w ith probability at least 1 3e %,

ff2F :L?P (f £ )° g
2 2 P3 P-2
fE2F :L%P, (€ £)2 ( 2+ <¢)°L%rg:
Combining thiswith Lemm a A 4 show s that, w ith probability at least 1
Je %,

2 2 OX
@) oE RLff2F :L?P  f )® rg+ —
n

P—- p_ oOxX

QE RoEfEP,(E £)° ( 2+ o)rg+ =

n

2 OX
gE Ryff P, (E £) 4+ 2c)rg+ —
n

b @:

Setting r= r in the above argum ent and applying Lemm a 4.3 show s that
r £ , which, together w th (5.3), concludes the proof.
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6. Com puting local R adem acher com plxities. In this section we deal
w ith the com putation of local Radem acher com plexities and their xed
points. W e rst propose a sin ple iterative procedure for estin ating the

xed point of an arbitrary sub-root function and then give two exam ples
of situations where it is possible to com pute an upper bound on the local
R adem acher com plexities. In the case of classi cation w ith the discrete loss,
this can be done by solving a weighted error m inin ization problem . In the
case of kemel classes, it is obtained by com puting the eigenvalues of the
em pirical G ram m atrix.

6.1. The iterative procedure. Recallthat Theorem 4.1 indicates that one
can cbtain an upperbound in tem s ofem pirical quantities only. H ow ever, it
rem ains to be explained how to com pute these quantitiese ectively.W e pro—
pose to use a procedure sin ilar to that of K oltchinskii and Panchenko [16],
by applying the sub-root function iteratively. The next lemm a show s that
applying the sub-root function iteratively gives a sequence that converges
m onotonically and quickly to the xed point.

Lemma 6.1. Let :0;1)! [D;1 ) be a hontrivial) sub—root fiinction.
Fixry r,and orallk> 0 de ne rxy1= (). Then for allN > O,
v+l  Ino,@nd

o 2 "
r Ty — r:
r
In particular, forany "> 0, if N satis es
In (xrp=r )
N Iog, —————
h@a+™m
then ny @+ "r .
Proof. Noticethatifrp, r ,then n1= () r)=r .Also,
() x) P— p_
— P== Iy ;
I r
and SO rx+1 Ik and Iy 1=r (re=r )*™?.An easy induction shows that

ny=r (r=r)?

N otice that in the results of [L6], the analysis of the iterative procedure
w as tied to the probabilistic upperbounds. H ow ever, here wem ake the issues
separate: the bounds of previous sections are valid no m atter how the xed
point is estin ated. In the above lemm a, one can use a random sub-root
finction.
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6 2. Local Radem acher com pkxities for classi cation loss classes. Con-—
sider the case where Y = £ 1;1g and the loss is the discrete Ioss, “(y;v%) =
16 y%.Shce Y= “, one can write

E R,ff 2 star(¥ ;0) :P,£° 2rg
=E R,f Yf: 2 (Gj1;£2F ;P % 2r=“g

E Rpf Yf: 2 O;1;£2F;PnY 2r= °g

sup E RpyfY%Y:£2F Py 2r= 2g
2 (0;11

= sup E Rpf%¥:f2F ;P 2r= 2g;
2 2ri]

w here the last equality follow s from the fact that P, ¢ 1 forallf. Substi-
tuting Into C orollary 5.1 gives the ollow Ing resul.

Corollary 6.2. LetY = f 1g, kt ‘e the discrete Ioss de ned on Y
and ktF ke a class of functions with ranges in ¥ . Fix x> 0 and de ne

b 5 26x

a @) =20 sup E Ryf¥:f£2F ;P 2r= “g+ —:
21 2ril] n

Then for allK > 1, with prokability at ast 1 3e *, orallf2 F,

P KP‘+C‘K f-l—x
f K 1nf nl

where £ isthe xed point of bn .

The follow ng theorem show s that upper bounds on bn (r) can by com —
puted whenever one can perform weighted em pirical risk m Inin ization. In
otherwords, ifthere isan e cient algorithm form inin izing a weighted sum
ofclassi cation errors, there isan e cient algorithm for com puting an upper
bound on the localized R adem acher averages. T he em pirical m inin ization
algorithm needs to be run repeatedly on di erent realizations of the ;, but
w ih fast convergence toward the expectation as the number of iterations
grow s. A sin ilar result was known for global R adem acher averages and this
show s that the localization and the use of starhullsdo not greatly a ect the
com putational com plexity.

Theorem 6.3. The empirical local Radem acher com pkxity of the clas—
si cation loss class, de ned in Cormllary 62, satis es

b . . 5 26x
h ()= c spup E Ryf%¥:£2F ;P 2r= g+T

2[ 2ril]
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5 oo 2r 1 +1X“,+Y,J() 26x
c sup min — = - Ji iJ i
2[p5:,-1] 0 22 2ni:1 n
where
L 1X . .
J()=mih— Jit YiJEXi)sion( i+ Yy)):
f2F n

The quantity J ( ) can be viewed as them ininum of a certain weighted
em pirical risk when the labels are corrupted by noise and the noise level
is determ ined by the param eter (Lagrange muliplier) . Using the fact
that J( ) is Lipschitz in , a nie grid of values of J( ) can be used
to obtain a functign  that is an upper bound on bn . Then the function
r?7 J_:supro %= 10 is a sub-root upper bound on bn .

In order to prove Theoram 6.3 we need the Pollow ng lemm a (adapted
from [1]) which relates the localized R adem acher averages to a weighted
error m inin ization problem .

Lemma 6.4. Forevery b2 [0;1],
E Rnf‘f :f2F;Pn ‘f kg
=3 EmnfP,(EX); ):f2F;P,(EX);Y) b

Proof. Notice that for v;v°2 £ 1g, ‘;v9 = 16 y%= ¥ vy%2.
T hus

X X X
2 D NE X)X = i X)) 13+ X+ 13
i=1 i:¥;=1 i:¥;= 1
X X
= 12 FXD+ 1)+ s X))+ 13
iys=1 i:yi= 1
xo X
= Y ;FEX)+ 13+ 2 it
=1 1:Y5=1

Because of the symm etry of i, for xed X; the vector ( Y; i)ril= ; has the
sam e distrbution as ( i)§l=1 . Thus when we take the expectation, we can
replace Y; ; by i.M oreover, we have

xXn X X
JEFXD+ 1= X+ 13+ X+ 1]
i=1 i: i=l i: i= 1
X X
= 2 F&Ki 17+ XD+ 1]
i: =1 i 3= 1
xo X
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In plying that
E Rnf‘f :sz;Pn‘f m
1 X X
=— E i+ E 1
n i:¥5=1 i: 4= 1

+E supf PpYEX); ):E2F ;PR YEX);Y) by ;

w hich proves the clain .
Proof of Theorem 6.3. From Lemnma 64,
b 1 -
n () =c sup > Bomn Pt EX )i )

. 2r 26x

f2F ;P EX);Y) — + —
n

F ix a realization ofthe ;.It iseasy to see that when 0,each £ forwhich

P, (f(X);Y) 2r= 2 satis es

2
PrEX); ) PrtEX); )+ PrtEX)Y) —J;

Let L (f£; ) denote the right-hand side and et g( )= mngyr L (£; ).Then
mIfP,\E K ); ):E2F Py V(EX);Y) 2= g g():
But, using the fact that ‘(;9)= 1 yy)=2,

X 2r
g()=min— CEX); )+ YEXKYL)) —
f2F N .
=1
L 1X¥ 1 fXy) s, 1 fXyYs 2
=min— + —
f2F N 2 2 2
=1
X 1l f®ysign( 3+ Yi) Jit+ YiJ
=min— Jit Yi3
f2F n |, 2 2
=1
1+ 2r
+ 5 -
11Xt
=min— Ji+ YViJEXK);sion( i+ Yy))
f2F n
1 X 1+ 2r
on Jit Yijt > ¢
=1

Substituting gives the resul.
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6 3. LocalR adem acher com pkxities for kemelclhsses. O necase In which
the fnctions and P, can be com puted explicitly is when F is a kemel
class, that is, the unitball in the reproducing kemel H ibert space associated
w ih a positive de nite kemelk.O bserve that In thiscase F isa convex and
sym m etric set.

Let k be a positive de nite function on X , that is, a sym m etric function
such that foralln 1,

XH
8x1;::5x, 2X ;8 q15::55 n2R 1 sk Xyix4)  O:
iL3=1
Recall the m ain properties of reproducing kemel H ibert spaces that we
require:
@) The reproducing kemelH ibert space associated w ith k is the unique
H ibert space H of functions on X such that orallf 2 F and allx2 X,
kx; )2 H and

(6.1) f (x)= hf;k x; )i:

o) H can be constructed as the com pletion of the linear span of the

functions k (x; ) forx 2 X , endowed w ith the inner product
* +

X0 X xm
ik&i; )i sklyyr ) = i 3k ®i7y9):
=1 =1 i3=1
Weusek ktodenotethenom in H .
O nem ethod for regression consists of solving the follow ing least squares
problem in the unit ballofH :
. 1% 2
min — (X)) YY)

f2H :kfk 11N ,
i=1

N otice that considering a ball of som e other radius is equivalent to rescaling
the class. W e are thus interested in com puting the localized R adem acher
averages of the class of finctions

F=ff2H %kfk 1g:

AssumethatEkKX ;X )< 1 andde neT :I, P )1'R L, P ) asthe integral
operator associated with k and P, that is, T£( )= k( ;v)fy)dP ).k is
possible to show that T is a positive sam ide nite traceclass operator. Let
( i)i: ; be its eigenvalues, arranged in a nonincreasing order. A 1so, given an

kemelm atrix) T,, de ned asT, = % k X i7X §))i9=1;:5n - Let (Ai)?: ; be is
eigenvalues, arranged In a nonincreasing order.
The Pllow Ing result was proved In R4].
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Theorem 6.5. Forevery r> 0,
, > )é‘ - 1=2
ER,ff2F P £ rg — m infr; ig
Dy
M oreover, there exists an absolute constant ¢ such that if ; 1=n, then for
every r 1=n,
)é‘ - 1=2
m infr; ig
=1

ERnffZF:Pf2 rg c

T he ©llow Ing lemm a is a data-dependent version.

Lemma 6.6. Forevery r> 0,
) 2 % N
E Ryff2F P,f rg — m infr; ;g
n

=1

T he proof of this result can be found n Appendix A 2.The fact that we
have replaced P £2 by P, £? and conditioned on the data yields a result that
Involves only the eigenvalues of the em pirical G ram m atrix.

W e can now state a consequence of T heoram 5.4 for the proposed regres—
sion algorithm on the unitballofH .

Corollary 6.7. Assumethatsup,,x k&;x) 1.LetF = ff 2 H :kfk
lg and k¥t ke a Joss function satisfying conditions 1{3. Let f ke any elem ent
of F' satisfying Pp, “s= Inferp Pp ¢

There exists a constant ¢ depending only on L and B such that with
prokability at ast 1 6e %,

X
P(‘fA ‘f) Cf+—,

n

where

v !

. h o u1x
t min —+t — i

0 h n n n .
i>h

W e observe that £ is at m ost of oxder 1=p n (ifwe take h= 0), but can
be of order logn=n if the eigenvalues of "fn decay exponentially quickly.

In addition, the eigenvalues ofthe G ram m atrix are not hard to com pute,
so that the above result can suggest an in plem entable heuristic for choosing
the kemel k from the data. T he issue of the choice of the kemel is being
Intensively studied in the m achine leaming com m unity.
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Proof. Because of the symm etry of the ; and because F is convex
and sym m etric,

E R,ff2F P (E £)? org=E Roff f:(2F;P,E £)? org
E Ryff g:f;92F ;P, (f g)2 cG3rg
= 2E R ff:f2F ;P f? cyr=4q:

Combining wih Lemma 6.6 gives

A D (Cz+ 2)X
2c0E RLyff2F P (f £) Grgt+t ——
n
|
S 1=2
2X mr . @+ 2)x
0 — min —; ; + —:
n 4 n

Let bn (r) denote the right-hand side. N otice that bn is a sub—xoot function,
so the estin ate of Theorem 5.4 can be applied. To com pute the xed point
of B bn, rst notice that adding a constant a to a sub-root function can

Increase ts xed point by atmost 2a.Thus, i su ocesto show that
|

1=2
2)(1’1 . C3r/\
r 4cg — mn —; ;
n .,
i=1
In plies
v !
u
. h u lX A
62) r cmih —+t = i
0 h n n n .
i>h

22X gr .
— — min —;
4cy n,_ . 4
1
2 . X Gr X A
= — mm T + i
ns fl;uyng s 125
|
2 chr X,

i>h

Solving the quadratic nequality for each value ofh gives (62).

APPEND X

A 1. Addiionalm aterial. This section contains a collection of results
that is needed in the proofs. M ost of them are classical or easy to derive
from classical results. W e present proofs for the sake of com pleteness.
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R ecall the follow iIng In provam ent ofR io’s 9] version of Talagrand’s con—
centration Inequality, which is due to Bousquet [7, 8].

Theorem A .1l. Letc> 0, kt X ; be independent random variables dis—
tributed according to P and ket F ke a set of functions from X to R .A ssum e
that all functions £ in F satisfy Ef = 0 and kfk; c.

Let e a positive real num ber such that 2 sups,p Varlf X ;)]. Then,
forany x 0,

X
Pr@ EZ + x) exp vh — ;
v
P
where Z = supsp 1L f®i), h®) = 1+ x)log(l+ x) xandv=n 2+

2cEZ . A lso, with probability at kast1 e %,

cx
Z EZ + 2xv+ ?:

In a sin ilarway one can cbtain a concentration resul forthe R adem acher
averages of a class (using the result of B]; see also [6]). In order to cbtain
the appropriate constants, notice that

X0 X0
E sup X)) =E sup i EX) b a)=2)

£2F 4 £2F 44

and f ® a)=23 b a)=2.

Theorem A 2. LetF ke a clssof functionsthatmap X into [;b]. Let

e
Z =E sup £ Xi)=nE RyF:
£2F 4 q
Then forallx O,
d— a)XxX
PrZ EZ+ (@ a)sz+% e ®
and
qQq__—
Pr@Z EZ b a)xEZ) e *:

Lemma A 3. Foru;v O,

p p— P-

u+ v u+  v;

and for any > 0,

p
2 uv u+
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Lemma A 4. Fix x> 0, and ket F ke a clhss of functions with ranges
in @;b]. Then, with probability at least 1 e %,

. 1 b a)x
ER,F nf —E R, F+—"
201 1 4n (1 )
A lso, with prokability at kast1 e %,
. b ax 1 1
E R,F inf (1+ )ER,F+ ——" — 4 =
>0 2n 2 3

Proof. The sscond inequality of Theorem A 2 and Lemma A 3 Inply

that w ith probability at least 1 e %,
S

b a)x
ER,F E R,F+ ————ER_F
n

a)x
E R,F + ER,F + u;
4n

and the st clain of the lemm a follow s. T he proof of the second clain is
sin ilar, but uses the rst nequality of Theorem A 2.

A standard fact is that the expected deviation of the em pirical m eans
from the actual ones can be controlled by the R adem acher averages of the
class.

Lemma A .5. For any chss of functions F ,

max Esup®Pf Prf);Esup®P,f P£) 2ER,F :
£2F £2F

of the suprem um and by sym m etry,

Esup®f P,f)=Esup EPf P,f)
f2F f2F

f2F

n #
1 X 0
= —Esup if &) if X 1)
n fr .,
1 xn 0 1 Xt
—Esup if X))+ —Esup if Xy)
N f2r 4 n ofr ;4
= 2EsupR,f:

f2F
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U sing an identical argum ent, the sam e holds orP,f P f.

In addition, recall the follow ing contraction property, which is due to
Ledoux and Talagrand [17].

Theorem A .6. Let e a contraction, that is, j (k) V)] X v
Then, for every chss F ,
ER, F ERLF;
where F=f f:f2Fqg.

The interested readermay nd som e additional useful properties of the
R adem acher averages n [3, 27].

A 2. Proofs.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. De neV' = supsr PE£ P,f).Sihcesups,y Varlf & ;)]
r, and kf P fky b a, Theoram A 1 inplies that, w ith probability at

lastl e %,
S

2xr+ dx b a)EV*t . b ax
n n 3n

vt BVt +

Thusby Lenma A 3, w ith probability at least 1 e %,

r
+ , + 2rx 1
nf @+ )EV' + —+ © a) —
>0 n

\Y% +

Wl
S

Applying Lemma A 5 gives the rst assertion of Theorem 2.1. T he second
part of the theoram follows by combining the rst one and Lemm aA 4,
and noticing that Inf £( )+ .nf g( ) of (E( )+ g()).Finally, the fact
that the sam e resulshold for sups,r Pnf P f) can be easily obtained by
applying the above reasoning to the class F = £ f :f 2 F g and noticing
that the R adem acher averages of F and F are identical.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Toprovethe conthuity of ,lktx> y> 0,and
note that sjnoep _J's nondecreasing, j x) V)= &) (y)pF_rom the
fact that (r)= r is nonincreasihg it ®llows that &)= ¥y X )=y,
and thus

x) Px Py
) <y>=p§~p§ N

Letting x tend to y, 7 ) (y)jtendsto 0, and is keft-contihuous at y.
A sin ilar argum ent show s the right-sided contihuity of
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A s for the second part of the in , note that (x)=x is nonnegative and
ocontinuous on (0;1 ), and sihce 1= X is strictly decreasing on (0;1 ), then

(x)=x is also strictly decreasing.

Observethat if &)=x isalwayslargerthan 1 on (0;1 ),then lim 4, 1 x)=

x= 1 ,which is in possble.On the other hand, if (x)=x< 1 on (0;1 ),
then liny: ¢ &)= x= 0, contrary to the assum ption that is nontrivial.
Thus the equation (r)=r= 1 has a positive solution and this solution is
unigque by m onotoniciy.

Finally, if or some r> 0, r (r), then @)=t 1 Porallt r [sh

(x)=x is nonincreasing] and thus r r. The other direction follows In a
sin ilar m anner.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Observe that, by symm etry ofthe R adem acher
random variables,onehas ()= E R,ff £:F2F ;T (£ f) rg so that,
by translating the class, i su oces to consider the case where £=0.

Note that isnonnegative, since by Jensen’s inequality

E supRp,f supE Rpf= 0:
£2F £2F
M oreover, isnondecreasing since f£f2 F T (f) rg ff2 :T (f) rog
rr r’ It rem ainsto show that orany 0< 1 1, (1) =1 @) .
To thisend, x any sampl and any realization of the R adem acher random
variables, and set fj to be a function for which
xa

sap if (x4)
f2F ;T (£) 1 =1

is attained (if the suprem um is not attained only a slight m odi cation is
required). Since T (£3) 1, then T ( 1=, @ r; by assum ption. Fur-
them ore, since F'  is starshaped, the function n=r,f; belongsto F and
satis esthat T ( m=rnfy) 1 .Hence

xn Xt I
sup if &3) i E6)
£2F :T (£) 11 41 =1 2
r r_l )(Il
= = sup i x1)5

T2 £2F :T (£) 1 =1

and the result follow sby taking expectationsw ith regpect to theR adem acher
random variables.

Proof of Corollary 3.7. Theproofusesthe follow ing result of [L1],
w hich relates the em piricalR adem acher averages to the em piricalL , entropy
of the class. T he covering number N ( ;F ;I, P,)) is the cardinality of the
an allest subset F ofL, P,) forwhich every elem ent of F iswihin ofsome
ekm ent of F .
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Theorem B .7 ([11]). There exists an absolute constant C such that for

E R,F 19i IogN (";F ;L; P,))d":

De ne the sub-root fiinction
11 logn
- :

(r) = 10ER, ff 2 star® ;0) :P £2 rg+

Ifr (r), then Corollary 2 2 In pliesthat, w ith probability at least 1  1=n,
ff 2 star@® ;0) :P £2 rg f£f 2 star® ;0) :P,£% 2rg;
and thus

1
ER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P £2 rg ER,ff 2 starF ;0) :Pnf2 2rg+ —:
n

It ollowsthatr = (r ) satis es

1+ 11logn
A1) r 10ER,ff 2 star@® ;0) :P,£* 2r g+ 79]!

But Theoram B .7 show s that

ER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P,£° 2r g

c 2%ma
piE IogN (";star® ;0);L, @Pn))d":
0

It is easy to see that we can construct an -cover for starE ;0) using an
=2-cover or F and an =2-cover for the interval 0;1], which in plies

2
IogN (";star@® ;0);L, ®Pn)) logN E;F ;Lo Pn) - +1

Now , recallthat [14] for any probability distrbution P and any classF w ih
VC-dimension d< 1 ,

" l
bgN E;F iLoP) adlog —
T herefore
s — __ s
odZ 2r 1
ER,ff 2 star® ;0) :P,£% 2r g - g = 4"
n o
S
adr log(l=r )
n
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w here ¢ represents an absolute constant whose value m ay change from line
to line. Substituting Into A 1) and solving for r show s that
odlog (a=d) |

’
n

provided n d.The result ollows from Theorem 3 3.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Letf = argm ngyr P Y. For sim plicity, as—
sum e that the m inimum exists; if it does not, the proof is easily extended
by considering the lim it of a sequence of functions w ith expected loss ap—
proaching the in mum .) Then, by de nition off, Pn'% Pp' .Since the
variance of ¥ (X ;;Y;) isnom ore than som e constant tines L. , we can ap—
ply Bemstein’s nequality (see, eg., [L0], Theoram 82) to show that with

probability at least 1 e %,
S

PY¥Yx X L x X
Pn‘f Pn ¢ PY¥Y +c + - =L +c —+ —
n n n n
Thus, by Theorem 33, w ith probability at least 1 2e %,
S 1
L x x X
P Y L +c ——+— + X r + —
K 1 n n n
Setting
s -
m ax ;X=n
S @ ix=n).
r

noting that r x=n and sin plifying gives the rst nequality. A sin ilar
argum ent using Theorem 4.1 im plies the second Inequaliy.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Introduce the operatorCAn on H de ned by

11Xt
Crf)x)= 5 fXDkX ;%);

=1

so that, using (6.1),

N

hg;Crfi= fXigX )i

S
S

=1
and hf;CAnfi= Pnfz,i'np]yjng‘chatCAn is positive sem ide nite.
Suppose that £ isan eigenfunction ofCAlr1 w ih eigenvaluie .Then foralli

& 1%
fXy)= (cnf)(Xi)=H fFXE DX ;X 4):
=1
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and hence = 0) or is an eigenvector of TAn w ith eigenvaluie . Converssly,
jf'an= v for som e vector v, then
|
X X X
Cn vik X y; ) = — vik X ;X kX 57 )=— vikXs; ):
. n.. n .
i=1 =1 =1

T hus, the eigenvalues of TAIl are the sam e as the n largest eigenvalies of

CAn, and the rem aining eigenvalues of CAn are zero. Let (Ai) denote these
eigenvalues, arranged In a nonincreasing order.

Let ( ;)i 1 be an orthonom albasis of H of eigenfuinctions ofCAn (such
that ; is associated w ith Ai).ij 0 h n and notethat forany £2 H

* +
X X0
i Xi)= £ ik X7 )
=1 =1
* * + o+
S R <
= shEr 51 57 &= ik ®ii )iy
=1 =1 j =1
* + o+
X x
+ £; j_k(Xj_; )I] j
>h i=1
Ifkfk 1and
2 & X . 2
r Ppf°=hf;C,fi= shf;  41%;
i1l
then by the Cauchy{Schwarz nequality
v
u * +
X U g ox z
1f(X:|_) tr ~ ik(Xi; )Ij
i=1 =1 7 =1
@ 2) v
u * +,
u X xn
tt k®ii )ij
J>h =1
M oreover,
* +
X 2 1 X . .
—E K&y )iy = —E i R )ik Xy )5 51
n ) n .
i=1 =1
X0
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=h

A
j.

4N '
5iCn 31

Using A 2) and Jensen’s inequality, it ollow s that

(

1 P X
E R,ff2F P ,f° rg p= min hr+

[gi=t=ty
>

j=h+1

which in plies the resul.
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